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One section deals with daylight saving on
a trial basis, another deals with the
machinery for a referendum, and the third
covers provisions which provide that if a
referendum is carried by a majority of the
People voting in favour of daylight sav-
ing, pursuant to a trial period this summer,
daylight saving will become a pattern of
life in Western Australia.

our shadow Minister has indicated that
the Opposition intends to vote against
those provisions in the Bill which relate
to the second and third parts of the
measure. We support the principle of day-
light saving, but we oppose those pro-
visions providing for a referendum, and it
is obvious that if a referendum is not held
there cannot be a final decision that this
measure will become law. In other words,
if the referendum provisions are deleted
from the Hill and it is passed in an
amended form, there will be daylight sav-
ing in 1974 and 1975, but if daylight saving
is to continue through the summer months
of 1075 and 1976 this will require the in-
troduction of further legislation into this
Parliament. That is the thought I leave
with those who may vote against the Bil!,
and if members vote against the Bill in
principle and support it in detail, I cannot
understand their logic.

Clause put and a division taken
the following result-
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Clause thus passed.
Clauses 6 to 19 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Title-
Mr T. .1. BURKE: Mr Chairman,' I

understand I can talk on any clause in
considering the title of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: You are free to talk
to the title of the Bill only.

Mr T. J. BURKE: In speaking to the
title I point out to members that we in-
tended to Oppose all, clauses that referred
to the requirement for a referendum. The
principle underlying this opposition was

that we felt the people of Western Auis-
tralia should not be required to meet the
heavy cost of a referendum on this issue
at this stage. In our opinion there was
no need to legislate tonight for a refer-
endum.

The CHAIRMAN: I suggest you are not
talking to the title of the Bill.

Mr O'Connor: And, of course, you are
right, Mr Chairman.

Mr T. J. BURKE: I accept your ruling,
Mr Chairman, but I make the point that
the only reason we did not oppose clauses
6 to 14 was to expedite the proceedings of
the Chamber.

Title put and Passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

House adjourned at 12.10 am.
(Wednesday).

Wednesday, the 21st August, 1974

The SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson) took
the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Presentation to Governor:

Acknowledgment
THE SPEAKER: I have to announce

that, accompanied by the member for
Wellington (Mrs Craig), the member for
Merredin-Yilgarn (Mr Cowan), and the
member for Premantle (Mr Fletcher), I
attended upon His Excellency the Gover-
nor and presented the Address-in-Reply
to His Excellency's Speech in opening
Parliament. His Excellency the Governor
has been pleased to reply in the following
terms-

Mr Speaker and Members of the
Legislative Assembly:

I thank you for your expressions of
loyalty to Her Most Gracious Majesty
The Queen, and for your Address-in-
Reply to the Speech with which I
opened Parliament.

FUEL. ENERGY AND POWER
RESOURCES ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Message: Appropariations

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the Bill.

760



tWednesday. 21 August, 1974] 6

QUESTIONS (50): ON NOTICE
WATER SUPPLIES

Esperance
Mr GRE WAR. to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) What is the pumping potential

from established PWE) bores in
the Esperance aquifer?

(2) Will the present bores be suffici-
ent to supply the Esperance
Meat Exporters abattoir and
towns to the north?

(3) If (2) is "No" when will addi-
tional supplies be equipped?

(4) What is the storage capacity of
the aquifer?

(5) What is the estimated rate of re-
charge?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) The installed pumping capacity

from the established PWD bores'
is 305/M 3 /hour.

(2) The existing bores are capable of
supplying the Esperance Meat
Exporters proposed abattoir, but
no Provision has been made to
serve towns to the north.

(3) Answered by (2).
(4) Full extent of the aquifer storage

capacity has not been determined
but it is adequate for present
demand.

(5) The recharge is meeting the
extraction rate and is expected to
continue to do so in the foresee-
able future.

ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION

Guidelines for New Industries
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and Environment:

Will he request the Environ-
mental Protection Authority to
establish guidelines for the prep-
aration of environmental impact
statements so that appropriate
standards can be demanded as
new industries seek to establish
themselves?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
No. Environmental protection
legislation in Western Australia
does not specifically require envi-
ronmental impact statements.
Instead, as the Member will see
from perusal of the annual reports
of the Environmental Protection
Authority, it is considered that
each proposed project requires
special environmental assessment
although ultimately we can expect
a codification which can serve as
guidelines for new industries in
general- The Member will also be

3.

4.

aware that the concept of envi-
ronmental impact statements is
being discussed with the Com-
monwealth Government, and the
Environmental Protection Auth-
ority considers that at the present
stage of industrial development in
Western Australia much Is to be
learnt from experience in other
parts of the world as to whether
formalization of environmental
impact statements can produce
unnecessary Paper work which
would not really contribute to
appropriate environmental man-
agement.

CONSUMER PROTECTION
Service: Country Towns

Mr WATT, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

Following a, recent visit to the
south-west region by an officer of
the Consumer Protection Rureau,
will he give consideration to ex-
tending the services of the bureau
by having officers visit mrajor
country towns on a. regular basis?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
Yes and as a result of the Mem-
ber's representations I have
already Instructed the commis-
sioner to arrange further trips and
to advise local Members when
bureau officers will be in their
electorates.

RAIELWAYS
Pensioners: Free Trip Concession

Mr SIBSONl, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:

As aged Pensioners are entitled to
one free trip per year on any
WAGR service, what is the situa-
tion in respect of this matter re-
garding-
(a) widow pensioners;
(b) invalid pensioners;
(c) war service widow Pension-

ers;
(d) any other pensioners?

Mr RIDJGE replied:
Not all old aged pensioners are
entitled to the benefits referred to
by the Member. On application
of a. means test, those old aged
pensioners who qualify for pen-
sioner medical benefits and fringe
benefits receive free pensioner
travel which includes one free trip
per year between points serviced
by WAGR.
(a) Widow pensioners, subject to

the same means test as applies
to old aged pensioners, receive
the benefit referred to.
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(b) Invalid Pensioners, subject to
same means test as applies to
old aged pensioners, receive
the benefit referred to.

(c) War service widow pensioners
are not subject to a means
test in the same way as civi-
lian widows and do not re-
ceive pensioner free travel.

(d) Recipients of supporting
mother's benefits are also
eligible, subject to the same
means test as applies to old
aged, widow and invalid pen-
sioners.

5. INDUSTRIAL STOPPAGES
Emergency Services

Mr SIBSON, to the Premier:
In light of recent industrial stop-
pages, particularly concerning
supplies of fuel and essential food
requirements, has any thought
been given to provision of
emergency services to alleviate
suffering by innocent people at
these times?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Yes; part of the Member's ques-
tion is covered by the provisions
of the Bill Presently before Par-
liament amending the Fuel, Power
and Energy Resources Act, 1972.
With regard to essential food re-
quirements, the Government is
considering preventive measures
and will meet the situation as it
arises, according to its Policy
undertakings.

6. COST-OF-LIVING ADJUST-
MENTS AND PRICES

JUSTIFICATION TRIBUNAL
Premier's undertaking

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) Did he give an undertaking at

the recent Premiers' Conference
to join the central Government in
a joint submission to the Arbitra-
tion Commission in Support of the
principle of automatic cost of liv-
ing adjustments?

(2) Did he also endorse a wider scope
of authority for the Prices Justi-
fication Tribunal, even into areas
such as doctors' and lawyers' fees?

Sir
(1)

CHARLES COURT replied:
No. What I did agree to was to
join with the other States and the
Commonwealth in an examination
of the practicability of making a
joint application to the Australian
Conciliation and Arbitration Com-
mission to limit wage increases to
an indexed amount related to cost
of living increases with some pro-
vision to deal with anomalies.

(2) I also agreed to the setting up of
a working party of State and Com-
monwealth officials to explore the
practicality of legislation by the
States to extend the jurisdiction
of the Prices Justification Tri-
bunal. A purpose of this legisla-
tion would be to allow the tribunal
to disregard, as a Justification for
price increases, increases in wage
costs in excess of wage movements
resulting from indexation and the
correction of anomalies. The work-
ing party will also consider the
possibility of legislation to re-
gulate fees for professional and
other services.
I should add that the intention
there was to make sure that it
covered people other than straigh-
out corporations, which Is, I un-
derstand, the limiting factor in
the Prices Justification Tribunal at
the present time.

'7. FLUORIDATION OF WATER
SUPPLIES

Link with Heart Failure
Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Has he seen the statement that

three British scientists have
found a connection between 'soft
water and above average death
rates from heart failure?

(2) Will he endeavour to obtain a
copy of the scientists' paper on
the matter which it has been re-
ported was to be read at a four-
day international conference on
water supply which opened near
London on Monday of this week?

(3) As three scientists, John Manoer,
Dyson Rose and Marcel Boulet of
the National Research Council of
Canada have published a paper in
Environmental Health in which
they have expressed the opinion
that the calcium and magnesium
present in the "hardness" com-
ponent of most naturally fluori-
dated waters may provide a pro-
tective mechanism reducing fluor-
ide absorption, is it not possible
that the above average death rate
referred to in relation to soft
water may be due to the greater
absorption of fluoride from soft
waters to which fluoride has been
added?

(4) Is lhe aware that in The Washing-
ton Post, 18th July, 1974, of the
United States of America there
appeared an article under the
beading "Fluoridation is facing
new scrutiny" in which it was
stated that "a devastating case for
reopening the files on fluoridation"
had been made out by Dr Edward
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Groth to Dr Lloyd Tepper, asso-
ciate commissioner of the Ameri-
can Food and Drug Administra-
tion?

(5) Will he endeavour to obtain from
the United States of America
particulars of Dr Edward Groth's
submission?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) There does not appear to be any

association between the fluoride
content of water and heart di-
sease, but the paper referred to
will be studied.

(4) No, but the article will be
examined.

(5) Yes.
8. LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OFFICERS
Noise Abatement: Training

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:

In view of the recent formulating
of the noise abatement regula-
tions, will the Government now
provide free training to local
authority employees who may be
Involved in noise abatement acti-
vities?

Mr RIDGE replied:
Yes, but appointment under the
Act as an inspector or authorised
Person will require more inten-
sive training than can be pro-
vided by the department alone,

9. SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS
Building and Library Grants

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Would the Minister provide a list

showing the schools and the
amounts allocated to them from
the $8.1 million Karmel funds,
provided for general building
grants, 1974?

(2) Would the Minister provide a list
showing the schools and the
amounts allocated to each from
the $2.72 million for libraries
under the Karmel funds 1914?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I request that the answer be
tabled.

The answer was tabled (see paper No.
174).

10. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Meat Inspection: Reduction of Fees
Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) On whose recommendation or ad-

vice did the Government act
when deciding to reduce meat in-
spection fees as listed in the Gov-
erment Gazette in May?

(2) Prior to the recommendation be-
ing made to the Government did
the Minister receive deputations
from interested parties?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), bow many depu-
tations did the Minister receive
and for what duration of time
was each?

(4) Would the Minister list the names
of all Persons involved In the
deputation or deputations and
whom each represented?

(5) What was the Minister's reason-
ig for reducing meat inspection
fees?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) The Minister for Health.
(2) No, but Inquiries were made of

certain key parties including some
local authorities, the Meat and
Allied Trades Federation and
Department of Agriculture.

(3) and (4) Answered by (2).
(5) The fees introduced in March by

the Previous Government were
excessive in some areas.

11. SCHOOLS
Swan and Mundaring Electorates:

Enrolmnent a
Mr MOILTR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

What were the enrolments at
March 1974 for grades 4, 5, 6,
and 7 at the following primary
Schools-

Guildford, Midland, Herne Hill,
Middle Swan, West Swan. Uip-
per Swan, Bullsbrook Junior
High School, Helena Valley,
Midvale, Koongamia, Bellevue,
Greenmount and Swan View?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Grade Grade Grade

4 6 8

Guldford primary
Mlidland primary
Herne THi 1 primary ...
Riddle Swan primary...
West Swan primary ..
U~r Swan Primaryh

11 ook district high.
Helena Valley primary
bUdvale primanry
Kgaini pr ry

Greenounti primary
an. view primary ..

30
46
17
05

4
is
50
17
as
37

7
33
35

5
41
19
60
5

14
50
16
40
so
12
47
46

54
39
is
05
7

17
51
11
52
46
13
35
3s

Grade

61
47
26
60
7

17
48
is
58
53
10
28
34

12. PORRESTFIF.LD HIGH SCHOOL

Intake
Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

Prom which primary schools will
next year's Forrestfleld high
school students come and what
was the March 1974 enrolment
figures at these schools for grades
4. 5. 6 and 7?
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Mr MENSAROS replied:
Grade Grade {lr6de Grade

4 5 6 7

Porreetfield primuary 70 57 73 66
Il; h Wycombe rimnary 72 70 79 68

Marda Vale primiary 37 35 53 26
Wattle Grove primary 13 16 23 )4

13. KALAMUNDA HIGH SCHOOL

Intake and Enrolments

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) From which primary schools will

next year's Kalamunda Senior
High School first-year students
come, and what was the March
1974 enrolment figures for grades
4, 5, 6 and 7 at these schools?

(2) (a) What is the present enrol-
ment at Kalamunda Senior
High School,

(b) how many fifthi-year students
are at present enrolled;

(c) how many third-Year stud-
ents are at present enrolled;

(d) what is the anticipated en-
rolment for 1975?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(D)-

Gooseberry Mil primary
Kalamunda primary
loasmurdle primary
Pickering Brook primary
Walliston primary

(2) (a) 1357
(b) 127
(c) 304
(d) 1 354.

Grade Grade Grade Grade
t 5 0 7

35 40
06 95 1i
73 70
17 15
45 29

at 1st August.
at 1st August,
at 1st August,

37
08
69
8

4s

1974.
1974.
1974.

30
02
64
12
28

14. LYNWOOD HIGH SCHOOL
Intake

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

How many students is it anti-
cipated will attend Lynwood high
school next year?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
376.

15. SWAN VIEW HIGH SCHOOL
Documentation and Consultant Fees

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

What is the total cost for docu-
mentation and consultant lees
incurred for the development of
Swan View high school?

Mr MIENSAROS replied:
Full costs, including consultants,
lees, have not yet been finalised.

16. HIGH SCHOOLS
New Establishments: Location

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Where is it anticipated high

schools will be required to be built
for opening during 1976, 1977 and
1978?

(2) What is the estimated amount,
both in dollars and percentage,
of the educational budget which
will be required to be spent this
financial year to permit the intro-
duction of five-year-aids into the
school system?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Firm listings have not been made

but the anticipated areas are in
th6 northern suburbs and the
southern and south-eastern exten-
sions of the metropolitan area.

(2) No costing is yet available for the
pilot kindergartens in schools pro-
jected for 1975.

17. SWAN VIEW HIGH SCHOOL
Def erment

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

With reference to my question 2
without notice on Tuesday, 6th
August, regarding deferment of
Swan View high school, to which
newspapers did he provide the
Press release and who accepted
the information?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
A Press release was distributed to
metropolitan newspapers, radio
and television stations, and appro-
priate suburban and country news-
papers in the usual way.
The acceptance or otherwise of
such Press releases Is entirely a
matter for the media concerned.

18.

19.

This question was postponed.

CANNINOTON HIGH SCHOOL
Gymnasium

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the gymnasium been built at

the Cannington high school as
promised by the former Minister
for Education?

(2) If "No" why not?
C3) Will he advise when it will be

completed?
Mr MIENSAROS replied:
(1) to (3) Documentation is proceed-

ing with the expectation that the
building can he completed by mid-
1975.
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20. ROAD PROGRAMME
Emergency Plan

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Premier:
(1) Is he correctly reported in The

West Australian of Tuesday, 20th
August, 1974 where he is quoted
as saying we have planned emer-
gency action to keep our road
programme going for two or three
months?

(2) If so, does this mean that where
local authorities are considering
retrenchments immediate finance
will be available to prevent such
retrenchments?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes, provided satisfactory sched-

ules of works are submitted and
approved. Local authorities con-
sidering retrenchment should
make immediate submissions to
the Main Roads Department,

21. HOUSING
Colli: Advertising of Contracts

Mr T, H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

Would he advise why contracts
for the erection of six brick and
tiled roof project houses to be
erected in Collie far the SEC were
advertised in the South Western
Times on Thursday, 8th August,
1974 and no similar advertise-
ment has appeared in the Collie
Mail newspaper?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
By advertising in The West Alas-
tralian and the South Western
Times newspapers the State Elec-
tricity Commission considered that
the facet of the building Industry
concerned would be adequately in-
formed.

22. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Swimming Pools: Subsidy

Mr H. D). EVANS. to the Treasurer:
(1) What is the present level of sub-

sidy available to shire councils
for the purpose of constructing
swimming Pools?

(2) What are the terms which apply
to the granting of such subsidies?

(3) Is it anticipated that this level
of assistance will be increased this
year, and if so, to what level and
from what date?

Sir CHARLES COURTL replied:
(1) North of 200 Parallel of latitude-

up to $25 000.
South of 260 parallel and more
than 15 miles from the coast-up
to $20 000.

Lem than 15 miles from the coast
-up to $10 000.

(2) (a) Subsidy Is not to exceed one-
third of the cost of construc-
tion, including all equipment
and buildings.

(b) Plans and specifications must
be approved by the Public
Works Department and con-
struction carried out under
the general supervision of
that department.

(3) No, but the matter is under review.

23. TOWN PLANNING
Local Government Schemes: Comnpliance

Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
Will he give an assurance that
all Government departments will
comply with local government
town planning schemes in any
developments such departments
may undertake?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Government departments are sub-
ject to the law in the same way
as any other person or corporate
body.

24. ABATTOIRS
Meat Inspection

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Health:
(1) How many abattoirs in Western

Australia operate without having
meat which they supply inspected
by a health inspector prior to
sale?

(2) In which towns are these abat-
toirs located?

(3) Does the absence of a health in-
spector at an abattoir mean that
grading and marketing of lamb
is not carried out?

(4) What would be the cost advan-
tage which an abattoir operator
derives through not having his
meat inspected by a qualified in-
spector?

(5) What protection is afforded to
the consumer public In such places
whene meat is not examined by a
health inspector?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) 20.
(2) Karridale,

Corrigin,
Bridgetown,
Bruce Rock,
Morawa,
Dongara,
Quairading.
Lake Grace,
Nor thamnpton,
Carnamah,
Mukinbudin,
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Northcliffe,
Pemberton,
Three Springs,
Kellerberrin,
Hyden,
Coolgardie,
Darkan.

(3) Not known. This is not a Health
Department responsibility.

(4) Nil.
(5) (a) Regular supervisory visits by

departmental officers.
(b) By submitting carcase meat

for inspection and branding
at a place appointed for the
purpose.

INDONESIA
Disease in Stock

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(I) (a) Have any officers of the De-

partment of Agriculture
visited Indonesia this year in
connection with the foot and
mouth disease outbreak in
that country;

(b) if not, is it intended to ar-
range that appropriate offi-
cers do make such a visit?

(2) (a) Will Western Australia be as-
sociated in the Australian aid
programme to help the Indo-
nesian Animal Virology Insti-
tute at Surabaya to produce
EkED vaccine in sufficient
quantities to meet Indonesia's
domestic requirements;

(b) if so, in what way?
Mr McPHARLIN replied:
(1) (a) and (b) A veterinary officer

is to visit Indonesia early in Sep-
tember and wil assist in field
programmes. It was originally
intended that two officers go but
Indonesia has requested that only
officers with experience of the
disease be sent.

(2) (a) and (b) No Western Austra-
lian officer will be involved in the
laboratory programme.

This question was postponed.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Cape Street-Wanneroo Road

Junction
Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Transport:

When will traffic lights be instal-
led at the corner of Cape Street
and Wannerco Road, Tuart Hill?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Installation has been deferred due
to recent major roadwork pro-
posals by the City of Stirling and

28.

29-

the significantly improved accident
experience since the introduction
of channeliation.

PREMIER
Personal Explanation on the 14th

September, 1972: Comments

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Justice:,

Will he refer to Mr Speaker's
answer to question 29 page 285
on 6th August, 1974 and inform
the House of the action number
of the Supreme Court action or
actions which are currently
pending and which by reason of
the involvement of Charles Walter
Michael Court as plaintiff there-
in preclude any member of this
House from asking any question,
moving any motion, and/or mak-
ing any comment in debate relat-
ing to the personal explanation
made by the 'Premier (then the
Leader of the Opposition) in this
House on the 14th September,
1972, and/or any of the related
personal explanations made by
him in the House?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
The Supreme Court action is
action No. 3878/1972 and this is
still pending.

GOVERNMENT PRINTING
OFFICE

Appeals by Civil Service
Association

Mr BATEMAN, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is he aware that certain "tem-

porary public servants" in the
State Government Printing Office
who pay Civil Service Association
fees have been told by Mr Giles
of the CSA that his organisation
cannot lodge any appeal on their
behalf as they do not have full
"Public servant status"?

(2) Does he approve of anybody em-
ployed by his Government not
having the right of appeal?

(3) As the "benefit" of being a
"temporary public servant" In
the case of these men has proven
to be doubtful, to say the least, is
it his policy to see these men
made public servants or see them
rejoin the Printing and Kindred
Industries Union?

(4) Will he act to alleviate the in-
justices these men endure in re-
gard to hours worked and lack of
progression upward from mini-
mum to maximum grading due to
effiuxion of time?

(5) What action will he take?

25.

26.

27.
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (5) 1 am not aware of the

advice given by the Civil Service
Association to the employees in
question.
In any case, it would appear that
the question does not relate to
temporary public servants.
If the member will provide pre-
cise details, I will have the mat-
ter fully examined.

30. HANDICAPPED CHILDREN'S
TRAINING CENTRE

Geraldton
Mr CARR, to the Minister for Works:
(1) Rave tenders been called for con-

struction of the new training
centre for handicapped children in
Geraldton?

(2) If not-
(a) has there been any holdup

in calling, and what are the
details;

(b) when will tenders be called?
(3) What is the projected completion

date for the centre?
Mr O'NE!!, replied:
(1) Yes, and a contract was let on

12th June, 1974, to the Geraldton
firmn of Maher & Bohan.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) 13/11/74.

31. PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT

Engagement of ATchitects
Mr CARR, to the Minister for Works:
(1) Do any guidelines exist concern-

ing employment of local as
against metropolitan architects
when PWD country work is sublet
to private firms?

(2) If so, what are they?
(3) if not, will he, in the interests of

decentralisation, have guidelines
drawn up to encourage the use of
local firms?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) to (3) By agreement with the
committee of architects in private
practice, commissions are allotted
on a value basis in accordance
with a system of points which are
allocated by that committee.
Country architectural firms would
normally be allotted commissions
relevant to their location, pro-
viding they qualify, in the first
instance, under the agreement
with the committee of architects
in private practice and have the
capacity to carry out the project.

32. WOOL EXPORTERS LTD.
Royal Commission Finding

Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:
What action if any and when does
the Government intend to take
arising from the finding of the
Royal Commission into Wool Ex-
porters Ltd. and/or the circum-
stances giving rise to the appoint-
ment of that Royal Conunission?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The Government is not presently
contemplating any action arising
from the findings of the Royal
Commission, and it is not aware
of any action being initiated by
the previous Government subse-
quent to the agreement by the
then Attorney General on 29th
June, 1971, that no further action
be taken.
Legislation was considered in
1970 but deferred in view of pro-
posals to establish a Wool Mar-
keting Authority.
In 1971 the Commonwealth en-
acted legislation for the establish-
ment of wool selling centres.
With reference to the circum-
stances giving rise to the Royal
Commission it is advised that the
Companies Act was amended in
1969 to provide penalties for per-
sons responsible for causing com-
panies to trade in what the Royal
Commission described as a -reck-
less manner.

33. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Negotiations on Establishment

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

Apart from the industries asso-
ciated with the current Pilbara
study, will he indicate particulars
of any large industries which are
in the negotiation stage with the
Western Australian State Govern-
ment for establishment in this
State?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I am not prepared to give speci-
fic information with names of
companies during negotiation
stages. However, negotiations are
proceeding in regard to the fol-
lowing-

Alumina, refinery.
Nickel mining and smelting-
Heavy mineral sands mining

and processing.
Ilmenite upgrading.
Iron ore mining and processing,

including pelletising and
metallising.

Steel Industry.
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31.

An extractive industry utilis-
lug sea water bitterns.

Particle board.
Integrated vanadium/charcoal

iron industry.

NATURAL GAS
Supply from Don gara

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) What is the anticipated time

availability of natural gas supplies
from the Dongara field?

(2) Has there been an amended fore-
cast of the amount of gas available
from this field?

(3) If so, what are the details?
(4) When did the SEC terminate the

use of natural gas for power gen-
eration?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Dongara natural gas is antici-

pated to be available until April,
1987.

(2) The operating company redeter-
mines reserves and notifies appro-
priate Government departments
annually. Reserves at January,
1974, were adequate to meet
existing contracts. No amendment
to those reserves has been issued.

(3) Answered by (2).
(4) January, 1974.

35. ALCOA ALUMINA
REFINERIES

Oil and Natural Gas Consumption
Mr MAY, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) Will he advise the percentages of

oil and gas used in the existing
processing plants of Alcoa at
Kwinana and Finjarra?

(2) As a result of the recently an-
nounced expansion plans for
Pinjarra what Is the anticipated
percentage of oil and gas to be
used for-
(a) production of steam used for

electric power and for pro-
cessing operations;

(b) calcination?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) and (2) The information requested

is considered to be confidential.
Were the Fuel and Power Comn-
mission not adhering to keeping
confidence-also provided In its
Act-it could not be expected to
receive valuable information In
the interests of the State.
I suggest that If the Member
wishes to pursue the matter he
approach the company concerned
directly.

36. TEACHERS' SALARIES
Relationsftip with New South Wales

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it a fact that Government

school teachers' salaries are re-
lated in certain features to those
in New South Wales?

(2) If so, is there any intention to
break this relationship?

Mr
(1)
(2)

MENSAROS replied:
Yes,
Teachers' salaries are not under
review at this time.

37. MOTOR VEHICLES
Licenses: Fees Comparison

Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Traffic:

What will be the comparative
license fees in each State of the
following makes of vehicles after
the proposed increases-

Falcon 500;
Cortina (4 cylinder);
Holden (Belmont and Kings-

wood in the three horse-
power ratings available);

Holden Torana;
Valiant (Charger and Ranger);
Datsun (1200 and 1800);
Toyota (Corona and Corolla);
Morris (Mini Minor);
Austin (Kimberley and Tas-

man);
Mazda 808?

Mr O'CONNOR replied-
Information regarding the level
of license fees to be levied in other
States is being obtained. As soon
as the information has been re-
ceived, I will be pleased to provide
the Member with the details re-
quested.

32. MASSAGE PARLOURS
Appointment of Select Committee

Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) In view of the statement of the

present Minister for Works, as
reported in The West Australian
21st February 1974, that his party
'would seek the formation of an
all-party parliamentary Select
Committee to investigate the
operation Of massage parlours
immediately after the State elec-
tion, is it the intention of the
Government to have such an
investigation?

(2) If not, what other form of open
inquiry is now envisaged by the
Government?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) Since the change of Gov-

ernment on 30th March, we have
had the opportunity of examining
the matter much more closely, and
have been in receipt of police re-
ports relative to the activities of
massage parlours and the like,
which have led us to believe that
the surveillance by the Police of
these places is adequate in all the
circumstances, and the need to set
up such a committee at the pre-
sent time is not as urgent as it
appeared to be when the state-
ment was made.
However, the matter is still under
review by Cabinet.
Consideration of the matter would
be helped if the Member for
Morley would supply information
to Mr. Speaker which prompted
his question No. 59.

39. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Kwninana Beach Area: Resumptions
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Because of the newly-announced
substantial increase of local gov-
ernment rates on properties in the
Kwinana Beach area, will he help
ease the minds of local property
owners by indicating the amount
his department will be budgeting
to spend on the Purchase of prop-
cities in this area?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The Capital budget for 1974-1975
has not been finalised but it is
expected that it will contain a
provision for the acquisition of
further properties in the area.

40. CALISTA SCHOOL
Resource Centre

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Has consideration been given for

the construction of a resource
centre at the Calista school?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) what is the estimated cost of

such a centre;
(b) what Priority has the Calista

school;
(c) when is it intended that con-

struction will commence?
(3) If "No" will he inaugurate an

investigation for the purpose of
establishing a need?

Mr MENBAROS replied:
(1) to (3) Calista has been considered,

together with all other schools, but
Calista is not currently scheduled

41.

for a library-resource centre and
no indication can be given at pre-
sent when such a centre will be
built.

HOUSING
Kwinana Sites: Conditions

of Sale
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) In respect of the approaches by-

(a) the Police Boys Association;
(b) St. John Ambulance Brigade,
what conditions of Purchase were
set by the State Housing Commis-
sion for lots for construction in
the Ewinana area?

(2) What other social, recreational
and communal groups have ap-
plied to the State Housing Com-
mission for sites, and have been
offered same but under similar
conditions to those offered to the
two organisations in (1) above?

Mr O'NETL replied:
(1) No Purchase conditions were set

as sites were offered on lease-
hold, the conditions of which
were-
(a) Police Boys Association

Lease for term of 50 years;
Payment of land development
costs of $9 250; annual rental
of $2 080 reviewable every
five years (if proposed squash
courts used commercially) or
$755 (if Proposed squash
courts only for non-com-
mercial club use); Plus rates
and taxes.

(b) St John Ambulance Brigade
Lease for term of 50 years;
Payment of land development
costs of $4 220; annual rental
$582; plus rates and taxes.

(2) (a) Swinana Working Mens'
Club
Lease for term of 50 years;
payment of land development
cast of $4 170; annual rental
$1 050; pius rates and taxes.

(b) Shire of IKwinana
(W Swimming pool-Lease

for 50 Years; Payment of
land development cost of
$7 850; and Peppercorn
annual rental.

(it) Community recreation
centre-Lease for 50
years; payment of land
development cost of
$171701; and Peppercorn
annual rental to be varied
upwards Proportionally
to any commercial use
purpose cantied on in the
centre.
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(iii) Child care centre-Lease
for 50 Years; Payment of
land development cost of
$3 443; and peppercorn
annual rental.

42. W. W. MITCHELL &
ASSOCIATES

Engagement by Government
Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Premier:
(1) In answer to question without

notice 2 on Thursday, 15th August,
did he tell the House that only
one firm, namely, W. W. Mitchell
& Associates, was approached,
consulted or informed about the
Government's need for specialist
services with regard to reorganis-
ing the Government's information
services?

(2) Can he Please explain the Govern-
ment's action in the light of its
avowed Pledge to support private
enterprise and free competition?

(3) Will he assure other firms pro-
viding similar services to W. W.
Mitchell & Associates that, in
future, more than one firm will be
given an opportunity to compete
for Government work?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (3) The Member, because of

his Profession and experience be-
fore entering Parliament, would
know that the type of work which
W. W. Mitchell & Associates
were engaged to perform is of a
specialist nature and hardly the
type of work for which tenders
would be called or competitive
bids otherwise invited.
Also, the comparatively small
nature of the tasks undertaken,
and referred to in the answers to
the 15th August question, should
further demonstrate this to the
Member.
There could be specialist work in
the general field where other firms
would have better qualifications
than W. W. Mitchell & As-
sociates and, in such appropriate
cases, their services would be
used.
Neither W. W. Mitchell & As-
sociates, nor any other firm, has
a monopoly of Government
assignments in this field.

43. LAND
Reserve No. 12296: Rockingham

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) What was the purpose of reserve

12296 in the Rockingham Shire?
(2) What is its Precise location?

(3) Why has it been dedicated to the
Industrial Development Depart-
ment?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) The purpose of reserve 12296 was

racecourse and recreation. About
12.755 0 hectares is still so re-
served.

(2) Adjacent to reserves 21447 and
8871 at corner of Office Road and
Mandurah Road.

(3) About 2.2450 hectares only of the
original reserve has been dedi-
cated for the purposes of Indus-
trial Development (Resumption
of Land) Act, 1945 to comply with
industrial zoning under the Met-
ropolitan Region Scheme.

44. LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
Power of Arrest

Mr BARNETTr, to the Minister for
Local Government:

Is he considering an amendment
to the Local Government Act
section 669 which will allow mem-
bers and officers of a council to
arrest a person who refuses to
give his name and address when
considered to have committed an
offence?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Yes. A proposal has been sub-
mitted to me and referred to the
Local Government and Country
Shire Councils' Associations for
their opinions.

45. SCHOOLS AND HIGH
SCHOOLS

Building Grants
Mr BARNETT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

Will the Minister provide a de-
tailed account of how, where and
when the $8.1 million of Karmel
moneys provided for new school
buildings in areas of greatest need
is to be spent In-
(a) 1974;
(b) 1975?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(a) Firm decisions cannot be

made until tender prices are
received in each case. Pre-
liminary allocations are listed
on the papers to be tabled.

(b) Funds for expenditure in
1975 cannot be allocated at
this time as the amount re-
maining in the fund cannot
be determined until all ten-
ders for 1974 have been let.

The papers were tabled (see paper
No. 175).

770



[Wednesday, 21 August, 197171

46. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Rockinghamn: Sanitary Landfill

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) Is he aware of the difficulty cur-

rently being experienced by the
Rockingham Shire Council in
obtaining a site for continuing to
dispose of household rubbish by
the sanitary landfill method?

(2) (a) Has the Government any
evidence to show that sanitary
landfill is harnful to the
ecological balance of the areas
in which it is being used;

(b) will he table this evidence?
(3) Is the Government prepared to

investigate the needs of the
Rockingham Shire with a view to
providing financial assistance in
the setting up of an alternative
method of rubbish disposal?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) The difficulties in the Shire of

Rockingham are now being over-
come.

(2) (a) Extensive research on the
effect of sanitary landffill on
the general ecology has been
conducted both overseas and
throughout Australia. Further
research is being conducted in
the Perth metropolitan region.
There has resulted evidence
both for and against the
method. When properly con-
ducted no harmful results
should arise.

(b) No, due to the voluminous
evidence available. However,
the Member is welcome to
consult with officers of the
Public Health Department
about this subject.

(3) The question of rubbish disposal
generally is being examined In
terms of the Government's policy.
The Shire of Rockingham's need
will be included in the study.

47. BALDIVIS AND EAST
ROCKINGHAM SCHOOLS

Upgrading of Buildings
Mr BARNETT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the dila-

pidated state of the buildings at
both Baldivis Primary school and
East Rockingham primary school?

(2) (a) If "Yes" would he please ad-
vise his intentions towards
rectifying the situation;

(b) If "No" will he conduct an
immediate investigation with
a view to upgrading these
buildings?

Mr
(1)
(2)

48.

49.

MENSAROS replied:
Yes.
(a) Decisions will be made as

soon as enrolment patterns
and projected residential de-
velopments can be determined
more accurately.

(b) Answered by (1).

EYRE HIGHWAY
Sealing

Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Minister
for Transport:

Could he ascertain from the South
Australian Government what pro-
gress has been made in the seal-
ing of the Eyre Highway and indi-
cate when the work will be com-
pleted?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Advice from the Highways Depart-
ment, South Australia is that some
problems have been encountered
by the contractors causing delays.
However, it is expected that the
work will be completed early 1976.

GERALDTON HARBOUR
Deepening

Sir DAVID BRAND), to the Minister
for Works:
(1) What was the depth of Geraldton

harbour as at 1st February, 1974?
(2) What was the increase achieved

during the previous three years?
(3) Is it planned to proceed further

with the deepening of the harbour
and to what depth?

Mr 0'NEIL replied:
(1) The declared depth was 29' 0"

below low water mark.
(2) Although sections of the approach

channel have been deepened. the
whole work is not yet complete.

(3) Drilling, blasting and dredging
works have been in progress since
May 1972 to give an Increase in
depth of 3' 0". Works are expected
to be completed In 1976.

50. FOOD PACKAGING
Date Label

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

Will he pledge co-operation with
a commission on consumer stand-
ards to be established by the Aus-
tralian Government which would
Protect the public by insisting that
food be labelled so as to reveal
the date of packaging and the
ingredients?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
11 have already Joined other State
Ministers for Consumer Affairs in
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requesting; a meeting with the
appropriate Commonwealth Min-
ister to discuss areas of co-opera-
tion and rationalisation appertain-
ing to all aspects of consumer
affairs. To the best of my know-
ledge, the Commonwealth has not
yet replied to this request although
we suggested discussions should
take place before the introduction
of legislation into the Federal Par-
liament. In this area as in so
many others the Federal Govern-
ment Is being completely auto-
cratic in its efforts to effectively
diminish the rights and powers
of the States. The few discussions
that have been held to date have,
because of the Commonwealth at-
titude, tended to be very much
a one way communication. I would
welcome the opportunity of dis-
cussing in a co-operative atmos-
phere, the whole question of con-
sumer affairs with the Common-
wealth Government and specifi-
cally the area of consumer Stan-
dards. However, regarding date
Packaging and Ingredient label-
ling, the National Health and
Medical Research Council (a body
on which the State is represented
through my colleague, the Min-
ister for Health's department),
has been considering these ques-
tions for some time. Such areas
are complex and in Australian
conditions a number of technical
Problems have to be resolved be-
fore effective date packaging can
be introduced. Premature action
could result in confusion to all
concerned as haz been shown in
other countries. I believe the pre-
sent approach and system of con-
sultation as indicated by the very
close workinxg relationship estab-
lshed by the Consumer Affairs
Council and Consumer Protection
Bureau with our Public Health
Department on this matter is the
correct one and hopefully the Fed-
eral Government will not Inter-
fere in the work that has been
done, Within this framework and
in consultation with my colleague,
the Minister for Health, I am
happy to co-operate with the
Commonwealth on this matter.

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
QUESTIONS

Correctness of Answers

Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

In the future, when he answers
questions in this House, would he
check the answers to ensure that
they are complete and make
sense?

The final part of his answer to
question 38 on today's notice
paper asked by me is--

Consideration of the matter
would be helped if the hon-
ourable member for Morley
would supply information to
Mr Speaker which prompted
his question No. 59.

Without conducting research to
any great extent, I cannot find
question 59 either on today's
notice paper or on yesterday's
notice paper.
Therefore, bow long ago was it
that question 59 was asked?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The point raised by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is well
taken. I am sorry I did not have
a chance to go through the ques-
tions with the thoroughness one
would normally use, but today I
had to keep another engagement
-as some members of the House
would know-which kept me occu-
pied up to the last minute,
However I shall make sure that
the answer about the date of
question 59 is checked, but I am
sure the member for Morley has
vivid recollections of it.

POLICE PROSECUTIONS
Inconsistencies in Aid: Grievance

MRt HARTREY (Boulder-Dundas) [6.03
P.m.]: I would like to draw the attention
of the House to a matter of some public
Interest which is in the nature of a griev-
ance. I refer to the increasing tendency
of police officers to render help unduly
to private individuals in regard to quite
trivial matters relating to property, but,
at the same time, they still pursue their
regular policy Of not rendering aid to a
person who has been Physically assaulted
unless the assault is of a serious nature.

Anyone who Is familiar with the legal
profession, the courts, and their principles
will appreciate that a person can go to any
police station in this State with a black
eye and a thick ear and complain that he
has been assaulted by some person named
and described, following which he Is then
told by the police officer to go and see a
solicitor.

Mr O'Connor: You would not complain
about that, would you?

Mr HARTREY: I was about to say that
one could not complain about that in view
of the profession I follow, but at the same
time It Is frustrating for people who make
such complaints to be referred to some
other authority.

Despite this I have had two cases
brought to my notice this year where the
police officer concerned took it upon him-
self to prosecute in quite trivial matters
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relating to property. The first of these I
am about to mention will no doubt be well
known to the member for Kalamunda.
The Person concerned-he shall be name-
less because there Is no point in naming
him-on a night In March this year was
found in the act of either pulling down,
or being about to pull down, a sign which
had been affixed to a tree alongside a road
in the Kalamunda, area. That was an
offence under a section of the Police Act
which deals with malicious damage to pro-
perty. The act was ultimately held to be
an offence, so I am not maligning the
person when I say it was an offence.

Ultimately, however, the magistrate pre-
siding over the court ruled that the amount
of damage was $3. Originally there was a
meeting of the court in Midland on the
29th March to hear this charge. No police-
man appeared for the prosecution and the
charge was dismissed. Subsequently, In
May, the case came before another magis-
trate-since deceased, unfortunately-and
he ruled, under a section of the Justices
Act, that the matter could be reopened and
retried. The case was retried on the 24th
May in the Midland Court and the pro-
found decision was reached that the dam-
age to property amounted to $3!

Another matter of public interest is at
present pending In Kalgoorlie, but it Is
certainly not a matter of any Interest to
the police. Some well-intentioned persons,
of the "do gooder" type, are endeavouring
to protect the goldfields from the effects of
dust. The goldfields, of course, are notor-
ious for dust, and I do not mean the bovine
type.

Mr MePharlin: There is plenty of It
here.

Mr HARTREY: Yes, there Is plenty here
without going to the goldfields. The fact
remains that whenever there is a period of
drought-and up till about two years ago
there was a protracted period of drought
on the goldflelds-the dust blows freely all
over the north-eastern and eastern gold-
fields. However It Is not nearly as bad as
it was when I was a child, because at that
time one could not see across the street on
a reasonably windy day, and on a stormy
day one would not be able to see outside
one's bedroom window.

These good people, who are members of
the Dust Abatement Committee on the
goldflelds, have, for some reason or other,
and without authority, erected fences all
over the place on Crown land on the out-
skirts of Kalgoorlie, where various people
have been in the habit of riding horses.
For many years on the goldfields we have
had horses which are used for racing, rid-
Ing, and other purposes. Now one sud-
denly finds that, on an afternoon when
one goes f or a ride in the bush, a new
fence has been erected which was not in
existence previously.

The particular fence to which I am re-
(erring has panels about 12 feet wide
ifastened to posts, and theme are three

strands of plain wire, upholding chicken
wire, burled about three inches Into the
ground. This fence is alleged to be rabbit
proof, but I do not think It is.

On a certain afternoon a young man
came riding along on a horse and he
found this fence erected. He could not do
anything about it at the time, but he made
up his mind that he would.

On the following afternoon this person
went back with a pair of pliers and cut
the fencing wire, with the result that the
fence fell to the ground. I cannot say
whether that fence was correctly erected.
The only thing I know is that I did per-
sonally ask the shire clerk, who is also the
secretary of the committee which put up
the fence, what was the authority for
doing this. He said that he did not know.
If he did not; then I would not know.

The point is that a policeman made a
complaint, and a policeman took out a
warrant for the arrest of this young man.
The policeman went to this person's house
in the lawful course of his duties and
arrested him last Sunday morning. The
Policeman took this person to the police
station, and ultimately he was released
on bail in the sum of $100.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has two more minutes.

Mr HARTREY: The point is that the
damage which was charged against this
person was only $5.15[ 1 do not know
that that is the actual damage, but that
is what the owners claim the damage to
be.

Mr O'Connor: Who decides on the
amount of bail?

Mr HARTREY: The policeman. The
magistrate subsequently changed the bail
to a personal bond of $50, and the $100
which was deposited was returned. Why
should police officers have to take these
steps? If the committee concerned
wishes to lay a. complaint claiming dam-
age to the extent of $5, what is there to
stop the committee from taking the neces-
sary action?

It seems that the police will not inter-
vene when a person with a thick ear, black
eye, and a bloody nose goes to the police
station wishing to make a complaint; they
merely say to him, "Go and see a solicitor."
That being the case why did not the police
say to the gentleman concerned in the
Kalamunda incident, and to the dust
abatement committee, "Go and see a
solicitor"? That is my complaint in bring-
ing this grievance before the House.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister
for Police) [5.13 p.m.]: The cases men-
tioned by the member for Boulder-Dundas
relate to, instances which he is bringing to
the notice of the House in an endeavour
to battle on behalf of his clients. For
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that I do not blame him, particularly if
the person concerned is a member of his
own political party. In the Kalamunda
incident, a complaint was lodged with the
court.

Mr Davies: That person was not a mem-
ber of our political party.

Mr O'CONNOR: I did not say he was.

Mr Davies: I just wanted to make quite
certain there is that difference.

Mr O'CONNOR: In regard to the Kala-
munda incident the member for Boulder-
Dundas has put up a good, story and told
us how $3-worth of damage was involved.
Anyone who is familiar with the circum-
stances of that case would be aware that
night after night during that period a
number of signs of candidates contesting
the election were pulled down. In total
the amount of damage ran into hundreds
of dollars. The same pattern was followed
each night in pulling down the signs.

As a result of this a candidate and a
member of Parliament concealed them-
selves at a spot where they thought a sign
would be pulled down one night. In that
locality the signs were being damaged.
They were successful in apprehending the
offender. Whilst it has been claimed that
Only $3-worth of damage was involved, I
should point out that the total amount of
damage was much greater than that.

I think the correct step was taken, and
that has been proved in a court of law.
If a candidate for election as a, member of
Pariament spends a great deal of time,
effort, and money in putting up signs, I
do not see why a person who damages
those signs should not be penalised. He
has caused damage.

Mr Hartrey: only $3-worth of damage.

Mr O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-
ber knows that is not the total amount.

Mr Hartrey: That was the verdict of the
court.

Mr O'CONNOR: The fact of the matter
was that this person was apprehended
when he was spotted pulling down one
sign. Once a person is apprehended for
pulling down one such sign, among many
others which had been pulled down, is it
not reasonable to say that he could have
Pulled down more than one? We know
that the member for Boulder-Dundas is
frequently anti-police in his attitude; and
we have noticed that for a very long period
of time.

When the honourable member brings
forward cases such as these-and he does
bring forward cases about Which he is
concerned-I -am always very happy to
look into them. However, in the two
cases he has just put forward I think
justice has been done, as has been proved
by the verdict of the courts.

ROAD GRANTS
Commonwealth Allocation:

Grievance
MR OLD (Katanning) [5.15 pse.l: The

subject matter of the grievance which I
wish to bring before the House is cawing
my colleagues, I have no doubt the great
majority of this House, and myself a great
deal of concern. I refer to the anything
but generous treatment being meted out
by the Commonwealth Government in
respect of road grants.

Today we face a very serious situation;
but I am happy to report, as evidenced in
recent newspaper publicity, that to some
extent the position will possibly be recti-
fied on Friday by amendments to the leg-
islation made in the Senate. I do urge
members of this House to get behind the
spirit of those amendments to the legisla-
tion in order that the States in general,
and Western Australia In particular, may
receive their Just share of the wealth of
this nation.

I submit that the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, is taking a most unrealistic and
unreasonable attitude In the allocation of
funds to the States for distribution to local
authorities, not only as to the amount of
funds allocated, but as to the conditions
that are laid down. I think that possibly
the conditions have a more serious effect
than the shortage of money.

It appears iniquitous that when a State
Goverrnent which is elected by the
people, and local authorities which are
elected by ratepayers, try to do their job
they are denied the right to carry it out
as a result of decisions made by certain
Commonwealth officers at Canberra,
which is many hundreds of miles away
from Western Australia. These officers
virtually have no knowledge of the local
problems involved.

in the 1973-74 period, which is the lost
year of the quinquennium. under the
Commonwealth Aid Roads Act, Western
Australia received $49.2 million. The
amount which Western Australia will
receive this Year is $49 million, or
$200 000 less than the amount received
last year. The amount has been reduced
at a time when we acknowledge that a
-very steep inflationary spiral exists.

The reduction in the road fund alloca-
tion by the Commonwealth will do nothing
else but cause unemployment in the local
government sphere. The problem of un-
employment is faced by all types of in-
dustry at the present time. I suggest that
the Commonwealth allocation this year
should have been in the order of $64 mil-
lion; this would be sufficient to cope only
with inflation and the reduced value of
money. Of the $49 million which has been
allocated to Western Australia this year,
$10.1 million has already been earmarked
by the Commonwealth Government for
use on national highways. This reduces
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the amount of money that is available for
main, urban, and rural roads by some $9
million.

Through the unpopular move of Increas-
Ing State taxation, the State Government
has made an endeavour to maintain the
amount of money that has been allocated
to local authorities, to enable these
authorities to keep the pot boiling. Last
year $13.962 million was distributed to the
local authorities, of which $6.5 million
went to metropolitan roads and $7.5 mil-
lion to country roads.

This year the same amount will be allo-
cated, in an endeavour to keep people In
employment. Although the sumn is the same
as that allocated last year, it has not the
same purchasing power as it had last year.

I would now like to refer to two articles
'wch appeared recently in newspapers.
'The first appeared in The West Australian
-that bastion of democracy-on the 17th
August, 1074, 1 shall refer to what the
Commonwealth Minister for Transport is
reported to have said in a fit of pique-

The Transport Minister, Mr Jones
warned last week that if the Bill was
not passed without amendments he
would block all road building pro-
grammes in Australia.

The report states further-
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs,

Senator Cavanagh, warned the Sen-
ate before the amendments were
passed yesterday that the Government
would not accept any changes to the
legislation.

He said interim grants to the States
for road construction worth millions
of dollars would be stopped.

Note the word "stopped". To continue--
"If the legislation is not passed

without amendment, the interim
grants will not proceed," he said.

We are therefore faced with the fact that
if it were not for the State money being
made available to shires, further immnedi-
ate retrenchments would be the order of
the day.

I quote further from the leader of The
West Australian of the 20th August. I
feel the view expressed in the leader would
be in accord with that of the great
majority of people in this State. In part
the leader reads-

This financial year WA Is to get
$200 000 less in road grants than the
$49.2 million it got last year. The
volume of work that can be done will
drop by at least 15 per cent because
of inflation. Mr Jones has made great
play of the fact that Canberra is as-
suming total responsibility for national
highways, and it is true that $10 mil-
lion is to be spent on those roads in
WA this year. But it is also true that
the amount available for all other
roads outside the metropolitan area
will drop by $9 million.

This is a very serious set-up and I am con-
cerned for all local authorities in general,
but those in country areas in particular.
The article concludes--

Now that the Senate has called the
bluff, the Federal Government has no
proper course other than to accept the
amendments. It would have a lot to
answer for if it held up the payment
of road rants, precipitating unem-
ployment and disrupting road pro-
grammes more than it has done
already.

Country local authorities have a tre-
mendous mileage of road to form and
maintain and a very low population to
contribute towards that formation and
maintenance. To a degree this is
accounted for in the formula of road
grants, but under the same rule matching
money has to be provided.

Currently, local authorities are endeav-
ouring to frame budgets in the light of an
uncertain amount of money coming for-
ward. They are endeavouring to strike
rates to supplement the miserable amount
of finance which will be made available
by the Commonwealth Government, via
this Government, to local authorities. The
ratepayers in general are 'the people who
will suffer.

If some action is not taken to rectify
this serious fault we will enter a period of
grave unemployment especially in country
areas where local authorities are, to a
large degree, some of the major employers.

MR O'CONNOR (Met. Lawley-Minister
for Transport) r5.23 p.m.]: The honour-
able member has outlined a problem which
faces all local authorities; not only those
in Western Australia, but in the whole of
Australia, and State Governments as well.

We are concerned at the reduction of
road funds to Western Australia. Last year
the amount was $49.2 million and this year
it is down to $49 million. When we con-
sider the strings attached to this money,
we must admit that the situation as out-
lined by the hono urable member does give
us cause for grave concern.

Of the $49 million, an amount of $10.1
million is to be used for national roads.
and strings are attached to the remainder
of the funds and to funds made available
from State moneys. I think the Common-
wealth Government has shown a dictato-
rial attitude in this field and one with
which I hope no member of Parliament
in any State will concur.

in J'uly l: was at a meeting in Darwin
and the Federal Minister (Mr Jones)
stated that the Commonwealth did not
only intend to implement the conditions
outlined in the Bill before the Senate, hut
it also intended to go further and to phy-
sically build the roads In the States, on
this matter the South Australian Minister
slipped into him in no uncertain terms
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and eventually obtained an agreement from
the Federal Minister that this action would
not be taken for three years.

I believe the Senate's request is reason-
able. Today I was informed that the New
South Wales Government has indicated
that unless it obtains its road funds within
the next two weeks 12 000 people in that
State will be out of work. I understand
that Sir Charles Cutler made that state-
ment. Victoria also has indicated that
thousands will be out of work if that State
does not get its road funds. Even if it
does get the money it will have to in-
crease motor vehicle license fees by 60 per
cent. If it does not get the Commonwealth
grant that State will have to increase license
fees by 235 per cent. The Victorian Min-
ister to whom I was, speaking this morning
expressed extreme concern that of the $500
million the commonwealth collected in fuel
tax in the last three years from Victoria
it has had returned to it only $240 million.
Obviously a great deal of that money does
not go back to the States for road works.

The views expressed by the member for
Eatanning are on the ball and are of great
concern to each of us. I hope that other
States will adopt the same attitude. I
support the views expressed by the hon-
ourable member and those indicated by
the Senate in its amendments and I sin-
cerely hope that the Senate will press for
those amendments.

SWAN VIEW HIGH SCHOOL
Effect of Deferment: Grievance

MR MOILER (Mundaring) [5.26 p.m.]:
Next year 1 600 students will be forced to
attend the already overcrowded Governor
Stirling Senior High School. This fact does
not necessarily make the school a dis-
advantaged school, but I believe it is one of
the factors which has resulted in that
school being included in the list of 20 dis-
advantaged schools in the metropolitan
area. This would not have been the situ-
ation, and those children would not be
forced to attend that school next year,
had the present Government continued
with the proposal to develop the Swan
View high school which was to have been
situated east of the present Governor
Stirling High School and west of the East-
ern Hills High School, these being the
only two schools in the eastern area.,

On the 14th February I received a letter,
portion of which reads as follows-

Funds have been allocated from the
1973-74 General Loan Fund ($30 000)
to enable commencement to be made
on plans.

That is, for the Swan View high school.
To continue-

It is anticipated that further funds
will be provided out of 1974-75 General
Loan Funds to enable the building to
proceed. The first stage therefore
should be in readiness to accept stu-
dents in 1975.

That was on the 14th February this year.
Three months later, on the 14th May, I
received written confirmation from the
director-general that the school would still
be proceeded with and would be accepting
students in 1975. It must have been less
than a month after this that the present
Government decided to axe the develop-
ment to the detriment of the students in
that area. It must have been only a month
later that the Government took the deci-
sion to defer the construction of that
school even though it must have taken the
Minister some little time to leak the in-
formation. I emaphasise the word "leak"
because the information was not openly
conveyed in the Press. A small article
only appeared in a local paper, and I pro-
vided that information

However, I repeat that the Minister
leaked the information hoping it would
filter slowly through to the people so pre-
venting their gaining knowledge of the
Proposal before the commencement of the
school year, thus making it impossible for
the parents to muster their forces in time
to demonstrate forcibly against the deci-
sion of the Minister to defer the construc-
tion of the school. However, a demonstra-
tion will be made.

The situation at the Governor Stirling
High School has been under the eye of
officers of the Education Department for
some years and they are aware of the need
to establish the Swan View high school.
However, the Government apparently is
not providing the funds for its construc-
tion. The Federal Government is continu-
ally increasing its allocation of funds to
the States and therefore it is up to this
State to fid the additional money to
maintain the development of the education
system which was proceeding under the
Previous Government.

Several problems will be aggravated at
Governor Stirling High School if the Swan
View high school is not established. Al-
ready the accommodation at the Governor
Stirling High School is overtaxed.

Additional children will attend the
school next year but there will not be any
additional accommodation for them.
There Is not sufficient ground space on
which to place a demountable classroom.
The Provision of transport to convey the
students to sports grounds for sporting
activities coat the parents and the students
some $7 000 last year. That sum of money,
was spent merely for Interfaction sports,
not for competitive sports with other
schools. Because of the lack of ovals or
recreation space at the school the children
have to travel on buses to be able to par-
ticipate In faction sports.

Many problems are associated with the
large number of students attending the
school and the Education Department Is
continually advising that schools should
not have an attendance in excess of 1 000
children. However, In this Instance we
see a continuation of a large attendance at
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the Governor Stirling High School. In
answer to a question asked in another
place a week or two ago, the Minister Indi-
cated that he did not know when a new
high school would be developed at Swan
View. However, the previous Government
Indicated that a school would be construct-
ed. That plan was changed recently by
the present Government,

I believe the situation calls for some sort
of public statement from the Minister re-
garding the education programme In West-
ern Australia. The Government has em-
barked on Ill-conceived alterations to the
education system. The inadequate re-
plies we have received to questions asked
In this House demonstrate that the Educa-
tion Department is not geared to admit
flve-year-olds Into schools. This plan is
obviously putting a strain on the resources
of the department, and this Ill-advised
move will be to the disadvantage of those
children already attending schools.

I ask the Government to reconsider its
Policy. The Education Department should
make a stand and convince the Premier
that his pre-election proposals, with re-
gard to the education system in Western
Australia, are not appropriate at this time
and should be reconsidered for the benefit
of those children who are in situations
similar to that which I have outlined con-
cerning Swan View and Its surrounding
areas.

It may be of Interest to members to
learn that a boundary exists between the
Eastern Hills High School and the Gov-
ernor Stirling High School. A child who
lives to the east of that boundary is re-
quired to attend the Eastern Hills High
School and some children living within 15
miles of Perth take 1-4 hours to reach the
school. They have to travel from Boya,
Greenmiount, and Darlington to the East-
emn Hills i-gh School. If a new high
school were constructed at Swan View-as
was promised by the former Government-
those children ranging from 12 years to 14
years would be able to attend a school
within a distance involving only five or 10
minutes' travelling. However, at the pres-
ent time those children have to leave home
14 to two hours before school commences.

The SPEAKER: The member has two
minutes.

Mr MOILER: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
that will be adequate. I 'want to empha-
sise that the parents of the children con-
cerned do not propose to accept the de-
ferment of the new school lightly. We will
fight the move and I am sure the parents
will take every step available to them in
their fight. I will not be responsible for
some of the actions which I feel they will
take If they are continually disregarded,
and if the Government does not reconsider
the -development of the new school.

I say to the Minister representing the
Minister for Education-or to the Minister
himself, if he happens to be around-that
the parents in the area refuse to accept

the deferment of the new school. Those
parents intend to call on the Government
to find the money to enable the school to
be developed as it was promised. I hope
for the sake of the Government that It is
able to find the money. The need is there
and if the school is not provided I am sure
members will see some action from that
area.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for
Industrial Development) (6.35 p.m.): Just
briefly, I would tell the honourable mem-
ber that as I am not the Minister In
charge of the subject he has discussed, I
will make sure that his remarks are passed
on to the Minister for Education who will,
no doubt, contact him on the matter.

HOSPITAL PLANNING, SCHOOLS,
AND ROADS

Wanneroo District: Grievance

MR NANOVICH (Toodyay) [5.36 p.m.]:
if I had three hours available to me during
which to air my grievances I would prob-
ably be able to say all that I desire. How-
ever, as I have only 10 minutes I will
mention two or three Items to which I
want to refer, In particular. I must agree
with what the member for Katanning had
to say regarding the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, and the time taken to legislate
for road grants-

Mr T. H. Jones: You are hamm~ring
this a bit, are you not?

Mr NANOVICH: -which are to be made
available to Western Australia.

Mr 12. H. Jones: This has become a
hobbyhorse!

Mr Bertram: You do not Seem to have
any confidence In your Federal member.

Mr NANOVICH: In the past money has
been made available to the State Govern-
ment and then it has been channelled to
local authorities. However, the Common-
wealth Government is thinking of form-
ing its own road organisation. Goodness
me, In the organisation there will be no
money left for the construction of roads.
For that reason I deplore the proposed
system which is to be applied by the Com-
monwealth Government.

I also have a grievance with regard to
hospitals, and particularly hospital plan-
ning within my electorate and the Shire
of Wanneroo. The shire covers some 306
square miles and has a population ap-
proaching 40 000 people. The population
is Increasing at a rate of between 12 000
and 13 000 people per annum.

Recently I read a report concerning
the hospital situation and I discovered
that there is no plan for a hospital for
the Wanneroo area within the next five
years. Within that period we could have
another 60 000 or 70 000 people living In
the Wanneroc district, which will make
a total of approimately 100 000 people.
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If It Is the normal policy of a Govern-
mnent not to provide a hospital until an
area has a population of 100 000 people, I
think that is deplorable.

I believe It is planned to construct the
hospital west of Lake Joondalup in a reg-
tonal open space area. It seems that at
some later stage a regional centre will be
developed there but in the meantime those
who now live In the area will have to
suffer the disability of not having a hos-
pital because of planning which exceeds
Immediate requirements. I consider that
to be a shocking situation.

It will be mny aim. to have a hospital
built within the district as soon as Possible.
We should forget about planning Principles
for the future. We are all aware that It Is
necessary to plan but, at the same time,
the current Planning will mean that the
present-day population will have to suffer.
I have been told also that there will be
further extensions to the Osborne Park
Hospital before a new hospital is provided
In the Wanneroo district.

Mr Bertram: Who told you that?
Mr NANOVICH: The Government in the

last three years knew about the growth
in Population but took no initiative to
provide such a needed facility in that area.
It is deplorable.

The next matter I wish to raise relates
to schools. The member for Mundaring
blames the present Government for the
-situation in regard to education. The
Government has been in office for only
four months and it is expected to create
the Almighty in that time,

In the last three years the Wannerco
school has become deplorable. By the
end of the third term concluding in De-
cember, the school will have 1 000 students.
The lack of attention to this school by a
Government which was in power for three
years is disgraceful. The school is so
overcrowded that demountable classrooms
have been added to it. Two extra de-
rnountables were to be placed in front of
the school on the remaining little bit of
green grass, thus depriving the children
of an area where they could perhaps sit
down to have their lunch or play around,
and committing them to play on the road
verges or at the back of the school.

There is an area of eight acres of land
north of the school on the opposite side of
the road, which would provide ample
space for a primary school while making
it possible to retain the present school as
a junior primary school. I am informed
the East Wannerco school will be de-
veloped next year, with the addition of an
administration block. At the present
time the Wanneroo Primary School has a
staff room measuring 22 feet by 11 feet
which is used by 30 members of the staff.
Without the sink and the refrigerator, the
area of the room is approximately 195
square feet, giving an area of 61 square

feet per person. The area allowed for
each school child is 11 square feet. I did
not think that as a person got alder he
shrank in size.

The needs of this school should have
been visualised during the last three
years, thus obviating the necessity to pro-
vide demountable classrooms which are a
disgrace, and which have encroached upon
the children's playing area, leading to
greater congestion and a greater number
of accidents. The children do not get the
maximum beniefit from the leisure period
during the luncheon recess, and the
teachers cannot adequately carry out their
administrative duties to meet the needs of
the children.

Development of a school in the Yanchep
area should be proceeded with. I believe
a four-roamed cluster school is to be pro-
vided. It is badly needed because children
travel from that area to Wanneroo, thus
contributing to the congestion at the
Wannerco school.

Mr Bertram: Have you spoken to the
present Government about this matter?

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has two minutes more.

Mr NANOVICH: I would also like to
draw attention to Wanneroo Road. The
effort of the previous Government was de-
plorable; it did not visualise the growth
in the northern part of Wanneroo.

Mr B. T. Burke: It needed doing 12
years before the previous Government
came to office.

Mr NANOVICH: The present Govern-
ment will show the opposition~ how to do
things. A great number of people use
Wanneroo Road in order to travel to the
northern parts of the State, but no plans
have been made up to this time for up-
grading the road even as far as the
Wanneroo townsite; so what can we ex-
pect in five or six years' tlrme? Someone
may say, "We need a highway between
XWannerao Road and the coast, so we will
leave that road as it is for the moment."
We will have the situation where lives will
be lost because irresponsible people have
not devoted enough time and attention to
the upgrading of that very important road.

SilK CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) 1:5.46 p.m.1: In view of the fact
that the honourable member has raised
matters covering three portfolios, I felt It
desirable for me to respond and advise
him that the matters will be referred to
the appropriate Ministers.

BILLS (6): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READENG

1. Commonwealth Places (Administra-
tion of Laws) Act Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
O'Nell (Minister for Works), and
read a, first time.
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2. Hire-Purchase Act Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

Grayden (Minister for Consumer
Affairs), and read a first time.

3. Explosives and Dangerous Goods Act
Amendment Bill.

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

4. Metropolitan Region Town Planning
Scheme Act Amendment Bill.

Bill Introduced, on motion by Afr
Rushton (Minister for Urban Devel-
opment and Town Planning), and
read a first time.

5. Traffic Act Amendment Bill.
Bill Introduced, on motion by Mr

O'Connor (Minister f or Traffic
Safety), and read a first time.

6. War Service Land Settlement Scheme
Act Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mrt
Ridge (Minister f or Lands),* and
read a first time.

BILLS (2): THIRD READING
1. Wheat Marketing Act Amendment

and Continuance Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr McPharlin (Minister for Agri-
culture),* and transmitted to the
Council.

2. Pay-roll Tax Act Amendment Bill.
Bll read a third time, on motion by

Sir Charles Court (Treasurer), and
transmitted to the Council.

DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL
Third Reading

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Minister for
Local Government) [5.53 p.m.): I move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) L5.54
p~m.]: Because of the quite extraordinary
performance by all members of the Gov-
ernment In respect of this Bill, I feel it Is
desirable to Place certain matters on
record at this time.

Members on this side of the House
are of the opinion that this will be the
last occasion we will have an opportunity
to discuss this measure. We forecast most
confidently the fate of the Bill in another
place. The division on the motion for the
second reading of this Bill saw a situation
which you will remember, Mr Speaker-
and as the Leader of the opposition
pointed out so eloquently-where a Min-
ister who had moved the second reading
of a Bill voted against the very motion
he had moved.

Mr Davies: He hit the national news
this morning.

Mr BERTRAM: You will remember, Mr
Speaker, that the Premier came to his
rescue and sought to show that there was
nothing novel about this situation. How-
ever, the Premier avoided answering the
proposition put to him that the example
he gave was certainly not analogous with
this situation; namely, the case of a Mini-
ister moving a second reading and then
voting against the Bill. So last night we
saw history being made.

Mr McPharlin: Nothing wrong with that.
Mr BERTRAM: It was quite unusual

coming from the other side of the House-
it is usually the Labor Party which makes
history when it comes to worth-while new
moves. As we are a progressive party, one
expects worth-while moves to come from
this side and not the Government side.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Not new moves in op-
portunism surely!

Mr BERTRAM: I said new ideas in
worth-while matters. I also seek to place
on record the extraordinary unanimity
which occurred on a nonparty measure
when members of the Government had a
"free vote'. Indeed, the Premier told us
this was a genuine nonparty measure. Not-
withstanding that we had complete un-
animity because when it came to a vote
on clause 5 in the Committee stage, all
members of the Government, exercising a
completely "free vote", came to the same
conclusion. There was not one defaulter;
not one dissentient.

Mr Mensaros: You are trying to get
same Publicity which you missed yester-
day-you are saying the same things.

Mr Jamieson: Oh, go back to sleep!
Mr Davies: That is the kind of remark

we would expect.
Mr BERTRAM: This was not just a few

members-in fact. 25 members exercised
a free vote and they all came to the same
result; not one disagreement. What an ex.-
traordinary thing!

Mr McPharlLn: We didn't see any dis-
agreement on your side.

Mr BERTRAM: Since the member for
Vasse so kindly reminded us last night in
the debate about a gentleman named
Georgi Ermolenko, it is perhaps quite ap-
propriate that I should refer to something
that happened in relation to Alexander
Solzhenitsyn.

The SPEAKER:
may not speak about
a Passing reference
subject in hand.

Order! The member
this matter except in
as it applies to the

Mr BERTRAM: I will abide by your
ruling, Sir. A visiting Deputy Chairman of
the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of
the USSR while in Perth told us that all
the Soviet people supported the move con-
cerning that great author.

Mr Young: What time was that? Eastern
standard time or daylight saving time?
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Mr BERTRAM: It was reported to him-
The SPEAKER: Are you going to relate

this to the Bill?
Mr BERTRAM: Yes.
Mr Nanovich: He may be only wasting

time.
The SPEAKER: order!
Mr BERTRAM: I am seeking to com-

ment on the extraordinary and somewhat
novel performance last night when 25
people, exercising their "free vote", all
came to the same conclusion. I wished to
point out that this happens in Soviet Rus-
sia, too, and I thought it was a worth-
while parallel to draw.

Mr O'Connor: That is how you voted
last night, is it?

Mr BERTRAM: Perhaps I will not per-
severe with that illustration; nonetheless
that was the case, because somebody inter-
viewing the Russian here put it to him that
it is almost impossible for everyone in
Australia to agree on any one matter. The
person. who put that proposition should
have been present here last night, and he
would have seen that it is not only possible,
but also that it happens.

When I spoke in the second reading
debate, and during the Committee stage on
clause 5, I put forward the proposition
that this Bill is really one which touches
on credibility. I foreshadowed this would
occur, and It is precisely what did occur.
The credibility of the Government has
suffered grievously as a result of what
occurred last night; but it was quite pre-
dictable and nobody on this side was taken
by surprise.

I want to finish on that note because
during my second reading speech I pointed
out that the people of this State do not
know when to believe the Government and
when not to believe the Government. They
are in a position of complete uncertainty.
and that is a thoroughly unsatisfactory
situation. Their position is shared by the
Opposition because when the Premier says
things-and I illustrated this the other
night-we know not when to take notice
of him or when to believe him and when
not to believe him. That is a thoroughly
unsatisfactory position, and it is worthy of
mention here and of repetition at every
opportunity Presented to us.

I said that the public of Western Aus-
tralia have great difficulty believing the
Premier and the Government; and I said
that the members of the Opposition ex-
perience the same difficulty. I round off
by pointing out that today's issue of The
West Australian shows the Press has the
same problem. The Premier told us that
this was to be a, genuine, nonparty
measure, but when we look at today's
newspaper we find in the late news seg-
mient that, contrary to what the Premier
said, the Press adopted a completely diffe-
rent view: and bear in mind members of

the Press were here witnessing what
occurred. The article states that the vote
in the Committee stage was on party lines.

Sir Charles Court: That is not so. The
'Press had no right to say that.

Mr BERTRAM: Well, It said the vote
was on Party lines.

Sir Charles Court: That was the line-up
of members, but the vote was not on party
lines.

Mr BERTRAM: It either was or was not
on party lines. The fact of the matter is
that the Premier of this State made an
unequivocal statement in this House that
it was a genuine nonparty measure, and
the gentlemen of the Press did not believe
him and nor did we.

Question Put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted

to the Council.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS
Unauthorised Access to Confidential

information: Motion

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [6.04 p.mn.]:
I move-

That in the opinion of this House un-
authorised access to and use of confi-
dential Government information is to
be deplored end that prompt action
should be taken to expose those res-
ponsible and implement practices
which will prevent a recurrence.

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!
Mr LAURANCE: I am glad to receive

support so early in the piece. The events
of the last few days which led to my mo-
tion I think are well known to all mem-
bers of the House. Many allegations have
been made on both sides of the House, but
the ones which are most serious and dis-
concerting to rme as a new member are
those which threaten the sanctity of this
institution. I refer to allegations made in
respect of a member acquiring confiden-
tial Government information.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You are making a
mistake if you think this is a holy place.

Mr LAURANCE: Well, I am new here,
and that is why I view with great con-
cern the matter about which I am speak-
ing this evening; because one does hold a
number of thoughts about a place such as
this, and with all the deference due to the
long experience in this House of the Leader
of the Opposition, I will try to uphold what
I feel to be the situation regarding this
place.

As my motion states, I believe it is a
deplorable situation and in the interests
of the members of this Chamber and, in-
deed. of the members of the public of this
State, the matter should be clarified here.
Allegations have been made following re-
ference to an unauthorised letter by the
member for Ascot. That member strongly
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denied he received confidential Govern- Mr J. T. Tonkin: You should talk to
ment information from Department of Im-
migration staff; and for the record I would
like to refer to an article which appeared
in The West Australian on the 14th August,
which quoted the member for Ascot as
saying-

I will deny it completely and utterly
as the worst example of a filthy lie I
have ever beard.

Mr Bryce: So it was. He made an im-
putation that was directly related to me.

Mr LAURANCE: We are all aware that
inquiries have been carried out first of all
by the Public Service Board and, secondly,
by the Police Force.

Mr T. J. Burke: And the Australian Gov-
ernment.

Mr LAURANCE: No doubt these inquiries
will bring forward further information
which could be constructive in the pursuit
of my motion. However, despite the fact
that these inquiries are proceeding, there
are several very unsavoury aspects as far
as this House is concerned, and that is
why I have placed my motion before mem-
bers.

I wish to take a closer look at some of
these unsavoury aspects. The first, I be-
lieve, Is that this type of thing brings the
Public Service into disrepute.

Mr B. T. Burke: So does the Minister's
claim that departmental officers brain-
wash migrants.

Mr LAUREANCE: Let me put my side
first. The member for Ascot wrote to the
Minister for Immigration regarding missing
files.

Mr Grayden: He alleged they were
missing.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for Ascot
said that files were missing and he tabled
a letter.

Mr Jamleson: The only problem is that
the Minister cannot read the letter; that
Is what is wrong with him.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for Ascot
tabled a letter that would appear to be
confidential to the Minister and as the
Minister pointed out in the Press the letter
contained notations made by a depart-
mental officer and thereby, I think, hangs
a tale. I believe the member for Ascot
made a vital mistake in conjecturing who
the author of those notations might be.

Mr Bryce: Can you tell us who it was?
Mr B. T. Hurke: Do You know who it

was?
Mr LAURANCE: I think the results of

the member's conjectures were incorrect;
that Is what I am pointing out to the
House. I believe that for any member to
obtain such Information would require a
public servant to breach the confidence
with which he is charged. I should like to
read to the House regulation 20 of the
Public Service Act.

one of your colleagues in the Upper House
about that.

Mr Jamieson: You should talk to Mr
Tozer.

Mr LAURA NCE: The Leader of the
Opposition said earlier that I have a lot to
learn. I hope he will be here long enough
to be able to give me plenty of lessons.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is not a question of
whether he will be here long enough but
whether you will be here long enough to
learn from him.

Mr LAURANCE: I am glad that Is on
the record. I feel that I may be In better
shape to last than some members.

Mr Jamieson: Looks very often are
deceiving.

Mr LAURANCE: Regulation 20 of the
Public Service Act states-

Except in the course of official duty,
no information concerning public
business or any matter of which an
officer has knowledge officially shall
be given, directly or indirectly, by an
officer without the express direction or
permission of the Permanent Head.
The Permanent Head will be respon-
sible to the Minister for information
given by him to the Press or any
person.

A second unsavoury aspect of this matter
is that while this Parliament is a public
forum in which members can direct ques-
tions to the Government-it is one of the
important functions of this House that
members can ask questions of the Gov-
ernment and must receive answers-it is a
highly unsatisfactory state of affairs if any
member, frustrated by what he considers
to be parrying answers, should act in a
dubious manner and try to unearth facts
which he needs to answer his question. He
does this by prying beyond the bounds of
acceptability and acquiring information
direct from the Public Service.

There is a precedent for this; I think it
is pertinent to refer to a similar matter
which came before this House. I apologise
for drawing it to the attention of the
House, because it occurred so long ago.
Members will see some excerpts of the dis-
cussion on this issue in Hansard of the
25th September, 1952. I should like to
quote from a letter written by a public
servant to the Chairman of the State
Housing Commission. In part, it reads--

I told Mr. Tonkin that being a civil
servant I could not disclose anything I
might know and Pointed out to him
that if his Party were in power and
the present Government in Opposition
he would not thank me for divulging
to a member of his Opposition infor-
mation similar in nature to that which
he was now seeking. My conduct
throughout the Interview was based on
this Principle. I might add that I had
not previously met Mr. Tonkin.
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Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: Where are you read-
ing from?

Mr LAURANCE: I have quoted the ref-
erence. I do not intend to cast aspersions
on the Leader of the opposition. I only
make what I believe to be very pertinent
points because I was aghast to find a pre-
cedent for the matter we are now discus-
sing and which has led to the moving of
this motion. Just to build up the story
which came before the House on that last
occasion-

Mr Skidmore: Add a bit of padding, like.
Mr LAURANCE: -in the same Ran-

sard-

Mr T. J. Burke: Could you give us the
reference again?

Mr LAURANCE: -the Public servant
who was being questioned at that time was
named as a Mr Oorddard. I assure mem-
bers that I have not made a mistake with
the pronunciation; that is his name.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: Are you reading from
Hansard?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes.
Mr T. J. Burke: Could we have the ref-

erence again?
Mr LAURANCE: it is the Mansard re-

port of the 25th September, 1952.
Mr T. J. Burke: What page?
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr LAUJRANCE: I suggest that the hon-
ourable member obtains a copy of Hansard
next week. The Hansard record con-
tinues--

Mr. Oorddard stated during the
course of the statement that Mr.
Tonkin said that he intended to move
for a Royal Commission or inquiry
into matters connected with the con-
tract of Sandwell arid Wood Pty.
Ltd.

I want now to return to the reference I
made earlier and which Is Part of the
story. Mr Oorddard made these statements
at the time an inquiry was proceeding. The
Hansard report continues-

In answer to an inquiry as to why
he had refrained from mentioning
the matter of the meeting with Mr.
Tonkin previously, Mr. Gorddard
stated that as no important informa-
tion had been given to Mr. Tonkin,
he did not think that any harm had
accrued from the interview, but since
that date, because of questions raised
in Parliament by Mr. Tonkin respect-
ing the imported houses, and the
publishing of certain matters con-
cerning those houses, he felt it was
his duty to disclose what had taken
place between Mr. Tonkin and him-
self.

The debate related to an incident where
Mr Tonkin had written to the home of a
public servant and said that he wanted to

meet him privately. I think they met on
a corner of the Esplanade and apparently
Mr Tonkin attempted to obtain some in-
formation from this public servant.

Mr May: Did they meet at the hotel or
the field?

Mr LAURANCE: Hansard is not explicit
on that point.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pi.

Mr 'LAUIRANCE: Before the tea sus-
pension I was relating to the House an
incident that occurred which resulted In a
motion similar to this one being brought
before the House In 1952. The Incident
in 1952, briefly, concerned the present
Leader of the Opposition who decided to
obtain some Information from a public
servant at that time. I have already made
some quotations from Hansard relating to
what took place at that Period. For the
Purpose of completing the quotation an
that Particular incident, a statement by
Mr S. A. Taylor, the then Public Service
Conunisisoner, was supplied to the then
Minister for Housing and subsequently
was brought before a Cabinet meeting. I
now wish to quote from the final para-
graph of that statement. It reads as fol-
Iow--

I am, however, greatly Perturbed at
the'means adopted by Mr Tonkin In
this Instance and feel that all possible
action should be taken to protect offic-
ers of the Public Service from such a
method of seeking official Informa-
tion.

(Sgd.) S. A. TAYLOR,

Public Service Commissioner,
22nd September, 1952.

It does not give me any pleasure what-
soever to revive such matters which have
been before the House previously.

Mr Jamieson: We notice how you are
crying.

Mr LAURANCE: I would not say that
without having good cause. The cae I
have just cited is very pertinent to the
motion at Present before the House, and
In two ways, I wish to show how it Is
pertinent.

Firstly, before the 1952 incident occurred
a number of questions were asked in the
House which were used as a means of
acquiring information. Apparently, how-
ever, the answers given did not supply
sufficent information and so other means
had to be used. I just want to draw the
attention of members to the fact that
a number of questions were asked a few
days before the motion was brought before
the House in 1952.

The second point I make Is that, to me,
there seems to be running through that
.story an assumption that the bounds of
decency can be broken if the political
motive is strong enough to justify such
action being taken. When Mr Arthur

782



[Wednesday, 21 August, 1974178

Watts, the then Acting Premier, made his
statement to the House in support of his
motion he was followed by an honourable
member who rose to hIs feet to justify his
position and what he said was quite dam-
ning. In quoting from the present Leader
of the Opposition's speech at that time,
he said-

So he did run a risk, and I was
exposing him to a risk, and I would
not have done It If I had not consid-
ered that the public Interest justified
it.

So from that statement one could draw
the inference that it would seem the
ends justify the means. However, they do
not. I think this Is completely unacceptable
and I dissociate myself from any such
Philosophy whether It is expressed in this
House or anywhere else.

With regard to the questions I have
mentioned, the fact that these were asked
a few days prior to this Incident being
raised in the House causes me to quote
from another report supplied by Mr S. A.
Taylor on that occasion. Part of his state-
ment reads-

As regards the questions asked by
Mr. Tonkin on the 5th August, I had,
on the 8th August, discussed with Mr.
Brownlle and Mr. Telfer the possi-
bility of a member of the Commission's
staff having given Information to Mr.
Tonkin, as it apeared to all three of
us that the questions could not have
been Put In the manner in which they
were except as the result of a discus-
sion with a person who had much
more than a casual knowledge of
Sandwell and Wood's contract account
with the Commission.

Mr Jamnieson: Cash researched this one
well for You, did he not?

Mr LAUIRANCE: I think we can find
some similarity there with the case before
the House at the moment, in that the
member for Ascot asked a question which
he subsequently used to attack the Min-
ister. There is definitely a parallel here.

The second point I made was about the
ends justifying the means; that is, it is
all right so long as one uncovers some
nasty plot. It is all right to do something
so long as it is thought or assumed that
It will uncover the nasty plot.

In 1952 Mr Tonkin considered that his
justification was that a Royal Commission
should be held, and that in turn justified
his writing to the Public Service Commis-
sioner to arrange a clandestine meeting in
his own home where they would not be
noticed.

I refer again to the quote I made earlier
in my speech. I repeat it as follows--

Mr. Gorddard stated during the
course of the statement that Mr. Ton-
kin said that he intended to move for

a Royal Commission or inquiry into
matters connected with the contract
of Sandwell and Wood Pty. Ltd.

According to Mr Tonkin, that justified the
action he took at that time, but I do not
consider it did.

The SPEAKER: You must not use names.
Mr LAUTRANCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker.

I would like to point to the similarity
between that case and the present one,
and I refer'again to a newspaper report
taken from The West Australian of the 14th
August which reads--

Later, Mr B. T. Burke (Lab. Ealga)
called for a royal commission into the
operation of Landall and the migrant
nomination scheme.

So once again I put it to the House that
it would seem the ends justified the
means. Once again a Royal Commission
has been requested. Therefore similar tac-
tics were used in those two instances.

It seems that whilst I have not yet
learnt a great deal, it is obvious from the
tactics used by the present Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Ascot, that
they have. I find that these tactics are
just as degrading to this institution today
as they were in the 1950s. I have moved
the motion before the House because every
person and every enterprise in the com-
munity must be aghast at the possibility
of what could be revealed next concerning
their activities. Such action erodes public
trust, endangers public servants, and the
standing of the Public Service itself.

All around the world political institutions
are falling into disrepute. Therefore at
this time, it is extremely important that
we should look to our morals and our
ethics.

Mr Jamieson: Do not fall off Your Pedes-
tal; you might break your neck.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for Ascot
coined the word "Nixonising" when speak-
ing in the House a few days ago, and I
say reverberations from Washington have
touched democratic institutions all around
the world in some way or other.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for Morley
would Probably realise that the Time maga-
zine has now shifted its attention from
Mr Nixon to the Chappaquiddick affair.

The motion I have moved represents an
extremely serious matter, and I ask for
the indulgence of members whilst I elabo-
rate on it in this fashion. I repeat that
reverberations from Washington are af-
fecting every political institution around
the world in some form or other.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Mem-

bers should not interject all at once.
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Mr LAUJRANCE: The public conscience
is sickened by such disclosures but It has
an insatiable appetite to press on and re-
veal all, no matter how repugnant this
may be.

Mr Jamieson: I hope you will remind
the Premier of that.

Mr LAURANCE: I believe that a vicious
and an unwarranted attack has been made
under Parliamentary privilege, and there-
fore despite Public Service and police in-
vestigations the matter expressed in my
motion should be fully ventilated in this
House.

If it is not we could get into the situ-
ation where the public would take the
matter out of our hands. I am sure none
of us here would want to see crowds of
jeering, placard-waving demonstrators. I
can just see it now-an enormous placard
at the entrance to Parliament House pro-
claiming-

Impeach the . . . (expletive deleted).
I urge members to support the motion.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister
for Immigration) [7.41 p.m.]: I second
the motion; in doing so I1 wish to make
some comments on it. Before I proceed,
however, I shall refer to the wording of
the motion so as to remind members of
what it contains. The motion is as follows-

That in the opinion of this House
unauthorised access to and use of con-
fidential Government information is to
be deplored and that prompt action
should be taken to expose those respon-
sible and implement practices which
will Prevent a recurrence.

Mr Bertram: Do you intend to vote for
the motion?

Mr B. T. Burke: Why did you pick on
the member for Gascoyne to move it?

Mr GRAYflEN: It goes without sayi ng
that a motion of this kind would have the
approbation of every decent, law-abiding
citizen in the community.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have been saving
those phrases again!I

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRAYDEN: It is my contention that
such information should be sacrosanct
under all circumstances, and that no
democracy could function effectively, if it
were otherwise. it would, indeed, be un-
thinkable if a situation prevailed where
information supplied to a Government
under a Statute, or on a confidential basis,
was used by unauthorised persons for their
own purposes, and as a means of attack on
the source from which the information
originated. Were such a situation to prevail,
no individual, firm, or organisation would
be immune; and all would be subject to the
threat of such attacks.

We all realise that such methods ob-
tain in totalitarian countries, but happily
democracies do not operate in such a
manner. In moving his motion the member
for Gascoyne made some reference to the
regulations made under the Public Service
Act. The regulations have been Promul-
gated for one reason, and one only: that
is, to prevent the coming into existence of
a situation such as the one I have Just
described, where information given on a
confidential basis and, In some instances,
under the Statutes of this State, can be
used in this manner.

It is worth while for us to go through
these regulations. Firstly I refer to regula-
tion 40, which Is as follows-

40. An officer shall not-
(a) give to any person informa-

tion relating to the business
of the Public Service or other
Crown business that has been
furnished to him or obtained
by him in the course of his
official duty as an officer; or

(b) disclose the contents of any
official papers or documents
that have been supplied to
him or seen by him in the
course of his official duty as
an officer or otherwise.

I also wish to refer to Public Service regu-
lation 41, which states-

41. An officer shall not-
(a) publicly Comment, either ver-

bally or in writing, on any
administrative action, or upon
the administration of any de-
partment; or

(b) use for any purpose, other
than for the discharge of his
official duties as an officer,
information gained by or con-
veyed to him through his em-
ployment in the Public
Service.

These are the regulations which specifi-
cally cover the sort of situation to which
I am referring.

As the member for Gascoyne pointed out.
we recently had an instance of a member
of Parliament coming into possession of a
letter which was confidential in the ex-
treme. It was a letter addressed to me as
Minister for Immigration, and was con-
tained in one of the files of the Depart-
ment of Immigration. As late as June of
this year that letter was photostated by an
officer of that department or by some
other person, and it was made available
to the member for Ascot.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: At one stage you said
you had not received it.

Mr GRAYDEN: That is precisely the
type of action to which the member for
Cascoyne referred in his motion: that such
unauthorised access to, and use of, con-
fidential Government information is to be
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deplored. Here we have an instance where
somebody had access to that letter, and it
was used by the member for Ascot. Hle
used the letter in such a way as to give
the impression he could see nothing wrong
in taking such action; and obviously he
was pleased to receive the letter and to
have the opportunity to use it in that
f ashion.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Yes, to reveal the
truth.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Morley
says, "to reveal the truth". Apparently he
Is of the same ilk as the member for Ascot.
This is typical of the outlook we get in
totalitarian countries, where such infor-
mation can be used against individuals.

Mr Jamieson: Jackboot Bill!
Mr GRAYDEN: It would be too much to

expect the member for Morley to do other-
wise. The point I make is that this is a
relatively recent incident. The second point
I make is that the member for Ascot has
said, "I came into possession of this letter,
because I received it in the post." As a
consequence of all this we have asked for
a Public Service investigation and also a
police investigation.

Mr B. T. Burke: You did not; the
Premier did. You said one was not needed.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot
wrote to me some time ago and suggested
that certain files were missing.

Mr Bryce: One file. For goodness sake.
get it straight. You have never got It
straight!

Mr ORAYDEN: On that occasion the
member for Ascot said he regarded it as
a particularly serious matter. I asked him
whether he would give me some informa-
tion, in order that I might have a police
inquiry made, Of course, the information
was not forthcoming. The honourable
member will make allegations of this kind,
but he is not able to substantiate his alle-
gations.

I gave the member for Ascot a couple
of weeks to make a decision, and at the
end of that time I wrote to him again, Of
course, again the information was not
forthcoming. In the meantime he raised
the other questions and said he had a copy
of a letter which was addressed to me and
should have been on the files of the fle-
partment of Immigration.

Mr A. R. 'Tonkin: Was it on the files?
Mr Bryce: You said it was not.
Mr ORAYDEN: As a consequence of that

we asked for a further Public Service in-
vestigation, and we also asked for a police
investigation. We have asked for an in-
terim report from the Public Service Board.
At this stage I think it should be made
known to members of the House, because
this concerns the member for Ascot. I
hope members opposite will listen care-
fully, and will take into consideration the

(27)

denials which the member for Ascot has
made in the past few days in the Press,
on television, and even in this House, to
the effect that at no time did he have this
information confidentially delivered to him.

I asked the member for Ascot a question.
I said-

I ask the honourable member an-
other question: Will he flatly deny
that individuals from the department
have ever taken documents from the
files to his home? Will he deny that?

The department referred to there is the
Department of Immigration. The member
for Ascot replied-

I deny it completely and utterly as
the worst example of a filthy lie I have
ever heard.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr GRAYDEN: On another occasion I

said-
I regard this extremely seriously

for the reason that I have had all
sorts of allegations made to me which
concern the member for Ascot and the
Department of Immigration, and they
are along the lines that at various
times in the past the officers of the
Department of Immigration have been
taking what I would regard as confi-
dential information-information con-
tained in departmental files-out to
the home of that honourable member.

Mr Bryce: Who said this?
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot

then said-
On a point of order, Mr Speaker,

I demand that the Minister withdraw
that direct implication which he has
made. It is completely and utterly un-
true to suggest that a member of the
department has taken any files to my
home.

I could go on, but I will not. The honour-
able member repeated that statement to-
night. When the member for Gascoyne
made a rather similar allegation, the mem-
ber for Ascot made a statement--and It is
in Hansard-to the effect that it was com-
pletely untrue. Well, we will give members
of the House at this stage the opportunity
to see just how untrue it was.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Let's hear it.

Tabling of Report
Mr BRYCE: I would like to ask-
The SPEAKER: Has the member for

Ascot a point of order?
Mr BRYCE: I would like to ask that

the paper be tabled.
Mr O'Neil: He has not read It yet.
Mr Jamieson: No. but You said the other

day that It had to be tabled, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER: Is the Minister reading

from notes?
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Mr ORAYDEN: No.
The SPEAKER: Has the Minister start-

ed reading the report?
Mr GRAYDEN: No.
The SPEAKER: Will the member for

Ascot indicate what he wants tabled?
Mr BRYCE: The minister clearly indi-

cated that he had a preliminary report of
an investigation made by the Public Ser-
vice Board and that he proposes to read
from It. He has told us all this. I ask
that that report be tabled.

The SPEAKER: As I understand the
situation, the report has not been Quoted
from at this juncture; but when the Min-
ister does read the report, It will be legiti-
mate for the member for Ascot then to ask
for It to be tabled.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Fair enough.

Mr ORAYDEN: What I will quote from
Is an extract from the report and I will
happily table It.

The SPEAKER: If extracts only from
the report are quoted there is no necessity
for the full report to be tabled. The situ-
ation Is exactly the same as it was with the
file on the previous occasion. If a member
takes papers from a file or extracts from a
report, and then quotes from his own
notes, there is no necessity for that file or
report to be tabled.

Mr J1. T. TONKIN: On a point of clari-
fication only, if the Minister has the report
with him, but is quoting only parts of it.
I say he is bound to table the report; but
If he has extracted portions from it and
has them noted down, I would agree with
you.

The SPEAKER: In reply to the Leader
of the Opposition I merely say that he
paraphrased what I myself said.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Fair enough.

The SPEAKER: I warned members on
a previous occasion that they should be
very careful not to quote from files or
from sets of papers unless they are pre-
Pared to table same; but if extracts are
taken for notes which members use in the
course of making a speech, they remain
sacrosanct to the member. Indeed, It must
be quite understood that from time to time
members have their notes borrowed by
Mansard reporters. Now, those notes
which are borrowed by Mansard reporters
remain sacrosanct between the Mansard
reporters concerned and the member who
lends the notes to them. The Minister for
Labour.

Mr GRAYDEN: I want to clarify this
myself. What I have is a report in respect
of one particular witness, and it is the
complete report in respect of him. Tt Is an
extract I have taken and it is complete.
It Is not, as the Leader of the opposition
has suggested, Portion of the file, and I am

quite happy to table what I am quoting
from; but I cannot table anything else be-
cause I do not have it.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I want to say that the

Government had a Mr Trifonuvic, who was
a very reputable citizen, In the Department
of Immigration, and he left only last year.
When we asked the Public Service Board
to carry out an investigation, it appointed
some inspectors and they went to various
Individuals Including this Particular em-
ployee. This Is what he had to say, and
this is the report of the Public Service
inspector. I ask members to listen to it
extremely carefully. It is to this effect-

Mr. Trifonuvic informed me as fol-
lows:

Mr. Laidley had prepared papers
for delivery to Mr Bryce's home.

Mr 3. T. Tonkin: Did he tell you who
would deliver them?

Mr ORAYDEN: Yes. The Leader of
the Opposition will hear that if he listens
to the statement which continues-

He (Mr. Trifonuvic)-
He is the man who gave the statement. To
continue-

-had delivered envelopes to Mr.
Bryce's home on at least one dozen
occasions-could be more.

Mr Bryce: Utter flth! It really is!
Complete lies! As a matter of fact I would
like to know how much the company has
Paid this Minister to-

Mr ORAYDEN: I would ask for a state-
ment like that to be withdrawn if I at-
tached any importance to it.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: What we want is a
Royal Commission into the whole thing.

Mr GRAYDEN: This is an independent
statement by someone employed in the de-
partment, given to a Public Service in-
spector. This officer indicated that he had
delivered envelopes to Mr Bryce's home on
at least one dozen occasions, but that it
could have been more. We have had a
denial of this by the member for Ascot.

Mr Bryce: Complete rubbish and organ-
ised; and you organised it with someone to
set it up!

Mr GRAYDEN: I remind the member
for Ascot that there is a police investiga-
tion into this at the moment and he can
well consider his position in this Parlia-
ment. Let us go on. The Public Service
inspector further said that Mr Trifonu-
vic-

.. delivered these on his way home
and occasionally when he was out on
official business during the day.

Mr B. T. Burke: What dates?
Mr Bryce: Have you the dates?
Mr O'Neil: This is quoting from a re-

port.
Mr B. T. Burke: What dates?
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Mr GRAYDEN: Goodness gracious me!
Here is a classic example-

Mr B. T. Burke: You are a classic ex-
ample!1

Mr GRAYDEN:- -of someone trying to
draw the old red herring across the trail!

Mr B. T. Burke: You talk about red
herrings!

Mr GRAYDEN: Someone has said that
papers have been delivered on a dozen
occasions, or maybe more.

Mr Bryce* Then he is a liar, and so are
you for repeating it.

Mr GRAYDEN: All he asks is for dates.
Mr Bryce: Complete liar!

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I want to draw

the attention of the House-and in par-
ticular the attention of the member for
Ascot-to his unparliamentary language.

Mr Bryce: That man is unparliamentary
for using that language,

The SPEAKER: Will the honourable
member come to order! I ask the mem-
ber for Ascot to withdraw the remark
about the Minister being a liar.

Mr BRYCE: I withdraw that statement
because I wish to remain in the House.

The SPEAKER: order! The honoujrable
member will withdraw the statement with-
out any qualification or reservation of any
kind.

Mr ERYCE; In deference to you. Mr
Speaker. I withdraw the remark without
any reservation.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: Thank you. Mr Speaker;

I hope we will not have many more inter-
ruptions. To continue-

He knew that Mr. Bryce was "kick-
Ing up" about Landalls at the time.

He delivered the envelopes to Mrs.
Bryce- he never saw Mr. Bryce- may
have left some envelopes in the meter
box.

He also delivered papers to Mr.
Bryce at Parliament House-left them
with an Attendant.

He considered that as Mr. Bryce was
a Member of Parliament it was not
wrong to make these deliveries even
though he knew Bryce was "stirring't
at the time about Landalls.

He knew that the Papers were photo-
copies of letters from Landalls to the
Department-or complaints from mi-
grants.

He was asked by Mr. Laidley to do
the photocopying.

He regarded Mr. Laidley as a
staunch Labour man.

The above proceedings went on for
about four or five months.

I would point out, Mr Speaker, that Mr
Laidley is an officer in the Department of
Inunigration. He is the man responsible
for interviewing migrants.

Mr Jamieson: I have a piece of paper
here if the Minister is short.

Mr May: They must be extracts from
the files.

Mr GRAYDEN: At times, this man has
been the Assistant State Migration Officer.
As far as I am concerned no blame is
attachable to Mr Trifonuvic. He was a
junior officer In the department instructed
by a superior to photostat copies and de-
liver them to the home of the member for
Ascot, and he did that.

Mr Bryce: That is a complete lie.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRAYDEN: As I say, no blame is

attachable to him.
Mr Jarnieson: How do you know?

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the mem-

ber for Ascot to withraw his comment and
apologise to the House for saying, "That
is a lie.'!- It should be known, now, to the
honourable member-and it should be
known to all members-that what he has
said is regarded as unparliamentary lan-
guage. I make the request as Speaker of
this Chamber. Will the member do as I
say?

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker. I withdraw the
use of the word "lie".

The SPEAKER: I asked you to apologise.
Mr BRYCE: In deference to you, Mr

Speaker, I will apologise to the House.
Mr GRAYDEN: To continue-
Mr Davies: He will get his chance.
The SPEAKER: Order!I Did someone

speak for my benefit?
Mr DAVIES: No, Mr Speaker. I said that

he will get his chance, and I believe he
will. My remark was not to you, but to the
member for Ascot who will have his turn
in the course of debate.

The SPEAKER: I thank the member for
Victoria Park for his explanation. I now
call on the Minister for Immigration to
resume.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYIJEN: I was saying that we

have here an individual who was employed
by the department a few years ago and
who gave his evidence quite honestly and
openly to the inspector from the Public
Service Board. The evidence -was exactly
along the lines I have just stated.

Mr Jamieson: I think you ought to al-
low the member for Ascot time to issue a
writ.
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Mr ORAYDEN: This is an actual report.
The member for Ascot will get plenty of
time.

Mr Jameson: It will be sub judice from
then on.

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not doubt that he
would want to issue a writ.

The SPEAKER: Order! There are several
members interjecting at once.

Mr GRAYDEN: There have been state-
ments that nothing like that happened so
far as the member for Ascot was concerned.

Mr B. T. Burke: Now read the other
side of the story.

Mr GRAYDEN: I will, do not worry. It
is terribly important that this should be
recorded. The Public Service inspector
then interviewed Mr Laidley. The report
states-

I then interviewed Mr. Laidley and
informed him of the information I had
obtained from Mr. Trifonuvic. Mr.
Laidley informed me as follows:

The member for Ascot will be interested
in this. To continue-

He has never photocopied Depart-
mental information and made it avail-
able to Mr. Bryce.

He denies that he has ever made
Departmental information available to
Mr. Bryce.

He could have sent Mr. Trifonuvic
to Mr. Bryce's home-but only with
blank nomination papers--this is done
for a lot of members.

He does not know of anyone in the
Department of immigration who would
have made Departmental information
available to the public.

He is not a personal friend of Mr.
Bryce but has spoken to him on the
telephone-in relation to Development
company complaints.

He claims that Trifonuavic must have
assumed that correspondence in enve-
lopes was connected with Landalls.

He claims that he only sent Mr. Tni-
fonuvic to Mr. Bryce's home about
twice-still insists that only nomina-
tion papers were in the envelopes.

He may have made a copy of the
conditions pertaining to Development
Companies available to Mr Bryce at
Parliament House-but these are avail-
able to the general public.

He knows of an occasion when a
file was missing for about 18 months-
does not know what file it was, but it
turned up in the Minister's Office when
the change of Government occurred.

That was Mr Laidley. The Public Service
inspector then went to a certain company
which I will not mention, and the company

gave the inspector certain information.
Here there is a motivation and it has to
be taken into consideration with the re-
port I have read. The information sup-
Plied to the inspector, by the company, was
as follows-

The Company had been most con-
cerned for some time about the ac-
tivities of an officer in the Depart-
ment of Labour, a Mr. J, Laidley.

The Company had been loth to com-
plain because it naturally had no wish
to become involved in a controversy
with the Department, however, events
of the past few days when the Com-
pany had been the subject of extra-
ordinary and unwarranted criticism in
the Legislative Assembly and subse-
quent Press reports, brought It to the
point when it felt that the Depart-
ment of Labour should be aware of
some of his actions.

The Company made it clear that It
was only in its dealings with Mr. Laid-
ley that it had experienced grave prob-
lems and difficulties, and that in its
dealings with the other officers of the
Department it had been treated with
cordiality and courtesy.

With regard to Mr. Laidley however,
his behaviour had been such, and Con-
sistently so over a period of time, that
the Company felt that it was impos-
sible to refrain from concluding that
he has engaged in a deliberate cam-
paign of attack against the Company,
in an endeavour to destroy its credit
and reputation.

Quite apart from the numerous
specific instances, some of which were
summarised, of behaviour on the part
of Mr. Laidley which was overly hos-
tile towards the Company, he had
made express statements to the effect
that it was his 'personal ambition' to
see that the Company's migration
sponsorship scheme be discontinued,
and that he had 'a direction' to in-
vestigate what he referred to as 'mal-
practice' on the part of the Company.
When pressed for the source of his
direction on that occasion, he ulti-
mately stated that it was his own
personal election, and then further
stated that the results of his enquiries
could quite probably be referred to on
the 'floor of the house' (meaning Par-
liament) through Mr. Mal Bryce,
M.L.K.

These statements were made as far
back as September. 1972 but there
have been numerous events since
which amply demonstrate Mr. Laid-
ley's personal vindictiveness towards
the Company. He has therefore quite
unabashedly displayed an animosity
towards the Company, which if al-
lowed to continue would have increas-
ingly serious effects on its standing.
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Some of the events were listed by way
of illustration:-

I. In a discussion which took place
on August 2, 1972, those present being
Mr. J. Fletcher, Mr. Rt. M. Johnston,
Mr. Fred Wilson (our London Manager
then on a visit to Perth) and Mr.
Laidley, the latter accused Mr. Wilson
and the Company of being 'a cancer-
ous growth on migration'. He repeated
this highly charged accusation on a
number of occasions throughout the
interview, as well as making a num-
ber of other highly defamatory alle-
gations such as that the Company
'falsified banker's certificates' in the
U.K.

Incidentally, Mr Fletcher is head of the
Department of Immigration, and the state-
ment was made in front of him and other
witnesses. To continue-

2. In October, 1972, during an in-
terview with a Company representa-
tive, Mr. F. A. Fisher. Mr. Laidley de-
manded of the latter details of his
earnings whilst employed by the Com-
pany. When Mr. Fisher demurred, he
was told 'this is not an interview,
but an official government enquiry. If
you refuse to give the required infor-
mation on your earnings to me, then
the information required will be ob-
tained through the Solicitor General's
Office'.

3. In the same month a representa-
tive of the Company met one of the
Company's sponsored families, Mr. and
Mrs. E. Rogers, at the airport. Mr.
Laidley quite gratuitously burst in
upon a discussion between the Com-
pany representative and the family
and advised the Rogers' to sign no-
thing with the Company, since 'this
Company cannot be trusted'. With-
out further explanation following this
outburst he left the scene.

4. Mr. Laidley has accused the
Company, in the presence of migrant
families and others, of adopting
'standovew tactics' and engaging in
'fraudulent' business conduct. The
Kertesz and Broughton families are
two that were present when allega-
tions of this kind were made.

5. As late as March, 1974 Mr. Laid-
ley railed against the Company to a
migrant client, a Mrs. Parker, and
when asked for reasons for his state-
ments offered 'no reasonable answer'.

In the same month at the airport,
in the presence of the company rep-
resentative and friends of an incoming
migrant, Mr. T. Horton, Mr. Laidley
warned Mr. Horton three times not to
sign any document produced by the
Company without first being inter-
view by himself (Laidley).

Tabling of Documents
Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker. I would ask

that the documents being quoted from be
tabled.

Mr GRAYDEN: Mr Speaker, I will cer-
tainly table this and the other two
documents.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The report continues-

6. The Cutmore family-who re-
turned to the U.K. earlier this year-
advised the Company that they were
requested to give 'sales pressure' by
the Company as the reason for their
return. This was untrue.

7. In April this year a client, Mr. N.
Parker, who is a bricklayer, advised
that Mr. Laidley had warned him not
to work for the Company and that
Mr. Laidley made derogatory remarks
about the Company.

About the same time, during an in-
terview he tried to persuade another
migrant client, Mr. T. Church. to sign
a statement that the Company and its
representatives had 'pressured' him
into purchasing his house.

'The Company stated that it was
obvious that be has been endeavouring
to influence those of its clients with
whom he had contact, to disparage the
Company and indeed to encourage
them to make untrue statements con-
cerning their relationship with the
Company. Overall, there has been es-
tablished a pattern of conduct, rather
than simply a, few isolated incidents.
which indicates a positive intent on
the part of Mr. Laidley to damage the
Company and although be has on ou-
casions stated or inferred that he was
in effect simply implementing direc-
tions or policies laid down by the De-
partment, the Company feels that it
is really incredible that this should be
so.

So serious does the Company regard
the Position that it has taken legal
advice, and has been assured that the
conduct engaged in and statements
made by Mr. Laidley constitute action-
able defamation. That in view of the
far from subtle statements made by
Mr. Laidley, it is hardly a surprising
conclusion.

That is the report made by the Public Ser-
vice inspector after interviewing the com-
pany to which I have referred.

So we have the situation where over and
over again a Mr Laidley in the Department
of Immigration has made defamatory
statements about a particular company in
front of many witniesses, and of course this
can be substantiated. The statements go
back to 1972 and possibly beyond that
time. On the one hand, someone who
worked in the department but who now
works in another section of the Public Ser-
vice, when Interviewed by the Inspector
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from the Public Service Board honestly
states what happened. He says, "Yes, I
was asked to do the photostating . .. Yes,
I was asked to take the papers out to
Mr Bryce's home . . . I left them in the
meter box , . . I delivered them to Mrs
]Bryce .. I delivered them to Parliament
House.-

Then we have the extraordinary situa-
tion that the member for Ascot finds a
letter in his possession. He says he ob-
tained It through the post. It is one of
the letters which has been most recently
placed on the files of the Department of
Immigration. He said the letter was dated
the 30th May. This gave rise to some con-
fusion about which letter it was, but it was
found to be a letter dated the 29th May,
which was addressed to mue and placed on
the files of the Department of Immigra-
tion. On the side of it were notations made
by the Under-Secretary or the Assistant
Under-Secretary of the Department of
Labour. A photocopy of that letter came
into the Possession of the member for
Ascot. This is an extraordinary coinci-
dence.

*We have in the department a person
who is hostile in the extreme towards a
certain company. We then have all sorts
of allegations about his ordering people to
photostat documents and take them out to
the home of the member for Ascot, and
we find the member for Ascot has docu-
ments of this kind.

Then we go much further. We go to one
of the very senior officers in the Public
Service of Western Australia-I will not
mention his name because it will come out
later. Because of whit was happening in
the Department of Immigration in 1972,
this Particular officer had to call members
of the staff into his office to warn them
about what was happening; and it was
along the lines we have been talking about.
He found it necessary to bring in Mr
Laidley and tell him he was not to indulge
in this kind of conduct.

In these circumstances I do not think
there is much point in going on.

The SPEAKER: The Minister has five
minutes more.

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not think there is
any point in going on. We have had un-
equivocal denials by the member for Ascot.
We have this kind of evidence: and I
repeat-and I hope the member for Ascot
will take it to heart-the investigation is
still in progress. The Public Service Board
and the Police Department are still in-
vestigating the matter. In those dircwn-
stances, I would urge the member for
Ascot to be extremely careful about what
he does at this particular juncture.

We have all the evidence in the world
about unauthorised access to and use of
confidential Government information; not
an isolated instance, such as was referred
to earlier tonight, which is in a different

category. The practice I am speaking
about has been going on over a number
of years. It has been indulged in by people
in high places for the most shoddy pur-
poses. It will go down as an infamous
incident in the history of the Labor Party.

Mr Bryce: How long did you rehearse
that?

Mr GRAYDEN: The practice I have
been speaking about must be eradicated
from the Civil Service of Western Australia
if people are to continue to have confidence
in the Civil Service and the Government
of this State. It is as serious as that, and
there will be all sorts of repercussions.

This is a debate. All the members of the
Opposition will have an opportunity to
speak. The Government felt this kind of
information should be made available at
this stage to members of the House. When
we have the result of the inquiry we will
be able to see how much further these
leakages extend, and the full ramifications
of them, We will know which Government
departments are responsible, and where
possible we will find out which individuals
are responsible.

Point of Order
Mr ]HAHTREY: Mr Speaker, I think

we have now reached a stage where the
Minister is definitely breaching the sub
ludice rule. He says the matter is being
investigated by the Police Department and
everybody else. Surely he should now shut
up about it.

The SPEAKER: I disagree with the
member for Boulder-Dundas. The Minister
is entitled to speak as he is speaking on
this matter, and the sub iudiee rule is
not involved.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: There is no point in

speaking about this matter any further.
The evidence is so overwhelming that
members will have no alternative but to
accept it. X will say this: if anyone in
the 'Public Service thinks he can get away
with this kind of thing, sooner or later
he will be found out, and it is the intention
of this Government to follow up every
instance of this kinld and to ferret out such
people.

Mr Mclver: Threats!

Tabling of Paper
The following paper was presented and

ordered to lie upon the Table of the
House

Public Service Board report of inspec-
ta r.

Debate Resumed

MR IJARTREY (Boulder-Dundas) [8.20
P.M.]: A thousand years ago in England
there were various methods of trial which
now appear humorous to us. In a trial
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by compurgation if the accused person
could get more people to swear he was
innocent than the accuser could get to
swear he was guilty, he would go free, or
vice versa. Whoever had the largest num-
ber of liars on his side won the case. Some-
times an accused was subjected to trial by
ordeal. His hand would be plunged into
boiling water, and if it did not hurt or if
it did not fester, he was not guilty, Of
course, if the wound did fester he was
guilty.

Another method was to throw a sus-
pected witch into a pond of water. If she
drowned she was not a witch, and if she
did not drown she vwas. Those were the
methods of trial in those days.

Subsequently Parliament itself had two
methods of trial, and possibly these
methods are still within the jurisdiction
of the Parliament of Western Australia.
One method is impeachment, about which
people have heard so much in the past
few months. The other method is some-
thing even worse, even more unfair and
unjust-a Bill of Attainder. A Parliament
could simply pass a Bill to say that an
accused was guilty-without a trial at all.
Some discussion would take place in both
the House of Lords and the House of Com-
mons concerning the alleged guilt of the
accused. However, the accused need not
have been present in the House during the
discussion; he need not have been a mem-
ber of either House, and most frequently
he was not. If he was attainted, he was,
if in custody, put to death or if he had
escaped, be was outlawed and his property
was forfeited. Either way he was doomed
for all eternity.

I have never seen an attainder, nor have
I seen an impeachment. But I have seen
something tonight that galls me more than
somewhat-I have seen documents refer-
red to which were not even authenticated
by a statutory declaration, at least as far
as we know, or copies of documents-

Mr Orayden: You know perfectly well
they do not have to be-they will be tabled
eventually.

Mr HARTRVZY: I know more about the
procedures of justice in this House than
the Minister will ever know.

Mr B. T. Burke: That applies to every-
thing else as well.

Mr Orayden: That is a sly way to try
to get out of the situation.

Mr HARTREY: I am not ruffled in any
way at all. I am not upset or excited, but
I am saying it is a great pity that a Min-
ister, for whom I have a great personal
regard and with whom I have maintained
what could be called a friendship, could
have got into such a state that he produces
and reads for the Populace of Western

Australia, as well as for those who are
privileged to be members of this House,
scraps of paper which Purport to report
what somebody told him that somebody
else told them.

Mr Grayden: That is not so at all.

Mr HARTREY: I will quote the Min-
ister's own words. He said, "The officers
of the department inquired, and Mr Trifo-
nuvic"-or whatever his name is-"'was
told something by one of these gentlemen
who in turn told me, and he gave it to me
in writing. " In other words, A tells B who
tells C that D is guilty of an offence. Have
members ever heard of any court of law
where such a thing was tolerated? I appeal
to Government members as well as to the
members on this side: have they ever heard
anything worse?

Mr O'Neil: The Minister quoted a Public
Service Hoard report.

Mr BARTRE Y: Good God! I have seen
more reports than the Minister will ever
see, and a lot of them are complete lies.

Mr T. H. Jones: This would not be a
bad example.

Mr HARTREY: Our British law has long
since extinguished trials by compurgatlon
and trials by ordeal. This Is the Legislative
Assembly Chamber, not the Star Chamber.
In the days of King Henry VIII, Queen
Elizabeth I, and, of course, K~ing James 1,
trials were conducted in the Star Cham-
ber. However, the traditional manner now
to determine the guilt or innocence of an
accused Person is in a court of law where
no-one can allege or say anything what-
ever unless he is prepared to go on oath
and swear to the truth of what he says.

If a Person swears falsely In a court of
law today, he is liable to Imprisonment for
14 years. The probability is that he will
not be Punished because there are so many
liars in our courts that we could not
Punish them all. However, if the person
alleging something about an accused per-
son Is disbelieved, the accused gets the
benefit of the doubt.

We are asked here tonight, in an im-
passioned speech, not from the member for
Gascoyne but from the Minister for Immn-
gration-I would still say my good friend-
to believe that Smi~th has told Brown the
truth about Jones, and that Jones must be
guilty because Smith and Brown have both
told the Minister this Is so. If that makes
sense In any British community I would
like to know when it started to be so-it
would not have made sense 24 hours ago.

There has never been in this House, a
situation In which such a travesty of fair-
ness. of justice, of truth, or of Christian
charity has been perpetrated as the out-
rageous speech which the Minister for
Immigration-whom I still regard as my
frlend--conferred upon us tonight.
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MR MeIVER (Avon) [8.26 P.M.]: I
rise to make several comments on the
motion before us. I remember very well
when the matter which we are now dis-
cussing first arose, and what motivated the
situation.

Not long after the by-election at which
the member for Ascot was elected to this
House, he was placed In my office as I am
the father to all new members. I remem-
ber very vividly when this migrant familly
came to bring their problems to the mem-
ber for Ascot. In my short parliamentary
experience I have never seen a family as
distressed as this one was. The people did
not know where to turn-they had been
drained of their assets and were In dire
financial straits.

Mr O'Neil: There is nothing about this
in the motion.

Mr McIVER: In all fairness I must give
this preamble.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: It is quite relevant-
don't be put off by the Minister.

Mr O'Neil: I am just giving the honour-
able member some fatherly advice.

Mr McIVER: This Is where It all start-
ed. This new member to the Chamber was
strange to parliamentary procedures, and
he was certainly unfamiliar with such situ-
ations. However, being the astute person
he is and with the ability he has, he made
certain submissions to the company con-
cerned. I can honestly say that at no
time did the member for Ascot make any
submissions without reference to the com-
pany concerned. So I wish to emphasise
that I am disgusted at some of the re-
marks made by the Minister because it Is
quite evident that the Opposition has hit
home, and without doubt It has exposed a
company which has exploited migrants.
We have opened a wound.

Mr Grayden: They brought nearly 2 000
families to Perth.

Mr McIVER: There is no doubt about
this. The Minister has put forward a
smokescreen tonight to distract attention
from the actual situation-the manner in
which this company has exploited migrants
coming to Western Australia.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would re-
mind thd honourable member that he must
not talk about a previous question. He
may refer to It but only very briefly, and
then he must pursue the terms of the
reference.

Mr MuIVER: I appreciate that, Mr
Speaker.

Mr Nanovich: He has been off the line
for the last five minutes, Mr Speaker.

Mr Bryce: How would You know?
The SPEAKER: I will determine that
Mr Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Mr Nanovich: I am sorry, Mr Speaker.

Mr McIVER: We have just listened to
a great discourse by the Minister, He read
a report written by an officer In the
Department of Immigration. I do not think
the surname of that officer was an Aus-
tralian name; I do not think It has the
significance of a name such as "Don
Bradman".

Mr Shalders: floes It matter what his
surname is?

Mr MoWVER: The honourable member
might have a point there.

Mr Grayden: His colleagues In the Ed-
ucation Department may not agree with
you.

Mr MoIVER: There is nothing In what
the Minister has read out; It is Just a
written statement to the Minister that
the officer went out and Placed fles in
the member for Ascot's meter box. I can-
not for the life of me see what that really
has to do with the matter. Here we have
a very dedicated member of this House
who, in the right place-in the highest
court in the land-presented tangible
evidence of the operations of the company
concerned. I repeat that never have I seen
People more distressed than those who
were Interviewed by the member for Ascot
In his office in my presence. I can under-
stand his feelings, because those people
were so emotionally upset that some time
elapsed before they were able to get ac-
ross their message to the member for
Ascot. As a result of his dedication and
his willingness to assist he made Inquiries
and has exposed a scandal.

The matter has gone on from there. It
has snowballed. There is no doubt in my
mind that the Government does not like
this. I think the Minister for Immigration
tonight referred to the fact that the civil
servants of the Department of Inmitgra-
tion strongly support those who sit on
this side of the House. I make the claim
that no doubt the company concerned
strongly supports those who sit on the
other side of the House. Government mem-
bers do not like what they have heard the
member for Ascot say; but the facts he
presented and the manner and sequence
in which he presented them lead me to
reiterate the old saying: where there Is
smoke there is fire.

I have no doubt In my mind the family
which came to Interview the member for.
Ascot on the day to which I have referred
had their savings taken from them by the
company In question. That claim has been
made by the member for Ascot. I do not
agree with the smokescreen Put forward by
the Minister for Immigration and those
on the Government side who support his
view, irrespective of the dossier which
has been read out.

I strongly support the member for Ascot
In his efforts to expose those concerned.
I arm sure every one of us. irrespective of
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the electorate we represent, could pres-
ent to the House examples of the exploit-
at-ton of migrants. I go further and say
that I am qualified to speak on this motion
because Northamn, In may electorate, was the
migrant centre when the migrant scheme
was first Introduced Into Western Ails-
tralla. As you know, Sir, the old military
hospital in Northamn to which we referred
as "Holden Centre" was the centre for mig-
rants from all parts of the world. I could
speak forever about the manner In which
those migrants were exploited.

The SPEAKER: I think that would be
drawing the famous long bow again.

Mr McIVER: Yes, Sir. I rose to defend
the member for Ascot and to say I fully
understand the reasons that he took the
action he did. It was the result of his
dedication, his loyalty as a member of
Parliament, and his sincerity. I sincerely
trust that whatever happens tonight will
In no way distract him from his duties in
the future. I hope this matter will be
brought to a head and that the company
concerned will receive its lust deserts.

M-IR BRYCE (Ascot) [8.35 p.m.]: When
I first saw this motion on the notice paper
I was uncertain about precisely to whom
it referred. Immediately I saw it I thought
of she Premier, the Minister for Works,
and ether members of the front bench on
the Governmentu side: in fact, quite a
number of experienced members of Par-
liament.

Mr O'Neii: Before you make any further
reference to me have a look at the personal
explanation of the previous Minister for
Labour regarding the matter you propose
to raise.

Mr BRYCE: I Simply Wish to issue a
challenge.

Mr O'Neil: You made an innuendo. I
suggest you read your Minister's explana-
tion.

Mr BRYCE: I would have placed ques-
tions on the notice paper if that were
permissible; I would very much have liked
to ask a question of the members of' the
Government front bench. I would have liked
to ask them whether they could stand up
in this House and solemnly declare that
during the course of their parliamentary
careers--and I refer particularly to present
Ministers who were Ministers in previous
Governments--they have never on any oc-
casion come by unauthorised confidential
Government information and used it as the
basis of quest-ions, comments, motions, or
speeches in this House. I do not belive
they could declare that.

Mr Grayden: That is completely wrong,
of course.

Mr .1. T. Tonkin: You don't know what
you are talking about.

Mr O'Neil: I deny that Innuendo.

Mr Rushton: You have to support that
sort of claim.

Mr BRYCE: I suggest to the House this
sort of thing has happened in every Par-
liament in this country.

Mr Grayden: Condone it!
Mr BRYCE: There are good reasons for

this.
Mr Rushton: You are running for cover.
Mr Q'Neil: Are you admitting that all

that has been said about you is true, be-
cause that is what your words indicate?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Ascot.

Mr BRYCE: The motion before the
House should, I suggest, be treated with
the contempt it deserves. It is part and
parcel of a very clever and effective smoke-
screen which the Minister has-

Mr J. T. Tonkin: There is nothing clever
about it.

Mr BRYCE: -been spending day and
night to generate. I was absolutely stag-
gered at the reception the rubbish spread
by the Minister for Immigration received
in the Press. I was staggered that it should
receive such sensationalised treatment in
the week-end Press.

Mr Rushton: You received the same
amount yourself.

Mr BRYCE: I was 200 miles away at the
time, and I returned to find an enormous
smokescreen had been generated for a very
Clear and specific purpose; that was, of
course, because the Minister was embar-
rassed. We expect the Minister to duck for
cover when he is embarrassed.

Mr Grayden: He is not embarrassed in
the slightest.

Mr BRYCE: That is precisely what he
did. The pity of it all is that he has ducked
for cover in such aL way that he has institu-
ted a wltchhunt within the Public Service
which I believe will ultimately prove pre-
cisely what sort of influence the company
concerned has-and has had In the past~-
on the State Department of Immigration
when the Minister's political party Is In
power.

Mr Grayden: You will have the oppor-
tunity to ascertain that within the next
few days. We intend to make it absolutely
clear just how It has helped the State and
helped the migrants.

Mr BRYCE: The other aspect I believe
ought to be considered at the outset Is why
the member for Gascoyne was chosen-
possibly even conscripted-to move a
motion such as this. When I saw the
motion on the notice paper and realised
It had been proposed by the member for
Gascoyne, I asked myself a couple of ques-
tions. I think we might all ponder the
answers to those questions. First of all. is
it because his Ministers on the front bench
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felt a little too ashamed and miserable to
do it themselves; even though it seems it
is such a terribly important issue to them?

Mr O'Neil: It happens to be private
members' day. Aren't you aware of that?

Mr BRYCE: Or is it because the mem-
ber for Gascoyne simply seeks to muscle in
on some of the Publicity the Minister for
Immigration has enjoyed over the past
five or six days? I might add at this point
that I think. the Minister for Immigration
thoroughly deserves an Academy 'Award
for his efforts. I really would suggest that
If an Academy Award were made available
to members of Parliament for generating
sensationalism, that award would go to
the Minister for Immigration without
any challenge from others.

Mr Grayden: I think it is sensational
when documents disappear from Govern-
ment departments.

Mr BRYCE: I propose to show how
completely unfair the Minister can be
when he chooses.

Mr O'Neil: Do you believe that your dis-
paraging talk in this Chamber about a
building company is fair?

Mr BRYCE: The third question is
whether the member for Gascoyne moved
his motion simply because the Govern-
ment wanted to use him as a tool to rake
over the coals to try to generate more
smoke. A fundamental issue is involved
here and although I know you will not
allow me to canvass that issue again, Mr
Speaker, I am pleased to see that the
issue-namely, the building company
nomination scheme-will be thoroughly
investigated. I sincerely hope that the
State Minister for Immigration will not be
tardy in giving his full support to an Aus-
tralian Government inquiry into the oper-
ation of this scheme.

Mr Rushton: Which Government?
Mr Grayden: We will be happy to have

an inquiry.
Mr BRYCE: It seems to me that to-

'night's motion moved by the member for
Gascoyne was an attempt to extend the
smokescreen and even to enlarge it in
order that the Public would not have its
attention focused on the activities of a
building company and on the way migrants
are treated when they come to this
country under the sponsorship of that
company.

Mr Grayden: We do not get any com-
plaints at all.

Mr BRYCE: I have illustrated to the
Parliament how the Minister carefully
avoided making any reference to the spec-
ific cases to which I referred in this place
a few nights ago. He drummed up some 16
other cases he said had been investigated
and proved to be completely baseless or
which were satisfactorily solved. He made
uot one word of reference to the cases I
put to the Parliament.

Mr Grayden: The
referred were of such
they did not matter.
were the worst cases
the Year about which

cases to which you
a minor nature that
The cases I quoted
of 1972 and that is
we are talking.

Mr BRYCE: I think it is worth illustrat-
ing at this stage exactly what steps were
taken to set up the smokescreen. Step No.
1 occurred when this letter was read to
the Parliament. The Minister's first reac-
tion was to deny that he had seen the
letter and to claim that it had been stolen
from one of his files.

Mr Grayden: If the letter had the date
you gave it, it would have been stolen from
the files because there was no such letter.

Mr BRYCE: If the Minister had listened
carefully he would have heard me say that
the letter was date-stamped, meaning that
the stamp indicated the date it was re-
ceived in his office; namely, the 30th May.
Step 2 was when the Minister said the let-
ter had been stolen from a departmental
file.

Mr Young: Did You say it was date-
stamped as at the day it was received in
the Minister's office?

Mr BRYCE: Step 3 occurred when the
Minister made allegations in this Parlia-
ment that departmental files were missing.

Mr Grayden: You said they were missing.

Mii BRYCE: I Propose to correct that
interjection by the Minister and show
members exactly how irrational he is.
Step 4 occurred when the Minister an-
nounced that a police inquiry would be
conducted into missing files and Cabinet
documents. Notice how the Minister has
extended the issue. The next item which
appeared in the Press were the words
',missing files"-note the use of the plural

-and "missing Cabinet documents".
Mr Nanovich: Was that reported in

Hansard?

Mr BRYCE: Step 5 was when the Min-
ister admitted no Cabinet documents were
missing and finally, step 6 was when the
Minister conceded no files were missing. I
have the Press release in my hand which
indicates that what I have said is correct.

Mr Grayden: Yes, because we conducted
an investigation and we have just received
the report.

Mr BRYCE: I asked the Minister wheth-
er files were missing. In this respect, it is
incumbent upon me to read to the House
a short letter I wrote to the Minister and
which was used as the basis for the mis-
representations by the Minister. He was
ducking for cover because he was embar-
rassed over the issues raised in the motion
of censure. The first thing the Minister
grabbed was the final paragraph of my
letter. For six days the Minister had mis-
represented this letter in the Press and
finally, he has turned around and said,
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"No, there are no missing files." The let-
ter to the Minister for Immigration dated
the 21st May reads--

On the 7th February, I wrote the
enclosed letter to your predecessor con-
cerning disrespect for the Immigration
Department by the Landaul Company
revealed in the contents of the en-
closed clipping.

I have already referred to that clipping.
The Minister still has not given any indica-
tion of how the Landall Company explained
those extremely disparaging and disres-
pectful remarks about the Department of
Immigration. My letter continues--

The Minister's letter of acknowledge-
ment of February 12th indicated that
the matter was under consideration.
In view of the serious contempt for
the Immigration Department which
this company Is representing in various
ways, I am sure that you as Minister,
and many others who may have read
the article, are interested to hear an
explanation from the Landall Com-
pany.

The final paragraph of the letter reads-
In the past, on a number of occa-

sions, the Departmental file relating
to this subject has appeared to dis-
appear from time to time-

Mr Grayden: There are seven files relat-
ing to this subject.

Mr BR.YCE: The final paragraph con-
tinues--

-and in view of the time elapse since
February 7th, I am naturally begin-
ning to wonder If this has happened
again.

The important thing for the House to ap-
preciate is that I had waited 31 months
for an answer. I am not detracting from
the efficiency of the Minister for Immigra-
tion. The original letter was writt-en
to his predecessor on the 7th February
and I waited 31 months for an answer.
In my opinion. I was completely en-
titled to include a cynical remark at
the end of the letter based on the exper-
ience I had had, and I propose now to
explain that experience.

However, before I do that I want mem-
bers to be completely assured that this
Is where the Minister's furphy arose. Sud-
denly, "the" departmental file became
"departmental fles". The Minister was
creating a smokescreen because he was
embarrassed.

Mr Grayden: You made the allegation,
as you have just confirned by your read-
Ing of the letter.

Mr BRYCE: The Minister is wrong, I
stated quite specifically "appeared to dis-
appear".

Mr Grayden: That is good eniough.
Mr BRYCE: The minister said that

"files" had disappeared and that he would
conduct a big investigation. Because I

had sustained over quite a long Peiiod an
interest in the issue of immigration, I
presented a submission to the task force
inquiry and I also made inquiries of the
Department of Immigration about the sub-
mission to the task force of the State
Department of Immigration. I was told
that the information I required was not
available because the file was not avail-
able; perhaps it was somewhere else. I
asked that this be checked and after a
couple of telephone calls it was ascertained
that the file was not somewhere else, but
was somewhere else again.

Mir Grayden: What year was that?
Mr BRYCE: It was 1973.
Mr Orayden:. Under your Government.
Mr BRYCE: Exactly; that is precisely

the point. I1 am not seeking to suggest the
Minister was responsible for the missing
files or that they were missing while he
was the Minister. I simply ended my let-
ter on a cynical note because I believed
I was entitled to make such a comment.
I had sought Information, but the informa-
tion was contained in fIles which could
not immediately be located. in fact, they
were not readily available and I made
that cynical statement in my final para-
graph based on that experience and I
believe I was entitled to adopt that atti-
tude.

Mr May: Of course you were.
Mr BRYCE: In the Minister's reply to

my letter h6~ refused to make any refer-
ence to the main Issue. He simply said
he had spoken to Lanidall Holdings abou;
the matter and proceeded in his per-
fectly capable fashion to take a sidetrack
and to answer my demand for action with
a furphy about missing files.

Mr Grayden: Read what I said.
Mr BRYCE: I treated the Minister's

reply with the contempt it deserved and
that is where this nonsense about missing
files arose. Of course, the Minister took
the opportunity to sensationalise the en-
tire issue and to switch the spotlight from
the activities of this Government to al-
]edged leaks from the Public Service.

I emphasise again to the House that
this is an indication of the sort of influence
which the Landall company has exer-
cised on Liberal Governments in the past
and is exercising on this Liberal -country
Party Government right now.

Mr Grayden: it is exercising no influ-
ence.

Mr BRYCE: Stemming from this ques-
tion of missing files comes the suggestion
that, following statements in the Press,
some departmental officer had made visits
to my home. In fact, if I can remember
correctly, the Minister used the phrase
"in excess of" about a dozen times.

Mr Grayden: That is not my statement.
That is the statement a Public Service em-
ployee made to a Public Service inspector.
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Mr BRYCE: I am suggesting that that
statement was well planned and phrased
deliberately to slander any attempt I have
made to bring this company to justice.

Mr Grayden: That is completely untrue.
Mr BRYCE: I repeat that this proves

the influence the company has on the
State Department of Immigration. I have
said previously that the Minister for Im-
migration used the words of somebody else
to smear the credibility of my argument
and to generate an even bigger smoke-
screen to indicate it is correct that
departmental files and official documents
had been taken to my home. I have already
mentioned what I think about that; I have
been forced to withdraw the remarks I
made, but I repeat that any suggestion
that departmental files or official docu-
ments were taken to my home is a manu-
fd~ctured falsehood.

I now want to explain something that
will be of great interest to the Minister.

Mr Grayden: Here comes the excuse!
Mr BRYCE: An excuse!
Mr Nanovich: You can rest assured that

he will be listening.
Mr Mclver: He has been on that Wan-

neroo plonk.
Mr B1RYCE: I first raised this issue in

the Parliament at the end of March, 1972.
The specific issue with which I was con-
cerned related to a migrant couple who had
not been brought to this country as a re-
sult of the Landall sponsorship scheme.
They were State migrants and at that time
I had absolutely no knowledge whatsoever
-which I have already mentioned in Par-
liament-of this building company nomi-
nation scheme. I discussed it with the Min-
ister of the day and I then telephoned the
Department of Immigration asking for in-
formation on the operation of this scheme.
Included in the building company nomina-
tion scheme were regulations, information
issued to migrants, and nomination forms,
and this information was delivered to my
home.

Mr Orayden: Here it comes!
Mr BRYCE: That is exactly and pre-

cisely what occurred. Any suggestion from
the Minister or anybody else that some
character subsequently delivered official
documents to my home is a vicious un-
truth. It has been manufactured.

Mr Grayden: He gave them to your wife.
Mr BRYCE: That is exactly the point

that concerns me. It implicates my wife
and my family and it is absolutely false.
The same people who manufactured that
rubbish have, no doubt, manufactured the
hoax telephone calls that have been made
to my wife during the last few days, and
no doubt are the same people who have
been associated with the attempt to break
into my home during the last few days.

Mr Orayden: Goodness me!
Mr BRYCE: If he so desires, the Min-

ister can check with the Belmont police
about this. Further, the GTE has been no-
tified and I would not be the slightest bit
surprised to learn that the people who
manufactured this sort of rubbish were also
the people who, whilst I was absent in the
south-west, miles away, looking into certain
forestry matters, organised some crank to
make six telephone calls to my home in
less than two hours between 9.00 p.m. and
11.00 p.m. on Saturday night. Also, it was
discovered on that same night that the
window of my small son's bedroom, and
the fly-wire mesh attached to it, were
broken.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: They will stop at
nothing.

Sir Charles Court: Is that all you have
to put up with? You want to come to my
place for seven days and seven nights a
week.

Mr BRYCE: The other aspect of this
issue which I believe needs to be presented
in probably a calmer fashion, relates to
the whole question of what has gone before
in this and other Parliaments. I have
issued a challenge to the experienced mem-
bers of this Parliament. I would have
liked to place questions on the notice paper
and have those members stand up in their
places and say that they have never gained
official information, in the terms of this
motion, and used it as a basis to ask
certain questions and to make speeches in
the House. The particular question to
which I would like to draw the minister's
attention I-

Mr Grayden: This is a statement in
regard to what has gone on in other areas
-leakage after leakage!

Mr BRYCE: I can quote an interesting
example of what occurred when the present
Government was in Opposition. We had
the spectacle of the member for Moore
at that time-a Country Party member-
standing up in this Parliament and actu-
ally quoting letters addressed to a Minister
for Education, naming certain teachers.
He quoted letters from the Teachers' Union
to the Minister for Education. He quoted
from two different files;, files from which
he had taken photo copies. Because I
know that the memory of the Minister
for Immigration is very selective, for his
benefit and for the sake of the record I
wish to have these facts recorded.

Mr Grayden: This will not help you,
you know.

Mr BRYCE: The then Minister for Edu-
cation was Acting Premier at that time,
and so the member for Moore referred to
the letter from the Acting Minister for
Education. I should, at this point, indicate
that the member for Moore made this
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speech on Thursday, the 24th August.
1972. His comments were as follows,-

On the 2nd July, 1953, the Director
of Education replied to the Acting
Minister for Education. This letter is
taken from file No. 524/37. His reply
was as follows:-

I draw your attention to my
minute on the file at page 37
which was rendered necessary by
a somewhat similar request put
forward in 1951 at page 36.

The member for Moore goes on-
I have already read out the letters

which appear on pages 36 and 38 of
the file. I do not have page 37. but
no doubt the then Minister replied
in accordance with that advice. The
Acting Minister for Education referred
the matter to the Minister for Educa-
tion-the present Premier-in the fol-
lowing minute:-

He then went on to quote the minute.
Interestingly enough, the then Minister

for Education (the Hon. T. D. Evans)
said-

Would the member for Moore satisfy
my curiosity by disclosing the source
of the correspondence from which he
is quoting?

To this the member for Moore replied-
It was taken from the file. I have

already quoted the file number to the
Minister should he desire to refer to it.

The discussion between the member for
Moore and Mr T. D. Evans was then as
follows-

Mr. T. D. Evans: How did the hon-
ourable member get access to the file?

Mr. LEWIS: I had access to the
file when I was the Minister for Edu-
cation.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And ever since
you have kept copies taken from the
mie?

Mr. LEWIS: Yes, because I received
a similar request.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And you have kept
the copies of the letters taken from
the file?

Later another file and further quotes were
referred to, and apparently it was proposed
to take photo copies of a departmental file
so that further reference could be made
to them.

We are talking about the question of
having unauthorised confidential Govern-
ment information, and using it in this
Parliament. Members have no privileges
when they are not Ministers.

Sir Charles Court: I suggest that If you
ask your front bench members you will
find they have some information to which
they were entitled when they were Min-
isters.

Mr BRYCE: But they are not entitled
to use confidential Government Informa-
tion which involves the names of teachers
mentioned in letters to the department.
and also private letters between the Teach-
ers' Union and the Director-General of
Education. The Premier is making the very
point which takes the ground from under
the motion.

Sir Charles Court: Not at all.
Mr BRYCE: The motion has been

moved by the member for Gascoyne. The
whole of this "boo-ha" about the use of
information in Parliament in this way, we
appreciate, has been going on for many
years. The significance of the present
situation is that a certain company has
had its toes trodden on; and It has found
things to be uncomfortable. A journalist
suggested to me only two days ago that a
very well-known and effective Public re-
lations company has been given a brief tc
squash publicity relating to any Inquiry
which is to be made by the Australian
Government into the activities of this com-
pany. I do not have the slightest doubt
about that.

Mr Jameson: This is a nice old "3C
pieces of silver" company, tool

Mr BRYCE: I would conclude by point-
ing out that the member for Gascoyine has
been Instructed to commit a foul and de-
spicable political act, because he has
moved the motion that enabled the Min-
ister for Immigration to use information
which, in my opinion, will go down as the
worst case of manufactured rubbish and
deceitful untruths in the history of this
State.

It is part and parcel of a plan by this
company to ensure that nobody looks at
these sorts of activities. I might add that
I was warned by colleagues and friend,
whom I trust, when I proceeded on this
path. I have indicated before, and I repeat
it, that when I see injustice and what I
believe to be corruption in migrants being
encouraged to commit acts of fraud, I will
fight against it; and I will do that to the
best of my ability while I have breath in
my body. That is the very factor that has
motivated me on this Particular score. Any
talk of a vendetta between me and the
company is rubbish.

Mr Rushton: What do You call it then?
Mr BRYCE: I have no reason to engage

In a vendetta against this company. I dc
not care how many houses It sells, where it
sells them, or on what basis It sells them
so long as It is not using the migrants as
fodder to boost Its sales.

Mr Grayden: The Commissioner foi
Consumer Affairs has not received any
complaints.

Mr BRYCE: I have some complaints on
my file, and they will be on the desk of
the Minister very shortly.

Mr Orayden: The commissioner has not
received them as Yet.
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Mr BRYCE* That Is the sort of rubbish
the Minister is talking about. His attempt
to whitewash this company will not hold
water. 1 was warned not to proceed alone
these sorts of lines, because I was told that
treading on the toes of a body as important
and powerful as this company when the
Present Government is In power In this
State would lead to no end of attempts tc
discredit me.

I am suggesting, In fact I am reiterating
that we have had evidence tonight of a
completely unbalanced account In the form
of the preliminary report that has been
mentioned. We have bad a completely
unbalanced representation of this matter;
and this illustrates the company in ques-
tion will stop at nothing to smear Individ-
uals, and to organise to ensure that the
true spotlight is not brought into focus on
Its activities.

MR B. T. BURKE (Balga) [9.05 pin.]:
It is time to recap some of the untruths
and deceptions that have been put for-
ward by a Minister who is irresponsible,
who is incompetent, and who does not de-
serve to hold office. But bef ore I1 do that,
let me refer to the motion which is before
us. It has been moved by the member for
Gascoyne, and is as follows-

That in the opinion of this House
unauthorised access to and use of con-
fidential Government information is
to be deplored and that prompt action
should be taken to expose those re-
sponsible and implement practices
which will prevent a recurrence.

Mr ONeil: That is a very commendable
motion.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I have no objection
to that motion, and I do not take issue
with it. However, that motion is not what
is being discussed tonight; that motion Is
not the subject about which we have been
talking.

Mr Grayden: You have not been listen-
ing.

Mr B. T. BURKE: It is very difficult to
listen when the Minister talks, because
usually he talks gobbledy-gook.

Mr Grayden: it is very easy to be
smart. You might have to swallow your
words.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let me refer to this
litany of fraud, starting with the first
answer the Minister gave to the House
when he was asked a question by the
member for Ascot. He was accused by the
member for Ascot of misrepresenting a
situation; but the minister stood up and
said he had not received any written or
verbal representations with regard to a
certain regulation.

Point of Order
Mr ORAYDEN: On a point of order,

Mr Speaker, will you permit this debate
to continue? All this has been debated
on a previous occasion.

The SPEAKER: The Minister for Immi-
gration has raised a point of order in
connection with going over a debate that
has taken place, and arose out of
a motion moved by the member for Ascot.
It is not intended that that debate should
be rehashed on this occasion. However,
from time to time members have spoken
and referred to that debate briefly; and
whilst they do that they may occassion-
ally make some reference to it, provided
such reference is brought into the terms
of the motion.

Debate Resumed
Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank you, Mr

Speaker. I will attempt at a later stage to
relate the charges which have been level-
led against the member for Ascot to the
sorts of things for which the Minister
for Immigration himself has been respons-
ible; and I will Prove to the House that if
these charges should be laid at the feet
of one individual member, then that mem-
ber is the Minister for Immigration.

Mr Grayden: We are talking about leak-
ages of information. That is the purport
of the motion.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Quite frankly we do
not know what the Minister is talking
about. I shall go through the events, step
by step: and if the Minister can explain
his Position we will accept it. The chain of
events began with the deliberate misrep-
resentation of a Position by the Minister
-the same sort of misrepresentation for
which the Minister has accused the mem-
ber for Ascot of being responsible. So, If
the member for Ascot is responsible, and
I suggest he is not, then the Minister is
equally responsible.

We find that the Minister was accused
of taking notice of and acting at the be-
hest of the company in question in chang-
ing the regulations. The Minister was in
a difficult position, and that was generally
recognised. What did the Minister do? He
began to talk about missing files, and said
the matter would warrant an immediate
police investigation. He then said that the
riember for Ascot had changed his posi-
tion; but what do we find?

We find the Minister for Immigration
discovered that the proposed police inves-
tigation was unnecessary. I believe on
Monday last he proclaimed that it was
unnecessary, and that the Public Service
Board would handle the affair.

Let us see what happened after that.
The police Investigation into this most
serious matter had become unnecessary,
and the Minister made his pronouncement
to that effect. The Premier then an-
nounced he had asked the Minister for
Police to look into the matter. Not only
did we express our lack of confidence in
the Minister in regard to this matter, but
the Premier said that although the Mini-
ister for Immigration had said he did not
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believe a police investigation was neces-
sary he, the Premier, did and he would
ask the Minister for Police to take action.

Let us direct our attention to the very
interesting material raised by the Miun-
ister. I must admit I was very interested
in it. The Minister brought to the atten-
tion of the House three documents which
are parts of an Interim report that, accord-
ing to the Minister, had been prepared by
the Public Service Board.

I must admit I was very Interested in
them and I am Pleased that the member
for Boulder-Dundas made several points
as to their authenticity. But let us take
them step by step and deal with Mr
Trifunovic who makes certain allegations
with regard to material he says be deliv-
ered to Mr Bryce's home. Now I ask this
question of the Minister: Why is not Mr
Trifonuvic now working with the depart-
ment? Will the Minister tell us that? If
this information were revealed to the
House I am sure members would view the
situation as outlined tonight in a different
light.

Mr Grayden: What do you mean by
that?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Nevertheless we have
this statement read by the Minister as
given by Mr Trifonuvic to the Public Ser-
vice inspector. Then we have a state-
ment made by Mr Trifornvic's superior,
a man who obviously, If occupying that
position, has been promoted to it by virtue
of his work. Mr Trifonuvic makes a state-
ment saying something Is true; his super-
ior says that what Mr Trifunovic says is
true is untrue; and the Minister finds
himself In an extremely difficult position,
so what does he do? He looks for extra
damning evidence against Mr Trifonuvic's
superior, because he can see that if Mr
Trifonuvic's statements are supported by
a third Party this will provide evidence to
make us believe Mr Trifonuvic and not
his superior.

So what does he do? He produces a
statement and refuses to tell us who made
the statement. He refuses to tell us but
expects us to believe that It is true.

Mr Grayden: I can tell you now. I have
found the document.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Missing file!
Mr Davies: The Police will have to In-

vestigate that one now.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr B. T. BURKE: The fact remains
that an interim report was brought into
the House in a last-ditch effort by the
Minister to escape responsibility for a sit-
uation which had rapidly grown out of
his control-a situation about which the
Minister had been publicly, as it were,
reprimanded by his leader-

Sir Charles Court: Not at all.

Mr B. T. BURKE: -about the differing
opinions concerning the necessity for a
police inquiry.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister wanted
It. Good grief!

Mr B. T. BURKE: Red herrings have
been drawn across this Chamber from end
to end.

Sir Charles Court: He Is worse than
last night.

Mr Grayden: The Inspector of the Pub-
lie Service Board was the one responsible
for obtaining those two statements.

Mr B. T. BURKE: That Is not the ques-
tion. The Minister has a statement made
by a company, but he will not name, the
company.

Mr Orayden: I will name the company.
It is Landall.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Now we have it. No-
one was in any doubt.

Mr Grayden: I did not name It because
I did not want to refer or allude to a
Previous debate.

Mr B3. T. BURKE: No-one was In any
doubt as to the name of the company. I
ask You, Mr Speaker, whether you think
It Is reasonable for the Minister to deny
Us that information previously and then
now, when presented with the facts, be
willing to tell us. Why did he not tell
us the name of the company when speak-
ing previously? Of course he thought he
would not need to. We see that the Min-
ister's case rests on this one statement
from a junior departmental officer who no
longer works for the department-and we
do not know why-completely contradict-
ed-

Mr O'Neil: Not completely contradicted.
Read the whole of It. It is not completely
contradicted.

Mr B. T. BURKE: -by a statement from
that man's superior, a man who has
achieved a high level within the depart-
ment and who is still working with the
department and then the furphy of all
furphies: an anonymous document from a
company which damns the superior officer.

Mr Grayden: It is not anonymous.
Mr B. T. BURKE: We are not told the

name of the company, but upon cross-ex-
amination the Minister reveals that the
company is Landall which condemns Mr
Laidley; and we are expected to believe
Mr Trifonuvic.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish.
Mr Jamieson: You are good on rubbish.

They need some collectors.
The SPEAKER: order! The member for

Balga.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I admire the Minis-

ter's alacrity in avoiding the issues and
successfully switching the spotlight from
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the question of the changes in the im-
migration regulations to the question of
missing files.

Mr Grayden: Oh no; we will get back
to that.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We are always going
to get back to something, but the Minis-
ter will not be here when we do. So we
find we have a Minister who refers to
missing files which are not missing-

Mr Grayden: The member for Ascot
made that accusation.

Mr B. T. BURKE: -and to police in-
v'estigations which will not take place; ex-
cuse me, the Premier says they will!

Sir Charles Court: Who says they will
not?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister has
publicly stated-and has not denied it--
that he believed a police investigation was
unnecessary.

Mr Grayden: I did not say anything of
the sort.

Mr B. T. BURKE: He has been publicly
reported as having said that.

Mr Grayden: I was specifically asked by
the Public Service Board to give it the
remainder of the day and I did.

Mr Jamieson., Better make an interim
report to the Premier.

Mr B. T. BURKE: If the Minister did
not say that a police investigation was
unnecessary why did the Premier find it
necessary to make that statement?

Sir Charles Court: Mr Smartypants,
just keep quiet for a moment and I will
answer you. If you want to play this "Perry
Mason" business, this is about the last place
to do it. I ask one question: Are you sug-
gesting the minister resisted the police
inquiry?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am not saying that.
Sir Charles Court: On the contrary, he

was most anxious that it should be done-
most anxious.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I will tell the Premier
a little story later on. But first-

Sir Charles Court: He was most anxious
it should be done.

Mr Jamieson: We will see about that.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I will answer that

question. Whether the Minister resisted
or otherwise does not impinge upon the
fact that he was publicly reported as say-
ing that a police inquiry was unnecessary.

Sir Charles Court: What has that to do
with it?

Mr Grayden: Completely untrue.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister said it

was unnecessary.
Sir Charles Court:, The Minister wanted

the investigation.
Mr Jamieson: Where is the other hand,

if you have another argument?

Sir Charles Court: The Minister wanted
an investigation and we are having it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier will have
a chance, before the night is much older,
to have a thorough investigation and we
will see which way he jumps. At the mo-
ment I will repeat the point that the
Minister said an investigation was un-
necessary.

Mr Grayden: That is completely untrue.
Mr B. T, BURKE: Within an hour the

Premier said he had asked the Minister
for Police to make the investigation. The
Minister or the Premier had access to dif-
ferent information, but all it proves is that
the Minister for Immigration, confronted
with a situation that I or any other mem-
ber of the House would not like to be
in, was frantic in his efforts to avoid res-
ponsibility so he plucked from the air state-
ments and claims he later had to with-
draw, modify, or change completely; and
now we find that he is willing, in a last-
ditch effort to save his skin, to bring into
the House an interim report, knowing full
well it is not a final report-

Mr Grayden: A very revealing one, too.
Mr B. T. BURKE: -and knowing full

well that the final report may change the
facts.

Mr Grayden: It contains enough evi-
dence to bear me out.

Mr B3. T. B3URKE: The Minister would
take us into a. court and let us listen to one
witness and tell us the case is finished
became that one witness has damned the
accused. That is what the Minister would
have us do, but that is what this House
will not swallow.

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!
Mr B. T. BURKE: My last comment:

The Minister is incompetent, irresponsible,
and should step aside!

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [9.19
p~m.]: When notice of the motion was
given yesterday r thought the member for
Gascoyne would have no trouble in getting
it Passed and that we would all be con-
gratulating him after a short period
tonight because the motion contains the
sentiments of motherhood which we all
favour. Some aspects of motherhood we
may not like, but we would not vote against
it or we would all be charged with not
being responsible.

However, it is plain to see, from
the way the debate has developed after the
short introductory speech by the member
for Gasooync, that he was the fall guy of
the Government, introduced so the Minis-
ter for Immigration could have another
blast at the Opposition in the hope that
he would be able to discredit the member
for Ascot and perhaps a few other mem-
bers. Eventually the motion would be car-
ried, and then Perhaps on another day in
different circumstances the matter would

goo
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be raised again and be the whipping horse
for the whole of the session to take the
spotlight off some of the-

Mr Jamieson: Nefarious legislation.
Mr DAVIES: -shortcomings of the Gov-

ernment. However, as it developed it has
become something of a-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: A fiasco.
Mr DAVIES: More than a fiasco; some-

thing of a disappointment to us and it
has shown that the member for Gascoyne
was terribly naive in believing that any-
one, at any stage during his parliamentary
life, was not likely to have information
brought to him. The very society in which
we live compounds this type of conduct.
It has been going on since time im-
memorial. It occurred back in the times of
the Romans and Caesars, the days of the
Bible, and even Judas himself was pre-
pared to do a deal. This kind of thing
goes on day after day and month after
month.

Mr Grayden: And we will Put a stop to
it.

Mr Jamieson: Does the Minister think
he is SIC?

Mr Clarko: No, I am SIC, Jim Clarko.
Mr DAVIES: Any man who can stand up

and say that he does not have access to
confidential information, from time to
time, is dealing lightly with the truth.

Mr Grayden: Well, I have not.
Mr DAVIES: I cannot believe that the

Minister, during the whole of his parlia-
mentary career-and I have enjoyed some
of his contributions to the debates-has
not had information fed to him.

Mr Grayden: Certainly, I have not.

Mr DAVIES: For the most Part I have
discovered that the information has been
made available usually by people who want
to make little gods of themselves; by peo-
ple wishing to show how important they
are; or by people motivated by greed or
any one of a thousand other reasons. This
goes on.

Unfortunately, the member for Gascoyne
has not been here long enough to have
any information fed to him. He does not
know how to deal with the problem. I amn
not having a shot at him because I was
just as naive when I came into the House.
However, when one does receive informa-
tion one has to decide what to do with it.
As members of Parliament we have heard,
time after time, that this is the place to
air our grievances and let the public know
when we think something is wrong. This
has been the argument since timne im-
memorial, and it will continue. No action
has been taken to plug any Watergate
here.

Mr Grayden: Action will be taken in
any instance which arises from now on.
See what happens.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister will have his
chance to show how genuine he Is. I do
not want to debate the Landall question
because I do not believe the purpose of
this motion-with due respect to you. Mr
Speaker-was to permit the Landall ques-
tion to be debated; it has already been
discussed. However, the Minister recently
said that no case had been taken to the
Consumer Protection Bureau. The Minister
re-ferred to the Commissioner for Consumer
Protection and that might be quite right.
The commissioner may not have had a
case put to him but only about 10 days
ago a person rang me and complained that
he wanted to get his deposit money re-
f unded because he felt he had been coerced
into buying fromi LandaU. That happened
before this matter came up. He was re-
ferred to the Department of Immigration
without receiving any satisfaction, and he
was told to refer the matter to the Con-
sumer Protection Bureau. This is what he
did. A few days later he rang me to
say that Landall had telephoned him at
Noalimnba, I believe, and advised him that
the money was to be refunded.

The Minister has said that the Consumer
Protection Bureau can take this sort of
action but he also said that the commis-
sioner had never had a case.

Mr Grayden: I will get it in writing
for the member tomorrow.

Mr DAVIES: It seems that this requires
another investigation. If the Minister
would like the name and address of the
Person concerned I will be happy to give
it to him later. It will not matter whether
be comes himself, sends a policeman, sends
the whole of the Public Service Board, or
the whole of the public relations depart-
ment of the Lan dali company, I1 will give
the same details because they are true.

Mr Orayden: Will the member apologise
if that is not true?

Mr DAVIES: I certainly will. When this
case came to my notice I was surprised
that the, money was refunded without my
having to take any action. I then thought
that Landall was not so bad after all. That
is all I have to say on the matter, but if
the Minister would like the information
he can send along a policeman in Jackboots
and I will give him the information. How-
ever, whoever wants it will have to come
to me because I do not have the time to
run around.

Mr Sibson: What about the police in-
quiry?

Mr DAVIES:, If the Minister wants a
police inquiry then do not let us take the
spotlight away from him. There is plenty
of mileage in this for him yet.

Mr Clarko: Why does the honourable
member rubbish the Police Force by talk-
ing about jackboots?
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Mr DAVIES: Because the police have
been under difficulties since this Govern-
ment came into office. 1 have said that
previously, after the Forrest Place inci-
dent; after the Exinouth business; after
the switching of numbers in Perth; and
after the position with relation to pros-
titution where the Government has been
totally inactive--

Mr O'Connor: How active were you
while in Government?

Mr DAVIES: Most of this did not hap-
pen when we were in Government. it has
been brought to the notice of the Govern-
ment since it happened. I was not Minister
for Police.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'Connor: You knew about Kal-

goorlie.
Mr DAVIES: That has been going on

since time immemorial.
Mr O'Connor: I thought you said it

did not occur.
Mr DAVIES: Goodness gracious; why

does the Government not have an inquiry
into gambling, and a few other things?

Mr O'Connor: There has been one into
gambling, too.

Mr DAVIES: Every member must be dis-
turbed to hear references to other occasions
that have been mentioned in this House
where members have allegedly quoted from
private papers. There was one instance
concerning the Deputy Leader of the Lib-
eral Party. I am not saying whether it
was right or wrong, but it did seem as
though it needed an inquiry.

Mr O'Neil: The former Minister for
Labour held an inquiry, and apologised.

Mr DAVIES: The member for Ascot re-
ferred to a case concerning the former
member for Moore and it looks as though
that needed an inquiry. There are plenty
of occasions when memnbers receive inform-
ation and do not use it. However-it is dif-
ferent if the information is used.

Mr Grayden: You are under a different
Government now.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister has said that
we are now under a different Government,
and we know that with regret. Many of
the voters in Western Australia regret that
we are under a, different Government, and
I think this is the difference. We acknow-
ledged what the position was and we knew
that information could be fed out, and we
knew it was being fed out. However, we
did not have a witch hunt or call for a
police inquiry, or call for the Public Ser-
vice Board to hold an inquiry. We knew
it went on but we accepted it as part of
political life.

Mr Grayden: We will stamp it right out.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister says the Goy-
ermnent will stamp it right out. How will
it be stamped out? He will have a Public
Service inquiry and if he Is allowed, a police
inquiry. I have already said I do not be-
lieve police inquiries can do the job be-
cause I have read two recent police reports.
I do not believe the police were thorough
enough; they did not examine the situation.

Mr Hartrey: Hear, hear!

Mr DAVIES: I will repeat what I said
previously: An inquiry was held into the
incident in Forrest Place but the police
did not go to one of the people who were
on the platform at the time. I do not be-
lieve they have sufficient expertise to do
the job. As the Minister has said, it is a
serious business. The Government adopts
a different attitude from that adopted by
the Labor Party when in office. The whole
of these matters must be brought out into
the light. Let the Minister fully explain
the position as to how the Labor Party got
the papers.

Mr O'Neil: Your Minister for Labour
fully explained the position.

Mr DAVIES: There are many other as-
pects I am sure the House would like to
have investigated. For that reason, I believe
the motion moved tonight does not go far
enough. If the Government is genuine about
this, and if, as the Minister says, the Gov-
ernment wants to stop this business--I
would like to know how it will do so-we
do not want to deny the Government any
opportunity. We want to make absolutely
certain that every opportunity is open to
the Government to have the fullest pos-
sible investigation made. All these matters
can be thoroughly investigated without
further wasting the time of the House.

Sir Charles Court: What is your amend-
ment?)

Mr DAVIES: I do not really want to
move an amendment because I believe the
initial motion of the member for Gas-
coyne-

Mr O'Neil: You were telling the Minister
for Labour he would have the opportunity
to speak again. What do you expect us to
understand from that?

Mr DAVIES: I thought the initial motion
would go through; that it would be a nice
expression which did not mean very much
but we would all say what we believed. I
have heard all of the debate, except for
five minutes, and I was surprised when I
returned at '7.40 p.m. to find the member
for Gascoyne had sat down. I congratu-
late him on his research. It is a pity he
had to go back to 1952 and try to impli-
cate the Leader of the opposition. It is a
pity he did not look at Hansard for last
year and the year before to read about
some of the matters that were brought up
here.
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Amendment to Motion
I move an amendment--

Delete from the motion all words
after the word "that" in line 4.

with a view to inserting the following-
immediate action should be taken by
way of a Royal Commission to in-
vestigate the situation and test the
validity of allegations made In respect
thereof and make any recommenda-
tions considered necessary.

I have kept the amendment as wide open
as possible. I do not want to restrict the
inquiry in any way. I do not believe the
Public Service Board should be enicurn-
bered with the type of inquiry the Minister
says he wants, and having seen several of
its recent reports I do not believe the
Police Department is the body to make the
inquiry, We do not want to hamstring the
Government; we want it to have every
opportunity to let every person state his
case if he so desires.

if the amendment is accepted, the
motion. will then read-

That in the opinion of this House
unauthorised access to and use of con-
fidential Government information is
to be deplored and that immediate
action should be taken by way of a
Royal Commission to investigate the
situation and test the validity of alle-
gations made in respect thereof and
make any recommendations consid-
ered necessary.

We are being perfectly fair.
Mr O'Neil- You cannot speak after you

have moved an amendment, can you?
The SPEAKER: The member for Vic-

toria Park.
Mr DAVIES: We could not be fairer. All

these matters can be thoroughly investi-
gated, without restriction. We will not only
make the member for Gascoyne happy
but we will also make the Minister for
Labour absolutely ecstatic.

MR J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of
the Opposition) [9.34 p.m.]: I second the
amendment. I1 do so for the reason that
the motion has no teeth in it at all-

Mr O Neil: This amendment does not
make sense.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: -and it is obviously
being used, as the Minister for Labour
has made plain, to provide an opportunity
for the Minister to make available certain
information which is in his possession, be-
cause the Government thought it desirable
that that be done while the inquiry is
proceeding. That is what we were told
here this evening.

Despite that, the Minister for Works
tried to remind us this was private mem-
bers' day-yes, a Private members' day
being utilised for the purpose of en-
abling the Government to achieve a
certain objective. That is the purpose

of the motion. I am surprised the mem-
ber for Gascoyne allowed himself to be
used as a tool for this nefarious purpose.
If he had any backbone at all, he would
have said to the Government, "Have one
of Your old members do this. Why call
on me, a new member, to shoulder the
responsibility for doing something the
Government wants to do?"

Mr Young:I Do you not think he would
be concerned?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: After he had
launched his motion, he seemed to lose
interest in the proceedings, and he cleared
out-

Mr Orayden: lie had other work to do.
Mr J. T. TONKIN : -despite the fact

that there might be an obligation on him
to answer the case put forward against
his motion.

Mr Young: He has been here all night
except for about two minutes.

Mr Jamieson: Do not give us that. Be
factual about it.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr J. T1. TONKIN: The motion set out
to say this-

That in the opinion of this House
unauthorised access to and use of con-
fidential Government information Is
to be deplored..

I do not entirely go along with that, and
I will give some reasons.

A member of Parliament is elected !or
the purpose of looking after the public
interest. At times Governments want to
cover things up, and when they do they
refuse to table files. Sometimes the alter-
native is to allow the member who Is
complaining to have a look at the " Ale in
the office on a confidential basis, when he
cannot use the information he receives.

Mr Thompson: Did not some of your
Ministers do that?

Mr T. H. Jones: Why did you not move
the motion?

Mrx J. T. TODN: Some time ago a
gentleman who is still In the employ of
a Commonwealth department came to me
and complained that the Manager of the
State Brickworks asked tor a bribe before
he would sell him any bricks, which were
in short supply. The man came to me, as
the member for his district, and said he
was not prepared to pay a bribe and hie
believed this matter should be exposed.
I went to the Minister for Housing at the
time and informed him of what I had been
told and also that the complainant was
prepared to swear an affidavit. The Min-
ister said to me, "The ball is at your feet."
I said, "All right, I will raise tis in the
Parliament." I did so, and the case was
so strong that the Government of the day
set up a Royal Commission. After going
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into the matter, the Royal Commission
came to the conclusionl that no bribe bad
been sought.

A few years afterwards, when we were
in Goverment, the head of the State Build-
ing Supplies retired. We had o little cele-
bration for him in the Treasury building.
He came to me and said, "Mr Tonkin, I
am no longer a public servant. I can now
speak my mind. '[he charge you laid
against that manager was true."

Sir Charles Court: Did that senior exe-
cutive give evidence at the Royal Corn-
mission?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: No. He was not
called because it was not known to me
at the time that he would be aware of
the circumstances.

Mr Grayden: That has nothing to do
with what we are talking about.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Has it not? What I
am trying to establish is-

Mr Grayden: You do not condone the
leakage of information in this way, do
you?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: -that if we are to
act in the public interest and we are being
frustrated by guilty Ministers-

Mr Grayden: In your words, Nixon did
the right thing. That is what you believe.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: If we are being
frustrated by guilty Ministers, we must
find another way to bring out the truth
in the public interest.

Mr May: Get another Minister!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Despite the fact that

the Minister and others here tonight have
denied it, I am as sure as I stand here
that quite a number of present members of
Parliament have utilised information which
has been given to them from Inside the
Public Service for the purpose of putting
questions on the notice paper. There have
been times, and I do not want to mention
any names, when I have detected straight-
away that questions are based on inside
information because of the way they have
been framed. Of course it goes on, and it
will always go on. I have no complaint
about it-

Mr Grayden: Do you condone it?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: -if it Is In the public

interest.
Mr Grayden:, Do you condone Nixon's

activities?
Mr Jamieson: You do not understand

the Watergate case.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: It was for this:

reason that I moved year after year tc
have an ombudsman appointed so that he
would have the right to go Into a Govern-
ment department, demand of the Minister
that he see a file, and then have the power
to use the information on the file for the
purpose of righting a wrong.

Mr Grayden: The member could have
looked at the file. I offered him the oppor-
tunity but be did not take It because be
had all the documents of consequence.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: They were missing!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: So much has been

said, and so many deliberate innuendos
made, that the only way to clear up thiE
matter and to get something done is tc
conduct a proper inquiry where the rules
of evidence will apply.

Mr Grayden: They will apply when the
charges are laid.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Mr Speaker, I ask
you! Of what value is uncorroborated
evidence?

Mr Orayden:, When the charges are
laid the rules of evidence will apply.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: There was an occas-
ion some timne ago when very definte evi-
dence was produced to me by a person whc
was present in a certain hotel at the time
that a particular Liberal candidate made a
statement which was derogatory to me. I
went to a lawyer who is now a judge and
I asked him to Initiate a slander case
against this Individual. He said to me
"Mr Tonkin. you are a public man and you
have to withstand a certain amount o1
criticism. You have an affidavit from one
person about this slander. The person
whomn you sue will deny it and the court
will not be able to say that the weight o1
evidence Is in your favour. All you will,
get is a bill for your trouble." So I had tc
par the solicitor three guineas and forget
it because I did not have corroborative
evidence.

Mr Young: That must have been a
long time ago!

Sir Charles Court: It must have been
bef ore Inflation.

Mr J, T1. TONKIN: The ex yflrte state-
ments of individuals who may have an axe
to grind are of no value at all.

Mr Grayden: These people do not have
an axe to rind.

Mr J1. T. TONKIN: So let us have a
Royal Commission.

Mr Grayden: We have numerous wit-
nesses in respect of some of the incidents.

Mr. Davies: All the better.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: It will then be all

fair, square, and above board.
Mr Grayden: It is not necessary.
Mr Jamieson: You're crawflshing out

of it now, aren't you?
Mr May: Here comes the daylight sav-

Ing!1
Mr Jamnieson: The acid test!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr J. T. TONKIN: We will see where
the member for Qascoyne stands on this
He deplores what has gone on and he
wants to correct it to prevent a repetition.
I suggest to him that the passing of this
resolution, as framed for him by the Gov-
ernent, will achieve nothing.

Mr Davies: Absolutely!
Mr J, T. TONKN: If the House agrees

to a Royal Commission-
Mr Grayden: You had an unhappy ex-

perience with a Royal Commission-you
just told us about it.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I have not lost com-
plete faith in Royal Commissions. After
all, if we cannot have any faith in a pro-
posed Royal Commission, how can we have
faith in the inquiry proposed by the Min-
ister?

Mr Janmeson: This is the open Govern-
ment of the Liberal Party.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: What we want to
do is to hold an open inquiry so that the
whole of the evidence and the statements
can be sifted. The Royal Commissioner
can then state his findings and make re-
commendations to correct the situation.
What could be fairer to all concerned?
What could be fairer to the Minister, to
LandaU, and to the member for Ascot?

Mr Grayden: We will make the inform-
ation available as it comes along.

Mr Jamieson; Yes, what you want to
make available.

Mr Grayden: We will keep members in-
formed.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: It is becoming per-
fectly clear that the Government does not
want this matter investigated at all.

Mr Jamieson: Not too deeply, anyway.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Government
wanted this motion moved to enable the
Minister, as he said himself, to make cer-
tain information available at this stage.

Look how the Government swings
around. A few weeks ago the member for
Perth asked some questions about a cer-
tain raffle. He asked the Chief Secretary
the following question-

(1) Was a raffle for a motor car car-
ried out at the Coolibab Tavern,
Morley, Prior to the State Elec-
tions in March this year for which
a permit had not been obtained?

(2) What is the name of the licensee
of the Coolibab Tavern?

(3) What was the purpose of the
raffle and the net amount of the
proceeds?

(4) How many tickets were sold and
at what price per ticket?

(5) Who Promoted the raffle?
(6) What were the names and ad-

dresses of the prize winners?

(7) Was the Member for Mt Lawley
and Present Minister for Police
present at the drawing of the
raffle?

(8) Was the raffle of a kind and pur-
pose for which the Lotteries Com-
mission would grant a permit?

(9) What action has been taken or is
contemplated in connection with
the matter?

(10) Will he table the papers relating
to the raffle?

Now, listen to the answer.
Mr May: There isn't one.
Mr Jamnieson: A cover-up.
Mr J. T, TONKIN* Here is the answer-

(1) to (10) A raffle did take place.
As the matter is at present
under investigation with a view
to the possibility of prosecution,
I feel it would be improper to
say any more at this stage.

Mr T. J. Burke: Cover-up.
Mr Jamieson: Watergating.
Mr J, T. TONKIN: We are told, "It is

impossible to say any more about this
because it is under investigation."

Sir Charles Court: Quite right.
Mr J. T. TONKCIN: It is quite proper,

apparently, to move a motion about the
subject matter of a current inquiry so that
the Minister for Immigration can get up to
make a statement about what he thinks
Parliament ought to be told.

Mr Grayden: Under a Royal Commis-
sion evidence would be taken all the time.

Mr Davies: Fair enough.
Mr J_ T_ TONKIN: We cannot get the

information we seek in regard to a raffle
because it is the subject of an inquiry. The
Chief Secretary cannot tell us whether the
Minister for Police was present at the
drawing of the raffle because an inquiry is
being held. This raffle took place four or
five months ago but we cannot be told any
of the details. And yet, there is a current
inquiry into the Landall aff air, but that
does not stop the Government engineering
a situation to enable the minister to stand
up to provide the public with information
which the Government feels it is desirable
for them to have at this stage.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Double standards.
Mr Davies: They've always had it.
Mr J. T. TONKCIN: If there is any con-

sistency in these attitudes, I absolutely
fall to see it. And if there is any justifica-
tion for the Minister for Immigration be-
ing provided with the opportunity to get
up at this stage whilst an inquiry by the
police and by the Public Service Board is
proceeding, I am not aware of it. We have
to wait months to learn whether a certain
raffle had a permit or not and what hap-
pened about that raffle. We are told we
cannot be given the information because
inquiries are still proceeding.
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Mr J. T. Burke: It does not take as long
at Wannerco.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: A further question
on notice was addressed to the Chief Sec-
retary yesterday. The question was as fol-
lows-

(1) Is he yet in a position to provide
answers to questions raised in No.-42 of Wednesday, 31st July, con-
cerning a certain lottery at
Coolibab Tavern, Morley, and
which were deferred because
investigations had not been com-
pleted?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated the
answers will be given and the
papers tabled?

The answer was: "No. investigations are
still proceeding."

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Double standards.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: So because investi-

gations are proceeding in that case we
cannot obtain the information and we
cannot talk about the matter.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: A cover up.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: We are told that no-

thing can be disclosed because investiga-
tions are proceeding, but that does not
prevent the Government from setting up
a situation-

Mr Grayden: This is not going to jeop-
ardise the situation.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: -in which the Min-ister for Immigration can make state -ments in this House because the Govern-
ment feels It is desirable that the inform-
ation be made public.

Mr Grayden: That is open Government.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Well, Mr Deputy

Speaker, what have we got to contend
with? The Government will switch this
about as it suits it. Let us be perfectly
open and fair about this. if we have no-
thing to hide-

Mr T. J. Burke: We haven't; the Gov-
ernment has.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: -let us all go for a
Royal Commission.

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!
Mr J. T1. TONKIN: Let us have a Royal

Commission and find out just what the
facts are.

Mr Grayden: We have the facts.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Oh! We have the

facts! I will not accept as facts uncor-
roborated statements by individuals under
any circumstances.

Mr Orayden: Would you accept a state-
went by a senior public servant?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: IE will not be taken
In that way.

Mr Grayden: How many witnesses do
you want?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I want the evidence
brought forward In a proper manner and
substantiated.

Mr Grayden: Don't worry, It will be.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: It will be if there Is

a Royal Commission, I hope,
Mr Grayden: It cannot be at this stage.
Mr Jamnieson: Why not?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: What we could do

is this: The Minister could drop the cur-
rent Inquiries and Institute Immediately
a Royal Commission.

Mr Grayden: And get the same In-
formation?

Mr T. J. Burke: Don't be silly.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Finally, let me say

this: fortunately I have been blessed with
a fairly good memory. In 1970 1 heard the
Present Minister for Immigration, who was
then the member for South Perth, get up
and accuse the present Premier of giving
deliberately false information to the
House in respect of Useless Loop.

Sir Charles Court: And You denied me
the right to make an explanation upon my
return from overseas.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Not on that subject.
Sir Charles Court: Yes you did.
Mr Jamieson: No, the then member for

Gascoyne did, just as I would have done if
I had the opportunity.

Sir Charles Court: There were four
~people screaming out that day.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Now here they are
all palsy-walsy and cuddly-like; but in
those days they were not. I can see It
now: the member for South Perth was on
his feet talking at length and quoting from
files which the Government of the day
conveniently tabled for him. He was turn-
Ing over the Pages and reading first from
this page and then from that page; and
proving, by the way, that the Premier did
mislead the House.

Sir Charles Court: He did not.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Oh, yes he did.
Sir Charles Court: And you denied mue

the right to make a personal explanation.
Mr Grayden: It was not false In the

sense in which you are now using that
word.

Mrt J. T. TONKIN: The Minister for Im-
migration proved to my satisfaction that
the Premier did mislead the House on that
occasion.

Mr Grayden: Take something out of
context!

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Let me remind the
Minister for Immigration of one fact. I
have not time, nor would it be relevant, to
go into the whole matter; but the Mini-
ister was able to establish that a certain
officer upon whose report the then Mlin-
ister for Industrial Development said he
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bad acted, had not been appointed until
nearly nine months after the decision was
made. Has the Minister forgotten that?

Mr Grayden: Now we are suddenly talk-
Ing about something else.

Mr J. T. TONKfI: So we see that
evidence was presented by the member for
South Perth, and It was corroborated by
what was on the ifies; and there was a
statement by the then Minister for Ini-
dustrial Development-uneorroborated-
who said that he made a certain decision
on the advice of a person, and that per-
son was not appointed until nine months
after the decision was made. So you see,
Mr Deputy Speaker, that one must be
very careful about 'what one accepts when
statements are being mnade. That is why
I said to the member for Gascoyne earlier
when he was talking about sanctity that
this is not a holy place.

Mr Grayden: But members endeavour
to Make it so; they don't condone leak-
ages of this kind.

Mr Skidmore: Get Your head out of the
clouds,

Mr J. T. TONKIN: We wish to have a
Royal Commission to ascertain to what
extent these leakages occur, what steps
might be taken to prevent them, and who
Is at fault In the whole matter. Surely that
is not an unreasonable attitude for the
Opposition to adopt, after It has been ac-
cused by the Minister for Immigration of
having some ulterior motive in encourag-
ing this kind of thing, and after the Gov-
ernment has used the member for Gas-
coyne as a tool In order to Provide an
Opportunity for further vituperation,

MVR O'NEIL (East Melville-Minister
for Works) (9.57 p~m.]: I tried to catch
the eye of the Speaker prior to the Leader
of the Opposition speaking, but I accept
that he had the right to second the amend-
ment and to speak to it. I suspected firstly
that the amendment had been prepared
Some considerable time ago, but upon read-
ing it I am certain that the member for
Victoria Park was quite correct when he
said he had only just drawn it up, because
if the amendment is carried the motion
just will not make sense.

Mr Jamieson: It would.

Mr O'NEIL: I will say no more about
that except to ask those who can under-
stand English to read the motion.

Mr Jamieson: You read it again. Your
E3nglish is of your own making.

Mr O'NEIL: I tried to rise to my feet to
speak on the motion proper because a num-
ber of innuendos were made by interjec-
tion in regard to my activities-and this
related to the SGIO-duriflg the debate on
an amendment to the Address-in-Reply.
This is relevant to the motion because it
refers to the use of departmental doen-

ments. During the debate on an amend-
ment to the Address-in-Reply an exchange
of interjections occurred across the floor
of the House referring to my action in the
debate on the State Government insurance
Office Act Amendment Bill last year; but,
of course, it was not that Bill, it was the
Workers' Compensation Act Amendment
Bill.

I noticed in the proof copy of Hansard
those interjections did not appear. I do
not blame Hansard for that because there
was quite ani uproar at the time. However,
on the day following the debate-and
before reading the proof copy of Mansard-
I photostated some copies of page 3266 of
Mansard for Thursday, the 13th September,
1973. During the debate on the amend-
ments to the Workers' Compensation Act
the now Member for Maylands was the
Minister for Labour, and I was the spokes-
man on the Opposition side. I Quoted from
a report prepared by the General Manager
of the State Government Insurance Office.
stating the dire effect the amendments pro-
Posed by the Minister would have upon the
business operations of that office.

There was immediately a flutter or a
shudder on the Government side of the
House, and questions were asked as to how
I got hold of that document. I said it had
arrived in my office in the mail, That
was wrong, and I subsequently rose and
made a personal explanation to say that
it was handed to me in the Parliament by
a person; and I made no attempt to con-
ceal where the document came from.

Mr Hartrey: Quite right.
Mr O'NEIL: However, the then Minister

for Labour indicated he would undertake
an inquiry; and on the 13th September,
1973, he rose in his place in this House
at 5.09 P.m. to make a personal explana-
tion. I suggest that members who have
heard the innuendos about me using con-
fidential information should read the per-
sonal explanation made by the Minister
for Labour of the day.

The then Minister for Labour said that
the General Manager of the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office, in discussing comn-
pensation matters with a client, had pro-
vided information to the Minister, He
states-

A frank and open discussion took
Place, as one would expect when dis-
cussing such matters with insured and
insurers.

To assist the further consideration
of these matters, written details of the
ramifications-being part of a submis-
sion to mne-were made available to the
representative on the assumption by
the General Manager of the State
Government Insurance Office that they
were for the assistance and considera-
tion of the insured. Subsequently. the
industry representative delivered to the
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Deputy Leader of the Opposition com-
ments on the effect of the amendments
to the Act. Attached to those comn-
ments was a photostat copy of the
details provided to him by the General
Manager of the State Government in-
surance Office to support the corn-
menus as to cost.

The then Minister went on to say-
The industry representative has

called upon me-
That is, the Minister for Labour of the
day-

-and explained the details to which I
have just referred. He has apologised
to me for any inconvenience and em-
barrassment thus resulting. The ex-
Planation and apology have been ac-
cepted by me.

No further action will be taken,
there being no suggestion of any un-
toward action on the part of public
servants,

I think it was important that I refer to
this matter, particularly for the sake of
new members. None of them, of course,
made innuendos by way of interjection:,
however, the member for Morley did, the
now Deputy Leader of the Opposition did,
and the member for Ascot did. They
should have known better, because on that
occasion I did not deny having had the
document. The Government carried out an
investigation into the matter and the
Minister, by way of personal explanation
in this House, explained how the document.
came into my possession. It was not by
any stealthy means at all.

Mr Jamieson: You should have recog-
nised the type of document it was and
checked it out beforehand. You had a
responsibility to do that,

Mr O'NEIL: When I Quoted it in this
House I said, "This is the information
tendered to the Minister by the State
Government Insurance Office", and that is
what all the kerfuffle was about.-

Mr Janieson: You should have checked
it out to make sure that you would not
do anybody harm by reading it.

Mr O'NEIL: There was no harm done
to anybody.

Mr Jamieson: As it happened.
Mr O'NEIL: There was never any sug-

gestion of harm being done to anybody.
Mr Jamieson: Not at the time.
Mr O'NEIL: What has that to do with

it?
Mr Jamieson- It has a lot to do with

it; it has to do with your moral respon-
sibility as a member.

Mr O'NEIL; That is nonsense! We are
discussing a motion which refers to the
unauthorised access to and use of confiden-
tial information. There was nothing un-

authorised about my action. The General
Manager of the State Government Insur-
ance Office made the document available
at the time.

Mr Jamieson: But you did not know
that at the time.

Mr O'NEIL: There was no unauthorised
use of confidential documents. What is all
this innuendo about? Suggestions were
made that we on this side of the House
were guilty of some nefarious practice.
yet the Minister of the day had to stand
in Parliament and virtually apologise for
the innuendos which were made. But now
those innuendos are being repeated and I
believe it is simply for the purpose of
misleading new members on both sides of
Parliament. So, I say again that anyone
who reads the form of this amendment
must realise it is completely nonsensical.

Mr Jamieson: It is not.

Mr O'NEIL: It is; it is completely
meaningless,

Mr J. T. Tonkin: It will be interesting
to find out why.

Mr O'NEIL: The amendment is very
loosely-

Mr Barrnett, Like everything else around
here.

Mr O'NEILL: -framed without men-
tioning specific cases. The motion moved
by the member for Gascoyne states-

That in the opinion of this House
unauthorised access to and use of con-
fidential Government information is
to be deplored-

Mr Barnett: Are you in favour of a
Royal Commission?

Mr O'NEIL: To continue-
-and that prompt action should be
taken to expose those responsible and
implement practices which will pre-
vent a recurrence.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: But what is wrong with
it in its amended form? I ama most anxious
to hear the Minister explain what is wrong
with the amendment.

Mr O'NEIL: I will come back to that
point in a minute. The member for Rock-
ingham is starting to interject on me. I
was sorely tempted to interject on hinm
recently when he was making his maiden
speech. I lef t the Chamber because he
accused me of making a completely despic-
able statement. However, the honourable
member referred to the wrong statement
and I was sorely tempted to correct him
by way of interjection.

Point o1 Order
Mr H. D. EVANS: Mr Deputy Speaker,

precisely how does the Minister for Works
relate these remarks to the amendment
before the Chair?
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I suggest
that the matter raised by the Minister for
Works is not relevant to the amendment
before the Chair and ask that the Min-
ister adhere to the subject matter of the
debate.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr O'NEIL: I agree that it is not rele-
vant, Mr Deputy Speaker, but I merely
suggest for the benefit of the member for
Rockingham that he check what he said
about me and relate it to what really hap-
pened.

Mr Jamieson: You are breaking prece-
dent by even referring to it. Think back
and You will find that this is a well estab-
lished precedent.

Mr O'NEIL: Well established?
Mr Jamieson: Well established.
Mr O'NEIL: That I should not refer to

it?
Mr Jamieson: Yes, it Is a well estab-

lished precedent.
Mr O'NETL: The member should ask

the member for Boulder-Dundas whether
he interjected during the maiden speech
of a member from his own side of the
House.

Mr Jamieson: He did, but he should not
have interjected. However, that does not
make your Position a correct one. We could
refer to a few things that you have done.

Mr O'NEIL: I do not make this point
Precisely, but let me suggest that the hon-
ourable member check it out. I want to
return now to the interjection of the
Leader of the Opposition. I think-

Mr Barnett: I will help you think in a
minute with another interjection.

Mr O'NEIL: I hear somebody mumbling
behind a copy of Hansard, but I am not
sure who it is. The amendment to the
motion seeks to retain the first part of
tine motion and goes on to say that a
Royal Commission should be appointed to
investigate the situation. What situation?

Mr J. T1. Tonkin: Oh dear me!
Mr O'NEIL: What situation? Answer the

question.
Mr Jamieson: Start reading the motion

again.
Mr O'NEIL: The original motion says

that the use of confidential information
is to be deplored and the amendment seeks
to add the provision that a Royal Com-
mission will be appointed to investigate
the situation. What situation?

Mr J. T. Tonkin: The situation created
by the unauthorised access to and use of
confidential information.

Mr O'NEIL: Which one?
Mr J. T. Tonkin: All of them.
Mr Jamieson: All of them, in all cases.

Mr O'NEIL: Does the member suggest
we should take all the situations which
have occurred over all of time?

Mr J.' T. Tonkin: You are being ped-
antic.

Mr O'NETL: of course I am, but the
Leader of the Opposition is always so
precise in the House on matters relating
to the House and to matters of law and
to the validity of allegations made. But
which allegations-all of them?

Mr Jamieson: Yes, all of ten!
Mr O'NEIL: From time immemorial?
Mr Jamieson: Yes.
Mr O'NEIL: Right back to the beginning

of this Parliament?
Mr Jamieson: Oh, go away.
Mr O'NEIh: The honourable member

will not answer the question.
Mr Jamieson: Oh, go away and jump

in the lake. You know that is a lot of
rubbish.

Mr O'NEIL: But the Royal Commis-
sioner would want to know precisely what
"situations" and what "allegations" should
be considered.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You know that the
Government will use Its brains when fram-
Ing the terms of reference.

Mr O'NErL: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion has now admitted that the amend-
ment makes no sense because he is say-
ing that we would have to explain it.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: How often has the
Government had to study for a consider-
able time the Proposals Involved before
drawing up the terms of reference to cover
those proposals? I ask the Minister whether
his Government has established the terms
of reference of the inquiry Into Trrans-
Australia Airlines?

Mr O'NEIL: I am fairly certain that
that has been done.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You are fairly certain!
Mr O'NETL: It is not my responsibility

to draw up terms of reference.
Mr J. T. Tonkin: But you do not know

whether the terms of reference have been
drawn up.

Mr O'NEIL: I think they have been
drawn up. The commissioner has been
appointed.

Mr J. Tr. Tonkin: Yes, the commissioner
has been appointed but have the terms of
reference been established?

Mr O'NEIL: I do not know; that Is niot
my responsibility.

Sir Charles Court: Of course they have
been drawn up. You cannot appoint a
commissioner without first establishing
terms of reference.

Mr O'NEIL: Anyway, what has this
to do with the amendment?



810 ASSEMBLY.]I

Sir Charles Court: It has nothing to
do with It.

Mr May: It Is a bit of a diversion.
Mr O'NEIL: The amendment moved to

the motion had been proposed for some
time. I was a little querulous when the
member for Victoria Park first outlined the
amendment to me and now It has been
formally moved I can see that in fact it
makes no sense at all and does not deserve
the support of the House.

MR 11. D. EVANS (Warren) [10.10
p.m.]: I do not deny the Minister for
Works, who has just resumed his seat, his
unalienable right to correct a previous
misinterpretation, but I was rather pleased
when he returned to the subject in hand,
which is the amendment to the motion.

At the outset I do not think the imember
for Gascoyne did himself any great justice
In bringing forward this motion in the way
he did, and I cannot help wondering how
many members the Government Whip) ap-
proached before he was able to get him to
move it which, obviously, has been moved
on behalf of the Minister for Immigration.

Two issues are involved in this matter.
The first is the complete issue of the
Public Service, Public Service behaviour,
and all that this implies. The second issue
is the specific case; the accusation that
has been made by the Minister for Immi-
gration concerning the actions that have
been taken-as the Minister claims-by
the member for Ascot. To my mind the
first one, in the broad perspective, is by
far the most important; that is, the con-
duct of the Public Service. The Govern-
ment has displayed a certain degree of
hypocrisy for which it is now becoming
renowned, and not without some justifica-
tion.

The member for Gascoyne undertook to
dredge back as far as 1952-some 22 years
ago-to bring up an incident involving the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Orayden: That is how far he had
to go back to get something comparable;
and even that was not really comparable.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Yes, it does not seem
comparable and he had to go back that
far to find something of that nature in-
volving the Leader of the Opposition.
However the member for Gascoyne pre-
sented the facts relating to that incident
in terms that were emotive and designed
to place the worst possible interpretation
upon themn-he referred to clandestine
meetings and this sort of thing. Surely it
is no credit to him that a matter as seri-
ous as this should be brought before the
House in this way.

The substance of the incident referred
to by the honourable member, involving
the Leader of the Opposition, is compara-
tively Irrelevant when dealing with this
case. What is of vital concern is the
moral issue. and here the member for

Qascoyne went to some pains to show that
he could not condone in any circumstances
the concept that the end justifies the
means. Possibly he may be right. How-
ever I will refer to other Points in that
reference in a moment to show how in-
consistent he Is.

The Minister for Immigration also re-
ferred to the need to maintain the tradit-
ions of the Public Service which we have
inherited from the British system of gov-
ernment and of which we are justifiably
proud. Probably we are the envy of the
world when we have regard for the con-
duct of the Public Service in many parts
of Asia and, of course, in the third world.
Those traditions represent something we
have to guard Jealously and so this is a
most important issue; it is probably one
of the most important issues that will be
dealt with in the House during this session.

The Minister for Immigration, during
his speech, quoted Public Service Regula-
tion 40. 1 cannot quote the same regula-
tion verbatim, but if I may, I will Para-
phrase it from memory. The Minister
said that regulation 40, in effect, provided
that officers of the Public Service shall niot
give to the public any information derived
in the course of their duties. In other
words, they are not pernitted to make any
public comment. Regulation 41 of those
regulations is drafted in the same vein.
This is a principle we have to retain, but
the current speech of the Minister for
]Immigration would have a little more sub-
stance if, for example, he came from a
party that had been completely divorced
from such incidents. I refer to a polit-
ical candidate who used, quite openly and
blatantly, information that could only
have been obtained by him during the
course of his work, and he displayed this
information to his own political advantage
during the course of the recent election
campaign.

I am now talking about the traditions
of the Public Service and the actions. of
the officers of the Public Service. When
it suited the Minister this principle was
referred to by him, but suddenly it has
lost a great deal of Its relevance.

The member for Ascot explained the cir-
cumstances in which he acted throughout
the course of this Incident. He gave what
I felt was a clear exposition. At the same
tune, however, I tak e the opportunity to
point out that some of the personal factors
to which he referred are perfectly true.
The telephone incident was made known
to him over my own telephone in moy home
after the incident had occurred, and the
member for Ascot-as members can 'well
imagine-was very distressed about this
occurrence during last weekend. So the
untimely laughter that came from the
other side of the House was not fully
appreciated, because I can vouchsafe for
the veracity and accuracy of the statement
made by the honourable member,
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Mr Grayden: To what are you referring?
Mr Bryce: The great laugh about the

hoax telephone calls.
Mr Cirayden: All members on this side

of the House get such telephone calls, but
we do not winge about them.

Sir Charles Court: Of course; at two,
three, and four o'clock in the morning.

Mr Janmieson: Mine usually come from
the Premier's electorate, unfortunately.

Sir Charles Court: They do not seem to
mind from what electorate they come
when they telephone me.

Mr H. D. EVANS: One of the vital issues
in the specific case we are considering at
present is the nature of the report the
Minister has placed before the House. He
said it was an interim report and It is
not calculated to furnish the complete
evidence. But why is it Introduced at this
particular time in its incomplete form;
with its very strong powers of innuendo
and supposition? it is introduced for one
Purpose only; and that is to provide a
slightly denser smokescreen than that
which the Minister has been able to
generate up till now.

I have only had a chance to peruse the
document rather quickly and from it I
can only come to the conclusion that there
are some obvious omissions that one would
not expect in a good factual statement;
one that would never be brought to this
Parliament.

Mr Orayden: There are no omissions.
Mr H. D. EVANS: The context and

compilation of the report is almost un-
founded in its concept. It is a verbatim
statement, and I would like to have the
opinion of the member for Boulder-
Dundas on how he would view a report
of this kind and how it would be received
in a court of law. There Is no reference
to the vital details in this statement.

Mr Grayden: Could I mention that we
have a signed police statement?

Mr H. D. EVANS: Apparently the Min-
ister has brought forward only a portion
of the statement.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr H. D. EVANS: For example, who is

Mr Trifonuvic? What precisely is the posi-
tion that he holds in the community, and
what is his background? To what extent
can we place reliance on his utterances?

Mr Grayden: Hie is a public servant.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Is he? What are the
circumstances surrounding his change of
job and department?

Mr Grayden: officers are constantly
transferring from department to depart-
ment.

Mr H*. D. EVANS: The Minister has not
answered the question. Does the report
indicate the dates upon which this oc-

curred, and the address to which these doc-
uments were delivered? That is not shown
in the report. In fact, the report is full of
omissions of essential, factual information;
and that makes it ludicrous. It has no
credence at all, and it should not be before
the House at this stage.

Mr Grayden: Before you go on I could
give you the date. This officer was in the
department for 31 years, and left to join
another department on the 7th March,
1973.

Mr B. T. Burke: Why?
Mr Grayden: Obviously because he

wanted a transfer. He could have been
promoted.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Now we have further
information, but it has not been given on
the volition of the Minister.

Mr Grayden: I imagine that officer was
promoted.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Does the Minister
know? Why did he not find out and do his
homework before bringing something to
this House which Jeopardises the careers
of officers in the Public Service? The Min-
ister has a cheek even to try to perpetuate
an act of political expediency, in the way
he has done.

Mr Grayden: That is one way for you
to get out of the situation.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister quoted
extensively the cases which had been ex-
amined by the Tonkin Government. There
were, in fact, 16 of them. These were
looked at and examined by the head of
the department at the time. No reference
was made to the four additional cases that
have been submitted by the member for
Ascot.

Mr Grayden: Why were they not ex-
amined? They-arose during the term of
office of your Government in 1972.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Obviously they were
not drawn to the notice of the then Gov-
ernment.

Mr Grayden: The 16 worst cases were
examined.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The other four were
not referred for examination.

Mr Grayden: Goodness gracious! Now
You come along two years later and tell
us that.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Did the Minister not
hear the member for Ascot speak the other
night?

Mr Grayden: He produced statutory de-
clarations the other night about events
which took Place two years ago. That is
a nice, aboveboard situation!

Mr Bryce: Because you said things with-
out foundation.

Mr Grayden: The essential aspect is that
not one of these people was brought out
by the company in question.
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Mr H. D. EVANS: The essential point is
that the Tonkin Government was con-
cerned1 and it did take action. The Minis-
ter has the benefit of the results of the
investigation by the department, and he
claims-because he quoted that the other
night-that insufficient action had been
taken. At the time three steps were taken.

The first was to increase the minimum
deposit which should apply in the future;
the second was to incorporate in the regu-
lations the measure which he recently de-
leted: and the third was to require ex-
aminations be taken In England. The
Minister did say, "Is that all you did?
Why did you not take further action?" Ap-
parently he overlooks the fact that we as
the previous Government followed a Liber-
al Government, and we did not have the
benefit of a Public Service Commissioner,
of whom the present Government has
taken advantage.

Mr Grsyden: That is absolute nonsense.
The migrants are better off now than they
were at any stage under your Government.
The conditions are available for all to see.
We will be talking about that a great deal
in the future.

Mr H. D. EVANS: As I have pointed out,
the interim report is distorted in the ex-
treme. This is something that cannot be
accepted by a responsible House; therefore
the only course of action that is open-

Mr Grayden: That is a reflection on the
Public Service Commissioner.

Mr H. D. EVANS: If he is to compile
another report like the one the Minister
has produced tonight he deserves to be
reflected on.

Mr Grayden: You are reflecting on the
Public Service Commissioner now.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister has
taken advantage of him for his political
ends only. That is the only reason the
Minister does not want an investigation
that will have some substance and be con-
ducted by a body with some teeth.

To answer the question raised by the
Minister for Works, if we read the motion
and the amendment in the full context
then perhaps we can agree that the motion,
as amended, is an improvement, because
it would be as follows--

That in the opinion of this House
unauthorised access to and use of con-
fidential Government information is to
be deplored and immediate action
should be taken by way of a Royal
Commission to investigate the situa-
tion and test the validity of allegations
made in respect thereof and make any
recommendations considered necessary.

This is by far a more effective and a
fairer way of going about the matter. It
is on that basis that we cannot accept less
than a Royal Commission in this case, I
support the amendment.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) [10.27 pi.mA]: The tactic adopted
by the Opposition is not unexpected; and
it is not unusual. Now the opposition
finds itself in some serious bother, it natur-
ally tries to go on the offensive by suggest-
ing a wider inquiry. The member for
Victoria Park is on very tender ground,
because he moved his amendment to the
motion and promptly left the Chamber
after criticising the member for Gascoyne
for leaving the Chamber.

Mr Davies: I did not have any dinner.
I had to have some supper.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member has been out of the Chamber for
ages. Anyhow, that Is not the point about
which I am concerned. He moved the
amendment at the bidding of the Opposi-
tion, and that is fair enough. When mem-
bers opposite start to throw stones they
want to bear in mind certain things.

Mr Davies: I am in the Chamber to hear
the reply of the mover of the motion. I
am not like you, dodging the issue.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The amendment
makes a complete farce of the motion, if
it is agreed to.

Mr Davies: You have no guts.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am amazed at
the remarks of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, because usually he is pedantic in the
use of words. If the amendment is in-
corporated in the motion it would make a
complete farce of it.

Mr H. D. Evans: If you are that con-
cerned about the form of the amendment
You could make an attempt to rephrase it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the honourable
member will listen a minute he will get a
surprise.

Mr Davies: We are listening.
Sir CHARLES COURT; The fact is a

police inquiry is being undertaken at the
present time without any restriction on it
at all.

Mr Jamieson: Yes, but it Is not open to
the public. We would not know what is
being inquired into.

Sir CHARLES COURT: A police inquiry
is being undertaken without any restric-
tion an It at all.

Mr Jamieson: It is not open to the
public. Allow it to be held in public.
Where is your open Government?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If members op-
posite will remain silent they will get the
answers.

Mr Jamieson: Shut up. you little boy!
Sir CHARLES COURT: The police In-

quiry is taking its course, and when it is
completed a, number of things could hap-
pen. Firstly, the inquiry could come up
with something that is the basis of a
charge or prosecution. Nothing could be
more public than Lbat, when the matter
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is taken before the court and dealt with
in the proper way. All the matters that
seem to concern the members of the Op-
position all of a sudden will be taken care
of. On the other band, the police inquiry
could come up with a finding which says
there is no subslance in the assertions.
or there is a suggestion that the mnatter
should be pursued in a different way
through, say, a j udiciai inquiry of one
form or another, At t.his point of time
it would be quite improper to interrupt
this inquiry.

Last night we had tears from the Op-
position about the cost of referendums.
Members opposite said that the "bankrupt
State" could not afford it, and so on!

Mr Hartrey: It would be a sheer waste
of money.

Sir CHARLE S COURT: On this occa-
sion we hear the Onposition talking about
the appointment of a Royal Commission.
When members oppnsite see the Budget
for this year they will get a shock: they
will be able to see the amount of money
that had been spent up to the 30th June.
1974, on Royal Commissions.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: And feasibility studies.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am talkinra
about Royal Commissions initiated by our
Predecessors, some of which are not com-
pleted or paid for as yet. I em talking
about. the amount for the last year. How-
ever, if a matter is important, I am the first
to admit that we should not draw the line
purely on finance, if it is necessary to get
to the root of something vitally important.
As far as the Government is concerned
it believes that the first thing to do in this
case is to complete the police inquiry.
If the police report comes no) with a sug-
gestion, proof, or some evidence sufficient
to launch a prosecution, a prosecution
there will be.

Mr H. D. Evans: Why the half-*baked
report in this case?

Sir CHARLES COURT: A prosecution
there will be if the police say that there
is evidence and a basis for a charge to
be laid.

Mr J1. T. Tonkin: Our trouble is that
you do not make reports from police in-
quiries public, You only pick out Lnose
bits that suit you.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We will deal
with that at the time. The former M1,in-
ister, the member for Warren. makes great
Play about the present interim report
being distorted. In this respect he does
a great disservice to the people who corn-
Piled it because it was not the Minister
who did so, but experienced people used
to doing this sort of work as part of their
Professional careers within the Public Ser-
vice and not bound to any particular party
I hope. It is a former Minister who is
claiming the report is distorted.

However, if the police inquiry proceeds
in the normal way, as it should, it will
come up with evidence as to whether it
is distorted or unbalanced. I want to make
sure that members understand beyond any
doubt-and I say this particularly for the
member for Balga-that the Minister did
not have to be goaded or overridden into
having a police inquiry. On the contrary,
he was very keen that the matter should
be investigated by the police in a proper
way in view of the evidence from the Public
Service inquiry.

Mr B. T. Burke: He did not say that
publicly.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the member
for Balga wants to play with words and
be smart, that is all right by me. He is
trying to gain a reputation here of being
an amateur "Perry Mason" but that kind
of behaviour does not get anyone far in
this place.

I propose to suggest to our Whip that
when I sit down he move the adjournment
of the debate, because, having spoken, I
cannot do so. We will then allow the
police inquiry to run its proper course and
see whether a prosecution is necessary,
because if this is found to be necessary
that will be the purpose fulfilled.

Mr Jamieson: Another cover-up. It is
typical of you with your cover-ups. All
your life you have covered up for some-
thing and one day you will crash.

The DEPUTY1 SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: This obsession

of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition-
Mr Jamieson: It is no obsession.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -he has had

ever since he came into Parliament.
Mr Jamieson: I have all the documents

I need.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for

Welshpool had better tell the member for
Ascot.

MVr Jamieson: No; they are not the sort
of documents I have.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: It all dates back

to the days when the member for Welsh-
pool used to look in wastepaper baskets to
find letters addressed to members on this
side of the House. We do not forget these
things. if he wants to descend to that
level, we do not mind.

Mr Jamieson: As one of your colleagues
said, I know where you will be and we will
visit you occasionally.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: The police in-

quiry should pursue its full course. In the
meantime the motion and its amendment
will still be before us, unless the House
decides it should be expunged or that a
decision should be made on it. I believe
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the only course to adopt is to allow the
motion and the amendment to remain on
the notice paper. When the report is avail-
able the House can be advised of the
result and then make a decision as to
whether it is desirable and necessary to
have a full-scale Royal Commission into
this and a few other matters associated
with it. I suggest we adjourn the debate
at this point and let the inquiry take its
course.

Mr Jamleson: Cover UP.
Sir Charles Court: Don't you want the

inquiry?
Mr Jamieson: Yes, I want it.
The SPEAKER:, Order! Order!
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

Young.

FUEL, ENERGY AND POWER
RESOURCES ACT AMENDMENT BlL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 15th August.

MR MAY (Clontarf) [10.36 p.m.]: I
want to make it qluite clear-

Mr J. T. Tonkin: How long do you pro-
pose to go on with this because we will
be hours?

Sir Charles Court: We want to hear the
Opposition's views on this very urgent Bill.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You might have tol
us it was your intention to go on with i t
after private members' business.

Sir Charles Court: Your Whip knew.
Mr J. T. Tonkin: We had no intima-

tion-
Sir Charles Court: Your party was told.

We want at least to hear the reaction of
the Opposition to the measure.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Clontarf!

Mr MAY: I want to make it quite clear
at the outset that the Opposition strongly
supports now-and when it was in Govern-
ment it strongly supported-the view that
it was in the best interests of the whole
community that the future sources of fuel,
energy, and power should be protected in
cases of extreme emergency. The Tonkin
Government was very conscious of this
when it introduced legislation into this
Chamber in 1972 to enact the Fuel, Energy
and Power Resources Act.

The Tonkin Government was also con-
scious of the fact when it appointed a
committee which was called the Emer-
gency Buffer Fuel Committee. This was
formed in 1972, about the time the oil
situation in the Middle East had reached
a critical stage. We decided then to
establish aL committee comprising rep-
resentatives from private enterprises and
Government instrumentalities in order
that we would have the expertise neces-
sary to advise us on the full situation in

Western Australia concerning the con-
servation and distribution of oil in the
event of a serious discontinuance of oil
supplies from the Middle East.

Whilst we were conscious of the situ-
ation and whilst we would agree that
something must be done, I can assure the
House right here and now that we do not
agree with the way the legislation has been
presented to Parliament. If I were the mem-
ber for South Perth I would say that it is
an insidious, sinister, and surreptitous way
to use existing legislation for a purpose
other than what that for which it was
enacted.

I am saying this quite sincerely. The Act
is being used by this Government in order
to hit hard at the unions--very hard-and
we take strong exception to this aspect.

When we were in Government we de-
cided that it was necessary to have emer-
gency legislation drafted and so we
arranged for this in case a discontinuance
or disruption occurred to the oil supplies
from the Middle East. If I recall correctly,
legislation was drawn up in 1973. 1 sub-
mnitted it to Cabinet and it was decided at
that stage that It would not be introduced
as emergency legislation because we felt
that the existing Fuel, Energy and Power
Resources Act of 1972 provided the neces-
sary safeguards to enable us to contain
any situation which may occur as the
result of the Middle East embargo.

At the present time the climate with
regard to the fuel situation in Western
Australia is not very good and we, as the
Opposition, are not very happy with the
position In this State, and in Australia
generally. I do not think the Govern-
went is doing the right thing in endeav-
ouring to get at the unions by way of a
piece of legislation such as the Fuel,
Energy and Power Resources Act Amend-
ment Bill. If the Government were sincere
it would do the same as has been done in
South Australia. In South Australia the
Government introduced legislation to cope
with a special situation, and that legis-
lation was brought into force in that State
by the Dunstan Government. I refer to
the Emergency Powers Act, 1974, which is
now on the Statute book in South Austra-
lia.

it is a very small Act but it Is all em-
bracing. It covers a particular situation
which could occur, but it sticks to the
actual crisis. However, that will not be the
case In Western Australia.

If the Minister in charge of the Bill
were to took at the Fuel, Energy and Power
Resources Act he would see that it con-
tains provisions to enable the Goverrnent
to take care of any situation which it is
envisaged might occur In Western Aus-
tralia. if the Government feels there are
certain unions which may not be doing
the right thing, surely action could have
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been taken through the arbitration legis-
lation, or by means of a special Bill as was
done in South Australia.

Sir Charles Court: Do you accept the
conditions of the South Australian Act?

Mr MAY: Some of the provisions of the
South Australian legislation are contained
in the amendments which I have fore-
shadowed. They will appear on the notice
paper tomorrow.

We asked that this legislation be deferred
for at least a week but, unfortunately, the
Government decided to proceed with the
measure. The fuel situation, at this time,
is no less adverse than it was when we were
in Government in 1913.

As a matter of fact, the situation In
terms of the reason for the introduction
of the original Act-the overseas oil supply
-has not deteriorated since we were in
power in 1973. We drafted legislation but
saw fit not to Introduce it because we felt
there was sufficient safeguard within the
existing Act to be able to contain any sit-
uation that might arise.

To confirm that point of view I will refer
to the present Fluel, Energy and Power Re-
sources Act. The Minister who introduced
the second reading of this Bill said-

It has been framed to provide that,
in the best interests of the whole
community, present and future sources
of fuel, energy, and power are pro-
tected in cases of emergency.

If serious oil embargoes should be
applied in the future, or if other cir-
cumstances should lead to a serious
curtailment of supplies, it may-

And I emphasise the word, "may". To con-
tinue-

-be necessary for the Government to
introduce a form of rationing, and to
formulate emergency regulations.

The Minister also said-
At present, the Government does

not have powers to implement such
regulations..

Well, I say that is not correct and to con-
firm my opinion I would like to read
paragraph (d) of section 8 of the parent
Act which states-

(d) to engage in any activities which
can, in the opinion of the Min-
ister, advantageously be conducted
by the Commission with a view to
making the best use of the sources
and supply of fuel, energy and
power available whether origin-
ating in the State or elsewhere..

I am quite sure there is no necessity for
the introduction of any other legislation
when that provision exists in the Act. Sub-
paragraph (v) of section 8 states that the
functions of the commission are to-

(v) promote, encourage, co-ordinate
and carry out short term and long
term planning and projects for
the Purposes of this Act.

It is quite clear that the Fuel, Energy and
Power Resources Act does allow the Gov-
erment to contain a situation which it
feels could eventuate in Western Australia.

The position in Western Australia at
the Present time Is that both the Public
and the majority of organisations are con-
cerned about the fuel problem, but to use
this as an excuse to get at the unions is
a surreptitious move, and I believe the
Government is deserving of censure for
its action. The Western Australian Act has
been lauded throughout Australia. and is
recognised as one of the best on the Stat-
ute book. To use the present situation as
an excuse for amending this measure
is very bad.

When the Governor made his Speech at
the opening of Parliament, he said-

To enable the State to deal with
any possible future fuel emergency,
the Government is considering
amendments to the fuel, Energy and
Power Resources Act.

The Government is, "considering amend-
ments". Considering is right; it was one
of the first measures introduced into the
new Parliament.

Mr Rushton: We are getting on with the
job.

Mr MAY: Getting on with the job! I
would point out that the Government has
not allowed the coal companies in Collie
to get on with the job. The present Gov-
ernment has caused the crisis because it
has not allowed the people in Collie to get
on with the job.

The present Minister for Local Govern-
ment had a few words to say when I was
oni my feet on the last occasion, and he
said. "You people had very good foresight".
We certainly did, because in May of 19'71
we took action.

Mr Rushton: Could you tell me the page
number in Hansard?

Mr MAY: I will have it tabled if neces-
sary! I1 read the remark only today.

Mr Rushton: I was thinking about the
Mining Bill which you were to introduce
over a Period of three Years.

Mr MAY: It is recorded in
The member opposite said we
sight. It has been proved and
dowvn In history.

Hansard.
had fore-
it will go

Mr Rushton: It will be in Hansard be-
cause you have just said it.

Mr MAY: The Brand-Court Government
failed in Its job to look after the fuel situa-
tion in Western Australia. That will go
down and we will continue to push it down
the throats of Government members be-
cause it is one of the worst things that has
happened to this State. It is now August
and the Griffin coal leases still have not
been decided. This is a situation which
cannot be tolerated. Here we are debat-
ing legislation to get at the unions but
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the Government Is falling In its own res-
ponsibility by not allowing the Griffin
company to have additional leases.

Mr Rushton: The Government is not
getting at the unions.

Mr MAY: That is a strange thing be-
cause on the morning following the intro-
duction of this legislation, without any
approach whatsoever, the Press came out
voluntarily and said it was an obvious
endeavour to get at the unions. We are
worried by that fact because there are
unions in Western Australia, believe it or
not, which are very stable and rational.
That applies to the majority of unions.

I think it is very Door that we are to
have a situation like this just because the
Premier is offside with a certain union and
wants to get at it through legislation.
in addition, we will have far more Indus-
trial strife in Western Australia, if this Bill
is passed, than there has ever been before;
do not worry about that.

Sir Charles Court: Most of the unions
will support it.

Mr MAY: I have been contacted not only
by unions but also by people who are not
in unions who say what a dreadful piece
of legislation it is and there is no doubt
why it was introduced.

Sir Charles Court: The moderate unions
will support this, and they represent 70 per
cent of unions,

Mr MAY: In 1973 the Fuel and Power
Commission requested the Fluel and Power
Advisory Council to form a committee to
investigate the extent to which fuel sup-
plies should be maintained in Western
Australia by way of protection against any
interruption to supplies. The committee
had discussions with people from the Rail-
ways Department, BP, and various other
organisations In Western Australia which
were vitally concerned with the distribu-
tion and availability of fuel. The com-
mittee operated under certain terms of
reference, and following its deliberations
we drafted special legislation to cater for
any disruption to supplies from the Middle
East. The Cabinet had a look at the draft
legislation and at the Fuel, Energy and
Power Resources Act and decided the Act
contained adequate restraints to cope with
that situation.

No-one can tell us this Bill has been
brought into the House for the purpose of
amending the parent Act because it does
not contain power to deal with such a
situation. That is utter rot and as far as
I am concerned the Bill before us is a
sinister way of getting at the unions
through the Fuel, Energy and Power
Resources Act.

Mr Mensaros: In what way are we get-
ting at the unions?

Mr MAY: The Minister will find out in
the Committee stage. Amendments will be
placed on the notice paper tomorrow. That

is one of the reasons the opposition sought
deferment of this legislation-to enable
amendments to be placed on the notice
paper so that all members would be in a
Position to have a look at them and see
what we Intend to do in an endeavour to
amend the Bill. We were refused that de-
fermnent. An inane motion was put before
the House-

Mr Rushton: The Premier protected your
position tonight.

Mr MAY: In what way?
Mr Rushton: He ensured you could speak

without limitation.
Mr MAY: Had he let it wait until to-

morrow-
Mr Rushton: Or next week.
Mr MAY: We do not want the legislation

at all because there is no need for it.
Mr Mensaros: You asked for It to be

deferred only until today.
Mr MAY: I asked for the legislation to

be adjourned. I did not specify any time
at all.

Mr Mensaros: That is all you asked for,
and I said I could not guarantee it. Fur-
thermore, you had the opportunity, as so
many members have had, to adjourn the
debate for a week. You did not even think
of it.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie)-:
Order! The honourable member wiUl ad-
dress the Chair.

Mr MAY: If the minister looks at the
notice papers, he will see that the Bill
dealing with fingerprinting was ahead of
the Fuel, Energy and Power Resources Act
Amendment Bill.

Sir Charles Court: No, it was not.

Mr MAY: It was originally ahead of it.
Even the Premier does not know what is on
the notice paper. On yesterday's notice
paper the Bill dealing with fingerprinting
was ahead of this one.

Sir Charles Court; Could I explain this?
I was asked to avoid putting this Bill on
yesterday. That we did.

Mr MAY: That was not my desire. It
was jumped up to No. 1 on the notice paper.

Sir Charles Court: Because it is urgent.
Mr MAY: Why is it urgent? There is

no disruption-
Sir Charles Court: Do you not know the

situation your Federal Government is con-
fronted with at the present time?

Mr MAY: That is what we are getting
at. The purpose of the parent Act is to
safeguard supplies from outside Australia.

Sir Charles Court: No, it is not-not the
Act you drafted,

Mr MAY: That was its purpose prim-
arily, and it is no good the Premier saying
otherwise. If the situation is so serious,
why did the Government not bring in a
special Bill as South Australia did?
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Sir Charles Court: Because the South
Australian Bill is emergency legislation for
everything.

Mr MAY: And that is what is being done
in this Bill. The ramifications of the
amending legislation are all-embracing.
Every other Act, agreement, and award is
to be wiped off the board, according to this
Bill.

Sir Charles Court: For what Purpose?
Mr MAY: When we were in Government

the Cabinet had a look at Bills before they
wvere brought to Parliament.

Sir Charles Court: So do we.
Mr MAY: I do not think the Premier has

read this Bill. I would like to read the
proposed section 43-

The principal Act is amended by in-
serting after section 40 a new section,
to stand as section 43, as follows-

43. (1) At any time, if the
Governor is satisfied that by rea-
son of embargoes by oil producing
countries, disruption of shipping
services, disruption of other trans-
port whether outside or within the
State,-

That is what the Press got onto. To con-
tinue-

-natural disasters, or other
events, circumstances or causes
affecting or likely to affect the
provision, supply, or distribution
of the resources of fuel, energy or
Power in or to the State, the com-
munity, or any substantial portion
of the community, is or may be
deprived of essential supplies-

The worst feature Of it is-
Mr Mensaros: The best feature of it is

that it is, word for word, the same as the
legislation that you instructed be drafted.

Mr MAY: It is not at all. I have gone
through the legislation which is in my
keeping, and if the Minister wants a
Royal Commission into that I will show
him the draft Bill I have. It is not the
same, word for word. Someone is not
reading the legislation. That is the very
question the Leader of the Opposition
asked me: How does it stand up to the
legislation we were going to introduce?
Some of it is the same but the present
Government has gone further.

Mr 'T. H. Jones: What about the pro-
posed section 41(2)?

Mr MAY: This is interesting. This is
the clause we hope the Government will
assist us to delete from this measure. it
says-

(2) Emergency regulations made
under this Part of this Act shall
have effect notwithstanding anything,
whether express or implied, in any
other Act or in any law, Proclamation
or regulation or in any judgment,

award or order of any court or tri-
bunal or in any contract or agreement
whether oral or written or in any
deed, document, security or writing
whatsoever.

What does that mean? It is all-embrac-
ing. It means everything, That is what
it says-every award, agreement, or Act of
Parliament is to be superseded by this
legislation.

Sir Charles Court: Under what circum-
stances?

Mr T. H. Jones: Any circumstances the
Minister may determine.

Mr MAY: The Fuel and Energy Com-
mission comprises people with expert
knowledge to assess the situation when the
State experiences a fuel crisis. The Min-
ister has now decided he will tell the Gov-
ernor when there Is a crisis and the Gov-
ernor will then issue an order that an
emergency situation exists. The persons
concerned who will know all about this are
the members of the commission which was
set up under the parent Act. Surely a
commission of experts would be far more
competent to say whether or not there is
a fuel crisis; but the Government says,
"We will not worry about the commnisison:
we have decided to Put the Governor in
the very unfortunate situation of having to
declare an emergency." The Governor has
already been embarrassed by having to
read the opening Speech in another place,
and he is now to be involved in industrial
mattrs.

It is a poor show on the Government's
part that it has taken this action.

Sir Charles Court: What prevailed under
your Bill in respect of a declaration of
emergency?

Mr MAY: There is a difference.
Sir Charles Court: How did you intend

to declare an emergency?
Mr MAY: I have explained this to the

Premier. Draft legislation was brought to
Cabinet and Cabinet decided in its wisdom
that it would not introduce the legislation
into Parliament. We looked at the Fluel,
Energy and Power Resources Act and de-
cided that it contained all the provisions
which the Government is now seeking to
introduce.

Mr Mensaros: The legislation was
drafted on your instruction.

Mr MAY: Do not forget the situation
when we were in office. The Middle East
crisis was far worse than the crisis we are
facing now.

Sir Charles Court: The position in Aus-
tralia is worse today than it was then.

Mr MAY: That may be so, but the legis-
lation was drafted because of the overseas
situation. In the present situation even
Government members are not sure how the
legislation will affect the situation at
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Barrow Island; no matter what Govern-
ment members say, Federal awards take
Precedence over State awards. Therefore,
some of the Government legal eagles ought
to look at this situation.

Mr Mensaros: Does this mean you are
glad they can disrupt the situation at
Barrow Island?

Mr MAY: No, I have told the Minister to
look at the situation. Obviously he has not
done this, because he just said the draft
legislation we prepared is the same as the
measure now before us.

Mr Mensaros: Yes it is.
Mr MA11Y: That is not so.
Mr Mensaros: Two clauses arc different,

but the rest of the legislation is the same.
Mr MAY: When introducing the Bill the

Minister said this-
I believe that the regulations pro-

vided for in this Bill are necessary to
allow the Government to exercise con-
trol over any future fuel supply emer-
gency, thus serving the best interests
of the whole community.

This is a rather ridiculous statement.
What regulations? When are we to have
a look at the regulations? Surely a second
reading speech is the place to let the
Opposition know what the regulations will
be.

Sir Charles Court: What do You have
regulations for?

Mr AMY: We will also endeavour, when
the Bill is in the Committee stage, to get
the Government to agree that the regula-
tions should be laid on the Table of the
House. Any action that may be proposed
at the time of a fuel emergency should be
brought to Parliament. Parliament should
have the say as to whether or not the
situation is an emergency. I am quite
certain it was the intention of our Gov-
ernment to ensure that such a matter
would be brought to Parliament. However,
this Government wants to make regula-
tions which are not to be subjected to
tabling in the House. This is one of the
things the Government will have to look
at and I will certainly bring this up In
the Committee stage. There is no doubt
in my mind about the name of the archi-
tect of this Bill. This is not government
by the people for the people: it is govern-
moent by Sir Charles for Sir Charles. It is
time the Government Ministers decided to
say something for themselves. It is high
time the Premier let them have something
to say.

Sir Charles Court: They have their say.
Mr MAY: I can envisage one of the

major problems with this legislation will
be that individual members of a union can
be penalised for something they do not
have the power to avoid. A situation could
develop at Collie, or at any other mining

town, of a miner being asked to go into an
unsafe area, and because he may refuse to
do so, the penalties within this Bill could
be enforced against him. If the workers in
the coalfields decided to take action
because a man is compelled to work in an
unsafe area they could be charged under
these particular provisions.

Sir Charles Court: Who would make
them work in an unsafe area?

Mr MAY: Then why put it in the Bill?
Sir Charles Court: This is 1974.
Mr MAY: It is there in the Bill.
Sir Charles Court: Where does it say

that members can be forced to work in un-
safe areas?

Mr B. T. Burke: I notice the Minister Is
not having much to say.

Mr MAY: One of the things we did notice
-and this is abundantly clear-is that the
introduction of this legislation in its pre-
sent form is an endeavour to circumvent
the Minister for Labour and Industry. It is
quite obvious that this Bill could have been
brought in as separate legislation-the
Government could have tabled regulations.
If the Government wanted to get at the
unions it could have initiated legislation
through the Industrial Arbitration Act.
However, the Government circumvented
the Minister for Labour and Industry, in
whom it has no faith, and the legislation
was introduced under the administration
of the Minister for Fuel and Energy. There
is no doubt that the Government is using
the parent Act for this purpose. It did not
want the Minister for Labour and Industry
to handle the legislation. We could see that
the Minister for Fuel and Energy was most
upset when he introduced this measure. He
did not want the legislation.

Sir Charles Court: Who did not want it?

Mr MAY: The Minister for Fuel and
Energy. I believe that, like me, he felt the
parent Act is a good piece of legislation;
the provisions contained in the parent Act
are an adequate safeguard. He was most
upset.

Sir Charles Court: This legislation would
never be administered by the Minister for
Labour and ]industry, and you know it. If
your Government had introduced the
legislation, you would have handled it.

Mr MAY: It certainly would not have
been brought in as an amendment to this
Act. Even though the Parliamentary
Draftsman had prepared legislation which
the Minister says is similar to the present
measure, we decided that the parent Act
contained sufficient provisions to control
the situation.

Mr Mensaros: The Parliamentary Drafts-
man does not prepare legislation of his
own volition. He needs instructions to do
this.
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Mr MAY: Well, if the Minister gave the
draftsman instructions--

Mr Mensaros: I didn't; you gave him the
instructions on which he prepared this
amendment to the Fuel, Energy and Power
Resources Act.

Mr MAY: Am I to understand that the
Government has gone all the way with our
draft legislation?

Mr Mensaros: Except for two clauses.
Mr MAY: More than two clauses are

different, and there is also the alteration
I have read to the House.

Mr Mensaros: To which clause are you
referring?

Mr MAY: Clause 6 reads as follows-
6. The principal Act is amended by

inserting alter section 40 a new sec-
tion, to stand as section 43, as fol-
lows--

43. (1) At any time, if the
Governor is satisfied that by
reason of embargoes by oil pro-
ducing countries, disruption of
shipping services, disruption of
other transport whether outside
or within the State,..

If the Minister looks at the draft legisla-
tion he will see that these last words have
been added. As I said earlier, this point
was picked up by the Press on the Friday
morning. The provision was designed ob-
viously with one of the unions of Western
Australia in mind. As I pointed out, the
Government wiUl find itself in a lot of
trouble with the other unions.

Mr T. H. Jones: Read the Minister's
statement in The West Australianit con-
firms it.

Mr MAY: Despite the fact that the hour
is late, we feel this is a Committee Bill.
Other members wish to speak to the
measure but I wanted to enter the debate
now to indicate our strong belief that the
legislation should not have been intro-
duced in this way. We agree that the
situation in regard to the conservation of
fuel in Western Australia must be con-
trolled. We are in dire straits in Western
Australia-in fact, it has been stressed on
many occasions that of all the States,
Western Australia is in the worst position
in regard to fuel and power. The quicker
we can develop the situation in Collie
and also get the natural gas down from
the north-west shelf the better it will be
for all concerned.

We appreciate that we must conserve
energy and Power in Western Australia,
and we go along with the belief that we
must have legislation to cover the overall
situation. However, we feel we already
have this legislation on the Statute book.

I am very pleased that we will not go
into the Committee stage of this Bill to-
night. This will allow the amendments to

be Placed on the notice paper and all
members will have the opportunity to study
them and their effect on the legislation
proposed by the Government.

We will give reasons for each of the
amendments we propose to move. We feel
we have a strong case in favour of the
deletions we seek. As far as I am con-
cerned, I am sorry the Government has
seen fit to introduce the legislation in this
manner. I think it would have received
the full support of the Opposition had it
introduced a Bill specifically for the pur-
Pose of covering the fuel and power situia-
tion. However, it has elected to cover it by
way of amendment to the Fuel, Energy and
Power Resources Act even though two
other avenues are open to it: firstly by
amendment to the industrial Arbitration
Act, and secondly, by introduction of a
special Statute specifically for the purpose,
as was done in South Australia.

Sir Charles Court: Do you realise that
many of your amendments on the sheet
you sent to us actually remove the verbiage
of your own Bill?

Mr MAY: What Bill?
Sir Charles Court: The one you had

drafted.
Mr MAY: We did not present a Bill for

this purpose. We had one drafted.
Sir Charles Court: You had a Bill to the

stage where you had accepted it.
Mr MAY: The amendments envisaged by

the Opposition are an endeavour to bring
the Hill into conformity with the parent
Act; that is their prime reason. We have
endeavoured to associate the amendments
with the parent Act because, as I said
earlier, that Act has been acclaimed as a
very good Statute. I recall the Premier,
when he was the Leader of the Opposition,
saying that the Act is a very good piece of
legislation. Its architects did their home-
work well, and private enterprise and Gov-
ernment worked closely together to produce
it. The Bill went through both Houses of
Parliament with very few amendments,
and it was lauded by all. Why do not we
keep it that way? Why should we amend
the Act simply to get at a particular union?

Sir Charles Court: This is-
Mr MAY: It does not matter what the

Premier says. If he reads the Governor's
Speech he will find that obviously this Bill
Was foreshadowed. The prime reason for its
introduction is to hit at a union. Why does
not the Government cover this situation
through the Industrial Arbitration Act?

Mr Mensaros: If you feel that way it is
an admitted guilt on your part. We are not
against the unions.

Mr Jamieson: You could have fooled me,
after your orations.

Mr MAY: It is not my intention to delay
the House further. I have explained the
situation. We are unhappy with the method
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by which the matter is being introduced,
and we are sure that had the Government
introduced it in another way we would
agree with it. We feel the legislation is
necessary, but the situation is being covered
surreptitiously through the parent Act.

Sir Charles Court: It is not. What is
surreptitious about bringing it to Parlia-
ment?

Mr MAY: Of course it is. The Govern-
ment is not game to take on the unions by
way of the Industrial Arbitration Act, so
it is doing it in another way. It is doing it
only because it is aware that in the present
political climate the public is on side with
the Government as a result of the fuel
crisis, and the Government thought this
was a good opportunity for it to use. It
is catering for the situation in a sinister
fashion, and we will certainly oppose most
of the clauses in the Committee stage.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Skidmore.

Rouse adjourned at 11.15 p.m.

Thursday, the 22nd August. 1974

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

SUIPFLY BILL
Assent

Message from the Governor received
and read notifying assent to the Bill.

QUESTIONS (48): ON NOTICE
1. IMMIGRATION

Building Company Nomination Scheme
Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Immi-
gration:
(1) When did the Minister become

aware that officers of his depart-
mient were allegedly "brainwash-
ing" migrants who arrived under
the building company nomination
scheme?

(2) In what respect were officers; of
his department allegedly "brain-
washing" migrants who arrived
under Landall's sponsorship?

(3) Who was responsible for drawing
the Minister's attention to the
alleged "brainwashing" of com-
pany nominee migrants?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) to (3) The previous conditions

relating to the building company
nomination scheme contained the
provision-

On arrival in Western Australia,
nominees will be met by a com-
pany representative and con-

veyed to their accommodation.
Within three (3) days of arrival,
it is encumbent on the company
to convey its nominees to the
State Immigration Office so that
they may be given an advisory
talk on such subjects as home
purchase, contracts, hire -pur-
chase, employment, vehicle pur-
chase, over commitment, ete. It
is reiterated at this talk that
there is no compulsion to pur-
chase a home and that they are
free agents. They are also of-
fered departmental assistance
if required.

My comment was intended to con-
vey that in the light of verbal
and written information given to
migrants by State migration of-
ficers at the point of arrival in
WA, there was not a need nor is it
desirable for a migrant to be or-
dered to appear before a depart-
mnental officer to be lectured unless
the migrant wished to do this quite
voluntarily.
It is emphasised to migrants that
they can talk to State immigra-
tion officers at any time if they
need advice or assistance, It is
further emphasised that the de-
partment is now in the process of
preparing additional Printed in-
formation for distribution to mi-
grants at the time of arrival.

2. IMMIGRATION
Mrs P, Kemp: Statutory Declaration

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Immi-
gration:

Will he inform the House of the
conclusions reached by his depart-
ment in respect of inquiries made
into the case of Mrs P. Kemp of
23 Findon Crescent, Balga, out-
lined in a statutory declaration by
the Member for Balga in the
House on Tuesday, 13th August?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
If the member for Balga will
supply me with the statutory
declaration referred to by him in
the House on Tuesday, 13th
August, 1974, 1 will have the
matter examined.

3. IMMIGRATION
Mr A. Markoutrds: Stat utory Declaration

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Immi-
gration:

Will he inform the House of the
conclusions reached by his depart-
ment in respect of inquiries made
into the case of Mr Antonius
Markoutsis of Flat 20. Crystal
Court. Coiner Street, Coino, out-
lined in a statutory declaration
by me in the House on Tuesday,
13th August?
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