
3250 [ASSEMBLY]

IUrgietatiue Atrnwmhlg
Wednesday, 31 October 1984

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

PORNOGRAPHY: VIDEO FILMS

Banning: Petition
MRS HENDERSON. (Gosnells) [2.18 p.m.]: I

have a petition addressed to the Speaker, aind
members of the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia, which reads as Fol-
lows-

We, the undersigned plead that because it
will cause serious harm to the community the
Parliament will not legalise the sale, hire or
supply of any video tape, video disc, slide or
any other recording from a visual image
which can be produced, which portrays scenes
of explicit sexual relations showing genitalia
detail; acts of violence and sex; sexual perver-
sion such as sodomy; mutilation; child por-
nography; coprophilia; bestiality or the use
and effect of illicit drug taking.

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

The petition bears 194 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 63.)

BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I . Stock (Brands and Movement) Amend-
ment Bill (No. 2).

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

2. Acts Amendment (Department for Coin-
nmunity Services) Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Wilson
(Minister for Youth and Community
Services), and read a first time.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION AMENDMENT
DILL (No. 2)

Third Reading
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-

erals and Energy) [2.21 p.m.]: I move-

Thai the Bill be now read a third time
During the debate at the Committee stage of the
Bill, I undertook to answer at this stage some
questions the Leader of the Opposition raised. He
raised two essential questions: The first was why
the allowances in clause 3 oF the Bill for members
of the commission other than the Chief Industrial
Commissioner were not specified as being the
same as for District Court judges, as in the case of
the Chief Industrial Commissioner.

I am advised by the Minister that the intention
is for the determinations by the Governor to be in
accordance with the other allowances and reim-
bursenments received by the District Court judges
and that the clause has been formulated that way
for dhrting purposes, and as a result of advice
from Parliamentary Counsel on that matter.

The other question he raised was in relation to
clause 4 where he claimcd a drafting error may
have been made in paragraph (b). He said the
words 'that office' should read "an office". This
matter has been checked with Parliamentary
Counsel, and the form of words which appear in
the Bill are correct. The term "that office" is
correct as it appears because clause 4 amends the
amendments which have already been made in
clause 3.

With those comments in answer to the questions
raised by the Leader of the Opposition, which
answers I undertook to provide to the House be-
fore the Bill wvas transmitted to the Council, I urge
the House to support the Bill.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [2.23 p.m.]: On behalf of the
Leader of the Opposition I thank the Minister for
his courtesy in responding to the questions raised
by my leader. I undertake to draw the answers to
his attention when he returns so that when the
matter proceeds in another place we will have the
advantage of the information the Minister has
provided to us.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

MACHINERY SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MIR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [2.24 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill has been introduced to increase the level
of penalties prescribed by the Act, and to extend
the statutory limitation on the time for commence-
ment of prosecutions for offences relating to fail-
ure to notify accidents.
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The Act was introduced in 1974 to replace the
Inspection of Machinery Act. It came into oper-
ation on I September. 1978. and the penalties
prescribed in 1974 have not been increased during
the intervening 10 year period.

A comparison of Western Australian penalties
and penalties for similar offences in New South
Wales, Victoria. Queensland. South Australia and
Tasmania has been carried out. The level of pen-
alty in Western Australia is generally low, and
significantly less than that applying in New South
WVales and Victoria.

The levels proposed in this Bill are considered
appropriate in view of inflation during the period
under review. They also reflect this Government's
determination to ensure safety in the workplace.

The Justices Act requires formal proceedings
for prosecution to commence within six months of
the date of an alleged offence. Owners of machin-
ery arc required to notify the chief inspector of the
occurrence of accidents causing injury or death to
persons or damage to machinery. The chief inspec-
tor has on numerous occasions become aware of
such accidents on receipt of correspondence fromt
lawyers acting on behalf of accident victims
seeking compensation.

Often. such correspondence is not received until
a date close to or beyond the statutory six-month
period. The Bill proposes an extension of that
period to two years. The extension will allow a
proscution to commence at any time wvithin two
yecars of an offence, and owners should therefore
become more responsible in this sensitive area of
liability and compensation.

The Government's ultimate aim in introducing
the amendments is to reduce the incidence of acci-
dents in the workplace. If all accidents were
reported. they could be investigated by inspectors.
and appropriate measures takent to reduce the risk
of further accidents.

The Machinery Safety Advisory, Board has con-
sidered these amendments, and is in agreement
with them.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Spriggs.

CONSTRUCTION SAFETY AMENDMENT
HILL

Second Reading
MiR PARKER (Fremnantle-Minister for Min-

erals and Energy) [2.26 p.n.j: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill hats been introduced to increase the level
of penalties prescribed by the Act, and to extend
the statutory limitation on the time for commence-

ment of prosecutions for offences relating to fail-
ure to notify accidents.

The Act was introduced in 1972 to replace the
Inspection of Scaffolding Act. It came into oper-
ation on 8 February 1974, and the penalties
prescribed were reviewed and increased in 1978.

A comparison of Western Australian penalties
and penalties for similar offences in New South
Wales, Victoria, Queensland, South Australia and
Tasmania has been carried out. The level of pen-
alty in Western Australia is generally low, and
significantly less than that applying in New South
Wales and Victoria.

The levels proposed in this Bill are considered
appropriate in view of inflation during the period
under review. They also reflect this Government's
determination to ensure safety in the workplace.

The Justices Act requires Formal proceedings
for prosecution to commence within six months of
the date of an alleged offence. Employers are
required to notify the chief inspector of the occur-
rence of accidents causing injury or death. The
chief inspector has on numerous occasions become
aware of such accidents on receipt of correspon-
dence from lawvyers acting on behalf of accident
victims seeking compensation.

Often, such correspondence is not received until
at date close to or beyond the statutory six-month
period. The Bill proposes an extension of that
period to two years. The extension will allow a
prosecution to commence at any time within two
years of an offence, and employers should there-
fore become more responsible in this sensitive area
of liability and compensation.

The Government's ultimate aim in introducing
the amendments is to reduce the incidence of acci-
dents in the workplace. If all accidents were
reported.- they could be investigated by inspectors,
and appropriate measures taken to reduce the risk
of further accidents.

The Construction Safety Advisory Board has
considered these amendments, and while the mem-
bers unanimously agreed to the extension of time
limits for prosecution, the employers' representa-
tive objected to the increase in penalties. Never-
theless the Government believes that the increases
are both reasonable and appropriate.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Spriggs.

COMPLAINTS AGAINST POLICE BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR RUSHITON (Dale) [2.28 pm.J: This Bill if

passed in its present form would impact greatly
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upon the control of law and order in this State in
the years ahead. Firstly, we should all acknowl-
edge there is no dispute or opposition to
introducing at fair and effectual independent scru-
tiny of complaints against the police. The Oppo-
sition supports a fair and effectual overview of
complaints against police and the police have ac-
cepted there should be an external overview of
internal investigations of complaints against
police.

The Government says it is introducing the Bill
in the interests of the public and the Police Force.
but the Government is introducing this form of
legislation against the wishes of the Commissioner
of Police and despite the disapproval of the Police
Force and the Police Union. The Government is
not prepared to sit down with the Police Union
and negotiate in at consensus "'ay 'a systemn accept-
able to all parties.

Mr Bryce: Are you quoting somebody?
Mr RUSHTON: No. these are my own words.
Mr Bryce: It does not sound like the scintil-

lating you if you read it.
Mr Williams: You ought to look at your own

members, one after the other reading chapter and
verse. Just knock it off, otherwise we wvill get stuck
into you.

M\r Burkett: A new challenge to Grant
Kenny-ihe ne"' iron man.

Mr Williams: We will point it out every time.
Mr Bryce: You are a bully.
Mr RUSH-TON: I will not be reading chapter

and verse: I w'ill be introducing the Opposition's
point of view. The Government seeks to control
the Police Force. the Police Union and the Parlia-
ment and to push through at Bill which is against
the wishes of the Commissioner of Police aind
members of the Police Force and, at the same
time, use its huge propaganda machine to issue
honeyed words of moderation and concern for the
ptibli c.

When this confrontation with our law enforcers
is seen to be acceptble, then we are, indeed, be-
coiming at sick society. The day that we place in
jeopardy the upholding of Ia"' and order in our
commiunity. we "'ill move towards destroying the
famnily and the social structure wvhich we have
inherited and enjoyed and for which past gener-
ations have sacrificed lives to establish.

Legislators w'ho legislate to weaken the ability
of the Police Force and so reduce its memtibers*
morale and competence should be condemned.

The Government is starting off on the wrong
foot. It made a nmisleadi ng sit ernit yesterday in
relation to the Opposition's consideration of this

legislation. I hope the media w'ill take an even-
handed approach to the very serious issues of,
Firstly, how the Government is misleading the pub-
lic and why it is doing so: secondly, the Oppo-
sition's position on this legislaiion: and, thirdly,
the Police Union's reasons for requesting mean-
ingful negotiations to overhaul the complete police
investigatory system.

Mr Carr: Could you speak up at little, please?

Mr RUSHTON: Apparently. I an, not speaking
to the Minister.

I w'ant to touch on the items that the Minister
mentioned yesterday in The West Australian and
about which he misled the Press. I raise this mat-
ter because it is similar to so many, other matters
that have happened in the past. In relation to the
conciliation approach. the Minister said-

The State Government has agreed to defer
the Complaints Against Police bill for at week
to allowv the Opposition to prepare amnend-
ments.

The Bill's second reading will go ahead
today as planned, but the Minister for Police,
Mr Carr. said that the Government had
agreed to the Opposition's request.

That is not wvhat "'as requested. Because of the
volunie of material and the legal aspects of this
legislation. the Opposition requested that the sec-
ond reading of the Bill be deferred to next week. It
is passing strange that the media printed w'hat the
MIi nister said without making any reference to the
Opposition.

In fact, the Leader of the Opposition "'rote a
note to the Premier after the Premier indicated
that he would bring this matter on last night. The
Opposition made the suggestion that it wais too
early to discuss the Bill and we were not in a
position to handle it. The Premier agreed that the
matter would cotne on today.

Mr Brian Burke: Tell the w~hole story.
Mr RUSHATON: The note wecnt to the Pretnier.
Mr Brian Burke: We were told that the Leader

of the Opposition "'as handling the Bill.
Mr RUSHTON: The Premier knewv that the

Leader of the Opposition was not handling the
Bill.

Mr Williams: You wvere never told that: you
wvere told that the member for Dale was handling
the Bill.

Mr Brian Burke: We wecre told that the Leader
of the Opposition was handling it and wvould not
be here today.

Mr RUSHTON: Thai shows how the Govern-
ient keeps turning and turning. The fact is that
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that statement by the Minister "'as totally incor-
ret and misleading and was totally unsatisfac-
tory. Yesterday, the Opposition. after its party
meeting. issued a statement which pointed out the
Opposition's position regarding this legislation. I
will record it in Hansard. It stated-

The Opposition has called on the Govern-
ment to defer, at the very least, until late next

-week-

Mr Bryce: Put a bit of life into it.
The SPEAKER: The member cannot read a

statement: he must paraphrase it.
Mr Brian Burke: He read the back of his watch

a minute ago.
Mr RUSHTON: I am not worried about those

sorts of statements. They highlight the lack of
seriousness with which this Government treats this
legislation. It is the most important piece of legis-
lation that has comec to this House. It has had a
serious effect on the community.

I will indicate the Opposition's position to the
House. The Opposition sought to have the legis-
lation delayed, because we thought it wats of such
a serious nature that it should be considered more
extensively. The Opposition asked for that
deferral, and was rejected. I wish to incorporate at
paper into Hansard at the end of my speech.

The SPEAKER: The tnember can ask for it to
be incorporated. Whether the House agrees is
a not her matter.

Mr RUSHTON: The Speaker has indicated
that there could be doubt about whether I can
incorporate a statement in Hansard. I will, there-
fore. continue with my speech.

The Opposition believes that the Government
should desist from confronting the Police Force.
That confrontation is highlighted by what
happened today. The Government is intent on
confronting the Police Force. but it will not act
against the Trades and La bor Council wvhich is.
today, in contempt of the courts. That situation
highlights its opposite attitude towards the Police
Force.

The Opposition is of the opinion that the
(iovernment should co-operate with the Police
Force. and realise that the public's only protection
against violence and lawlessness is the police.

The Opposition is also of the opinion that the
Government should recognise the real concerns of
the Police Force about negotiating at satisfactory
solution to this problem. That has not been done to
date. The Government should mnake an attempt to
reach consensus in order that the legislation will
be acceptable to the Commissioner of Police and
to the Police Force generally.

Neither the Police Force nor the Opposition are
seeking to protect police wrongdoers. In fact, the
Police Union has accepted the proposition that
there should be some external overview of an
internal investigation. The Opposition is not pre-
pared to allow legislation to be rushed through
Parliament which will deprive law enforcement
officers of normal civil rights and protections
which are granted. even to criminals and wrong-
doers.

Neither does the Opposition accept the view
that the legislation. as it stands. will improve the
effectiveness of investigations of complaints
against the police. The Opposition resolved that, if
changes arc not agreed to prior to completion of
the passage of the legislation through this House,
it would seek the appointment of a Select Coin-
mittee to examine the legislation and to receive
public submissions. That might be the only way
that the Bill, and its implications can fully be
invest iga ted.

The Oppostion is also of the opinion that the
Government is condemning the entire Police
Force. We have observed that, without this legis-
lation. we have enjoyed a very fine Police Force to
look after us in the past. Other similar legislation
ts proposed by the Burke Government. such ats
that which has been proposed in New South
Wales where there are major problems of police
and political corruption. Therefore, the legislation.
in itself, will not help to solve the problem.

Mr Terry Burke: What about Queensland?

Mr RUSHTON: Queensland has a different
system.

If the Government rejects the proposal for at
Select Committee, what will happen in the future
is in its own hands.

I also want to comment on the editorial in The
West Australian on 29 October. The editor must
have been listening to the propaganda of the
Government because he made a statement relating
to the motives of the Polie Force. I hope that the
Government will think again when it realises the
inmplications of this legislation for society.

I do not know wvhat personal gain the police w'ill
receive from opposing this legislation. In fact, the
Police Force hats agreed to the major thrust of the
editor's comments: and that is. that there should
be an overview by the Ombudsman similar to that
which exists in relation to other departments and
organ isa tions.

Maybec the propaganda from the Government
was fairly forceful and the fact was overlooked
that the Police Union passed motions at a meeting
last Sunday agreeing with this aspect of the legis-
lation. However. I will refer later to correspond-
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ence which indicates that the Minister originally
brought forward a suggestion that the
Ombudsman should deal with the police in the
same way as he deals with officers fromt other
organisations. In fact, the police indicated that
they could see nothing that was in conflict with
them, and I will develop this argument later.

Mr Carr: What correspondence are you talking
about?

Mr RUSHTON: I will refer to the correspon-
dence a little later.

Mr Peter Jones: It will come.

Mr RUSHTON: I am hoping that from the
points I have raised the media wvillI take a more
even-handed approach than it has done to date. A
Press release by the Leader of the Opposition. in
answer to the Minister's comments. was not
printed yesterday. Had it been printed it would
have given a balanced point of view in regard to
this situation.

I have observed that the Government's strategy
in regard to this Bill is beginning to look like the
strategy that it used in regard to the local govern-
ment Bill. The Government did not consult with
local government and it has not consulted with the
police as far as this legislation is concerned. The
Government included horrendous proposals in the
local government legislation and at the appropri-
ate time. and with the help of its supporters. it was
able to manipulate the legislation in an endeavour
to push certain propositions through the Sheraton
meeting and the Parliament. If those proposals
were put to the Parliament today. they would not
be passed.

As far as this Bill is concerned, the Government
is using similar tactics. Firstly. the Government
put forward the proposition in draft form: it was
similar to the Federal legislation. The police would
not have a bar of it and since then there has been a
continuation of drafts and police reaction and now
the legislation is being forced through the second
reading stage. This has left little time for the Op-
position to put forwvard changes and to negotiate
wvith the Police Force.

We all know that the Government is directed by
the TLC. It is instructed to include contentious
issues in legislation that is presented t o this House,
in the interests of the TLC and industrial unions.
After certain legislation has been passed by the
Legislative Assembly the Government hopes that
the Legislative Council will amend it so that it
can, in turn, say that it has not been as devastating
as it might have been to the Police Union. It can
then inform the TLC that it tried to pass the
legislation.

I have several questions to put to the Minister
and from his reply to this debate the Opposition
will be able to make a determination as to what
will happen to the legislation after the second
reading stage.

Mr Blaikie: The sort of protection the TLC
gives the Government is like having two bob each
wa y.

Mr RUSH-TON: The Government is more
interested in manipulating and getting public
opinion, rather than bringing in good legislation.

Why is the Government introducing this sort of
legislation and why is the Police Force and the
Police Union unhappy with it? The Government
has not been prepared to put forward an indepen-
dent overview. The Minister has~ an adviser wvho
has prepared the legislation. I think his name is
Peter Ward.

Mr Ca rr: May I correct you. This is my Bill and
it is the Government's Bill. I prepared the legis-
lation: the officer in my department did not pre-
Pare it.

Several members interjected.
Mr RUSHTON: If that is the case the Minister

is saying that he does everything in his depart-
ment. including all his correspondence and the
drafting of the legislation. That is not true. What
he is entitled to say is that he brings the final draft
of legislation to Cabinet and to the Parliament
and, therefore. he holds himself responsible for it.

Mr Carr: That is what I am saying.
Mr RUSH-TON: The Minister appointed a Mr

Peter Ward as an adviser and it is understood that
Mr Ward is anti-police.

Mr Clarko: The police certainly believe that he
is anti-police.

Mr RUSHTON: Yes, they certainly do and
they have passed a imotion which says that they
w'ill not have a bar of Mr Ward.

The Government has not undertaken any mean-
ingful negotiations in regard to this legislation.
That reinforces my point of view that there has
been a determination to include contentious issues
in the Bill with the object of having it amended
later, and then the Government wvill say that wvhat
is contained in the amended legislation is not
really what it set out to do. The Opposition will be
observing that situation.

It is certainly not acceptable that Mr Peter
Ward should have been directed to prepare this
legislation wvhen he has a known bias against the
police. The TLC is demanding that industrial dis-
putes should be outside and above the law. That is
readily known and, of course, under this legis-
lation people will have the opportunity to object to
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the law being enforced in regard to industrial mat-
ters.

People who break the law will have the oppor-
tunity to distort the situation and make claims
against the Police Force. This will bring the police
to a position of stalemate.

For example, the situation in Roebourne some
two months ago gives us no confidence in the
impartiality of the Government. because a Cabi-
net Minister threatened to get the police in the
court.

Mrs Buchanan: What was that?

Mr RUSHTON: Does the member for Pilbara
want me to repeat it?

Mrs Buchanan: Yes.

Mr RUSHTON: I am relating to my observa-
tions as to why the legislation is in this House
today. The Roebourne confrontation which took
place months ago gave us no confidence in regard
to the impartiality of the Government, because a
Cabinet Minister threatened to get the police in
the court.

Mrs Buchanan: I do not think that is true. You
do not know what you are talking about.

Mr RUSHTON: I think I do.

Mrs Buchanan: I want to see evidence of that.

Mr RUSHTON: The Bill proposes that the
Parliamentary Commissioner and his staff shall
have a dominant role in determining claims
against the police. The commissioner would have a
dominant position over the Commissioner of
Police under this legislation. The police would
have less than equal rights to defend themselves
against claimants who could be anonymous. How
can any self-respecting person accept that that
should be part of the legislation before the House
for approval'? The impartiality of the Government
will be in question. Bearing in mind the recent
occurrence when an outsider was appointed as
chief executive of the Electoral Office. perhaps we
can expect the Government to appoint Peter Ward
to the staff of the Parliamentary Coirnissioner.

Mr Carr: I would not let him go, he is too good
an officer.

Mr RUSHTON: I suppose he has done every-
thing the Minister wants him to. He has Fouled up
the works because the Minister is now in confron-
tation with the police. I do not think that any,
Minister has previously been in the situation of
having a vote of no confidence passed against him
fromt every major section of his portfolio. The
Minister may like having achieved this record. but
I do not think many others would. Certainly not
many, of us would like such a record in our home

town such as has happened with the Minister in
his home town of Geraldton.

The police act within a code and they have
special terms of employment and responsibilities.
It is not necessary to refer to those in detail to
realise that this legislation will cut across the obli-
gations that the police have undertaken on oath. I
briefly refer to a judgment by Lord Denning relat-
ing to a policeman's responsibility, as follows-

I hold it to be the duty of the Com-
missioner of Police of the Metropolis, as it is
of every chief constable, to enforce the lawv of
the land. He must take steps so to post his
men that crimes may be detected; and that
honest citizens may go about their affairs in
peace. He must decide whether or not
suspected persons are to be prosecuted; and, if
need be. bring the prosecution or see that it is
brought. But in all these things he is not the
servant of anyone, save the law itself. No
Minister of the Crown can tell him that he
must, or must not, keep observation on this
place or that; or that he must, or must not,
prosecute this man or that one. Nor can any
police authority tell him so. The responsibility
for law enforcement lies on him. He is
answerable to the law and to the law alone.

We should remember that point wvhen we consider
the legislation before us. The legislation proposes
to destroy the situation wye presently enjoy with
regard to impartiality in implementation of the
law. Any members who have held Cabinet port-
folios wvould realise that that rule is applied. No
matter what position one holds when representing
people, even if one considers that the dispute
should be resolved in some other way, under the
present code the police have the right to reject or
proceed with the prosecution concerned, come
what may. We should hold that principle very
dear.

Under the system proposed by the Government
that non-political system will be inhibited and, in
fact, it could be destroyed. Politics could intrude
into the Police Force in this way.

The obligations that the police have were
highlighted in at recent article by journalist Cyril
Ayris who, referring to policemen who went on
strike, stated-

Every WA policeman could be sent to
prison for two weeks if the force wvent on
strike.

Alternatively each member of the force
could be fined up to $50 for striking.

The Police Act makes no bones about
it-policemen may not go on strike.
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In the first place. all policemen take an
oath when they are inducted into the farce
which says:

"I engage and promise that I will well and
truly serve our Sovereign Lady. the Queen,
without favour or affection, malice, or illwill,
until I am legally discharged: that I will see
and ca use Her Majesty's peace to be kept and
preserved, and that I will prevent, to the best
of my power, all offences against the same:
and that, while I shall continue to hold the
said office, I will, to the best of my skill and
knowledge. discharge all the duties thereof,
faithfully according to law."

The Act also says that no non-com-
missioned officer or constable shall be al-
lowed to withdraw from his duties until his
period of engagement has expired.

The penalty for breaching this section is up
to 14 days' imprisonment or a Fine of up to
$50 and the forfeiture of all arrears of pay.

That clearly demonstrates that the police have a
special position and special responsibilities. The
code of employment is also special and very differ-
ent from that applying to others. Therefore, it il
behoves us to attempt to impair the responsibility
of the Commissioner of Police or the members of
the Police Force.

It was certainly pertinent when a former com-
missioner, Mr Leitch. said that it was nonsense to
talk about the police going on strike. He said that
it was not in their make-up, and that it was not an
option open to them. For that reason we should be
aware of the special position of the Police. We
cannot treat lightly the directions that will be
given to policemen with regard to this legislation. I
quote the following report of Mr Leitch's corn-
men is-

Mr Leitch said that apart from the oath
every officer took, the whole structure of the
police force was against a strike.

He said: "I saw some senior members in
town yesterday and they scoffed at the no-
tion."

"What a lot of people don't realise is that
this Government has pushed the police on a
n umber of t hi ngs> Mr Leitch said.

"For instance-and this is, pretty close to
the meat-somec recent appointments of
senior policemen were a bit of a surprise.

"They were a surprise because the rank-
and-filie believe they were Government ap-
pointments-they were not recommended by
the commissioner,

"The Police Act says that, unlike in some
other States, the commissioner shall adminis-
ter the police fotece-not the government, not
the minister.

"If the minister directs the force, he is
outside the law."

Further lie states-
"This is how it should be, so that if a mem-

ber of government transgresses he can be
dealt with."-

Ihope the Minister will uphold that principle.
Every member of this House should do the same. I
used those quotes to stress the impprtanee of the
police's position. Their oath should be recognised
when we deal with the legislation. We should not
in any way minimise their responsibility and we
should not allow politics to intrude into those
responsibilities.

I refer to the Premier's comments the other day
when he said that he would treat the Police Union
the same way as he treats other unions. That
should not be so. It would be unreasonable to do so
because the police have special obligations and
they play such an important part in our midst
relating to the enforcement of law and ensuring
good order in our society. By equating them with
any other union which can go outside the law and
get away with it when the Government goes soft
on these things, the Government highlights the
fact that it is not taking this situation as seriously
as it should.

Bearing in mind the comments I have made is it
any wonder that the police want the Government
to give further consideration to this legislation
through meaningful negotiation over vital issues?
I have stated that the police want to negotiate
further with the Minister. At the end of my ad-
dress I will ask the Minister whether he is pre-
pared to do that.

Mr Carr: I will answer that question now. I
have said many times throughout the course of
these discussions that I will meet anybody at any
time and at any place to discuss the Bill.

Mr RUSH-TON-. is the Minister prepared to
defer the legislation'?

Mr Carr: What I have said is that I have
consulted wich them for months in detail during
the preparation of the legislation. I am well aware
of the situation. We have met in about six sessions,
and I am satisfied we have reached a satisfactory
conclusion. If they want further discussions and
they approach me I will agree to meet them.

Mr RUSKTON: That is the Minister's point of
view, but it is not the union's point of view. The
union's point of view is that the Minister has not
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sal around the table with it to put its point of view
forward to be accepted. The Minister has taken
the position. "This is what you will have". A little
later, when he received a letter from the union
that it did not agree to certain items, he agreed to
take a couple of clauses out.

Mr Carr: I will tell you what your problem is;
you bclievc everything the union officials have said
to you.

Mr RUSHTON: No.
Mr Carr: It is coming out clearly.
Mr Clarko: Why should he not?
Mr Carr: Because they are not reprdsenting the

situation very well.

Mr Peter Jones: Are you suggesting the union is
lying?

Mr Carr: The union has put out some material
which is not factually correct. They are not being
Fair and honest when they say they have not had
consultation.

Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr Carr: According to them, but I have sat

down in my office with them on a number of
occasions, in addition to detailed drafting dis-
cussions.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RUSHTON: There are some reasons that

there should be further discussions, and I will give
a few. The union is of the opinion that there have
not been satisfactory negotiations. We all know
that the police have held the position before where
they have considered there should not be inter-
ference with internal investigations, but I read a
letter which indicated that the Minister had put
forward earlier a proposition concerning powers
very similar to the Parliamentary Commissioner's
present powers as they relate to other organis-
ations. I will refer to that a little later.

What I am saying is that the police believe that
would be satisfactory to them. They could live
with that and with their union's commitment to no
interference with their internal investigation. That
seems still to be the position, and we could have
the opportunity of having a happy Police Force, I
hope a happy Minister, and everybody would he
satisfied. That is, an overview of the complaints
against the police which would not intrude upon or
overrule the Commissioner of Police. It would not
put the policemen under stress: they are under
enough stress carrying out their jobs as it is.

I will continue with the points I am raising
about wvhy the Police Foree is not satisfied. wvhy
the commissioner is not satisfied-

Mr Carr: The reason the union is not satisfied
with the consultation is that I did not give in to its
wish to have no external scrutiny.

Mr R US HTON: The union has said it willI have
an external overview, and I put forward the points
it submnttcd to the Minister, so what he does at
the end of this debate, or when his turn comes to
reply-

Several members interjected.
Mr RUSHTON: The point I want to raise is

that it is objectionable to the police that the Bill
deprives the Commissioner of Police of his auth-
ority to investigate the performance of his officers
and men. It deprives law enforcement officers of
the normal rights and protections provided to
others, even criminals and wrongdoers.

The third point I want to make is the consider-
ation of anonymous complaints which may be ma-
licious or vexatious. How can one entertain that
provision in the Bill?

M r Carr: There is a very good reason for it.
Mr RUSHTON: One may have anonymous

complaints under this legislation where the com-
plainant does not have to justify himself and the
police must go about taking oaths and all sorts of
other things.

Mr Clarko: Someone in Fremantle Prison may
dream up anything he likes and put it forward.

Mr RUSHTON: Even the title of the Bill en-
courages complaints against the police. We should
be helping the police, not pushing them down.
They have a most responsible task to carry out.
The fact the Government is prepared to be in
confrontation with them and is not prepared to
negotiate on a meaningful basis is a slur on the
Government. The Minister will have an oppor-
tunity of answering that point a little later.

The next point I want to raise regarding the
union's objections concerns questioning the impar-
tiality of the Government over industrial matters.
With this legislation before us there is a real in-
trusion of politics into the police administration.

The last point I want to make concerns police
responsibility under the oath they take. One
should go back to the code I quoted concerning the
responsibility of the police to uphold the law, and
they are at that job 24 hours a day.

Now for the Western Australian Police Union
point of view. The Minister said I wvas reflecting
its point of view all the time. I was reflecting the
community's point of view. The community is con-
cerned that we should in any way denigrate the
police to the degree where there is a loss of morale
which may affect its responsible attitude. I will
quote a small passage of the letter which came

3257



3258 ASS EMB LY]

from the police, if I may, and it refers to the Bill.
It recds-

Contrary to Government handouts and me-
dia coverage the Police Union and its nmem-
bers are not opposed to a form of outside
enquiry into complaints against police.

I hope the Minister takes that on board. It is dated
30 October. I think it will be sent to every mem-
ber-thai was the intention.

Mr Carr: I had a meeting last Thursday at
which it became extremely evident that they arc
saying this is a political tactic because they do not
want any external investigation.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is taking a
classical step now in introducing this legislation
with which the union disagrees, and he is trying to
impose something on themn from a position of
strength.

Mr Peter Jones: What you are demonstrating is
why they hate you.

Several members interjected.
Mr RUSH-TON: Following on that, I will make

the point to the Minster-l
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RUSKTON: I indicated to the Minister in

a letter a little further back that the
Ombudsman's powers as they relate to depart-
ments would be acceptable to the police. I will be
able to quote it to him a little later. He apparently
has no meimory of it, or perhaps he believes it did
not happen.

Most people would not want to have a confron-
tation with the police, but would want the police to
be encouraged to carry on their job. To achieve
harmony I think it would have been reasonable for
the Minister to -accept that point of view of the
union. It raises doubts in a reasonable person's
mind that some other pressures are on the Minis-
ter to proceed with this legislation which could
denigrate the police and reduce their effectiveness,
certainly as it relates to other areas. Any person
could write an anonymous letter and start a whole
process of complaint and investigation which
would certainly inhibit the ability of the police to
do their job. Even now, w.hen complaints are madc
the investigations, which are taken seriously, can
take up the time of up to 20 officers. Some of
those complaints might be frivolous, but I under-
stand that they are all treated with great serious-
ness.

The point made by the secretary of the union
wats this-

We believe that sonic form of overview can
be attained which will be fair to the genuine

person who requires redress and at the same
time will provide a protection for our young
men and women who are required to face the
growing legal and physical hazards of police
work.

I think that is a serious matter. It is in writing: it is
signed by the secretary, and obviously the Minis-
ter will have a copy of this letter in a short time.
That is a good ground on which to go forward and
to take the proposition in good faith. The Minister
hats been frustrated that he has not been able to
make the progress he thought he would make.
Here is an opportunity for him to pause for a short
time, to defer this legislation, and obtain the
agreement between the Police Force and himself
and his Government. He could then come back
with a slight amendment to the Parliamentary
Commissioner Act which would do what he wants
to do. I would hope he would give that some
thought.

The secretary goes on to say-

We do not object to the concept of the Bill
but we do object to the contents which pro-
vides powers and procedures far in excess of
those provided to polie wvho are required to
interview the worst criminals in the land.

That is another legitimate point. The basic oppo-
sition from the union-and I am sure the Minister
would want to respond to this when he replies-is
that a police officer would not be told of the actual
complaint. Anonymous complaints must be acted
upon and the Minister has told me already that he
has the answer to why we should have anonymous
complaints; he has indicated he supports that situ-
ation. A person can make a complaint on behalf of
another person and we can see what could happen
in that regard. Police witnesses only will be
required to answer under oath while other
witnesses interviewed, even in the same inqui ry,
will not. That question needs answering by the
Minister as well. I quote the union again, as fol-
lows-

The Ombudsman will have complete con-
trol of investigations, to the point where two
registers of complaint will be kept, one by the
police department and the other by the
Ombudsman.

That is factual. To continue-

Police are precluded from taking any ac-
tion against a complainant deemed to be vex-
atious or malicious. There is no provision for
the officer to recover even the costs incurred
in defending him or herself in these instances
no niatter how defamatory or malicious the
com plaint.
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I think that is a serious matter and it certainly
needs a good answer from the Minister as to why
this position should pertain.

The Bill covers actions of policemen 24 hours a
day, on or off duty. That is a situation which
applies in the force and it must be an added re-
sponsibility. The Bill prevents local conciliation on
an inquiry in the first instance. Strict procedures
will prevail which prohibit a local senior officer
from inquiry or conciliation under threat of pen-
alty. That is rather serious. I think many conflicts
could be resolved at the place of origin. It could be
well out into the countryside, for instance. Marble
Bar. I think the Minister would have a good
enough memory and an understanding-being a
family man-that the part played by the police in
the old days was most effective when they
administered a little local retribution for misde-
nieanours. Situations did not develop to the state
to which they develop today. We now have
charges laid and families getting distraught about
problems. I receive a number of representations
fromt people who say to me-ven this week-that
they are all for the old system where the respected
police officer in the country town wvould take a
youngster back to (he station and ring dlad. Dad
would comec and pick Johnny up and take him
home and give him a little more punishment. Now
we have a different society. It is like school teach-
ing where the cane is not advocated today. A
teacher cannot punish anyone for misdeineanours.
Before long we will be told that we are not allowed
to administer punishment in some form on our
own children.

Mr Clarko: As in Scandinavia.

Mr RUJSHTON: There arc sonic distraught
parents w'ho come to me from time to time wishing
that the police did have the backing of the con-
munity so that they could with tolerance and com-
passion administer somec advice to youngsters that
would keep them fromt being charged and starting
on a life of crime, in many instances. I think that
should be remembered and I certainly believe that
the police should be given every support by the
community. This Bill will tend to encourage comn-
plaints against the police and the situation will be
so open that it could minimise the effectiveness of
the police in various communities. I would advo-
cate that we go back to the position where the
policeman was the most respected person in the
community and he administered his justice in a
compassionate way, and many young people in
communities are grateful that they received that
rectification for their misdemcanours and they
have gone on to live blameless lives since and are
grateful for it. In fact. I have recited to the Minis-
ter in this House the story of one Sergeant Alec

Cowie who used to walk down the street at
Armadale. He had such an influence on people
that they would think twice before acting illegally
or improperly .

The next point I would like to make from the
secretary's letter is that there is no provision for
the Commissioner of Police to determine trivial
complaints expeditiously. Only the Ombudsman
can make the final determination. It looks as if
things will bog down and that is something I
would like an answer to. The letter goes on to
state-

The Parliamentary Commissioner can re-
vert to the powers and penalties provided
under the Parliamentary Commissioners Act
during an investigation and impose a fine of
$250.00 or twelve months imprisonment or
both should he do so. with no right of appeal.

Mvr Carr: I now know that you are taking your
advice from the union's correspondence.

Mr RUSHTON: I am quoting from its letter. I
am putting this point of view to the Minister for
his answer.

Mr Carr: I'm sorry: I thought you were using
their four-page handout as the basis of your infor-
mation. because that happens to be a factual error.

Mr Tonkin: You can find factual errors as well
as the Minister.

Mr RUSHTON: I think the union is entitled to
a point of view and it wvants to have represen-
tation. The point is that I did ask the Minister if
we could have a little more time to consider legis-
lation and to have a full legal examination and
receive legal advice regarding somec of its imipli-
cations. This would have been very handy indeed.

Mvr Clarko: We do not mind their pointing out
the errors as long as they point out what is right.

Mr RUSHTON: We might not have very much
time with the way the Minister is insisting on
proceeding with the legislation in this House. But
the other place will have the opportunity to de-
velop it. I would hope that the Minister, wvhen he
considers the points I have made, wvill step back
and meaningfully negotiate with the union and see
if we can bring sonic hartnony into the situation.

The acceptance of thc union and our support for
the Government's intention is there, and it is
something that could be dealt with vcry quickly
and now that the situation has exploded, it is up to
us all to withdraw fromt the position of confron-
tation and have suitable legislation which is in
accord with the Government's intention. We
wvould not be cutting across the powers of the
Commissioner of Police nor would we be making
the life of the policeman a purgatory.
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In his letter, the secretary of the union con-
Imles-

This Bill contains no specific appeal pro-
visions at all for police officers and whilst no
incriminating evidence is admissible in sub-
sequent court proceedings the Police Act still
contains a provision for instant dismissal by
the Minister without appeal.

The union has at concern about that situation. The
letter continues-

For these and other reasons wye urge you to
at least defer this bill in order that a fair and
democratic system of investigating com-
plaints is achieved.

Thai wats the union's basic request to me as the
member of Parliamenim speaking in the second
reading debate on behalf of the Opposition.

The union passed a number of motions, and it
sent me a copy, of them. Apart from the one
disowning the Minister, which I have already
mentioned, the motions are very serious ones. One
of the mnotions read as follows-

That the WV. A. Police Union of Workers
calls upon all members of parliament and
community in general to reject any legislation
intended for the handling of complaints
against police, that removes front the police
officer, rights normally enjoyed by other
members of the community.

The union is very strong in its feeling, and the
Minister must give a positive answer to that. The
union goes on at great length in its motions,
another one of which reads as follows-

That Council of the Western Australian
Police Union of Workers be empowered so
that if necessary they can negotiate with the
Government for at system whereby persons
other than serving members of the Western
Australian Police Force inquire into coin-
plaints against members of the Western
Australian Police Force regarding matters in
wvhich no breach of statute law apply. and
during such inquiry, members of the Western
Australian Police Force must be afforded the
civil rights of the ordinary citizen.

In chat mnotion, the union is saying that like other
organisations including the Labor Party. it has its
conferences and it is obliged to do something until
a decision is changed. The Police Union has been
in that position. It had a meeting last Sunday
which empowered it to adopt a changed position.
The union also felt that it could act legitimately in
concert with the Minister regarding his wish for
an outside overview of the complaints system.

The union must have been very busy last
Sunday. when one considers the nunibcr of mo-
tions it passed. A nother mtotion reads as follows-

That members attending the Special Gen-
eral Meeting instruct that the W.A. Police
Union of Workers Council. General Sec-
retary and Staff, as from this day forth, cease
to have any dealings with Mr Peter Ward in
respect to any matter appertaining to police
union business.

The union is emphatic that it does not w~ant any-
thing more to do with Mr Ward.

Mr Carr: I can tell you that when he rang them
up the other day. they, rushed to take the phone
call.

Mr RUSH-TON: That is very interesting. We
will hear another reaction about that. The union is
very cross with the Minister and Mr Ward. It
certainly does not want to see Mr Ward in the
Parlia mentary Commissioner's office.

The next motion read as follows-

This meeting request the Western
Australian Police Union of Workers Council
convey to the Premier of this state and by a
press statement, its lack of confidence in the
Minister for Police, -Mr Carr, for his intro-
duction to Parliament of a bill which will
expressly remove the civil rights of police
menibers in this state, and also reflects the
Minister's lack of confidence in the Conm-
missioner of Police and other police officers.

That is a very wvorrying situation. By the Minis-
ter's lack of support for the Police Force, he has
indicated that he does not trust the officers. In
about 1971 the then Labor Minister for Police
defended his Police Force to the degree of crossing
the Chamber and voting with the Opposition of
the day. Hon. Jerry Dolan stood up for his
responsibilities and defended his force against the
wishes of the Tonkin Government. That shows the
greater maturity of a person wvho has been around
a little longer and understands how important it is
to maintain stability and morale in the Police
Force.

A number of factors need emnphasising in re-
lation to wvhat is wrong with this Bill. While I will
not identify thenm fully, I want to ensure that the
Minister is aware of them. They include the fact
that all complaints must be in writing, that they
can be anonymous. and that there are no penalties
for any, complaint that is found to be malicious or
vexatious. That is a great weakness. I hope the
Minister can explain that. The police find it very
odd and objectionable. As a lay person in police
matters. I have the same objection.
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As quickly ats I can. I will put some of the other
points. Another one relates to the following-

At the conclusion of an investigation a re-
port is forwarded by the Investigations Sec-
tion to the Commissioner of Police, who is
required to submit recomniendations to the
Pairlia menta ry Commissioner for approval.

The police say this is intruding into their investi -
gatory responsibilities as against those of the
Ombudsman. What I am advocating could be con-
sidered by the Minister. A complaint could be
investigated by the Police Force, and if thc person
making the complaint did not like the response. he
could then make a complaint to the Ombudsman.
If the Omnbudsman wanted something further
done, he could write to the Minister, and if the
Minister did not carry out a remedy, that fact
would be reported to the Parliament. That is the
method used today, and it is suggested that that
should be extended to the Police Force.

Another point in the Bill deals with the follow-
i ng-

In the circumstances that may involve mat-
ters of a criminal nature, if the Parliamentary
Commissioner and the Commissioner of
Police disagree as to what action should be
taken the matter is again referred to the At'
torney General, who has the authority to de-
termine a charge should be brought and shall
nominate, by name or office, an officer of the
Crown Law Department to be the complain-
ant.

If at policeman commits a criminal offence, he
should go to the courts and be dealt with accord-
ingly at that stage.

Another problem is as follows-

Any meniber who commits an offence
when the Parliamentary Commissioner has
invoked this authority,..

That relates to the authority he has as the Parlia-
mentary Commissioner. To continue-

... is liable to a penalty of twelve (12)
months imprisonment or a fine of $250 or
both.

What is being asked for is that the powers being
given to the Parliamentary Commissioner should
be similar to those which presently pertain to
other departments, and extra powers should not be
granted in relation to the police.

Mr Carr: That is the same one I picked you up
on a fewv minutes ago, and it is wrong.

Mr RUSH-TON: The Minister will have his
opportunity to respond.

Mr Carr: I just did not expect you to repeat the
same mistake.

Mr Clarko: W\hat is wrong with that?!

Mr Carr: The penalty he quoted is wrong. It is
S200.

Mr Clarke: And no imprisonment?

Mr Carr: That is right. It is the same ats under
the Ombudsmn'is Act.

Mr RUSH-TON: l am thankful for that.

In summary, the Opposition requests the
Government to defer the legislation and to have
proper negotiations with the Commissioner of
Police and the Police Union with a view to
introducing legislative provisions wvhich wvill allow
an independent overview of the complaints against
police, and a review of the present methods and
proceures for dealing with complaints. I put that
to the Minister, and it is consistent with his
objective. It is just doing it in a different way. and
I would hope it is acceptable to him.

A suggested alternative to the present legis-
lation would be to introduce an amendment to the
Parliamentary Commissioner Act, a suggestion

whih ws oiginally conveyed to the union by the
Minister and which was responded to by the union
on 19 September last. I shall quote. in part. the
contents of the letter front the WA Police Union
of Workers. It reads as follows-

The draft Bill is a great departure fromt the
original suggestion conveyed to this Union by
yourself, namely at form of overviewv by the
Ombudsman in the following terms.

Apparently this is what the Minister put to the
union previously. It goes on to say-

I . If at complaint wats made against a police
officer, and investigated by the internal
investigators and the result "ats not
satisfying to the complainant, or the
complainant was not satisfied with the
standard or method of investigation, then
the complainant could approach the
Ombudsman.

That is a common practice in other organisations.
To continue-

2. The Ombudsman would then have the
power to call for the file from the Com-
missioner, and examine the file.

That is another common practice which takes
place today. To continue-

3. If in the opinion of the Ombudsman the
complaint had not been properly
investigated or needed further clarifi-
cation in some particular, then he would
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return the rile to the Commissioner for
further attention.

That is still the practice and, if there is any vari-
ation from it, it would be very slight. To con-
tin ue-.

4. In the event of the Police Commissioner
refusing or neglecting to further attend
to the file as recommended, then the
Ombudsman would have recourse to
Parliament through the offices of the At-
torney General.

The Ombudsman could have recourse to the Minh-ister involved. For that matter it could be the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services: but
the suggestion is that recourse be taken to the
Attorney General who would then report to Par-
liament. Such a practice would satisfy the Minis-
ter's intention, which is to have an external
overview of complaints which are made. The letter
goes on to say-

The above mentioned proposal may have
been seen by our members as not being un-
reasonable or incompatible witl4 presentI
Union policy of total opposition to external
investigators.

That is the point I want to make. The union raised
that point on that date and it was something which
was acceptable to the unions. Why did the Minis-
ter not act on that'! Why did he adopt this heavy-
handed approach which has upset everybody and
which has put the law and order of this State at
risk? If we have an unhappy Commissioner of
Police and an unhappy Police Force, they certainly
will not work as well as they would in an atmos-
phere of harmony, where there is confidence in the
Minister. I am asking the Minister to consider
that.

Should the Government decline to act with
goodwill to the police; should it continue to seek to
impair the ability of the police to honour its oath
to enforce the law; should the Government con-
tinue with legislation which will reduce the civil
liberties of the police and enable malicious and
vexatious anonymous complaints to be
investigated without penalty; and if the Govern-
ment in fact seeks to push this unnecessary legis-
lation through when there are effective alterna-
tives to accomplish its objective of providing for an
independent overview of complaints against the
police, this Government will stand condemned for
confronting the police instead of negotiating, and
it will be suspect for having an ulterior motive for
introducing this Bill.

I indicated earlier that I believed the Govern-
ment was being pressed from other quarters to
introduce this legislation which is more far-

reaching than it needs to he. When the Bill has
been dealt with. it will be seen to be unnecessary.

Mr Davies: What are you quoting from'?

Mr RUSHTON: These are my awn words
which I wrote down.

M r Davies: You are reading your speech.

Mr RUSHTON: No, I am just reading a couple
of words of a sumnmary.

Mr Davies: What aire you doing'?

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister need not be up-
set.

Mr Davies: I am not upset: I am just surprised
that you have to read your speech.

Mr RUSHTON: This is the proposition that I
wanted to put seriously to the Minister.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I point out
to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that it is
not entirely appropriate For himn to wander be-
tween the person who is speaking and the Chair.
as he did. [ realise that he probably did it by
mistake: I certainly hope it was a mistake, and
that it will not happen again.

Mr RUSHTON: I was bringing my remarks to
a conclusion. I was making a formal request to the
Minister. I shall be listening to the Minister's re-
ply with great interest, and should he reject this
conciliatory solution suggested and continue with
his iron-fisted approach, we will seek to refer the
Bill to a Select Com-mittee of the Legislative As-
sembly for full investigation of the far-reaching
implications of the Bilk' becoming law.

I am indicating to the Minister that we have a
tremendous amount of goodwill towards this legis-
lation. We have put forward a suggestion which
could normialise relationships with the police and
it is up to the Minister whether he pays any regard
to that. Our move to set up a Select Committee
might fail, but it is possible the Government may
want a more thorough investigation to take place
and it will accept our suggestion. Short of that
investigation, the Minister should defer the second
reading. have further discussions with the Corn-
niissioner of Police and the union, and ascertain
whether the alternative I have put forward, which
was included in the correspondence with which the
Minister has been dealing, would be acceptable.

I put that forward as a last attempt to try to
bring us back from a very unsatisractory position
of confrontation between the Government and its
law enforcing body. The posiiion is getting out of
hand and most of us in responsible positions in the
community are unhappy that t his should be taking
place.
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I sincerely hope the Minister is aware of the
Opposition's conciliatory intention to move for a
Select Committee of this House in which the
Government has the majority. We shall move for
thc setting up of a Select Committee in this place,
because obviously it is under the Government's
control. No-one is applying any pressure: this is
purely a gesture by the Opposition to bring to an
end this unhappy situation.

I do not think any Minister likes to have no
confidence motions moved against him as has oc-
curred in this case, nor do I think the police like
taking that action, but they are desperate and they
have done it.

I hope the Minister will examine the position
and will investigate the offer he made to (he union
of a situation which is quite normal in respect of
the powers of the Ombudsman, as they relate to
local government and various organisations.

I hope that either at the end of the second
reading debate or earlier, the Minister will be
prepared to adjourn this matter and speak further
with the commissioner and the union, so that prog-
ress will be made and unnecessary conflict re-
moved.

I say very sincerely that I await the Minister's
reply with great interest.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roc) [3.38 p.m.]: I am
very concerned about the implications of this Bill
and, in supporting the remarks of the member for
Dale. I point out that we are dealing with a
paramilitary force, something which was com-
pletely overlooked when this Bill was drafted.

If we had the ability to deal with the military
forces, such as the Army. the Navy, or the Air
Force. I am quite sure there would be no thought
of directing an outside body to examine their
internal problems.

I do not think there is any force wvhich does not
have internal problems, and the Police Force cer-
tainly w%,old not be bereft of problems, any, more
than is a civil organisation, but it does have
peculiar problems wvhich dictate handling in a par-
ticula r way.

Members of the Police Force break the law.
This has been proved in the past. Not long ago we
had a couple of rogue policemen in Runbury.
However, the members of the Police Force did not
endeavour to cover up the inisdemeanours of those
gentlemen. Indeed, they wvorked very enthusiasti-
cally to bring them to book, and once they, did that
no effort was spared to ensure that they got their
just deserts.

Not long ago in Western Australia we had an
incident where a visiting South Australian police-

man's vigilance resulted in the arrest of a criminal
wanted throughout Australia. This is the way
members of the Police Force work. Members of
the force are not there to feather their own nests;
they are not there to protect anyone within their
ranks who sees fit to break the law. They are there
to maintain lawv and order in this State. I think
most thinking people would agree that members of
the force execute their duties in a very exemplary
manner.

One of the greatest problems Governments have
is to find enough money to increase the strength of
the Police Force to the extent the members of the
force think is necessary. Sometimes we are prone
to look at the past rather than the future; some-
times we do not realise that with the liberalisation
of some parts of our Statutes, the different philo-
sophical thinking of sections of the community
means that law enforcement becomes more diffi-
cult and people become prone to accept things in a
more relaxed manner than was previously the
case.

It is a Far different ball game today from what it
was in the 1930s and 1940s. I well recall my own
youth in the late 1930s when my home town did
not have many policemen, perhaps just four or
five, but they were seen as upholders of the law.
They did not try to harass people; they were there
to see that people behaved in a reasonable manner
and upheld the law of the land, and that included
the youth of the area.

I can well recall when I was not yet 17 and was
almost due to go in and take a test to get my
driver's licence. However, I had already been
quietly driving my old man's street machine for
sonme months, unbeknown to him. The police had
to take me aside and quietly suggest to me that I
give up the practice if I did not want them to take
some action against me. I did give up the practice
because I knew it was in my interests to dloso.

We had a very well known policeman who was a
pretty big fellow with a big boot, and he was not
afraid to use it on the youth of the area in the back
lanes of the town. The youth respected him for it,
although they did not like the idea especially when
the point of his boot was aimed at their own pos-
tenior. But at the same time it was accepted as a
fact of life because we were expected to maintain
and uphold law and order just as everyone else in
the community was expected to do.

Unfortunately today the same set of conditions
do not apply: today the members of the Police
Force have a far more complex job to do with a far
more complex set of Statutes to interpret, and they
find themselves restrained by many of the Statutes
that successive Governments have introduced.
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I know that certainly in country towns the
policemen of the town are expected to be. in 95 per
cent of cases at ceast, part of the community of the
town. They find their duties very difficult at times
because they mix with the townspeople when they
arc off duty. they are friendly with people in the
district, yet they are still expected to maintain law
and order to the extent that at times they have to
undertake some unpopular measures to do so. I
know of several instances where the policemen
have been foiled in the their capacity to be both
custodians of the Statutes and friends of the
people of the town in which they, live. They have
tried to administer a little bit of homespun law
only to be threatened by juveniles who say, " If you
do anything, mister, I will report you to welfare'.

This is not unusual: intimidation today is part of
a policeman's life. A policeman today is very loath
to lay a hand on someone's shoulder unless it is in
the actual process of making an arrest, because
once he touches a person he hias committed a
technical assault. This is the sort of nightmare
with which the custodians of the law today must
live day and night.

I say day and night because this current amend-
ment aims at providing a complete and utter con-
trol over policemen. 24 hours of the day over their
every action, whether they be on or off duty. In
other words, today a policeman has no time of his
own wvhere he can entirely relax and know he is
beyond the surveillance of the authority under
which he works if this Bill is passed as it is.

Mir Carr: How does the Bill change the existing
situation in that respect?

Mr OLD: There will be quite a difference be-
cause under this Bill, if it goes through-I sin-
cerely hope it does not in its present form-it will
apply to them 24 hours a day. I know the Minister
has been very genuine in trying to honour an elec-
tion promise and I know he is faced with a diffi-
cult job: nevertheless. I suggest that he take
another very good look at the Bill because my
information indicates that it applies to a police-
man for 24 hours of each day.

Mr Carr: But in a sense a policeman is subject
to certain constraints on his behaviour 24 hours a
day now.

Mr OLD: So am 1.
Mr Carr: This Bill doesn't change that.
Mr OLD: I would cavil with that a little, be-

cause w'here a policeman takes some action when
he is off duty. it is always reported that an off-
duty policeman has done this or that, which indi-
cates that while he was off duty he saw a
transgression of the law, and being a responsible
citizen as wvell as a policeman, he took certain

action. Most reports then indicate that, "Bill
Smith. an off-duty policeman, happened to see a
transgression of the Iaw' and took action that was
within his responsibility as a result of his oath to
uphold the law-'. With respect. I think there Is~a
difference between that and saying that there is a
threat hanging over a policeman 24 hours a day.

I have some friends in the Police Force, believe
it or not: I probably have a few enemies, too,
judging from the number of traffic tickets I get,
but if we get a traffic ticket, most of us accept
that as being part of the way we live. If I want to
break the traffic laws I have to accept that I must
take the consequences, and I do so; I do not do it
willingly and I am prone to argue with the patrol-
man who pulls me up: but I still accept that I have
transgressed and I accept that the policeman is
responsible to the citizens of the State to see that
our laws are upheld.

As I see it. the Police Force as a body is not
opposed to some form of outside inquiry: in fact
my understanding is that members of the force
quite welcome it. However, they do not welcome
the parts of the Bill which, if the Bill is enacted,
will see them at a disadvantage with the ordinary
citizens of the State. I suppose that they. too, are
ordinary citizens, but the fact that they have
undertaken extra responsibilities by virtue of
having sworn an oath of allegiance to the Crown
and undertaken to uphold the law in all circum-
stances. places them a little apart from the aver-
age citizen of the State.

We like to think that they do have the same
privileges ats any Australian person. If within their
own organisation they are seen to have fewer privi-
leges and if in fact they are disciplined for certain
actions that they may take as policemen, even off
duty, that is all to. the good and adds to the
strength of the Police Force of WA. That is really
where it should stop. The police require the same
justice in inquiries into any complaint against
them as an ordinary citizen enjoys. I do not believe
that this is a requirement with which anybody
should quarrel. Why should a policeman, because
he has taken on a duty which is a service to the
community, be in any way disadvantaged as
against one of his friends, relations or whatever?
The Minister in his second reading speech said-

In the Governments view the multiple
objectives of protecting the public interest in
seeing that such investigations are
thorough-

That is agreed. It continues-
-and the interests of the police officers in

ensuring that investigation of complaints
against them is impartial. can be achieved by
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introducing effective independent scrutiny of
police internal investigations.

The words "impartial" and "independent scru-
tiny" in that partgraph are of great importance.
Nobody under any circumstances can object to an
impartial inquiry. The police per se do not object
to independent Scrutiny but the role of the Parlia-
mentary Commissioner or Ombudsman as he is
popularly called, is not one of a scrutineer. My
understanding of this Bill, certainly from the rel-
evant part of the Ministers second reading speech,
is that the Ombudsman should assume that role.
and that the investigations are carried on by the
Police Department under certain circumstances.
There are circumstances within the Bill which
suggest that role may be handed over when wve get
into the higher echelons, but in the normal set of
circumstances the inquiry wvill carry on as usual. I
do not believe that there would be many people in
this House who could point the finger at the senior
officers of the Police Department during recent
history and demonstrate criticism of people who
have erred in their responsibilities in inquiring into
complaints against their fellowv policemen. In fact,
one is led to believe that the police are probably
harsher on their own confederates than they are
on people they bring in from the streets. I cer-
tainly will not go into that matter because most of
it would be hearsay.

It is interesting to note that when the Bill which
set up the Parliamentary Commissioner was
introduced in 1971 in the Legislative Council, the
Police Force was particularly excluded by amend-
ment to the Bill from investigation by the Parlia-
mentary Commissioner. It is also interesti ng to
note that the amendment which deleted the words
"the Police Force of the State"-in other words,
took them completely out of the Statute-was
supported on a division by I-on. Jerry Dolan, a
Minister of the Crown. It must have taken a lot of
courage and conviction for a Minister of a Labor
Government to cross the floor and vote wvith the
Opposition on an amendment as important as the
one which we are virtually debating again today.

Mr Clarko: Of course, he was a man of great
character.

Mr OLD; We will not see a repetition of that
sort of courage today.

Mr Peter Jones: He was the Minister for Police.
wasn't he?

Mr OLD: I think he was the Minister for Edu-
cation.

Mr Jamieson: The Liberal and the Country Par-
ties-

Mr Clarko: They are the only ones who cross
the floor from the crossbenches.

Mr Stephens interjected.
Mtr Carr: ie was the Minister for Police.
Mr OLD: I believe the Minister is correct. I do

not believe that by the wildest stretch of the im-
agination we will see anyone cross the floor today
unless we see the member for Stirling cross the
floor and go over there: but it is fairly normal for
him to cross the floor from the crossbenches.

Mr Stephens interjected.

MrOLD: He has made his feelings quite clear as
to where he stands on this Bill.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett): Or-

der! I wvould rather hear the member for
Katanning-Roe speaking than to try to hear four
other members speaking at the same time. I direct
members' attention to the only speaker I wish to
hear, and that is the member for Katanning-Roc.
If members want me to speak even louder I will
put my own speaker on!

Mr OLD: I thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, for
your protection and your absolutely impeccable
judgment on whom you wvoutld rather hear.

Mr Tonkin: There is no accounting for taste.
Mr OLD: I must be coming over very well.

Under this Bill it appears to me that the
Ombudsman has complete control over any in-
quiry into the activities of a policeman that is
brought to his notice, and I do not believe that
that was the original intention of the Bill. I believe
that this is why the Police Union at its mass meet-
ing last wveek passed the motion. Personally, I do
not believe that the police of Western Australia
would go on strike, but the Police Union passed a
motion to take strike action if that course became
necessary. I hope we do not reach the stage where
we have to find out whether it is necessary because
I do not think it is desirable or necessary for either
side of this dispute to back down. I think with a
reasonable attitude and with a reasonable ap-
proach to the requests of the Police Force any such
confrontation can be averted.

The Police Force as a body of men are known
for their dedication to their service: they are not
known as men who go on strike because they are
very conscious today of the oath they swore before
they took up their position-I suppose it is a dedi-
cation to duty more than anything else-in the
force.

Mr Jamieson: You took an oath like that and
you went on strike in the Air Force.

Mr OLD: I cannot recall when I wvent on strike.
Mr Jamieson: Can't you? You must be the only

one who can't.

1103)
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Mr OLD: I must have been incommunicado at
the time. The only time I went on strike was when
I did not eat because the food was so crook, but I
will discuss that matter privately with the mem-
ber. He knows a bit too much about that sort of
thing.

My understanding of this Bill is that the police-
man under investigation is required to take an
oath before he gives evidence but his complainant
and any witnesses-that is, provided the identity
of the complainant is known-are not required 10
take the oath. In other words, they, can stand up
and lie their heads off if they feel so inclined
without having to take an oath that they wil tel
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth.

I find that very one-sided. I do not think any
policeman would object to taking an oath to tell
the truth, but I think he has a cause for concern
when he knows that the person who will testify
against him does not have to take that oath. Not
only does the witness not have to take an oath, but
also the person laying the complaint need not be
known to whoever is making the inquiry, or to the
accused.

The complaint must be made in writing, but the
name of the complainant need not necessarily be
known, if he wishes his name to be withheld. This
is a travesty of justice, because if people are not
prepared to stand up and be counted they should
not be given the privilege of laying a complaint
against anyone. Justice must be done and be seen
to be done. The only way justice can be seen to be
done is by having the person laying the complaint
show he has the guts to make the complaint
against the person against whom it is laid.

I believe that not long ago a complaint was laid
by a lady who had been at the grand final of the
football. Apparently in the closing minutes of play
a policeman, who had that terrible task on a
Saturday afternoon of attending the football,
stood with his confederates around the perimeter
of the oval, as is normal. The lady complained to a
policeman that he was blocking her view and he
said he had to stand there because it was part of
the deal. The lady laid a complaint, and that com-
plaint had to be heard. It should have been thrown
out because it was frivolous, but that was not the
ease.

Mr Davies: It was not really frivolous. The
police can move up and down.

Mr OLD: What about the poor cow thcy move
in front of'

Mr Davies: They move as they go. They do not
stand in front of anyone. If you had been to
England you would know that is wvhat they, do

there. If you came and stood in front of me in the
pictures I would dong you one.

Mr OLD: The member would not see much
more of the pictures.

Mr Davies: It is a reasonable thing to do.
Mr OLD: That is the sort of attitude I wvas

illustrating. I can just imagine this matter being
discussed in Cabinet with the Minister saying,
"We need this legislation because one of my con-
stituents was stood in front of at the football and
she did not see the last kick". That is the sort of
wide thinking of the Cabinet which decided to
bring this scurrilous legislation before us.

Mr Carr: Are you talking about the 43 people at
the football?

Mr OLD: I am talking about the one complaint.
Mr Carr: You are talking about the one com-

plaint which involved inquiries of the 43 Policemen
at the football to find out who stood in front of the
lady. The answer is that is something that happens
under the present situation, and our Bill corrects
that.

Mr Tonkin: He does not want to hear.
Mr OLD: I am sure the Minister wvill advise me

when he replies. I do not wvan( to listen now, be-
cause I have only five minutes left. I want to listen
when it is his turn. H-I will have unlimited time.

Mr Tonkin: No he won't.
Mr OLD: That is the good news for the day!
Members almost put me off my beat, but they

have not yet. Farrington Road is a great example
of the terrible situation into which policemnen can
be put. Policemen wvere sent to Farrington Road to
maintain law and order. The contractors wvere try-
ing to do legitimate work in the area and were
entitled to, and demanded the protection of the
law. We sawv photos in the newvspaper of Policemen
wrestling in the mnud with protesters. It all looked
very funny, but I can assure members that I did
not envy those policemen their task. I think those
Policemen deserve commendation for what they
did. What happened is that the people the
Policemen wrestled with in the mud have since
made a complaint to the commissioner and that
complaint has to be, and will be. investigated. It
will be an absolute waste of money and resources.
It is no wonder we need more Policemen w'hen
they are tied up investigating such frivolous com-
plaints.

We had a situation at Balga recently where
there wvas a riot, and the police stood off: not
afraid, but apprehensive about taking action
against a section of the community which has at
tremendous amount of protection and resources to
protection.
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We wvill see the situation soon w'here pro-
fessional anti-nuclear protesters wvill be coming to
Western Australia on a train which they have
chartered. God knows "'ho is paying for that. it
will not be them! They, are coming to Western
Austratlia and will go to Cockburn and nake ab-
solute nuisances of themselves. Most thinking
Western Australians would be against what they
plan to do, but they will accept it; most w'ill not
even talk about it.

Policemen will have to go to Cockburn and pro-
tect the property of the Crown fromt these pro-
testers. The policemen who go there will probably
be graduates. A school has just graduated re-
cently-in the last day or two-and they, will
probably be sent to Cockburn. They will be
inexperienced and will be wondering howv to
handle the so-called feminists: these people who
are more dangerous than part of the commando
force. Once the policemen lay hands on these
w'omen complaints will go straight to the corn-
mtssioner. Those cotmplaints will have to be
investigated and the newly qualified cadet, the
fellow who has just passed out from his course.
will have to stand up before the comnmisstoner.
Thai may not seem much to members or me. but if
I were a rookie policeman it would wvorry the hell
out of me. If that is what the members on the
Government benches a~rc trying to do. they will
succeed. If the Government members are tryi ng to
intimidate the Police Force, they are doing a good
job. If the Government wishes to keep the Police
Force onside and stop the situation recently fore-
cast that crime will get out of hand during this
decade it should look after its policemen and en-
courage them to keep law and order. The Govern-
ment should encourage the policemen to go out
and arrest people who are breaking the law, as
they are doing every weekend in the troubled
areas. The Government should encourage the
policemen to make this city safe for respectable
people to enjoy. We should not have a situation
w~here a young girl "was dragged across Si.
George's Terrace and people were afraid to go to
her assistance.

I oppose the Bill.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.09 pai.l: I

would like to make a contribution to this debate,
but w'ill be brief because a number of arguments
have already been canvassed. This is quite an
interesting contradictory situation with contrast
w'here the Opposition is in a dilemma as to w-hat to
saitY.

Obviously, those "'ho look at the situation from
the point of vie"' of being a responsible Opposition
would know that the temptation is there to look at
this matter from a selfish political viewpoint. The

very fact is that the Government, in its self-as-
sured, inflexible and almost impertinent attitude.
is willing to risk public safety and to ignore the
tnterests of those true servants of the community.
It is prepared to alienate 2 000 people "'ho have
alwvays been the most loyal supporters of the
Government of the day. The Government is pre-
pared to continue in its belief that it is infallible,
because it has at policy. it has made a decision, and
it believes that it cannot be wrong. From an
objective point of view~ that attitude is deplorable
and ought to be condemned.

On the other hand, this is virtually the begin-
ning of the Government's going down a political
path and being stubborn in almnost everyone's eyes,
and displaying a "we know best" attitude. It is
ignoring the art of compromise, w'hich is one of the
most important tools of politics. It is a step further
towards alienating people in the Public Service, or
most of them: the Government is now trying to
alienate the loyal Police Force. The Government is
starting on a path towvards unpopularity. If the
Opposition "-cre to look at this from a selfish
political point of view it would applaud the situ-
ation because it is the beginning of the Govern-
mnts demise.

But we are dealing with a good and important
institution, and I say that inore than advisedly,
because if one were to take to the extreme my
political beliefs which are really fairly simple. and
which say we should have the smallest possible
Government. the least possible taxes, and that
people should look after themselves, rather than
have the Government take all their money and
decide what to do with it. the first thing one would
have to admit and indeed advocate ats being
necessary is the Police Force. It upholds the safety
of lire and property. Most other functions of
Government can be done privately, and although a
lot of people would not believe it today, they have
been done privately in the past. One does not have
to go back too far in history to find that health
was no business of Government-about 120 years.
About the same time, education w'as not the busi-
ness of Government, and people survived and de-
veloped, and science and technology and every-
thing else developed. So I submit that one of the
most important institutions-indeed, the most imn-
portant-is the Police Force.

What really is the problem? The Government
says theoretically. and it is almost difficult to ar-
gue with this, that it has to satisfy the public
demand, if one exists-and the Minister's second
reading speech implies that it does-for better
methods of investigation if a police officer com-
mits an offence against discipline, or worse. The
Government also argues that police officers must
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be put above suspicion. so something must be done
10 achieve that.

The representatives of the police officers say.
'Yes, we agree that if something has to be done
and it means an outside scrutiny or investigation,
it is quite all right so long as our rights are upheld
and 'ye are not demeaned into becoming second-
crass cit izens". My u nderstanding is that is all
they are saying. If that is the situation what is
wrong with the attitude of the police or the people
representing them'? I cannot see what the Govern-
mnent can regard as objectionable in that point of
view.

The police expressed their view--and I do not
think it can be easily dismissed ats being the
opinion of a few or even of their elected represen-
tatives-because they mustered a meeting of
about one-third of their members and did so with-
out any, one of them having to relinquish his or her
duties, ats far as wve knowv. They attended the meet-
ing and decided on the various resolutions, most of
them unanimously.

Let us look again briefly at their requests, be-
cause some of the points have already been raised.
and see whether they are reasonable and their
criticism is justified in relation to this measure.
One of the points they, brought to our atten-
tion-and this is borne out by the provisions of the
Bill-is that an officer under such an investi-
gation-forgetting about who carries out the in-
vestigation at present-is not charged in the way
every, other citizen would be. and does not have to
be told of the actual complaint made against him.

You. Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Burkett). were
the head of an organisation-a branch of a
bank-and if a disciplinary action "'as taken
against someone, you called the fellow into the
managerial office and the first thing you would
tell him %%,old be that a complaint had been
brought against him because of this or that. You
would not start to cross-examine him from the
beginning without telling him w'hat the complaint
was. That stands to reason and it is the procedure
everywvhere "'hen citizens are charged with an of-
fence.

Therefore. in both private and public disciplin-
ary cases involving a criminal matter at ci tizen
does not have to undergo the procedure proposed
for police officers. The police officers will be at a
much greater disadvantage. They also object to
the fact that complaints can be made against them
anonymously. I know that in capital eases or even
other cases the Police Force reeives complaints
from people wvho do not even sign them or vouch
for them. In this case, however, we are talking
about disciplinary action, because once the situ-

ation reaches the stage that a police officer is
charged with a criminal offence tile provisions of
this Bill do not apply primarily.

Another very justifiable complaint is that aspect
raised by the member for DatIe that an officer "'ho
is investigated must take an oath instead of being
able to defend himiself. That is the difference be-
twveen a defendant and someone else who partici-
pates in these processes. Somec countries have
criminal laws w'here the defendant-and this is
coiltra ry to British law. I know, and I am not
arguing that it is better or worse, but simnply say-
ing cases arise, partieularly in continental
countries-is never required to take an oath be-
cause the principle of the criminal law is that hec is
defending himself. Indeed. hie has thle right to tell
untruths because he is simply defending hiniself
against prosecution.

I amn trying to point out that the legislation sets
out that an officer under investigation has to take
an oath ats opposed to a citizen w'ho is under sus-
picion or who has been charged. I think that is
justified.

The comment about the Bill containing no pro-
visions relating to frivolous complaints being re-
pecatedly put to the Commissioner of Police or to
the Parliamentary Commissioner is equally justt-
fied. However frivolous, the complaints can be
repeatedly made and no action can be taken
against a person making those frivolous com-
plaints. Somebody who has infringed the law and
has been subject to police investigations and.
ultimately, has been convicted, could bear a
grudge against the police and make anonymous
complaints repeatedly. Those complaints are time
consuming as far as the Police Force is concerned
because each has to be investigated.

The representatives of the police have said that
not enough emphasis has been placed on concili-
ation when complaints are made. I find that hard
to understand w'hen this Government has the atti-
tude. at least in industrial cases. that conciliation
should comec before any decision being made and
even before arbitration. It would therefore stand
to reason that some form of conciliation should be
conducted before this legislation is considered by
this Parliament.

I think these are quite reasonable eomplaints
and should be discussed fairly thoroughly. I think
the "'hole matter has grown out of proportion.

The question automatically arises-and I am
fairly serious about this: What has happened that
has justified this action being taken? What has
occurred to justify the bringing down of this vol-
urninous Bill? Did somebody in the Labor Party
decide that, because he does not like the police,
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this legislation should be introduced? Were there
any reasons for the Government's introducing this
legislation? I could not see any reasons espoused
in the second reading speech which might indicate
to me why this legislation has been introduced.
Have there been instances of bribery, or corruption
or any other special eases'? Nothing was
mentioned in the second reading speech. so the
question automatically arises: Whatt necessitates
this fairly heavy-handed action'! What prompted
the Minister and the Government to introduce this
complex legislation'? Whatt improvement does the
Minister expect from it? Surely, if he is not
legislating for legislation's sake he would be able
to say that by adherence to the measures which he
has presented for Parliamient's approval. such and
such improvements will take place. ieI has not
said that. ( cannot imagine what sorts of improve-
.menits he expected. If there is none. "'hat is the
purpose of this legislation?

I think the origin of this whole issue has come
about from complaints by at few disgruntled union-
ists who have, perhaps, breached the law%, who
have crossed the path of the police at somec time or
another, and who want sonic sort of revenge now
that their party is in poxver. This action may have
been brought about by an adviser who, every legal
ma n in to"'n w~ill say, has a grudge against the
police and is obsessed with them.

Mvr Carr: That is absolutely untrue. Thai is
character assassination.

Mr rvENSAROS: I spoke to one lawyer-
Mvr Carr: You said you spoke to lawyers all

around the town.
Mvr MENSAROS: That is what I said. When I

mentioned it to the first lawyer, the Minister
should have seen his face. It is known, apparently,
that he has a grudge against the police. I am not
trying to be unkind to the Minister, but in his
interests, this adviser should not have this position.
Supposing the Minister is right. Supposing that
adviser does not have at grudge against the police;
but the police think that he does.

Mr Carr: Did you speak to one of them, too?
Mvr MENSAROS: I spoke to many people. The

Minister does not have to get excited about this.
However, it is not in the Minister's interest to
employ someone "'ho, rightly or wrongly, is re-
puted to have some sort of feelings about the
Police Force of this State, There are many other
advisers who could be employed, if the Minister
has to have an adviser at all. Previously there were
advisers from within the force wvho wvere thought
of very highly by the members of the Police Force,
the Liberal-Country Party and Labor Party Min-
isters. There "were no complaints about those ad-

visers. However, the Labor Party, by employing
this adviser, has indicated to those previous ad-
visers that they wecre not good enough to advise the
Minister. F-I has debased those advisers from the
Police Force. All I am saying is that, if an outside
adviser had to be emnployed, the Minister should
have employed someone with an entirely different
reputation from the adviser which he employed. I
anm not saying that he dislikes the police; maybe he
loves the police. H-owever. in sonic curious way, he
has developed a reputation that he does not like
the police.

The Police Force in Western Australia is gener-
ally supported by the majority of people. and by
the Government. It has been able to do its duty
exceedingly well on average. It "'as able to keep
Western Australia cleaner than the other States. I
do ot think anybody would argue about that be-
cause, from the point of vie'v of security of life and
property, Western Australia is in a better position
than virtually every other State. The police are
able to get results.

The members for Dale and Katanning-Roc gave
sonic examples of where police were able to get
practical results by bending the rules. I can give
an example of that by relating at story which was
told to me.* Unfortunately, I did not have this
personal experience. A local football reamn in a
little town in the south-west w'as celebrating a win
in the local pub and the timre came for that pub to
close: I think it was 8 or 9 o'clock. The policeman
did not know what to do as he should have seen
the celebrations discontinued. However, he took a
chair, climbed on it, and moved the hand of the
clock so that it showved 7 o'clock. They continued
to celebrate,

These were instances where the police could
bend the rules, maintain respect, and keep law and
order; but that is not the way this Hill deals with
such situations and earns the loyalty and the
proper behaviour of the police-against whom this
Bill is brought down. I think that it is very difficult
to prove, or even to give an example, of any way in
which this legislation will improve the current
situation. If we are quite frank and divorce our-
selves from an acquired view, we can look at the
legislation relating to the Ombudsman. I have the
greatest respect for Oliver Dixon and I know Eric
Freeman and like thenm both. Howvever, if wye are
frank and objective, can anybody claim-despite
the annual report of the Ombudsman dealing
with, say, 334 eases, many regarding electricity
and water bills which hit the hip poeke-that, we
had corrupt public servants, the departments were
impossible to deal with, the clients wvere dealt with
impolitely, and that as a result of the legislation
things suddenly changed? I do not think so.
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It can be read in Hansard that I was opposed to
the Parliamentary Commissioner legislation which
was brought in in 1970 or 1971 when we were on
this side of the H-ouse. I said at the time that ihis
was a job for parlianmenta rians who were elected to
kick up a fuss on behalf of their electorates if
something goes bad in the department.

Mr Jamieson: That is a ridiculous statement.
Members could not have access to departmental
files that the Ombudsman has.

Mr MENSAROS: The member for Welshpool
is entitled to think that it is a ridiculous statement.
However, I do not think anything has improved
since the establishment of the Ombudsman. It
cannot be said that we hear from people in a
general way that we have a tremendously polite
approach from departmental officers who are now
afraid to do anything wrong to the clients of the
department because they, fear the Ombudsman. It
is not so. This policy was implemented, it became
law and no harm hats conic from it but, in fact, no
improvement either.

Whatt is the urgent need for this legislation? I
do not think that it promises any improvement
which is really worthwhile or that it is acting in
the interests of public safety or that it is worth
risking the loyalty of the Police Force for.

If the Government cannot lose face-I am not
suggesting that it should try because that would be
at brave move-because it hats commenced the
legislation, announced it and it is there for better
or worse, much more consideration should be
given to the Bill. The best way to achieve this
would be for the Government to appoint a parlia-
nmentary investigation in which both parties par-
ticipate. This has been done reasonably success-
fully in the past. This a-fternoon's Daily News
referred to at Senate conmmittee in which members
had not divided on party lines but saw the merits
of the case irrespective of their party, affiliations.
If the Government must proceed on this course
because its political masters adhere to it. in order
to save face it should submit the legislation to a
thorough bipartisan investigation involving the
Police Force in a, friendly manner to try to resolve
the situation.

As the Bill stands at present, no responsible
Opposition could support it.

MR CRANE (Moore) [4.35 pm.]: I n rising to
oppose this legislation I first of all express my
deep concern for law and order in Western
Australia ats we have gro"'n to expect it and as the
majority of people desire it. I say. without fear of
contradiction, that if this legislation is passed it
will be the beginning of the end of law and order
in this State. Firstly. it will take away the confi-

dence that policemen and policewomen have in the
force. It is important that they have confidence
and are very proud of the Force. In that way they
"'ill uphold the traditions of the Police Force,
which is there to preserve law and order and to
protect the people as they go about their business.
People are entitled to go about their business with-
out being molested by those who have no regard
for the rights of others.

One of the things that concerns me is that
although the Press did not bring this point out
strongly. it is quite obvious that the Police Force is
not opposed to an outside inquiry and it has said
so. As a niatter of fact I understand that the police
opposed at motion which suggested that they were
opposed to an outside inquiry However, the Press
did not bother to report this. We have some
honourable members of the Press present and it is
a privilege for those members to be invited into the
Press gallery. One of the responsibilities attached
to that privilege should be to report and record
proceedings in a fair and proper manner. I have
every confidence that they will draw attention to
the fact that the police opposed such a motion.

Much has been said this afternoon about the
role of the Police Force and the manner in which
the older memibers of the community particularly
have grown up to respect the Police Force. The
member for Katanning-Roc referred to his earlier
childhood which is reminiscent of the childhoods
of most of us. In this respect I am no different
from anybody else. I can remenmber. and still feel.
a size I I boot in my backside. I have always been
eternally grateful to the policemen w'ho dished out
that sort of justice in those days rather than laying
charges against young people "vho did not think
twice before they acted. They were doing them a
great favour. Those young people did not grow up
with eniminal records but learnt quickly and
effectively" that the law wats there to protect not
only them when they grew up but also others to
whom they, were unfair. On such occasions if one
wvent home and told one's father what the police-
man had done. rather than saying that he would
report the policeman, one would get another size
I I boot in the backside. That is how, discipline was
in those days and I think it w'as a good thing.
Unfortunately. wye have moved away from that.
We now find that there are many lawyers and
other advisers w-ho suggest we should lay charges
against police for unruly or brutal behaviour.

I have not been in this place very long-only
about I1011 years-but during that time I wvell
remember, and this can be substantiated by read-
ing Hansar.. thc charges which have been made
fromt time to time against the Police Force by
some members of the present Government who
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were then in Opposition. It was almost as if there
was a campaign against the police. We heard re-
peated charges from a few people about police
brutality breaking down the very essence of law
and order in this State. I refer to somec of the
members. not all of them.

Now we have before us what could only be
described as a horrendous Bill-one which, if it
was not so serious, would be laughable. If the Bill
were to be passed-hecaven forbid that it "',ill be.
although we do not have the members here to put
it out-I hope that we could persuade the Govern-
ment of the very real need for amendments. If
amecndments were based on plain commonsense,
they could be framed within half an hour. It has
been suggested that, perhaps. we could have a
committee of all parties to discuss the matter. I
am sure that if we did act in that way and sat
around a table as responsible people, within half
an hour we could reach satisfactory conclusions
which we know the police would accept.

As an extreme step, it "'as suggested that per-
haps the police may withdraw their services and
go on strike. I for one do not believe that they
would do so. They arc responsible people who are
proud of their responsibilities and they always
carry them out in a most responsible manner.

We know that sometimes there are bad apples
in any barrel, and that applies in all walks of life. I
am not saying there are any such cases wvithin the
Police Force. but if there are it would only be
because they are human. As humians. .surely they
are entitled to the same consideration as other
people: yet we find that they are not given the
same consideration under this legislation.

What makes police officers different? It was
Shylock who said. 'if you prick us, do we not
bleed?" Cannot the same be said about the police'?
They are no different from anyone else. Shylock
also said. "I f you wrong us. shiall we not revenge?" .
Are police officers any different from other people
because they are police officers? If they, are not
different, why are they being treated so differently
under this legislation? They are entitled to a de-
fence the same as anyone else. Surely to goodness.
in keeping with common justice, they are entitled
to know the nature of the charges laid against
them, and the names of the persons making those
charges.

If this Parliament is to pass legislation enabling
anyone to make a charge against the police anony-
mously. what a shambles the Police Force will
become. It "will not be very long before more
charges will be made by people who wish to be
mischievous than the police, the Ombudsman, or
anybody else will have time to handle. One would

only need to ring Up Or write a letter to the Com-
missioner of Police saying. "All policemen are a
bunch of bastards-if members will excuse the
expression. Then there would need to be an in-
quiry checking the birth certificates of all mem-
bers of the Police Force, because the law would
say so. IFlow ridiculous can we get? People who lay
charges must have the courage to put their names
to the charges they lay. If they cannot do that, the
charges should be disregarded completely and the
people doing so should be put in the category in
which they belong-irresponsible idiots.

If I have a charge to make against a policeman
or anybody else, most certainly I would not be
ashamed to put my name to that charge. Because I
am a member of this place. I do not expect to be
exonerated fromt the law, any more than anyone
else. Evidently, the member for Katanning-Roe
has had a heavy foot and has been charged with
speeding once or twice. We must treat the charges
in the manner in which they are given: we must
have respect for the law.

I rememnber on one occasion when I was leaving
Moora I wvent very slowly over a railway crossing.
The local policenian stopped nic and said. "Excuse
me, Sir, was there any, good reason for you not
stopping wvhen you went over the railway cross-
ing?" I said. "As a maiter of fact there was. There
ts no train until tomorrow night". That was not
sufficient to stop me receiving a $20 fine and two
demerit points on my licence. Although I had a
very good reason, it was not quite good enough.
The sign on the crossing tells one to stop, and I did
not stop: and I accepted the consequences. I ami
not even sure if the policeman knew who I was.
Actually, he was called by the nickname of
"Gotcha" because he caught many people around
Moora. That is an example of how we. as members
of Parliament, cannot expect to be exempted from
the law.

The police should not be treated any differently
fromt anyone else. They are people. and they have
the right to the same privileges and the same de-
fences as anyone else. They, have the right to ap-
peal against any charge laid against them. I
understand these are only the things for which
they, are asking.

Perhaps the Minister, in his reply. will be able
to explain to us why police w'itnesses will be
required to answer questions under oath when
other people will not be required to do so. If that is
not so. the Minister will be able to tell us that it is
not so.

Mr Carr: After a charge is laid, everybody
answers on oath.
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Mr CRANE: When the Minister replies, no
doubt he will bring out these points.

Why is it that a policeman or policewoman will
not have a right of appeal? I would have thought
this was part of our British system df justice. We
hear much these days about a Bill of Rights. If the
British system of justice as it is written into the
Statute books is carried out, we do not need at Bill
of Rights. All the rights and privileges we require
are already available. However, here we have
legislation which provides that those who
introduced it can take away sonmc of the basic
rights to which we all arc entitled. I believe that is
wrong, but once again maybe that is not so. No
doubt the Minister will deal with that. when he
replies.

We could go on and on, but we should think
about plain conmnonsenise. Amendments could be
made to this legislation to make it acceptable to
the police. For instance, if a charge were laid
against at police officer, and for whatever reason
the charge was dismissed and the aggrieved person
felt that was not good enough, he would have the
opportunity to go to the Parliamentary Coin-
missioner who could ask the Commissioner of
Police to inquire further into the charge and come
back with a report. The Government should give
that suggestion much weight, because it would
take away the trivial charges which are being laid
against the police. As was mentioned before, if we
do not take away even the trivial charges, and if
anyone can lay a charge either for himself or on
behalf of another person, so much time will be
spent on investigating that the police will have no
time to do their normal work.

Mr Carr: The Bill contains a mechanism to deal
with trivial charges and to enable the discontinu-
ance of investigations. That will improve the situ-
ation of the tying up of time.

Mr CRAN E: It will be very nice to see how this
is spelt out in the Bill. To some extent, that will
appease the concern of the Police Department.

Evidently, we are at cross-purposes in interpret-
ation here. As we know, the interpretation of the
law leaves a lot to be desired. I do not believe that
the Police Force is entirely satisfied: otherwise it
would not have raised this point. It requires
thorough explanation.

We know that law and order are on the decline.
Very few' people, particularly in this place, would
not be concerned at the fact that the city is not the
safe place that it used to be. At one time it was
possible to walk through the streets of Perth dur-
ing the evening without any fear of being
molested, not only for men, but also for women.

Now, heaven forbid, crime seems to be very
fashionable.

The police have a difficult enough job as it is
trying to control the streets and making them
safer for us, without at the same time having their
own force undermined by legislation which takes
away all their sense of rcsponsibil ity and their
pride in their force. Remember, if we can get that
back and improve it, we will have ain elite Police
Force.

One might suggest that this legislation is not
being introduced for the WA Police Force, be-
cause when one reads it one would think it is being
introduced to control the Gestapo. Nothing could
be further from reality with our Police Force.

The vast majority of Western Australians have
a great respect for our police and a great concern
for them. As has been explained on many oc-
casions. because of the conscientious-if we can
call thetn that-objectors, or the lunatie fringe,
the police have to spend much of their time grovel-
ling in the mud with people %%vho have nothing
better to do than to disrupt others who arc going
about their lawful business. Surely to goodness our
Police Force can be better employed than doing
these sorts of things.

This wvould be okay if that was where it ended,
but it does not. Having grovelled in the mud and
apprehended these people who are holding up
legitimate work, the police then have to face the
indignity of having charges laid against them by
people elp iming that the police were brutal in their
handling of them.

The p .olice are not brutal enough in many in-
stances. They should take them by the scruff of
the neck, put them into the paddy waggon and get
them out of the way. We do not wvant that sort of
element interfering with conscientious people who
are carrying out their responsibilities. There is
only one language they understand and that is the
language of the law.

We as the responsible decision-makers in this
place should never hesitate to stand firmly behind
our Police Force in its unenviable task of
preserving law and order, especially when we re-
member that that law and order is being
maintained for the benefit of all Western
Australia ns-even the b-ad ones are protected by
our laws. Our police do not differentiate between
people who are good or bad: the5' have only one
decision to make and that is whether we are
obeying the law.

I have the greatest respect and regard for the
police, and so as long as I am in this place I will
defend right to the hilt what they are doing and
never will I stand idly by and allow such horren-
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dous legislation as this to pass without proper in-
vestigation and amendment. I oppose the legis-
latlion.

MR CLARKO (IKarrinyup) [4.53 p.m.]: The
Police Force of Western Australia has an out-
standing reputation for the way in which it carries
out its duties, and while there are a few nagging
critics of it, generally speaking we find that that
would be the overwhelming view of all ordinary
Western Australians. The people of Western
Australia look up to our Police Force: they admire
and respect it.

This respect is shown in all areas including our
schools. w'here the police go regularly to introduce
to our children the need to take proper care on the
roads, to be careful for themselves and others, and
to be taughi about things such as "stranger
danger", a programme which has recently been
introduced into our schools. 'These programmes
have been presented in various waiys over a long
time. The "stranger danger' syndrome is a rela-
tively recent one and this programme has only
recently been round necessary to introduce to our
schools.

Unfortunately, it reflects the society in which
we live today. a society which has changed dra-
matically. Mr Speaker. you and 1, in the upbring-
ing of our children, would probably no longer al-
low them the same sort of freedom given to you or
your sisters, if you had any. "'hen you wvere young.
In my days as a small boy growving up in the
Cottcsloe area, my sisters and I roamed far and
wide in the area without any feeling of reservation
about w'hat might happen. I do not think that is
the situation today. I think today that parents are
very wvary about allowving their children to move
around the community of metropolitan Western
Australia. and perhaps the situation is changing
also in the country.

One of ihe great things that goes with a conn-
munity such as Western Australia's is that it is a
long way from the forces of the modern world.
wvhere those forces are reflected in policemen no
longer being held in high regard. It is probably
caused in part by the modern media where we see
film of New York cops and the sorts of things they
get up to. where we see rogue cops and the like
and all the other stuff that is pushed through our
television channels which showvs the tremendous
evil and ihe rise in violence developing in our
comnmunity. That violence is only beginning to
conic to WVesiern Australia.

Over the last month or so when we have read
the papers wye find that almost every Monday
there is a siory about the violence that occurred in
Perth. the violence that occurred in Northhridge

and so on. Even the Lord Mayor of our city was
threatened recently, along with his wife and son,
while walking through the heart of Perth, I think
in Stirling Gardens. So it seems that not even the
Lord Mayor, the No. I citizen in some sense of the
municipality of Perth. can walk through the heart
of Perth without being threatened with violence.

So wye have this combination of Western
Australians .generally being tremendously
appreciative of and respecting our policemen and
the wvork they carry out in this State. We have the
situation where once upon a time there was no
need for the police to be armed or to involve them-
selves on a regular basis in protecting the citizens
from violence or to be inquiring into the sorts of
crimes we have today. That is the scenario from
which w'e start, where the people of WA have, in
the main, great respect for this very fine Police
Force.

Yet last weekend that Police Force moved a
motion of no confidence in this Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. I respect ihe Minister as
a man and I respect him broad ly-aIthough I do
think he made a few mistakes in the local govern-
mient area-and I have always felt that he was a
person to be admired, yet here we have a group we
admire placed in a position where they move a
motion of no confidence in the Minister whom
otherwvise we would highly regard.

It was a huge meeting, and large numbers of
policemen, because of their commitments and no
doubt the way they are located throughout ihe
Stale, sent in their apologies for not being able to
attend the meeting. However, a very large pro-
portion of the members of the Police Force
attended the meeting, so it cannot be suggested
that in sonic way it was unrepresentative of ihe
force. it wvas clearly highly representative of the
Police Force.

This group of people arc certainly admired on
my side of the House and wye have often been
regarded as well favouredl by the police, perhaps
even in terms of the way they vote when perhaps
wve might tend to think they, should favour ihe
other side, It is generally regarded that wye get
strong support from them, but ninny of them
would have an affinity with the Labor Party.

But here demonstrated last week was a total
vote of no confidence, not really in the Minister,
but in the Burke Labor Government. The police
believe ihat this legislation will undo their pride in
their job -and will make their task of trying to
maintain law and order more difficult at a time
when they are threatened as never before in the
history of our State. So, at ihe time wvhen their
position is most difficult wve find legislation

3273



3274 [ASSEM BLY]

brought in which the police fear and believe wvill
undermine their efforts to carry out their very
difficult duties. This is part of the syndrome of
today.

I can recall reading many of Brian Tennant's
letters in the Press. I believe he was the chairman
of a group called the Civil Liberties Association
and that he was kicked out and so started his own
group. I am told that he recently resigned from
that. Hut Brian Tennant used to sit in the Public
Gallery here quite often. Whenever I read about
his attitudes I Find myself juxtaposed to his point
of view.

He represents a group oF people who, if they,
had their way, would undermine completely, law
and order in this State. It is too soft to call them
do-gooders or trendies. These people undermine
the system. They are the sorts of people who, I
suppose, if they had their way and occupied the
Treasury benches in this State, would bring in
legislation which applies in certain parts of
Scandinavia where iF a parent smacks his child a
complaint can be made to the local courts. The
parents can be called before the courts aind can
suffer serious punishment for giving their nine-
year-old a little pat on the backside. That type of
person is moving around within the community.
Many of the people who are involved with human
rights organisations are of a similar type. They are
very harmful to a society such as Australia's
"'hich is still to a large extent a free society, aind I
think that point must be remembered.

When one looks at this question one finds there
is a big difference between a policeman in
Warwick which is my electoral district and a
policeman in Roebourne. Wiluna. Halls Creek. or
many other places one could name throughout
Western Australia. because in many such towns
there are only two policemen: sometimes there is
only one policeman, his wife, small children aind so
on. and these policemen are very much at risk in
regard to certain situations that develop in their
towns. They have my undying respect. I was very
saddened to hear that a policeman "'ho was appar-
ently one of the four policemen involved in the Pat
affair recently at Roebourne has been transferred
to a different country town aind already his young
boy aged seven, eight or nine has been assaulted in
a school playground by certain people "'ho belong
to the group "'ho came out badly in regard to the
Pa t a ffa ir.

What a disgraceful thing it is for a small child
to be suffering for the so-called sins of his father
wvhen the Father has been cleared by the courts of
this land. The courts of this land found his father
not guilty, but a child is suffering for it. That is
just one example. Policemen's wives suffer also,

As a young man I worked for a large oil company
in the country areas and I have seen ar first hand
what has happened to policemen and how vital a
role they play in their communities. They do not
solely perform the task of law enforcement. As
anyone in this Chamber knows. wvhen in a country
town the police involve themselves wholly in the
life and affairs of that towvn, wvhether it be on the
sporting, social or charitable side. They, are one of
the "imports" in the community and they need to
operate in a situation "'here they arc not

t hreatened, or subjected to all sorts of pressures
from these so-called trendy civil libertarians and
the like who, like Scandinavian parents, have to
worry whether they give a small pat on the tail to
their seven or eight-year-old child.

Similarly, members w'ould realise this position is
arising in regard to teachers who aire involved in a
similar social circumstances relating to civil liber-
tarians. They practice their professions in a social
area and are placed in a position "'here they are no
longer able to use the discipline which is necess-
ary. The Teachers' Union. for example, is very
reluctant to take up the matter of corporal punish-
ment as recommended by the Beazley report and
to have it immediately implemented,. because it
says. 'Give us something to substitute for it". Of
course, that is wthat we need in regard to the Police
Force.

I am old enough, but not old enough to have
exsperienced what the member for Katanning-Roc
and the member for Moore have mentioned in
regard to policemen giving them a boot in the tail
in order to straighteni them out on a minor mnisde-
meanour: however, I was in Katanning in 1969
and the policeman there had a very good repu-
tation for using what I will call a very simple off-
the-cuff remedy for you ng boys of 15 or 16 years
who w'ere causing a bit of trouble. Generally that
act ion wvas welcomed, as far as I know, by most
people. Sonic person dobbed that policeman in a
year or two later aind he w'as removed from the
town in disgrace and so on. That action wvas quite
wrong. In my view', that policeman had done an
outstanding job in that town and the teachers of
that town very much -appreciated his off-the-cuff
pats on the tails of certain children. We as
teachers realised that wye should have been doing a
similar thing to those children: wye should have
been giving them kicks too! Makny a child has been
given a boot in the pants and has been better off
for it. Perhaps we should understand this philos-
ophy more and should address ourselves more to
the situation.

Here we are in the midst of this rising tide of
awvareness. We live in the city of Perth and our
Lord N-layor within the last few' days has been
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threatened by louts. We know people find it very
difficult to move in an ordinary manner from
places of entertainment in Northbridge. People
may be only walking to their parking area and so
on. We should not place our police in a position
where they, are under some considerable restraint
and where I hear them commenting-I have heard
teachers say this to each other-l would be
afraid to approach that particular person". If a
policeman does things which aire reprehensible he
should be punished for it. The Police Force and
the Police Union should be able to accept that
viewpoint. They have said that they are not
against a form of external inquiry, which is quite
different fromt what the Minister has put forward.

My colleague. the member for Dale. during this
debate indicated that we would like more time to
consider this matter to allow for further d is-
cussions. Whatever form the legislation takes.
much more opportunity should be given for the
Police Force to negotiate those parts of the Bill
which are found by it to be totally unsatisfactory.
That is w'hat we are doing at this stage. All those
other things wvhich the Minister feels are not rel-
evant, such as the attitude to his adviser by the
police and that sort of thing. are perhaps by-the-
by. We have a Bill in front of us, but before we in
the Opposition can support this Bill we must be
able to do so without reservation. The case is for
a re-examination of the legislation because we do
not want to see the position of the Police Force of
this State. which "'e greatly admire, in any way
weakened. In Fact, if we had a "philosopher ruler"
running Western Australia today as espoused by
the Greeks and so on-at man or at 'voman with
perfect vi rtues-howv many more powers would
the police have'! Look at the rise in the crime rate.
We should be giving them more, not less, power.
At the same ltnie if we had this "philosopher
ruler,. of course. any policeman who indulged in
illegal practices and did not followv the proper
course of action "'ould be clearly and definitely
penalised.

The Police Union of this State aind hundreds of
policemen in WVA believe that this legislation does
not do this. They believe it will impinge on their
rights as ordinary citizens, let alone on the diffi-
cult problem that they face as policemen. Madam
Acting Speaker (Mrs Henderson). you can im-
acmec if Ihere were some form of tuniult in a
community wvith 100 people catusing all sorts of
violence, riots, and disruptions and you w'ere one
of two, three. or four policemen "'ho arrived, you
would not have time to stand up and tal1k to t hem
about truth and justice. A policeman would have
to act immediately. Policemen act in very difficult
sttuations, They probably make decisions in the

worst possible circumstances. They make decisions
when their bodies and emotions arc being zx-
tended to the maximum and they are trying t0
resolve a difficult problem. A policeman may err
to some degree when making a decision, quite
understandably. Therefore, that is 'vhy I believe,
not having ever been a policeman, that policemen
do prefer to be examined by people from within
the Police Force because those senior officers
wvould have experienced a similar situation themt-
selves and would be able to better judge the situ-
ation. Most of us take advice fromt people who
have been through the mill and who have had a
similar experience.

In addition. I air not aware, and I have lived.
unfortunately, a long time, of evidence in WA
where people are comning forward on a regular
basis and saying that the police inquiries are
whitewashing policemen, and the policemein who
did something for which they should be punished
are being let off. I am" not awvare in WA of a
significant volume of evidence of that sort of
thing. Matters like these arise from time to time,
but when we consider the hours that are put in by
members of the Police Force in this State and the
number of queries that arise atvery small pro-
portion of police are involved, Litnd this at at time
when crimec is on the rise. w'hen 'ye perhaps should
be giving policemen more effective powers and
more confidence to do the right thing. and to act
properly. In the eyes of hundreds of
policemen-they should be the best judges-the
Government is introducing legislation which will
"'caken and reduce their position.

I must take cognisance of what the police are
saying. I repeal. they are not saying they are
totally opposed to outside inquiries. They want an
opportunity to have nmore discussion. They, have
pointed out that some of the negotiations which
took place in respect of this legislation began over
at glass of Perrier waler al a cou ple of socials held
around town. some officers buniped into the NIin-
ister or his adviser who said. "We are about to slit
your t hroat or bring in legislation which will have
a similar effect". perhaps hang them. The police
officers went red over their glasses of Perrier aind
gulped and sought to have proper negotiations
which would give t hem at sayv and enable themn to
bring their experience to the Core in dealing with
the proposed legislation.

They feel they have been let down. Members of
the Police Force-the people who should know
best in this niatler-feel they have not been given
a fair opport unily in respect of this legislation.
They arc not satying they want only internal inves-
tigations and that external investigations a're out.
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If they did, certain peoplc in the community would
say we need a balanced system.

I "'as in the Citizens' Air Force for 12 years and
was required to study Air Force law which is at
variation of our form of common law. Under that
system, if an airman got into difficulty an officer
was appointed called the "airman's friend", and
[hat is the way inquiries began into alleged misde-
mecanours. At that stage it was at low level judicial
activity because an opportunity existed if it was a

sipematter to deal with it through an easy form
of penalty or rebuke or warning, and the mnater
went no further. 1t went up the scale to the stage
of courts martial and the like if not resolved.

No doubt exists that these matters- can be ap-
proached in at variety of ways. and the system that
has been used in Western Australia has been over-
whelmningly successful. The Police Union. its
officers and the Opposition are not saying they are
entirely opposed to legislation or to this legislation.
We are arguing that there should be a reasonable
system so that a policeman is not put at a disad-
vantage in respect of the comnplainant.

The Minister interjected on several occasions
and I respect the advice he has received on this
matter. ieI queried sonic of the points raised by
the Opposition. That is the reason we would like
more discussions.

Mr Carr: Perhaps it would help if you read the
Bill.

Mr CLARKO: I have read the Bill. Would the
Minister like to see where I have marked it'?

Mr Davies: You have not understood it.

Mr CLARKO: The representatives of the Police
Union have read it and probably have taken legal
advice. I suspect they have and they have conic to
a point of view which the Minister says Is not right
in somec cases, That is an argument for doing whma
the Opposition seeks to do-let the legislation wait
for a while, put it aside, and provide an oppor-
tunity for the relevant parties to involve them-
selves and clarify these matters which by the M in-
ister's interjections clearly show that disagreement
exisis in the interpretation of what the legisation
se ts out to do.

We have reached at critical stage when if the
Government proceeds to steamroll us with its
numnbrs-the Press always says in respect of the
Legislative Council' that it is Opposition
dominated, but down here legislation is passed
because the Government has more members: it is at
q uest ion of sema ntics I su ppose-

Mr Davies: Despite the unfair electoral distri-
but ion.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister for the Arts has
already said in a jocular way that if the member
for Katanning-Roc stood up in front of him at the
pictures he would punch him.

Mr Davies: Dong him.

Mr CLARKO: I said the Minister said it in a
jocular way. but if lie did that at policeman
probably would conic up and talk to him but not
charge him because hie would understand the
reason it had happened, and that is why we have
police. We do not want to get to the American
stage of grand litigation where everyone is
charged with the most trivial of offences. We do
not have that situation in Western Australia and
we want to keep it that way, We do not want to
reach such a litigious situi.10

(Questions I'aken.I

SiIing suspended liom 6.00 to 7. 15 p.m.

Mr CLA R K: It is truly anl amiazing situ-
ation-a situation which would rarely, if ever, be
duplicated-wheni legislation is brought before
this House which is so strongly opposed ats is this
Bill by the people who are specifically involved. I
underst and -correct me Mr Minister if I amn
wrong-that there are something like 1 800
Policemen in this State.

Mr Carr: There arc closer to 2900 to 3 000
policemen in this State.

Mr CLARKO: All right. Approximately 600
policemen attended the meeting. I 'am told there
,were something like 500-odd apologies.

Mr Carr: The Press figures have varied.

Mr CLARKO: Would the Minister agree that

those figures are within the anmbit of the facts?

Mr Carr: I understand there were something like
400 to 600 at the meeting.

Mr CLARKO: When we consider the number
of policemen in this State, the number who obvi-
ously could not attend because of their location at
Wynd ham. Esperane. etc.. and the number of
policemen who were on duty-because it is a seven
days a week, 24 hours at day job: whether they arc
paid for it or not. that is the requirement of
policemen in this State to have such at huge pro-
portion of mnembers available within a reasonably
short distance must have been tantamount to a
100 pe r centI atitendatlie.
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The people wvho attended that meeting passed a
"'hole series of mnotions which I wvill touch on. I amt
sure the Minister, being a responsible Minister,
must be concerned about the motions which were
passed by 100 per cent of the policemen who
attended the treeling. They passed a motion of no
confidence in the Minister, which was a serious
action for responsible policemen to take.

Further. I am advised that the meeting passed at
motion of no confidence in the Premier and the
Government of which the Minister is an integral
and important member. That is rarely done. It
would be rare that legislation brought before this
I-louse w%,old be unanimously opposed by the
people involved. They were unanimously objecting
to the Minister concerned and his adviser to the
extent that they do not w'ant any dealings with
them, the Premier, or the Government of the day.

That has never happened in the I I years I have
been in this place. iNor carn I recall a similar occur-
rence in the 25 years I have been interested in
politics.

This expressed objection is by one of the most
responsible groups in this State; a union which
has, as far ats I know, always disclaimed the right
to strike. Such a union was prepared to go so far
as to set out in those motions how far it was
prepared to go. A responsible group has gone to
that length which has never been contemplated
before. Virtually the w'hole of the force w'hich was
available to attend this meeting unanimously
voted on the motions put to the meeting.

Civil rights should be the cornerstone of any
democra tic society. It is really the shiai civil
rights experts "'e have to worry about. Wh'len I
read in the paper the other day that someone "'as
concerned about the action of the Police Union
and said ho"' he and his people had had a great
deal of experience wvith the police. I Felt concerned
that some people m~ight interpret that statement
incorrectly. I have not had at great deal of cx peni-
ec with the police in oneC senise-and I hope it

remains that wvay-but wvhen I have had anyv inter-
act ion withI themr I have had every, confidence in
them.

When we get to the stage where a responsible
union. virtually unainously. takes the act ion that
this union did-obviously with great misgivings on
the part of many of its memabers-the very least
lie MnI ister can agree to is the propoition ats

outlined by the Opposition. in accordance with the
wishes of the Police Union: that is. that the matter
be reviewed and re-exanmed by the properly
constituted group of people "'ho have the back-
ground and experience to alter this legislation so
that it is acceptable to the Police Union. I repeat:

The Police Union is not against outside organis-
ations having a role in this matter, but I say again
there is no evidence in the history of Western
Australia. or in recent times, that we could give as
an example to illustrate the need to have outside
bodies interfering wvith the responsibilities of the
Police Force. If this piece of tawdry legislation
became lawv it would lead to a rtse in the number
of inquiries trade. If it did lead to an increase in
the number of inquiries made it wotuld deter
policemen from their normal job orfighting crime
and deterring people from being involved in crimni-
nal activities,

The preparation made by at policeman for a trial
takes time, and the requirement t0 attend such
inquiries and other matters will weaken the resolve
and the time of the police to attend to their proper
duties,

If the Minister does not foresee at significant
increase in the number of these inquiries, why
have the Bill'? If at real need exists. I do not see any
evidence of it. If somebody suggests that the
present system is no good and wye change it and
there are miany more inquiries which prevent
police from doing their normal duties, we will have
introduced a new system for wvhich there is no
evidence and supporting background, and no need.
If such a sit ua tion came about it would be most
unsatisfactory. If there is no rise in the number of

inuries there is no need for the Bill.

Does this Government believe that the inquiries
carried out at present are rigged in favour of the
policemen? If it does it should come out and say
so. and naturally the Minister would have to
produce the evidence to back up that claim,
Where is the evidence of.nialpractice in regard to
inquiries into police activities in Western
Australia? If such evidence exists the Minister
owes it to the public and the police to produce it.

Perhaps this l egislation is merely to satisfy a
certain element in the cornmu nity in Western
Australia for wvhom I have no respect. It is at group
of people who are continually picking at law and
order and all the other things which go to the
heart of our community. They are trying to
undermine the svstenm and culture that we have.
sometahing of which you. Mr Speaker, are an im-
portant part. The Government is just pandering to
these people and I believe that the public have no
respect for them. This legislation is poor and it
shoulId be a mended.

MRS BUCHIANAN (Pilbara) [7.25 p.m.J: I
%%'old like to take a minute or twvo to respond to
some comments made by the member for Dale in
connection wvith the events surrounding the death
of ain Aboriginal boy in Roebourne. In deference
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to Aboriginal custom I will avoid saying the boy's
name because it would undoubtedly upset the
people of Roebourne whose custom it is not to use
the name of a deceased person. I am sure they
would feel upset should their attention be drawn to
my speech and they were to find I had spoken his
name in this place.

Mr Clarko: It is peculiar that we should have
twvo ways of dealing with things in our soci ety.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I respect their way and
their ideas, and the fact that they do not mention
the name of a deceased person. For that reason I
will not mention his name in this place. It is a1
matter of respect for other people's customs: it is
like having respect for someone's religion, I guess.

Mr Old: Didn't Mr Riley mention his name in
the paper recently?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs BUCHANAN: He may have done, but I
have lived many years in the area and I under-
stand the people of Roebourne would be upset if I
said his name. Maybe they would not be upset if
someone they did not know as well said his name.

The member for Dale referred to a Minister and
I presume he meant Hon. Peter Dowding. li'e im-
plied there had been somec impropriety on the
Minister's part when he acted as he did in
Roebourne. That was not on the night of the
dleath, it was at a subsequent event; fromt Memory
about at week afterwards.

Mr Court: He came to solve a problem and
created a bigger one.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I think the member is
wrong and the member for Dale is wrong, hence
my need to set the record straight as to what
happened that night.

The incident referred to by the membeinr for Dale
followed most unfortunately from the original in'
cident. The Minister in question w'as staying in
Roebourne because his wife's faniily is there. On
the night in question there was an incident at the
hotel involving an Aboriginal woman w'ho had
somec sort of altercation. It did not appear to
people to be a very serious offence, but she was
whipped off to the police station. Her husband and
family who were closely linked with the original
incident, and with the death fresh in their mninds
as well as the meclee which had just taken place.
naturally thought this womian was in some danger.
As a result there was an hysterical outburst and
people began involving other people and things
were throwvn and glasses smashed in and around
the hotel, and generally a nasty disturbance
eventuated.

It was a potentially riotous sit uation. there is no
question of that. One of Mrs Dowding's relatives
w'as so concerned that he went to the house and
begged the Minister to go and see what he could
do to avoid further upset and as he thought,
further bloodshed. The Minister responded and
went to the hotel and spoke to the people. No
doubt he used somec pretty strong language and he
may have spoken partly in their own language,
which was necessary given the urgency of the situ-
ation and the potential. for violence w'ith which he
was con fronted.

Mr Rushton: Don't you think the police have a
difficult position too'?

Mrs BUCHANAN: Yes, they were there as
well.

Mr Court: The Aboriginal leaders did not re-
quire Mr Dowding's help.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I say they did, otherwise
they would not have gone to his house and begged
him to go to t he hotel.

Mr Old: Who went?

Mrs BUCHANAN: It was fairly courageous of
the Minister to go into that situation. A lesser
person would probably have run a mile.

Mr Rushton: Didn't he aggravate the situation'?

Mrs BUCHANAN: No, he did not. As I under-
stand it fromt the reports of the incident, the police
were not able to control what was going on, and
the Minister who is fairly well known in the town
and is held in considerable respect, I might add,
was able to quieten the people down and get them
to go home.

Mr Old: Have you just come from a meeting
during the dinner hour?!

Mrs BUCHANAN: For the informuation of the
member, I have been to an East-West Airlines
function. I have not been to any meeting at which
I might have been briefed on what to say, as the
member implied.

I put it to the members sitting opposite. con-
sidering the cynical remarks that are being made.
that had the Minister not intervened in the wvay
that he did, that situation could really have got out
of hand and finished up at lot worse than it did.

Mr Rushton: Were the local police appreciative
of what he did'?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I do not know of any coin-
plai nts made by the police that MIr Dowding had
hindered the police in any way. While they might
have been somnewhat embarrassed by the incident
and the fact that the Minister was able to stop a
riot. I am sure that they, would be the first to
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admit that the Minister's actions assisted in re-
storing lawv and order,

Mr Clarko: Was he critical of the police at the
time?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I do not believe he was. He
may have made somec comments at the time when
he rushed into the hotel. Given the situation, I
would not doubt that he did use some pretty strong
words. However, to my knowledge he was not
critical.

Mr Court: He was gaining political mileage out
of the situation. Some Aboriginal leaders flew up
from Perth to try to help in the situation. They did
not want his help.

Mrs BUCHANAN: How could they fly up and
help the situation that was occurring at the hotel'?

Mr Court: They went up because of' a previous
incident.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I do not think the member
knows what he is talking about. He is not referring
to the same incident to which I am referring.
There was nobody else there other than the Minis-
ter for Planning who, as I said, played a great part
in restoring order on that evening.

I was not going to raise this case. It is at matter
of considerable personal anguish to me because, as
a kindergarten teacher, I ran the kindergarten in
Roebourne for many years and I knew the youth
in question and his family very well.

As the matter was raised by members opposite.
I could not allow this opportunity to pass without
responding and setting the record straight in re-
spect of the Minister's actions on that night at the
hotel, and, perhaps, to make a few general corn-
nits about that ease.

Mr Rushton: Have you not got any sympathy
for the boy's family?

Mrs BUCHANAN: Yes I have, It was an un-
Fortunate incident. At the time of the death I had
working in my office a young Aboriginal woman
who was a leading witness to the wvhole incident
that took place at the hotel and led to the death of
that Aboriginal youth. I followved closely the infor-
mation that came out of the coronial inquiry. In
fact. I sat in the Roebourne Courthouse for several
days to find out for myself what evidence was
presented. I heard the "'hole sorry story and it was
not a very pleasant one.

Mr Clarko: But the policemen were cleared.

Mrs BUCHANAN: Yes, they were: but despite
those acquittals. there w'ere still many unsatisfac-
tory aspects to that case.

Mr Peter Jones: Are you trying to retry them
now?

Mrs BUCHANAN: No, I am not. I am simply
informing members opposite and this House of
certain things which were even described by the
police investigators as being unsatisfactory.

Some of the things that were mentioned in the
evidence showed discrepancies between official ac-
counts of the boy's death. At the time of the death,
the police report did not agree with the doctor's
report. The details of the injuries to several Abor-
iginal prisoners, including the deceased, had not
been reported in the police station occurrence
book which 'was in breach of routine orders. No
medical attention was given to the deceased or to
the injured prisoners that night.

Mr Peter Jones: Be careful of what you say.
Mrs BUCHANAN: These points have all been

reported and are public knowledge Opposition
members should listen tot them.

M r Clarko: Why should we?
Mrs BUCHANAN: The member might learn

something. Members sitting opposite raised this
incident and I am placing a few facts on the
record.

The deceased person and the injured Aboriginal
people were not checked for an hour and a hair
after being put into the lockup, whereas the rou-
tine orders specifically state that there must be
frequent inspections.

Mr Clarko: You are proving why the police are
against this sort of legislation. Those policemen
wvent before the courts and were acquitted. You
are retrying them.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I am not retrying anybody.
I am stating some facts in response to comments
made by two Opposition members about this case.
In my) opinion, those members did not know what
they were talking about.

Mr Blaikie: Was the decision of the court right?
Mrs BUCHANAN: I w'ill tell the member somec

more facts. The followv-up hearings which involved
the other Aboriginal people who were involved in
the fight with the policemen acquitted them of the
hindering charges. and the magistrate w'ho heard
the case made the comment that he did not accept
that the evidence that the police had given was
necessarily the truth.

All of those matters together have left some-
thing of a nasty taste in the mouths of the people
of Roebourne. Those people are not anti-police.
They have every respect for the Police Force and
all the officers who have served them wvell over the
years. Nevertheless, as a result of that incident,
they have an uneasy, feeling.

Mr Blaikie: Whatt is your viewv on the matters
that you have raised?
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Mrs BUCHANAN: I am trying to express my
views and all the member can do is to interject.

Mr Blaikie: Do you support the police or don't
you'?

Mrs BUCHANAN: Yes, I do. It would be very
easy for those people to be critical of all of the
police actions in the future. I think it would be in
the best interests of everybody concerned for an
independent system to be established whereby
complaints against the police can be investigated.

Mr Clarko: That hearing in Roebournec was par-
ticularly independent.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I am not talking about that
hearing. I am talking about future incidents. I am
speaking about how the people of Roebourne feel
and about wvhat is in their best interests as wvell as
what is in the best interests of police officers who
might have to serve in that town in the future. It is
very important that we restore people's confidence
in the police. The police have a difficult job to do.
Without the support and respect of the corn-
munity. particularly in small places like
Roebourne. police can be faced with an absolutely
impossible situation.

I believe that the Ombudsman is an appropriate
person to conduct independent inquiries where
necessary and exercise the impartiality which is
required.

The Minister for Police and Emergency Service
explained in his second reading speech that the
Ombudsman will be responsible also for
developing workable investigative procedures and
for seeking to conciliate between the parties, to
avoid the confrontation which we so often find.

For those desirable reasons, I support the Bill.

iMR STEPHENS (Stirling) [7.38 p.m.]: I wish
to briefly indicate the National Party .s point of
view with respect to this legislation. In listening to
this debate this afternoon, I have been amazed at
the attitude of the Opposition; sonic of the comn-
menits indicate that members of the Opposition do
not really understand the legislation. Frequently.
the speakers indicated that the legislation would
lead to at rash of complaints. My understanding is
that complaints can be lodged now and all this
legislation does basically is to allowv the
Ombudsman, in the interests of the people of
Western Australia. to keep an eye on the situation.
That is wvhy the National Party supports the Bill.

Opposition members interjected.

Mr STEPHENS: Why do not members of the
Opposition grow up? They are a pathetic mob of
creeps. Because a person has an opinion different
from the Liberal Party does not really mean that
he is a supporter of the Australian Labor Party.

WVe know that the Opposition is trying to protect a
couple of people who masquerade under the name
of the Country Party. They have always carried
out the wishes of the Liberal Party. It may be hard
for members to understand that there are sonic
conservative-thinking people who have minds of
their own and who arc prepared to stand up and
express a point of view.

I an) very proud of the fact that I have an
independent mind and I have shown over the years
that I have not been a yes-man to the Liberal
Party. In fact. I have not been at yes-man to any-
one and at my age in life I do not intend to start.
The Liberal Party members can go on with all
their snide remarks and denigrations, but the pub-
lic are only interested in logic. That sort of
McCarthyism went out years ago and unless the
Liberal Party can argue with logic the public do
not take any notice. I rather fancy that the Lib-
erals in their approach to this legislation have once
again misunderstood public opinion. They are
thinking that the public are opposed to this legis-
lation. My constitutents are not opposed to this
legislation whatsoever and I think the situation
has been misread again. I believe that in the years
leading up to the 1983 election the Liberal Party
misread public opinion and that is why it is in
Opposition. As I have said before in his House,
had the Liberal Party had sufficient conmmonsense
to take a little more notice of the National Party
in the last six years. it could still be occupying the
Treasury benches.

Mr Clarko: We won seven out of the last eight
elections. That is how thick you are. That is not a
bad record.

Mr STEPHA ENS: Some or that was by manipu-
lation. The fact remains that the Liberal Party ran
out. It does not alter my statement.

M r Old interjected.

Mr STEPH ENS: The echo of the Liberal Party
speaks. I think he goes under the name of the
member for Katanning-Roc. I have, expressed in
this House the policies and views of the genuine
Country Party. not the views as expressed by a
nian who was 10 years in the Liberal Party and
only joined the Country Party in order to get a
guernsey in this place. He was not prepared to
Eight the election under his real colours. He had to
put on a Jacob's coat or something like that. H-ow-
ever. I do not think the House is interested in the
noises made by the member for Katanning-Roc.

A very important principle is involved in this
legislation and one that is long overdue. Legis-
lation of this kind will give peace of mind to the
public. Some members have already said to have a
view different fromt their owvn is to be anti-police. I
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do not think it is anti-police at all. I do not think
the Government is anti-police. This has been
clearly outlined by the Minister in his second
reading speech when he said-

It is clearly desirable that the faith of the
public in the integrity of their Police Force
generally be upheld. It is equally desirable
that the vast majority of our police officers
%wh]o do a difficult job very well, often under
trying conditions, have rights consi stent with
their being members of at disciplined force
and respect consistent with the office of pub-
lic trust which they hold.

I fully concur with those remarks and if anybody
had any doubts about the Government's viewv or
our view on the situation, a statement like that
should remove those doubts-certainly as far as
any open-minded individual is concerned.

I support the Police Force in Western Australia
and I have possibly had a bit more involvement
with policemen than many members in this
Chamber. That involvement is not of the manner
implied by three or four of the speakers. In 1969
or 1970 there was a massive inquiry in the Albany
region which has been coloquially referred to as
the Borthwicks affair. That information "'as
brought to light by myself and it resulted eventu-
ally in about three men being jailed, three others
being fined, and about 20 others receiving a hell of
a fight. In that period I workedelosely with the
then Superintendent Spike Daniels and I have an
understanding of the Police Force.

An editorial of The West Ausiralian is one that
I think that all Opposition members should read
and take particular note of. I refer to the editorial
in The Wecst Australian of 29 October under the
heading "Police Watch". I do not intend to read
the whole editorial but it is one I recommend
members of the Liberal Party should read as I
believe it very clearly expresses the point of view
of the ptiblic of Western Australia.

Mr Grayden: Thai is only one man's opinion.

A Government member: It speaks for many.

Mr STEPHENS: Part of that editorial says-

The post of Ombudsman has proved its
worth in the investigation of thousands of
complaints from the public about the oper-
ations of government departments, statutory
authorities and local councils. But the police.
while demanding the public's trust on one
hand, refuse to trust the Ombudsman on the
other.

I particularly draw attention to the wvords. "refuse
to trust the Ombudsman"'. I think that is an area
in which the Police Union or the police are a little

at fault. We had a situation where successive Min-
isters for Police-the Minister for Police in the
previous Liberal Government and the present
Minister for Police-have indicated that they are
not prepared to direct the police and that has more
or less been accepted. When one conies down to
reading the Police Act on page 2. in the definitions
one finds that "Minister" means the responsible
Minister in charge of the department. It would
appear that the police are responsible to the Min-
ister. However, Ministers have chosen not to give
any direction. We can accept that as being desir-
able because it means that if it is carried out to the
letter there is no direction by the Government in
the operations of the Police Force. The police must
be responsible to someone in our society. I would
take it that they are responsible to Parliament.
They must be responsible to Parliament in the
Final analysis. Where there arc complaints, who
better than the Ombudsman or Parliamentary
Commissioner to oversee or keep an eye on the
investigation of those complaints? The Parliamen-
tary Commissioner is responsible to this Parlia-
ment and therefore that is a parliamentary mech-
anism by which 'ye can be involved because the
Parliamentary Commissioner has to report to this
Parli amen t.

Mr Blaikie: Heaven help the country when Par-
liament starts running the Police Force. Once that
happens we finish up with a dictatorship.

Mr STEPHENS: I see. We have a newv defi-
nition of "dictatorship'. The elected representa-
tives of the people are now dictators.

Mr IHodge: Who will the commissioner be ac-
countable to'?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr STEPH-ENS: I thank the interrogators for
their assistance. It is not altogether necessary. The
police have to be responsible to someone and I
have just pointed out to this House-and I would
have thought the member for Vasse was listening
because he "'as prepared to interject-that I think
it is not desirable that the Police Force should be
responsible to the Government or to a Minister.
The Act says the Minister is responsible for the
department. I accept that. I have also pointed out
to the members who were not listening, notwith-
standing that they were prepared to interject, that
successive Ministers from both sides have said that
they are not prepared to direct the police: but they
must be responsible to someone. I believe the
police must be responsible to Parliament, the
elected representatives of the people: and the
Ombudsman who is answ'erable to this Parlia-
ment, is quite a competent person to represent us.
That does not mean to say that he should direct
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the Police Force at all. It only means that he
would kcep an eye on any internal inquiry.

Mr Clarko: Is not Western Australia specifi-
cally different, as you should know? The
administration of the Police Force in Western
Australia is in the hands of the commissioner, and
it is not the same in the other States of Australia.

Mr STEPHENS: That may be so. However, I
ask the member to refrain from interjecting be-
cause his interjections make no more sense than
his speeches do. He is usually "huff and purr'.

Mr Pearce: His questions are pretty silly too.
Mr Clarko: Why don't you carry on with your

harassing of the girls in the Parliament building'?
Mr Pearce: I will leave that to you.
Mr Clarko: I have heard you hove been involved

in that.
Mr Pearce: You just name an instance.
Mr Clarko: I might do that, too.
M r Pea rce: You go righ t a head.
Mr Clarko: Then you wilt be blushing.
Mr STEPHEINS: Now that the tmembers have

had their interjections, perhaps they will allow tre
to continue.

I have already said that the Police Force does
an excellent job. and it has the respeet of the
community. However, that is not to say that all
police officers are perfect. The Police Force con-
sists of at cross section of the community. and,
unfortunately, in all sections of the community
one has a few bad apples. On the law of averages,
it would be too much to expect that every, member
of our force is perfect. Therefore, it is essential
that we have at mechanism for investigating coni-
plaints in a way in which the public have absolute
confidence in the investigation.

Not long before I came into Parliament. a
journalist told me of an incident outside his house
on one occasion. A police car collided with an
electric light pole. The journalist saw a policeman
get out of the car. and he was obviously affected
by liquor. The journalist made a complaint. I
might add that the police car had to be towed
away the next morning. When the journalist was
eventually told the result of the investigation into
his complaint, he was told that it was just a minor
incident and there was no need for tiny action to
be taken. Hie was a journalist who was trained to
be rather perceptive, and he did not accept that
finding.

I refer to the oath a policenian takes when he
enters the Police Force. This appears on page 6 of
the Police Act.

(Quorumi formed.I

Mr STEPH ENS: It reads as follows-

1, A.., engage and promise that I will well
and truly serve our Sovereign Lady the
Queen. in the office of [Cominissio'ner -of
Police, inspector, sub-inspector, or other
officer, or constable, as the case may be].
without favour of affection, malice or illwill,
until I am legally discharged, that I will see
and cause Her Majesty's. peace to be kept and
preserved, and that I will prevent, to the best
of my power. all offenees against the same-,
and that, while I shall continue to hold the
said office, I will, to the best of my skill and
knowledge, discharge all from the duties
thereof faithfully according to law.

I emiphasise the words, "to the best of my power.
all offences against the same"*.

Years ago we had the situation in which a
Superintendent Daniels tried to uphold the law as
he saw it; but hie did not get very far. Eventually a
Royal Commission was established to inquire.
ostensibly. into prostitution but during the debate
that took place in this House prior to the appoint-
mnirt of the Royal Commission, I made the
statement that it was not really a Royal Con-
misston into prostitution: the terms of reference
indicated that it was a Royal Commission into
"getting Spike Daniels"'. It was interesting for. me
to note that, many years later, when a Serge iant
Tangney fell foul of the law, and was subsequently
discharged from the force, he made the samne comn-
ment that the Royal Commission really was not-an
inquiry into prostitution. but that it was out to get
Spike Daniels.

At the time of the Royal Commission I was a
Minister, and on two different occasions during
my official duties I met two sergeants of police
who told inc that what Spike Daniels was trying to
do was absolutely right, and they said. "But took
at him. Hie's a superintendent of police, and look'
what they're doing to him. I'm only at sergeant.
Don't expect me to put my neck on the line".
Many yecars later-in fact, only a couple of years.
ago-I met a senior officer of the Police Force
who, at the time of the Royal Commission, was a
sergeant of police. He also indicated the same
thing, saying. "Spike Daniels was doing the right
thing, and look what they did to him".

If then we had legislation similar to that which
we are talking about tonight, it is possible that
Spike Daniels could have taken action and had an
inquiry conducted by the Ombudsman; but no
such thing happened. Members of the force were
quite prepared to state to me privately that they
supported wholeheartedly what Superintendent
Daniels was trying to achieve, but they were not
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prepared to came forward. I do not hold that
against them.

Today I received correspondence from the
Police Union. and unfortunately, in the shori time
I have had before this debate. I have not had an
opportunity of giving the correspondence the
detailed examination which it deservcs. However.
I am quite prepared to concede that the Police
Union is entitled to be heard. My cursory look at
the correspondence indicates that the union may
have taken an extreme interpretation of sonic of
the points in the legislation, to the extent that it
might have conic to the wrong conclusion. I may
be wrong, so I am not being dogmatic about that.
In relation to one or two matters, the union may
have had at just grilvance. For that reason. I agree
wholeheartedly with the suggestion made by the
member for Dale that this Bill should be referred
to at Seleci Committee.

*To cla rify matters, could the member indicate
by "'ay of interjection whether he wvill move for
the Hill io be referred to a Select Committee?

Mr Rushton: I will, if the Minister does not
concede our point on negotiations.

Mr STEPI- ENS: I will be quite happy to sup-
pori ihat move. Members of this House would
know that it hats always been the policy of ihe
National Party to obtain as much informiati.on as
possible before making a final decision. If the
Government supports such at move, it will give us
an opportunity for all sides to be heard.

Mvr Rushton: I am hoping they will have further
negotiations with the Police Union: if they do that.
w~e will not have ihis confrontation.

Mr STEPHENS: If at Select Comitl.tee is
appointed, the Police Union can put its point of
view to the menbers of Purl iamen t who canf then
cross-examine the officials of the union. We could
go into it further and, through that mechanism, all
members of Parliameni wold be better informed.
Hopefully. the Police Union would be better
nformed ats well.

Mr Rushton: If the Government w'ill not budge
fromi its position at the moment. we will move for
the reference to take place.

Mvr STILPIIENS: I am prepared to support it.
That is a mechanisin that we particularly have
supported and it is one that quite often we Iry to
implement: and that is the way this Parlianient
should work. We are dependent on what the Min-
ister says is his interpretation of discussions. I do
not question the sincerity of the Minister, but we
are all hum:,n and we can all make mistakes just
ats the Police Union could be wvrong in its in-
terpretation of the Bill before us. Therefore. if we
are all involved we can clarify our misu nderstand-

ings and hopefully produce a piece of legislation
which is acceptable to the union and is certainly in
the interests of the people of WVA.

Mr Rushton: The police are not the prac-
titioners. though.

Mr STEPHENS: I accept that. I also accept
that there is 'a degree of public concern at an
organisation wvhich conducts internal investigation
without anybody clearing it.

Mr Rushton: That position is being
accommnodated.

Mr STEPHENS: I think the Bill answers that
point. I am conscious that the Police Union hats
differing points of view and those views should be
explored. I would be quite happy to be involved in
an exploration of those points of view.

Mr Burkett: So you believe someone should in-
vestigate the investigators?

Mr STEPHENS: There should be an overview
and, as I read this piece or legislation, that is w'hat
the Ombudsman is there for. If the member reads
my speech he will see I covered that point earlier.

Mr Burkett: It will make the lot of many people
in the establishment a lot happier!

Mr Rushton: They will be a lot happier the way
we propose it.

Mr Blaikie: That is right.
Mr STEPHENS: My view is this: My father

wvas a public accountant and I have the greatest
respect for him. He always brought me up in the
belief that an honest man never mninds being
inquired into. I believe that the majority of niem-
bers of the Police Force are honest and would not
really mind being inquired into, but this provision
"'ould certainly case the public's mind. They want
to see another body oversee an inquiry. As I read
the Bill, basically the police will carry out their
inquiries in the manner in wvhich they are doing
now, but a further mechanism of reporting is
provided and there is sonic overseeing of it. In ihe
final analysis. of course, if the Commissioner of
Police and the Ombudsman cannot agree the mat-
ter is referred to the Attorney General, so the
police are protected again.

The National Party supports this legislation.
We believe it is in the public interest and that it
hats the suppor( of the public. We believe that the
editorial in The4 West A ustralian clearly out lines,
and is at fair representation of. the people's point of
view. In order to have this legislation brought in
with the consensus of everybody. I hope the
Government will refer it to a Select Committee. It
need not take a lot of time. We could hold the
Select Coninittee very quickly and. hopefully, the
legislation would then have the support of both
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sides or the House and the union itself. If that
could be achieved it would be in the further public
interest.-

We support the legislation.

MIR NllacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) 18.04 p.m.] Until such time as
I had received the correspondence from the Police
Union £ did not plan to make a contribution to the
debate: but, having received it. read it and thien
listened to the debate this evening, I feel it is
important that I do so.

I have had a concern for somec timec-I know
police officers share my coneern-over the general
attitude thiat the Government has demonstrated
towa rds police officers. The Minister may or may
not be aware of that feeling, but [he feeling wais
growing even before the John Pat case in
Roebourne. The way the Governmnrt handled
that inquiry added to it. and that disquiet among
police officers, culminated in the Police Union
meeting held last weekend.

The community is also concerned about this
nittter.

The member for Stirling. who has just resumed
his scat misjudges this side of the House if he
thinks that weC approach each piece of legislation
using public opinion as the barometer to guide us
in how we approach it. He said the public support
an inquiry or at system of inquiry into police mis-
demeanours. He says that because that is the ease
we should support legislation. I will go further into
that matter in a moment because the police sup-
port such an independent examination, as does this
side of the I-louse. It is the form of that examin-
ation that is important,

As all members who have contributed to the
debate have said or would agree. the police in WA
for ma ny years have been well respected by all
members of the comm unit)'. In mly almost seven
"ears as a member of Parliamecnt I have heard
only very rarely complaints atbout the conduct of
police officers. Complaints are very rare indeed
and when I have had to take them up with
wvhomnever was concerned, in each instanee I have
been completely sattisfied weith the action that has
been taken.

M'vr Davies: Did you ever get at written reply to
,otir complaints?

Mr IaeKIiNNON: Yes. I think I received one
from the cotmmissioner.

MIr Davies: You think'? You can't be certain?!

Mr iMacKINNON: No. I cannot be s-ure
whether I received a letter. For instance, in one
case I received a complaint from a constituent
about the attitude of a police officer and I took

this matter up. The complaint was found to have
been justified in fact and the officer was
reprimanded. That is only reasonable. If' that is
the ease and the investigation indicated that it was
not at serious ease where the officer should have
been dismissed, it only being a matter of the atti-
tude of the officer concerned-

MIr Pearce: I remember matny a time making a
complaint about the police and receiving no reply
except one saying. "The matter is being.
investigated and your constituent is being
informed of the outcome".- They have refused
poinit blank to give the reply to mec.

MIr MacK IN NON: The Ni mister's experiences
aire far different from mine because in every ease I
have had to take up I have received at proper
response. The police always have been direct in
dealings with me,

Mr Pearce: That would hatve been beeause you
were in Government ait the time.

Mir MacKINNON: That is not really the point.
What the Minister is saying, what the Police
Union is saying. and wvhat I amn saying is that they
did say they did not want an independent inquiry
into complaints. There is no argument about that.
It is the form that the inquiry will take that really
is of concern. When a union such as the Police
Union-which. by no stretch of the imagination.
could be aligned with the BWIU or the BLF-
moves motions in regard to strike action. some-
thing which is totally unprecedented we must take
notice.

Mr Pearce: Unprecedented and illegal.

Mr MacK IN NON: Bearing in mind, of course.
that strike action would be illegal. obviously there
is a need for us to closely examine the legislation
before the Parliament.

'l1r Pea rce: We would have to all be
investigated then.

Mr MacKINNON: The officer who has been
involved in close negotiation with. the union is Mr
Ward, who is not known to me. The faict that the
union passed unanimously at motion that it did not
want to deal with that particular person an) ' more.
again gives the Opposition cause for concern. As
the member for Stirling has indicated there niay
well be real support for this approach of indepen'
dent examination of police officers in the com-
muniiv. and I believe thatt is a correct assumption.
I also believe that there is nowv at I'eling of unease
in the community as to why police officers, who
aire as I have indicated, and all memibers would
agree. moderate in their approach. -should talk
about such unprecedented action. 1 guess the
people in the conmmunity would share my concern.
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Mr Stephens: One of the reasons for that unease
in the public Sector is that they feel that the Police
Union wants to push forth. a lame duck type of
overseeing. That is of concern to i he public.

Mr Mae KIN NON: That may be thc member
for Stirling's opinion, but it is not mine. I would
not support any form of lamne-duck inquiry, as the
member refers to it.

Let mec quote front correspondence I received
fromt the Western Australian Police Union of
Workers which really must cause members of Par-
liament concern. The opening paragraph reads as
Follows-

Contrary to Government handouts and me-
dia coverage the Police Union and its memn-
bers are not opposed to a form of outside
enquiry into complaints against police.

Further on the letter states-

This wats a unanimous decision by all
present and "'as not reported in the media.

The member for Stirling intimated that the police
wecre against any form of outside inquiry, because
it may be a lame duck. I-Ic should know, and I am
givi ng the commitment now' from this side of the
Hlouse, that we would not support at any t imn, any
form of lamne duck inquiry into the police. I have
indicated, and the member for DleI has indicated,
"'e support in principle a form of outside inqu utry.

The Police Union went on to s ay-

We believe that soitie form of overview can
be attained wvhich wvill be fair to the genuine
person who requires redress and at the same
time w-ill provide a protection for our young
men and women-

And. I guess soni1c older. To continue-
-wh,]o arc required to face the growing

legal and physical hazards of police wvork.

WVe have only to look in our weekend newspapers
to unoderstanad the growing physical hazards of
police wvork. Ifanyone has looked at the law courts
and the growing tendency of Australians to under-
take litigation along the American style., he would
k nowv that the legal hazards are growing also.

Any responsible union should look after the
interests of its members. The Police 'Union is say-
ing that it does not believe this form of legislation
provides proper protection for its menmbers. Front
my reading of the legislation it does not seem to
me i hat it gives proper protection. I do not claim
to be ain expert on police nuters. or oni reading
legislation. but in my reading of the letter from
lie Police Union I note there are three issues

"'hich the Government would find beneficial to

reconsider. The first is that anonymous complaints
must be acted upon.

I have read the Bill and it seems to me that is
the ease: anonymous conmplaints must be acted on.
I cannot understandl howv the Government could
agree to such legislation. Whenever I receive
phone calls from constituents I uJsually ask reasnn-
a bly earl" in the conversa tion for their narrme and
address so that I can call them back. If they are
not prepa red to give me that in fornmation I hang
up, because I am not prepared to listen 10 people if
they are not prepared to tell me who they arc so
that I can genuinely follow' up their complaints. I
think that is a reasonable approach to take. Why
listen to an anonymous person if he is not prepared
to allow me to get back to him on his complaint?

Mr Stephens: I have had situations w'here a
person has idcnti fled himself and asked me, in my
inquiries, not to use his namne.

Mr MacKINNON: I respect that. but when a
person is not prepared to give rae his or her name I
am not prepa red to pursue the matter further, and
in this case neither should any form of inquiry on
a complaint against the police be carried out if the
person who ma kes the complaint is not prepared to
give his or her name and address, and he readily
identified so that the complaint may be pursued.

That part of the Bill does cause mc concern aind
there is reason, in my view, for the Govern ment to
think again on that matter.

The second area in this list of complaints lodged
by, the Police Union is that only police witnesses
will be required to answer questions under oath
while other witnesses interviewed, even in the
samec i nqui ry will not.

I have read the Bill briefly and I cannot really
see where that is the case. It may w~ellI not be the
case and the MnI ister may be able to allay my
fears in due course.

(Quorum formed.)

Mr Mlack INNON: That provision does cause
me concern because a situation may occur where

t he inqttiry discriminates against one party. I
think even the mosi responsible person would con-
sider that any inquiry must M fair to both parties,
and that is all "'e arc asking. It. seems to me to be
a reasonable request from the union-.

Quorum

Mr STEPI-l ENS: I draw you attention. Sir, to
the state of thc I-louse.

The SPEAKER: Y'ou must wvail 15 minutes be-
fore you do that again.
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Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: A third area causes me con-

cern and, let me say, I do not share the Police
Union's concern in all areas. For example a police-
man's job is a 24-hour position and unfortunately
that is the police officers' lot, ats it is for parlia-
mentarians who arc under scrutiny 24 hours a day.
they, too have that cross to bear. As I began to say.
the next area of concern is where the Police Union
said that there is no right of appeal. It does not
seemn to be important in a way when considering
ain inquiry, but a police officer's career could be
ruined. without his having any right of appeal.
That scems to be at valid point for the union to
ma ke.

Mr Carr: If any charges arc made the normal
appeal rights prevail. It is only the investigation
stage, not the judicial stage.

Mr MacKINNON: Even going through that
could well blacken the career of a police officer.

Quorum

Mr STEPHENS: I call your attention. Sir, to
the state of the House. and in doing so I -say I
think there was an error in the count when I first
brought your attention to this matter.

Bells rung and a quorum formed.

Debate Resuiyed

Mr MacK<INNON: I will conclude by making
some general comments. First, it is important that
any system of external inquiry into the police be
supported. nut just by the conimunity and the
Parliament, but also by the officers themselves. If
the officers do not support it. it could lead to a
grave breakdown of the morale of the force, which
could have grave implications for law and order
within the community. A happy work environment
has the result of more effectiveness and efficiency,
than does an unhappy one.

It senis to us that this legislation is unfair in
certain areas and, therefore, it should be examined
much more closely before we proceed with it.

The member for Stirling would know, ats does
the IMinister, that we do not often move for the
appointment of Select Committees. I have grave
reservations about moving for Select Committees
in this H-ouse. particularly because I do not think
it is the House that should normally be involved in
such activities. I think we should leave that to the
Legislative Council. In any event. I amn one who
believes that this House appoints too many Select
Committees on small and unimportant matters.

Mr Tonkin: It depends who is in Government.

Mr MacK<INNON: I have never changed mly
opinion on that.

Mr Tonkin: The Legislative Council has a lot
more conmiittees than when you were in Govern-
ment. and you know that.

Mr MacKINNON: I have not changed my)
opinion even though my party niay have. We have
not arrived at this decision lightly, but if necessary
we will move for the appointment of a Select Coin-
niite. The mnember fo r Stirling would
know-because his party is always moving for
Select Committes-that we rarely do so. For
example. I cannot rreember our agreeing to any-
thing hie has proposed.

The Opposition has not arrived at that decision
lightly, but as the member for IDale indicated it
will be moving in that direction if it does not
receive a satisfactory response from the Govern-
nment.

I indicate that it will not be the Opposition's
intention to divide on the legislation. After all, the
Opposition is not opposed to the principle, but to
the form of the legislation.

We. in the Opposition parties. would urge the
Minister to think again and to give our suggestion
consideration so that hopefully at the end of the
day, when we do arrive at the stage of passing
proper legislation it is in the form of an outside
inquiry of complaints against the police that will
have broad support, not only from the Govern-
meni. but also by the public and the officers con-
cerned. Even if it takes us six or nine months, at
the end of the day the Western Australian corn-
mnunitv will be better served if we are all in sup-
port of that form of inquiry.

LMR PETER JONES (Narrogin) 18.21 p.m.]:
Most of the points that need to be raised regarding
this Bill have already been raised, but there are
some aspects that have not been referred to and
which need to be highlighted.

Mr Davies: I amn not being funny. but were youi
ever a Minister for Police?

Mr PETER JONES: I could not have made an
impression if I had been!

The House has been told by a couple of s pea kers
from this side of the H-ouse that one of the require-
mnins and responsibilities of at person who is sworn
into the Police Force is to "-keep the peace". There
would not be one country member in this Parlia-
inent who at sonic time or another has not been
aware of just how difficult that can be. I also
venture to suggest that there would not be one
country member in this Parliamen who at times
has not said to himself. '1 would not be a police-
man for quids". when it comes to discharging
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some of those responsi bil ities, particularly on oc-
casions which need not be identified. While refer-
ence has been made tonight to situations in the
northern part of the State. many, country members
would be aware that that part of the State does
not have a mortgage on disturbances of that kind.

We have a situation where the simple and
straightforward responsibility to keep the peace is
becoming one of the hardest responsibilities for a
policeman to honour. It is not because the work is
getting any tougher or that the circumstances are
getting any more difficult: it is because the work
undertaken by policemen or law enforcement
officers in this State is becoming more and more
subject to scrutiny and public criticism by those
who want to jibe and chip away at the people to
whomn we entrust the responsibility of keeping the
peace and enforcing law and order. They arc en-
suring that it is safe for our wives and kids to
wander around the community ait night and to
participate in activities. This w'as once thought to
be the normal procedure but in certain places and
ait certain times the safety of the public is becom-
ing questionable. At face value the circumstances
may not have changed. but the actual pressure
imposed on the Police Force certainly has
changed.

I w'as appa lied to hear the Premier say v ester-
day morning when he was interviewed on at radio
news bulletin that as far as he was concerned-I
presume he "'as speaking from a personal point of
view and not on behalf of the Governnt-the
Police Union was like any other union and it
w-old be treated by him in the same way and it
would be subject to the same scrutiny and enforce-
mient as other unions. He said for that reason at
Bill such as this was before the Parliament. Again.
at face value the statement implies that there w'ill
be enforcement. The member for Dale has drawn
attention to the fact that there should not be
enforcement. We cannot have one rule for some
people and another rule for others. In words that
are akin to motherhood all unions are the same
and the Police Union will be treated in the same
way. If. in fact, that was not to be applied, the
Police Union and some of the people within that
union would be able to rampage around and stand
over some of the members in this House because
of some activities the members might be undertak-
ing in a peaceful way. For example. it would mean
that the same treatment being meted out to Mr
Ethel] of the BWIU should be meted out to
officers of the Police Force. It is a stupid
statement to say that there is equity betwveen the
unions.

The Premier also said that the public need to be
protected. What the hell does that mean? That is

what the wvhole question of law enforcement and
the Police Force is about. What we are doing is
turning the Police Force into an Aunt Sally and
into an object that is open to criticism, and subject
to derisive comments made in the community and
perhaps in this Parliament.

We have entrusted the Police Force to "keep the
peace". What sort of example are we setting to the
public if we are enforcing this sort of legislation on
the people who have the responsibility to "keep the
peace"?

I am not referring to the principle of placing
individual policemen in a position where they will
be subject to somec inquiry which might be con-
sidered necessary from time to time. What I am
saying is that the Government, by the way it has
gone about this legislation and more particularly
by some of the provisions contained in the Bill has.
in fact. set up the Police Force in such a way that
it could be criticised unfairly and in a way in
which it was not intentionally designed to do. It
will have the effect of lowering the prestige of the
Police Force in the eyes of the public, but that was
already done before this Bill was introduced.

Mr Burkett: That is not true. You are too smart
a member-

Mr PETER JONES: I reniind the member for
Scarborough about an article that was published
last year about general criticisms and concerns
with regard to the attitude and approach by this
Government to the Police Force in this State. Had
I known that the member for Scarborough would
question my statement, I would have obtained the
exact date of that article.

Mr Burkett: In Parliament this year the Leader
of the Liberal Party said that the Government
intended to get rid of the water police, the
mounted police and the police band. They were, all
untruths. Hec said it in April this year.

Mr Williams: Who said that?
Mvr Burkett: All right then, I will go and get the

paper. sniarty.

M r PETER JON ES: The member for
Scarborough has referred to various sections of
thle Police Force being done a'way with. including
the mounted police.

I wvonder wvhich part of the Police Force he wvas
referring to. Whatever, in the name of fortune, has
the police band to do with the Bill ? We are talking
about the prestige of the Police Force in the eyes
of the citizens of this State: we aire not talking
about the police band.

Let us get back to the basic situation. It is
simply this: We are talking about the standing. the
respect. and the credibility of the Police Force as a
force and the individual policeman or
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policewoman as a person in the eyes of the com-
munity. By any yardstick, some of the provisions
in the legislation. sonic of the ways the Govern-
mient is going about what it is doing, question that
standing. That is what this debate is about.

Government members: You do not believe that.

Mr PETER JON ES: Absolutely I believe it.
Mr Hodge: You are not that thick!t
Mr PETER JON ES: The point I want to make

is this: I conmnenced by draw'ing attention to the
country members who would be well awvare of one
aspect of the difficulties of the work of country
policemen, particularly in the small towns in this
StateC. You would be one of those, Mr Acting
Spzvaker (Mr 1. F. Taylor), who would be aware of
the difficulties they have.

Let me repeat that sonic of those circumstances
have not necessarily changed. What has changed
is that the policemen and women are under more
scrutiny, under more attack than ever before.
Governments are to blame for that to a large
degree.

Mr Hodge: What is wrong with scrutny

Mr PETER JONES: There is probably not one
policenian who, at sonic tinie or another in the last
year or two, has not really thought to hinisel f in
some country towns when he is cleaning out the
pub on Friday or Saturday night, "Can I really
afford to put my career on the line by walking in
there aind breaking up that fight?"

I have seen this happen during the Christmas.
Ncew Year period in two of the towns I rep-
resent-Narrogin and Wagin-where incidents
occurred which received sonic publicity. Ifra Bill
like this becomes law-God forbid-groups in the
community such as the Aboriginal L egal Service
and God knows what others w'ill conic along and
immediately have recourse to all the provisions
and entitlements they can. They will enjoy using
this legislation to lay charges. willy-nilly.

The member for Pilbara has covered that point.
particularly in regard to an incident w'here there
wais a trial.

Mr P. J. Smith: Those were records which camne
down from the judge.

Several niembers interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: Do not tell me that the

same situation does not occur weekly in various
towns in this State. Members know it would be on
at the drop of a hat, all subsidised by the taxpayer.

Mr [lodge: Do you not think they should have
an avenue to air their grievances?

Mr PETER JONES: We are not talking about
sonic situation wvhere ai person might be aggrieved

to the point of wishing to take Somte action or have
somec legal entitlement to pursue at course of action
against the police.

Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: We are talking about

sonic of tht; provisions in the Bill, wvhich the
Governmet has brought to this Parliament. It is
the Governmeint's Bill, not the Opposition's.

Mr I-odge: We are very prbud of ii.
Mr PETER JONES: It places the careers of

individual policemen in certain circumstances ab-
solutely in jeopardy. So what will be the result?

Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: The Acting Speaker will

know exactly what the result w'ill be. He knowvs
they will stand off and say. "Why should I jeop-
ardise my career by trying to break up that fight
or protect this property?"

Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: There are those in country

towns in this State who will support that view'.
Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: Members do not want to

listen: they support this kind of behaviour.
Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: Property is dlestroyed by

people who carry on in at drunken way. In what
way can the police act'? They can move in and
interfere. Reference "'as made to the incident in
Balga sonic weeks ago. That is not an uncommon
type of occurrence in various towns around the
State. I have used the terni "weekly". There will
be those within the precincts of this Chamber "'ho
wvill be well aware of how often it happens in
certain situations. Who are we trying to get at
with this Bill?!

Mr Hodge: The public.
Mr PETER JON ES: The Minister is trying to

get at the public!
Mr Hodge: To protect the public.
Mr PETER JONES: That is not what the

Minister said.
Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: The Government is sup-

posed to be protecting not only the policemen "'ho
want to do a good job. but also all the other
menibers of the community.

Mr IHodge: Thai is w'hat we are here for, the
public.

Mr PETER JONES: Do members opposite
think it is helping to protect the public when they,
bring in a Statute which has certain provisions and
procedures which promote a situation w'here a
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police officer will think twice about offering pro-
tection to a house next door. for example. to one
where the kind of-

Mr I-odge: That is just yourja undiced view.
Mr PETER JONES: It is not ai jaundiced view.

It is a situation I live with, because I represent at
least two towns where that sort of ithi ng is aI comn-
mon occurrence. One does not have to think of
something and dream up this sort of situation. If
members would like to conic I can take them to
see what happens.

Mr Hodge: It is your interpretation.
Mr PETER JON ES: The Minister for H-ousing

is very well aware of what I am talking about.
because he has been very helpful in meeting the
problem in Wagin. with one or two removals
w'here there "was ai risk to life and to property.
w'here the police had grave difficulty in controlling
things. No"' the Government brings in a Bill
which, in the situation that prevailed during the
Christmas-New Year period last year in Wagin,
would cause the police to say. "I do not know
whether I want to get involved in there. The mo-
ment I touch somebody or try to break up a fight,
the ALS w'ill nab me.

Mr Hodge: That is rubbish.
Mr Williams: It is true.
Mr PETER JONES: The ALS has said this Bill

does not go Car enough, it wants to get at the
police more.

Mr Clarko: Are they not the only people "'ho
supported it'?

Mr PETER JONES: I do not agree with what
the ALS says. I am more concerned with what it
does in certain circumstances, not counting the
good work it does in other areas.

Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: I am referring to situ-

ations which occurred in two of the to%4 ns I rep-
resent, where trouble was caused by taking the
very simplistic view instead of the proper one. I
ani specifically talking about some circumstances
in those towns.

Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: The word "overview" has

been used. We need some form of overview.
That is a very simple sort of statement and

perhaps it might be right. In respect of the edi-
torial in The WAest Australian which has been
referred to-although I hope we do not start
legislating to satisfy the editorials in The West
Australian-I do not agree with what it said. I
certainly did not agree with the very simplistic
view it took.

As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. the
member for Dale. and others have said I do not
know that anyone is objecting to some form of
overview, inquiry. or machinery which can be ap-
plied so that there is a method by which, in fair-
ness to all and with equality to all the parties
concerned, if complaints are made they can be
resolved with equity and justice. However, if we
are not careful a Statute such as this can inevi-
tably lead to just one result and that is very
simipie.

Mr Pearce: Public confidence.
Mr PETER JONES: It really leads one to ask:

Who runs the Police Force'? Is it the commissioner
or the Ombudsman? There would not be one per-
son in the comnmunity who is not proud and
pleased to say that the Police Force in this State is
controlled and run within the policy of the
Government from time to time by the comn-
missioner.

Mr Pearce: That is rubbish.
Mr PETER JONES: Let me repeat that within

whatever is the policy of the Government-
Mr H-odge: This is the policy of the elected

Government-this Bill.
Mr PETER JONES: The administration of the

Police Force should not be in the hands of an
Ombudsman: it should be in the hands of the
commissioner. Here we start to erode that situ-
ation. As the member for Dale and others have
said, the present Government, the previous
Government, and successive Governments over a
long period have made the point that the elected
Government of the day does not direct the Police
Force.

Mr Clarko: That is in the Act. isn't it?
Mr PETER JONES: Now we are starting to

chip away at that, not directly. but through the
side.

Mvr Pearce: To whom does the Ombudsman
answer?

Mr PETER JONES: The Ombudsman answers
to the Parliament. not to the commissioner.

Mr Pearce: Not to the Government either: to
the Parliament.

Mr PETER JONES: I make the point again:
Whatever is done and whatever machinery is es-
tablishe to do the things that this Bill and the
Government says it wvants to do-the Government
produces a Statute that is rather like taking out a
Howitzer to shoot a sparrow-let us make sure it
does not erode the confidence of the general pub-
lic. and, more particularly, of the Police Force. Do
not let us reach the stage where the authority, the
stature. the acceptability, and the credibility of the
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Commissioner of Police and his officers is second-
ary to the authority of the Ombudsman.

MR BURKETT (Scarborough) [8.44 pmrn]: I
fcel compelled to make a contribution io this de-
bate because it is quite wrong for members op-
posite to say that the present Government is or has
been anti-police, because it is introducing this
legislation. As a relatively new mcmber, having
been here for less than two years. I was very
pleased to see that following the niceting of rnem-
hers of the police union in the weekend when
approximately 600 police officers moved votes of
no confidence in the Minister and the Govern-
nient. the Minister was politically aware and
quickly showed his willingnecss to delay the prog-
ress of the Bill to allow amendments to be con-
side red.

Mr Rushton: When did he do that*' He refused
to do that.

Mr BURKFTT: The member for Narrogin
quite wrongly said that the Opposition has not
tried to imply that this Government is anti-police.

I quote from the "Political Notes" of the
Leader of the Opposition of 5 April as follows-

It is therefore, with great concern that the
Opposition has watched recent moves by the
Burke government that have not only
threatened that independence and effective-
ness but have reduced morale in the force to
its lowest for many years.

To add to the Opposition's fears.
speculation is rife that the Government is
about to axe the water police, the mounted
police, the police pipe band and the police and
citizens' youth clubs.

Mr MacKinnon: Did not the Premier indicate
subsequently that they were considering axing the
pipe band, but shelved that'?

Mr BURKETT: When I asked a question in
this House about a week and a day after that
newspaper report, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services (Mr Carr) said that that was
not intended. He indicated a review committee
was looking at all areas of Government expendi-
ture.

I went out to the police stables and Met Inspec-
tor Hutchings and Sergeant Gim.

Mr Williams: He is a good inspector too.
Mr BURKETT: Yes, and he spoke highly of the

member for Clontarf.
I went to the police stables with a longstanding

friend of mine and my Family and someone whomi
I have known and been associated With, as a
policeman and friend, since 1949 w~hen I lived at
Rockingham and was only 12 years of age. At that

time there was no police station at Rockinghanm
and the only law enforcement took place in the
weekends when Sergeant Les Watts and Sergeant
Charlie Petersen rode their grey horses down From
Fremantle. stabled them on the periphery of the
Rockingham Oval. and stayed at Reg and George
Griggs' Rockingham Hotel. They went back to
Fremantle on Monday morning and they did an
outstanding job.

My Friendship with those people has continued
to this very day, but I have not had the oppor-
tunity to speak with any of them about the legis-
lat ion. I am not a friend just oF Les: I am happy to
say I am also a friend of his brothers. Jim. who
rose to the rank of superintendent, as did Les, and
Charlie Watts who also rose to the position oF
superintendent.

Mr Court: Why don't you give a cheerio to
mlum?1

Mr BURKETT: I am not giving a cheerio to
mumn. Unlike the meniber for Nedlands when he
gets fouled up on a question. I will not turn around
and ask the member for Vasse for help or think.
"Golly. I wish I had Dad here to ask him what I
should say now".

Mr Court: You are a clown!

Mr BURKFTT: The member for Nedlands
might think I amn a clown, but it is obvious he is
not a chip off the old block, because his father had
a great talent. but he is very light on. Our Police
Force does an outstanding job.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!

Mr BURKETT: The member for Nedlands says
I am a clown. However, "'hen his dad was the
Premier of this State. a number of very talented
policemen wtere very quietly discharged Fromn the
force Without any redress.

They were given ex gralia payments and were
found to be absolutely innocent. This legislation
will protect such people. Therefore, the member
for Nedlands should think before he mouths off,
because that occurred only three years ago.

Mr Court: May I ask you a question?!

Mr BURKETT: Yes.

Mr Court: Are they going to put a police station
in your new high-rise in Scarborough?

Mr BURKETT: I do not think that is a ques-
tion. That is what people would expect from a boy
who got the safest seat held by the Liberal Party.
having been a member of t hat party for only three
m-onths prior to preseClecion. Peter Kyle is disap-
pointed that his name is not Peter Court. because.
if it were, he would be sitting where you are sit-
ting. smartie.
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Our Police Force does an outstanding job and
this legislation will give it protection against poss-
ible set-ups.

Mr Rushton: The police object to it.
Mr BURKETT: The police will not object when

it has been properly investigated.
Mr Rushton: We are suggesting that it be prop-

erly investigated.

iMr BURKETT: I mean properly investigated so
that the police understand the protection this Bill
will afford them.

On the 19th of this month I wvent to
Scarborough Beach at midnight. because there
had been trouble there the week before. I rang the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services'
office that morning and as ai result there were 14
uniformed policemen in marked cars and two
special operations policemen in an unmarked car
at Scarborough Beach. They were facing a bar-
rage of stubbies. full and empty, and they made
four -arrests between midnight and 12.55 am.
They did ain outstanding job and they responded to
the call of a member of the Government wvho
appreciated then, sufficiently 10 go down and see
them doing their job at the earliest of early hours
of the morning.

Mr Rujshton: You will break that zeal.

Mr BURKETT: it is very wrong for members
opposite to say that because the Government has
introduced this Bill it is anti-police. The Govern-
mient is not a nti-police.

Mr Court: Do you support the legislation as it
is?

Mr BURKETT: Recently a former Police Com-
missioner, Mr Leitch, criticised the Government
for promotions that had been made in the Police
Force. He did not name t he promotions concerned.
but I wonder whether Owen Leitch would like to
comec out and say that members of the WA Police
Force do not support and give credit to the pro-
motion given to one Brian Bull, a person who I
believe has the ability to go to the very top and be
able to do the job with an equal commitment and
with equal efficiency as that shown by the present
commissioner. That Owen Leitch was a best mate
of the dlad of the member for Nedlands. I chal-
lenge any' one to come out and say that this
Government was wvrong to have promoted young
men with the talents to warrant their promotion.
That is the challenge I give to Owen Leitch or to
anyone else who says that the promotion given to
one Brian Bull was not warranted, because I be-
lieve that Brian Bull has the ability to go right to
the top of the service. Members opposite wvill see
that his was a wise promotion.

Mr Pearce: Leitch jumped over a record num-
ber of officers when he got his promotion.

Mr BURIKETT: I did not have anything to do
wvith the promotion of Brian Bull.

Mr Bradshaw interjected.
Mr BURIKETT: What right does the member

have to say that the officer does nut have the
talents required?)

Mr Bradshaw: I am not saying hie does or does
not have the talents. but you are saying that he is
better than everyone else.

Mr BURKETT: Owen Leiteh criticised this
Government and this Minister.

Mr Rushton: He did not name anyone.
Mr BUJRKETT: But if we look at the most

senior proniotions recently-
Mr Rushton: Is your conscience pricking you?
Mr BURKETT: It is not. I would like any

member opposite to ask any member of the Police
Force whether he or she supports the pronmotion
given to one Brian Bull.

Mr Bradshaw: No-one is criticising that.
Mr Court: Do you support the Bill without

amendment?
Mr I-lodge: Of course he does.
Mr BURKETT: I will look at the amendments

that conic forward.
Mr Court: Are you going to amend the Bill?
Mr BURKETT: The menmber's leader is: I will

not be bringing forward amendments, but I wvill be
considering and watching every one of them.
While I air doing that I will also be thinking
about the protection that all members of the
Police Force will receive in the future, which will
mean that there wvill never be a repetition of a
police officer or officers being discharged from the
force, then being found completely innocent of any
charge and being granted an c~y gratia paynient.
but still being disniissed from a job they loved and
wvould still like to be doing. I support the Bill.

MIR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [8.53 p.m.]: Mr
Speaker-

Mr Pearce: A sensible contribution comning up.
Mr WILLIAMS: The Minister is quite right

and I hope the bionic mouth can keep it shut for a
while so that he can listen to what I have to say.

I think the Police Force must have expected
that this sort of Bill should have comec forward,
because even when the Government was in Oppo-
sition it was alwvays sniping at the force. The main
reason for that, ats we all know, and ats I have said
in the House many times, is that members op-
posite do not believe in law and order.
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Mr Pearce: This has not reached [he high stan-
dard I had expected.

Mvr WILLIAMS: The Minister should shut up
and go back and be sick.

We all know this to be the case:' therefore the
police really should not be unduly upset or sur-
prised that this has happened. We on this side
when we were in Government had-and we still
have-the highest respect for the memtbers of the
Police Force. We believe they do a magnificent
job; they are men and women of integrity.

Mir Batenian: We believe that too.

Mr WILLIAMS: The member has failed to
show that in this Bill.

In the old days,. and today, the Police Force did
riot demand respect-it earned it. But as many
members have said tonight. we have wit nessed a
breakdown in law and order over the last decade
or so. perhaps because Governments have soft-
pedlalled with some of the populace. I am sure the
Police Force will be aware of the num~ber of social
workers and the various depart ments that have
entered the scene and are doing their own things.
As many, of my colleagues have said, policemen
and women, or policepersons as we are supposed to
call them today, a re frightened to make at
judgment.

Mr Pearce: I am getting sicker by the minute.

Mr WI LLIAMS: Then do us a favour and clear
off.

I can rememuber back in the old days.' back 30
years ago, when I was about to move into Mid-
land. I was at bit scared about going there because
in those days it was at rough, tough town. It was
not a great place to be because it w-as at rough and
tuiiible place 30 years a'go.

Mr Troy: Thai is a reflection on the people of
Midland.-

Mr WI LLIAMS: Midland is at great place no"-.
but it was at tough tow-n in those days. Only one
policeman wvas transferred to the town and be-
cause of his attitude and the way he could talk to
the young people of the town, he commanded their
respect and wvas able to clean up the town. Only
one policeman w-as required then, but in those
days he was able to do the job. If someone tried to
get smart the policeman w-ould not mess about.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr WILLIAMS: If it "'as 30 years ago I \%,old
give it to the member. The policeman would give
the young people a good swift kick in the pants
and tell them to be off.

Mr Pearce interjected.

Mr WILLIAMS: It needs to happen to the
Minister interjecting.

Those wecre the days w-hen a k ick in the backside
and a. "Move on -Your way" would see the young
people respecting the policeman and doing "-hat
hie told them. But "-hat do tve have today? We
have a Police Force enideavouring to do at job but
being hamstrung by so-called do-gooders. The
Police Force is getting no"-here.

The member for Scarborough wven very quiet c
about one aspect of the Government's policy on
ihe Police Force, but at the time the Governent
indicated its policies we very quickly picked it up
and pointed out these matters to the public. The
first thing the Government was going io do was
disband the mounted police: then it was going to
disband the piped band, and then the w-ater police.
H-Iowever. because we made thle public aw"are of
what the Government intended, it backed off.

Mr Carr: What ai joke you are.

Mr WILLIAMS: The Minister need not worry
about ihat. because we darn-well did let the public
k no"-.

We received at very excellent letter from the
v-ery moderate-obviously-secretary of the
Police Union yesterday. lie couched in very clear
terms matters wvhich I believe to be quite unreal
because he indicated that a police officer, if
charged. is not to be told of the complaints and
that anonymous complaints w-ill be acted on. Any
fair-niinded person in business wvho received an
anonymous complaint, an anonymous letter.
"-ould know wvhat to do with it. He w'ould scre"- it
up and toss it in the bin, because if the person did
not have the guts to put his name to the complaint,
it would not be worth pursuing. yet the Govern-
ment "'ants to go on "ith this sissy nonsense.

Mr Crane: That is "-hat happened in Nazi
Germany.

Mr WI LLIAMS: The member is mucking up
the story because I "-as going to conic to that
IlateCr.

Mr Pearce: And Mussolini and Captain
America.

Mr WI LLIAMS: Fancy'stipulating that the
police have to answer questions under oath but
that the other witnesses do not.

Mr Carr: That is not true.

Mr WI LLIAMS: I beg the Minister's pardon. I
will accept the word of the secretary of the Police
Union any day before I accept the Minister's
word.

Mr Carr: No wonder we are not making much
progress tonight.
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NMr WILLIAMS: That is a fact. The
Ombudsman wviii take-

Mr Gordon liiiilk Have you read the Bill'?

Mr WILLIAMS: Yes. I have.

Mr Clarke: Ask him whether be has read it.

Mr WILLIAMS: I bet he has not.

The Ombudsman will take control and iwo sets
of records will be kept. So if my learned friend
from Dale wishes to make a complaint lie can do
so anonymously and make a complaint about any
policeman without any provocation. It does not
have to be a genuine complaint: he can make up
stories and carry out an absolute vendetta against
a policeman. Thai is exactly what will happen.
The member for Narrogin said this could happen
weekly. I assure members it will happen daily or
hourly,

The future of members of the Police Force will
not be worth a crumpet because we will have the
likes of the Aboriginal Legal Service and the
Greenies and the Roxby Downs crowd coming in.
They need only the slightest provocation and they
do not need an excuse because they can be anony-
mous. All complaints must be fully investigated.
yet they could be a complete bunch of lies and the
poor policeman does not have the right to come
back at them. What sort of fair go is that?) There
is no such thing ats a fair go in this Bill.

To members on this side of the House this Bill is
so much like the Small Claims Tribunal setup that
it is unreal. The small businessman has no redress
whatever before that tribunal. The people who
complain about smnall businessmen do niot have to
swear their complaint on oath, and the fellow in
charge of the court could get out of bed on the
wrong side and make the wrong judgment just as
the Ombudsman can do. and there is no redress. If
the policeman is found guilty by the Ombudsman
he can be fined up to $250 or be sent to gaol,
without right of appeal. What sort of fair go is
that'? Are we going to tolerate this? No fear, we
are not! We will not tolerate it one little bit. Mcii-
bers on this side of the House can still call them-
selves fair dinky-di Aussies and we believe in a fair
go.

Mr Pearce: That is pathetic.

Mr WILLIAMS: If this Bill were to pass-and
I am sure it will nor-we will find complaints
brought daily against certain police in particular
positions. They will be marked men and their fu-
tures will be in jeopardy because of the nature of
their position in the Police Force. If the Greenies
and the Roxby Downs crowd get to them the fu-
ture of those policemen will be ruined by innu-
endo. and they wvill have no redress. That is dis-

gusting. We are supposed to make fair laws but
this is the most criminal law of all time. It is not a
law, it is not just at all.

Because of the innuendoes that those people will
raise members of the Police Force and their Famil-
'Cs will lose their selfI respect. and members of the
force will have no incentive. Finally there will be
mass resignations because policemen will say it is
not on.

When this all starts the newspapers will have a
field day reporting the so-called "ceharges" daily.
Let us mnake no mistake, these sorts of charges will
be brought daily. It will incite other people to
charge other policemen and those fellows will have
no redress. They will lose incentive and the force
will lose members through resignation. People will
not want to join the force because they know that
sooner or later the people I have mentioned will
get them. Why should they join a force wvhen there
as no future in it'?

This Bill miust be scrubbed in its entirety. There
is no way we can allow it to become law because if
we do we will eventually lose our Police Force.
They are our third bastion of defence. I love them
and I believe we have to throw out this Bill and
look after our force,

I reject the Bill in its entirety.

MIR DAVIES (Victoria Park-M inister for the
Environment) [9.06 p.m.]: I do not think it is
required that at Minister should endorse another
Minister's Bill, but on this occasion-

Mr Peter Jones: We will take it as read, if you
like.

Mr DAVIES: I merely want to say a few words
and in forming those words I want to draw on my
more than 20 years' experience in this House. One
aspect that hats concerned ine is that complaints I
have sent to the Police Force from time to timec
have not been adequately dealt with. That does
not mean to say each and every one has not been
looked at and investigated, but sonic aspects have
concerned me. I have sent quite a number over the
years. Someone comes into the office and one tries
to assess whether he or she is genuine. One takes
down particulars and sends in a complaint on be-
half of the constituenit. I point out that one will nor
be able to do that under this Bill, so perhaps it will
relieve the workload of somec mem bers.

Mr Rushton: The point is that the Opposition
and the Police Force are not resisting having an
overview which would accommodate your position.

M r DAVIES: I will come to that. As happened
when the member for Clontarf was speaking, some
members in the House are pre-empting me. I do
not get to speak very often, but I would like more
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as the member for Victoria Park than as a Minis-
ter to detail some of my experiences.

In all the complaints I have sent to the depart-
nrnt-and I would not like to say how many there
were because one does not keep count of them-on
only one occasion has action been taken against
the policeman concerned. Strange to say. on that
occasion the father of the policeman came to see
me to ask me to help get his son out of trouble. I
had got his son into trouble through the complaint
on behalf of nmy constituent. and I was supposed to
act for both sides. He did not know I was the one
who had lodged the complaint for the constituent.
That was the only occasion when action was taken
as a result of a compiaint.

Mr Peter Jones: The only occasion you know of.

Mr DAVIES: No.

Mr Peter Jones: That is a question on my part.

Mr DAVIES: No. I always ask what has
happened. What really upset me a bit in the last
few years is that I would lodge a complaint on
behalf of a constituent and we were told it "'as
being investigated, but I was not given the cour-
tesy of a reply. The department said it would reply
to the constituent. That may be okay, but I have to
ring him up and ask whether he has received a
reply. what it was, and whet her he was satisfied.
After I complained several times about this I was
given the courtesy of a reply saying that the comn-
plaint was unfounded or something like that, in
about as many words.

I do not think that is satisfactory at all. Oc-
casionally. in the old-boy style, they wvould ring up
and give one information that they, asked one not
to repeat. They wvould say that for various reasons
certain things were happening.

I do not like it either. I believe it has to be said
many liies during the debate on this Bill that
justice has not only to be done but also it has to be
seen to be done. That is precisely what is
happening with this Bill.

I believe that the "'hole thing will bring issues
out into the open where they need to be brought
out into the open.

Opposition members have asked what is the dif-
ference between the situation which exists at the
moment and the siuntion that will exist in the
future. The member for Dale suggested that some-
one will have the power to overview the investi-
gations. However, those investigations will be car-
ried out as they are currently carried out by the
same officers, It is being spelt out in the Bill howv
they will be carried out and there will be none of
this old boy, business "here the investigators can
say. "We will really go in tough on this one" or.

"We "'ill not go in tough on this one because he is
a mnate of a friend of ours". The law "'ill spell out
what w-ill happen and I think the Government is to
be commended for that. A person who is alleged-to
have committed an offence w'ill certainly be saits-
fied that these avenues w-ill be open to him and
that he will have certain options available to him.

All this nonsense about appeals w-ill not alter in
ainy way because the same conditions in regard to
investigations will apply as apply now. The real
need for an appeal is if a penalty is applied after
ain offence has been found to have occurred. Regu-
lations already exist which will be applied under
those circumstances and penalties will be set ac-
cordingly. I cannot see anything wrong with that. I
understand that the regulations which govern the
employment of police officers no doubt provide for
avenues of appeal against a penahy.

Police officers are not opposed to the way inves-
tigations aire now carried out because, apparently
to a nian. they aire quite happy with them. The-
only difference is that, if there is at nagging doubt
and if one feels that there has been a bit of the old
boy attitude entering invest igations, there is an
overview option. The Opposition has said there is
nothing wrong with that.

I do not know whether the Government will
accept or oppose amendments moved by the Oppo-
sion. Howvever. the Government has indicated'
that it is quite happy to have a look at any reason-
able amendments. Indeed, the Burke Government
has been extremely generous in the number of
amendments it has accepted in the past. and I am
sure it will continue to be so.

I cannot see w'hat the argu ment is about. I read
the letter from the Police Union after I picked it
up from niy office during the tea suspension. The
motions that were carried could have been moved
or mianoeuvred by ainy novice trade union sec-
retary.

Mr Clarko: Are you suggesting they, were
manipulated?

Mr DAVIES: No. it is the way the motions are,
promoted. The trade union president probably
read an introductory speech wvhich he said he
should make before he opened the meeting. Why
he did not say those things during the meeting I do
not know. In reading the way the objections w-crc
listed-

Mr Peter Jones: We are talking about a Bill. not
about a public meeting.

Mr DAVIES: lair talking about "-hat caime out
of the meeting. It surprised me. It indicated that,
between 11.00 a.m. and 1.00 p.m.. the meeting
cai to somec conclusions. I know what trade

3?94



[Wednesday, 31 October 1984])29

unionists are like. Usually they have made up their
minds before they meet.

When one looks at the Bill realistically, one will
find that the method of' investigation has not
changed. However, if the Bill is passed, there will
be a system of overview to see that justice is done.

Sonic years ago I received from Canada several
volunies of an investigation that had taken place
there. From memory, the Canadian Government
concerned had set up a more severe outside organ-
sation to monitor the activities of' the police. I did
not think that was necessary here because of the
reasons about which I have spoken. However, be-
cause the population is becoming more "volatile"
and because there is a need for extra police-

Mr Blaikie: More politically activated.
Mr DAVIES: No, that is niot right, it has

-always been there. There were the suffragettes
back in the early 1900s and there have always
been groups.

M r Old: Now we have t he fem in ists.
Mir DAVIES: Yes: there are always those sorts

of groups. There are the IWWs-thc Independent
Workers of the World-who were commonly
called the "I Won't Works'". Those groups have
been of concern to the population. We are a bigger
population now and, regrettably, perhaps because
of improved communications, some offences that
have occurred infrequently arc now occurring
more frequently, are more violent and are more
easily brought to notice. We have to live with that,
but the Government has moved to remedy ihat
situation by supplying more policemen in the com-
m unity.

The Government is to be congratulated for
doing that. Howvever, people will not always be
happy with the actions of the Police Force. There
has to be a safety valve. A reasonable approach
has to be taken in these matters. The Government
could have said that it would refer all complaints
against the Police Force to the Ombudsman.

M r Rushton: That is what is suggested.
Mr DAVIES: We have gone further than that.
Mr Peter Jones: You have gone too far. You are

taking over the powers of the police.
Mr DAVIES: We are being kinder than that.

Mr Peter Jones: If you call this kindness. I
wvould hate to see you being cruel.

Mr DAVIES: The Bill sets out in detail what
could happen. It could have been a simple matter
of bringing the police under the control of the
Ombudsman. They wvould have then been subject
to the same controls to which public servants who
have their actions inquired into are subject.

Mr Rushton: The police arc suggesting that.
Mr DAVIES: They do not want that. They

want to be investigated by their own kind and
there is nothing wrong with that. I had great ad-
miration for Inspector Dalton when he was in the
service. I got on very welt with him and I felt that
he would certainly follow up things that needed to
be followed up. Inspector Dalton was in charge of
investigations. I think he had a team of officers
who were often called "the featherfoots".

Over the years I have been unhappy with the
way investigations have been carried out. The
same system will operate under this legislation
except that the Bill sets out the detail for investi-
gations more clearly and provides, if an officer is
unhappy about an investigation, for the
Ombudsman to review the evidence given in the
investigation.

I do not think that is unnecessary. The other
thing I hope they, will stop is that as soon as one
puts in a1 complaint, the police go around and
investigate the person who made the complaint.

Mr Old: They do not know who he is. He could
be anonymous.

Mr DAVIES: Under this Bill that is quite right.
I could say that Mr Dick Oldfield, formerly of
Katanning now of Circe Circle. has complained to
me-

Mr Old: I am not allowed to live in Circe Circle.
Mr DAVIES: -about the treatment he

received at Fred Africa's Bar on a Friday night. I
always tell the police the name and address of the
person who came to me and the first thing they do
is go around and put the thumb on hini and say,
"Why did you complain to Ron IDavies, and why
did you say that to him?". That is true. They try
to intimidate the person who complained and very
often, I amn sorry to say. but it is true, the person is
perhaps of a questionable moral character or per-
haps not terribly bright and he gets upset. These
are unhappy people in the community. but they
are allowved to make a complaint. One does not
deny them that. I do not like the police
immediately descending on the per-son who coin-
plains and then intimidating him because he does
not know how to handle it. He then comes back
and complains to me. I cannot see how we are
going to avoid that. Such people will still make
their complaints.

I have been unhappy with somec investigations
over the years. although I cannot say that is gen-
eral. The Bill which is proposed now is a very
fulsome Bill which will put into proper form the
type of investigations which currently take place
with the safeguard that if required the miatter can
go to the Omnbudsman. If any amendments are

3295



3296 ASSEM BLY]

necessary the Minister will make them. I believe it
is a good Bill. It will fill an established need in our
community ioday.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) 19.22 p.m.j: Let mc say
from the outset that I do not support the move
that the Government is making. This Bill seeks to
question the actions of the Police Force, the role of
the police, the position of the police in society, and
the integrity of the police.

The Bill will finish up causing policemen to
have to answer anonymous accusations from the
public.

Mr Carr: That happens now.

Mr BLAIK IF: If the Minister will let me finish
I will tell him how I see the legislation. Policenien
will be obliged to answer anonymous accusations
from the public and will face an investigation by
an independent investigator. Policemen will be
obliged to pay a $200 fine if they refuse to answer
any questions. They will not have the opportunity
of redress against the anonymous complainants.

Mr Carr: There arc about three inaccuracies in
that lot.

Mr BLAIKIE: That is what the Government is
proposing. I amn aware of some of the scrutinies
that police officers have been subjected to by their
own people. I amn not aware of the internal investi-
gations but I certainly am aware of accusations
that have been made by the public and the fact
that an officer may be subjected to intense investi-
gation by his own superiors. I intend to make
further comtiienr about that at a later stage when
I refer to a radio broadcast with the Minister
during the week. I have always found that the
police take a very critical look at their o'vn. The
punishment they impose on their own people has
been relatively harsh, but such is the nature of the
force and the service the force provides to Western
Australians.

We have a large Police Force, with something
like 2 800 policemen. The Minister might indicate
to tue by way of interjection how many there are.

Mr Carr: About 2 900.
Mr BLAIK hE: That was not a bad guess. The

public say that most of them do a good job but
there are one or two bad policemen within the
force. I do not accept that latter comment as being
a valid reason for the introduction of this legis-
lation. If one were to look at the situation with
respect to schoolteachers the same argument could
be advanced. The Government does not propose to
provide the public with an opportunity to question
the performance of schoolteachers in a form such
as it intends police officers should be subjected to.
Maybe the Minister for Education, who is prone

to making comnnents from time to time, might
indicate what he is going to do.

Mr Pearce: People do complain to the
Ombudsman and he negotiates on behalf of the
complainant. That is a perfectly normal pro-
eed u re.

M r BLA IK IE: Does the Minister provide for a n
independent investigator to then investigate accu-
sations being made against school teachers? This is
what the Government is doing with this police
legislation. Why is it different?!

Mr Pearce: It is not different. The sam thing
happens already, you fool. [ just said to you that
t he Ombudsman routinely investigates teachers.

Mr BL-AIKIE: Will the Minister permit an in-
dependent investigator to viewv those anonymous
complaints as well?!

Mr Pearce: The Ombudsman is an independent
investigator. Hasn't anybody told you?

Mr Clarko: You are not suggesting all investi-
gations go through the Ombudsman? A lot go
through the department.

Mr Pearce: You have been a Minister for Edu-
cation. You must have received letters from the
Omnbudsman.

Mr Clarko: If I did receive any they were so few
that I cannot recall them. The majority of com-
plaints were dealt with by the department.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Governnient will not extend
the opportunity for an indepentdent, separate in-
vestigator to investigate accusations made against
schoolteachers.

Mr Pearce: It is already there. Any person can
complain about any teacher to the Omibudsman.

Mr BLAIKIE: I amn saying the Minister will not
establish a separate investigator outside the
Ombudsman.

Mr Pearce: We have one-the Omnbudsman.
That is the proposition in the Bill.

Mr BLAIKIE: I do not accept the Govern-
ment's arguments as to why it has to have this
legislation as being valid at all. There happen to be
some 2 900 policemen.

Mr Pearce: You would go back to the other
point before this point is concluded.

M r 43LA IK IE: We will certainly do that. I t is
an attack against the Police Foree for the Govern-
ment to bring forward this legislation.

1t is a matter that I do not aceept. The Premier,
on radio this morning, or during a Press release
said that the legislation would help to prevent a
situation similar to that which occurred in New
South WVales. The Minister in charge of the Bill
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might indicate whether that information as to
"'hat the Premier said on radio was correct.

Mr Carr: I did not hear him make any, comment
this morning. We do not want the situation that
existed in the Police Force in New South Wales.

Mr BLAIKIE: What about the situation that
exists in the New South Wales judiciary?

Mr Carr: I do not want to incriminate people on
the basis of a couple of Press reports today.

Mr BLAIKIE: l am not incriminating anyone.
M r Carr: I am in no position to comment on the

New South Wales judiciary.
Mr BLAIKIE: Obviously, from what he has

just said. the Minister believes the New South
Wales Police Force is unsavoury.

Mr Carr: I think there is certainly ground for
concern within the New South Wales Police
Force.

Mr BLAIKIE: Then is that why the Minister is
bringing this legislation to Western Australia?

Mr Clarko: Are there grounds for concern in
Western Australia?

Mr Carr: Not to anything like the extent in
New South Wales.

Mr Clarke: This legislation is here to catch
some type of dragon.

Mr BLAIKIE: The matter is of some concern
because insinuations of graft and corruption have
been levelled at various quarters in New South
Wales. There have been newspaper reports of
graft and corruption within the Police Force.

I do not know whether that is true. However, a
Press release by the Premier this morning said
that this legislation would ensure that a situation
similar to that in New South Wales does not occur
in Western Australia.

I again ask the Minister if he has any suspi cion
of unsavoury elements or elements of graft and
corruption in the Western Australian Police
Force. I would certainly like to know if there are
any.

Mr Carr: No. I think we have probably the best
Police Force in Australia. if the truth is known.

Mr BLAIKIE: If there is graft and corruption
within the State. we should not start with the
Police Force. We should not start with the
judiciary, either.

Mr Pearce: You seem to believe we should start
with the teachers.

Mr BLAIKIE: We should start with the Parlia-
ment. I do not believe the Police Force or the
police officers should be the bunnies who take
responsibility for the others. If an accusation is
(104)

made against a policeman, it should be moved up
the line. If an accusation is made against the ju-
diciary, it should be moved up the line, If, at the
top of the line, the parliamentary leader or rep-
resentatives refuse to listen, that is where the re-
sponsibility starts and finishes.

This legislation is weakening the Police Force.
It will satisfy militant groups and elements in
Western Australia. It is important that our force
maintains law and order: and it is important that
the Government accepts the responsibility for
giving the force the funds that it needs as well as
the respect and dignity it deserves, It should not be
attacked, but respected. That is very important.
The force is not receiving that respect from the
Government. It needs support, and not admon-
it ion.

It was interesting to read an article in The
Australian of 15 May 1984. The report dealt with
the 48th conference of the Western Australian
Police Union, and it referred to the Premier as
follows-

In the manner of a headmaster
admonishing a classroom of naughty pupils.
Mr Burke made it known in a speech at the
union's 48th conference that the Government
was disgusted with the union's behavior over
the past few months.

His attack centred on the union's reaction
to controversy over police-Aboriginal re-
lations, unionists' deliberate leaking of confi-
dential draft legislation and complaints about
the proposed retirement scheme for public
servants.

"It is in general a call I make today for an
increase in maturity in the relationship be-
tween the union and government." he said.

"The sudden change (in government) has
contributed to a very unstable situation.

The report continued-

"All of a sudden, various member., of the
Police Union notably Jock Fraser (the union's
secretary) have started to sound like they
came from the coalmines of northern
England".

Mr Bateman: It is good to see you are starting
to support the unions.

Mr BLAIKIE: It was interesting that the
Premier made the claim that the Secretary of the
Police Union (Jock Fraser) suddenly talked as if
he wvas coming from the coalmines of Northern
England. All I can say is that if there is any
comparison between Mr Fraser and Mr Scargill,
Jock Fraser has let his troops down miserably.
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Arthur Scargill went to far greater lengths to
show the Government what he believed was right.

Mr Pearce: Do you favour the Scargill ap-
proach?

Mr BLAIKIE: Arthur Scargill is wrong, but on
this issue Jock Fraser is right.

The article in The Australian said that the
Premier admonished the Police Union like a class-
room of naughty pupils.

Mr Bateman: Don't be so stupid.
Mr BLAIKIE: I will even give the member a

copy of the article to read.
Mr Bateman: It is a lot of bloody nonsense.
Mr BLAIKIE: If the member disagrees with

the Press, that is the only action he can take. That
is part of the argument that has been raised.

One can understand why the Government has
taken an aggressive attitude and is not listening to
the Police Union. On 15 May. it had already de-
termined its position-, and here we have the legis-
lation. The union asks [or certain considerations,
and the Government is not prepared to listen to it.

Let me now deal with the early retirement of
police officers, another matter about which I am
concerned.

Mr Pearce: That is not relevant to this Bill.
Mr BLAIKIE: It is very relevant to the Bill.

The early retirement of police officers has given
me concern, particularly in relation to the Bill we
are discussing. Many officers have left the force.
An article in The Sunday, Times of 17 June stated
as follows-

THE Western Australia Police Force is to
lose 24 of its top officers in its biggest-ever
shake-up.

They will take advantage of the early re-
tirement plan for police just approved by the
State Government.

Mr Parker: Do you think there is something
wrong with that?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am concerned because these
officers have taken advantage of the early retire-
nient. I do not criticise them for that, but 1 anm
concerned for the morale of the remaining officers
in the force. How can one replace an officer with
some 30 years* service by a newly-recruited officer
or an officer with five years' service'?

Mr Pearce7 Are you opposed to age 55 retire-
ment for the police?

Several members interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: I am concerned about the mor-

ale of the officers remaining in a force which has
lost its key people who had a great degree of

experience. When the 24 senior officers are re-
moved, who can replace them? It is all very well to
have promotions, but a wealth of experience is still
needed to maintain lwand order.

The legislation deals with public complaints
against the Police Force. I would expect an officer
with 25 or 30 years of service to be able to handle
himself when a complaint is made. However, I
would be very concerned for a new recruit thrown
into the force under those circumstances.

During the week, the Minister and Mr Fraser
were heard on a radio talkback programme with
Mr Maumill. I do not claim great friendship with
Mr Maumill, as the Premier does. However, the
comments made during the programme were ex-
tremely interesting. During the radio programme,
Mr Maumill asked Mr Fraser why he and his
union were concerned about the proposed legis-
lation. Mr Fraser said-

You will find, and I think if Parliament
take the time to investigate you will find that
a hell of a lot of complaints against police
officers are perhaps politically motivated.
They're motivated by people who want to
cover their back in relations to their actions
which are contrary to the law. There is politi-
cal left wving attitudes I mean we are dealing
with young men and women who are thrown
in the deep end who have got to go out and
deal with criminals, deal with violent people
in the street and they daren't approach any-
one for fear of being reported and a whole
chain of events takes place.

I have great sympathy for Mr Fraser's comments.
Many people in the community would echo the
concern this person has on behalf of miembers. I
believe it was a very responsible comment.

Mr Carr: No-one disagrees with that comment
and that fact will not change because of this Bill.
This Bill will not change that Situation.

Mr BLAIKIE: That may well be the case in the
Minister's view. Let me continue with that be-
cause although I am reading excerpts from the
transcripts I would be delighted for the Minister
to have the full transcript to make any, other com-
ments he wants to make.

Mr Pearce: Ilfyou could call Mr Maumill before
the House-

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Maumill then asked Mr
Fraser the following question-

-... where do you see your members under
threat, specifically where are the WA Police
Force members, because of the proposed
legislation being singled out for different
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treatment, for harsher treatment than the av-
erage man in the street.

Then Mr Fraser said-

You take a traffic officer for instance who
can get a record of minor complaints listed up
in the Ombudsman's office and this is some-
thing that wouldn't happen tn anybody else.
If he smiles at an offender then he is being
sarcastic, if he doesn't smile he's being rude.
This is the sort of thing that's happening.
Complaints can be made anonymously. The
whole thing is this takes it several steps later
in a legalistic manner.

He further said-

Now for the Government to conic out and
say, oh yeah common sense and reasons going
to prevail, common sense and reason does not
prevail when you're dealing with these politi-
cally motivated people.

Mr Pearce: They are not politically motivated.

Mr BLAIKIE: Again that is a very important
and salient point which identifies the very heart of
w'hat the police see as a matter of real concern.
Their concern is very properly rounded: and Mr
Fraser's comments in that section of the transcript
indicate that. The last comment I want to make
from this transcript-

Mr Tom Jones: Thank goodness!

Mr BILAIKIE: The member for Collie may say,
"Thank goodness", but I am sure he will find it
fascinating.

Mr Toni Jones: I have never seen you support a
union in the time I have been here.

Mr Pearce: It is amazing what Opposition does
to you. Your scoring is not very accurate at the
best of times.

Mr Clarko: Do we support Rugby Union?

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Maumill again questioned
the Minister on a matter relating to complaints.
Mr Maumill said-

I don't like that complaints can be anony-
mous bit Jeff. if I can just leave Jock for a
moment.

Maumill further went on to say-
I mean if I was dirty on a policeman 'cause

I fancied his wife or I was dirty on a police-
man because he pinched me for parking or
speeding and I reckon he was wrong, I could
anonymously bombard the department with
complaints until I got writer's cramp or use
different typewriters. And he would be con-
tinually under investigation. And if I was
smart enough and vicious enough I could

single out one policeman and make his life
hell.

Mr Williams: That is right.

Mr BLAIKIE: To continue-

He'd spend more time before the internal
investigators' groups and the Ombudsman
than he would on the road or out doing police
work.

Mr Carr: That is not changing.

Mr BLAIKIE: What Bob Maumill said in those
few sentences is the very essence of what this side
of the House believes wvill certainly happen to
some members of the Police Force. Where a mem-
ber of the public wants to be vindictive, vicious, or
to take out threats or writs, or make any sorts of
accusations, or as Mr Maumill said, if a member
of the public wanted to get writer's cramp singling
out one policeman for ever, that officer would
never get around to answering all those com-
plaints. The Minister said by way of an interjec-
tion that it may happen that those sorts of com-
plaints arose. Very clearly, they would be picked
up in the process with regard to the handling of
vexatious complaints. The question was asked,
-Why are they made anonymously?" This ques-
tion was never answered. There is a responsibility
for the Government, that if it intends to take ac-
tion on this matter against the Police Force as it
has indicated, the complaint should not be made
anonymously.

Mr Carr: They can be made anonymously now
and they are investigated.

Mr BLAIKIE: If the Minister intends to take
this matter seriously, complaints should not be
made anonymously. Members on this side of the
House have already indicated our real concern
with what we see as a threat to the Police Force
and to the very stability of law and order in this
State, I certainly do not support the legislation.

I support the recommendation that has been
made by the member for Dale. I certainly hope
that commonsense and reason, even at this late
stage' will prevail in the Government and that the
Government will take heed of the legislation and
not proceed with it.

MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) [9.45 p.m.]: We have
been listening to a rather bewildering debate this
evening, and it is a little unfortunate that mem-
bers have not shown a deeper knowvledge of what
really is contained in the Bill. J suppose all of us
who have spent some time in this place expect
fairly political responses to matters that come be-
fore the Parliament, so it should not come as a
great surprise, but it was a little disappointing this
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evening when the Opposition, dealing with a diffi-
cult and sensitive issue and [aced with the choice
between being statesmanlike and seeking to score
sonic cheap political points-

Mr Clarko: None of that is new.
Mr CARR: -plunged in fairly well headlong to

try to make some political capital.
Mr Clarko: H-ow did you react to the

policemen's vote'?
Mr CARR: It is a little difficult to assess

exactly where the Opposition stands on this mat-
ter. Sonic members of the Opposition expressed in
clear terms their opposition to the legislation and
other members who attempted to say that they
support sonic of the principles involved and then,
having indicated their support for the principle of
ain independent scrutiny of police investigations.
proceeded to express their opposition to the
measures proposed to establish that principle and
to put it in place.

The claim was made that the Opposition and
the Police Union supported the principle of inde-
pendent scrutiny: and I find that that really rings
as a very hollow claim in the context of their
rendition on sonic of the aspects of the Bill.

I am quite sure that the Police Union has
adopted that particular position as a tactic. I had a
meeting in my office on Wednesday or Thursday
of last week with a number of representatives of
the Police Union: and it was very clear following
that discussion that the union is quite strongly
opposed to any form of inquiry other than an
internal inquiry. The union has made comments
about being prepared to accept sonic form of scru-
tiny in an attempt to delay the passage of the Bill
and, I suppose, to attempt to confuse the Legislat-
ive Council-

Mr Rushton: Are you questioning their sin-
cerity ?

Mr Williams: You are really rough.
Mr CARR: I make my next response to the

claim that the Government has been
confrontationist on this matter. That mightI make
good political rhetoric for people in opposition, but
the reality is exactly to the contrary.

Mr Rushton: You always claim that.
Mr CARR: This Government has attempted to

be as conciliatory as possible on this matter and
has embarked upon a very long process of consul-
tation with the Commissioner of Police, the Police
Union. and the Ombudsman. Of course it has also
involved us in gaining information on the position
in operation in the other States of Australia.

Mr MacKinnon: In regard to consultation, have
you made any concessions?

Mr CARR: Yes. I will come to them in a mo-
ment. In fact, that consultation has been going on
for the whole 20 months that we have been in
Government.

Mr Rushton: A concession, or you made up
your mind?

Mr CARR: The only consultation-
Mr Clarko: I was trying to be factual.
Mr CARR: That would have been the position

in the original discussion 20 nionths ago, but over
a significant period of time, after a number of
discussions with the Police Union. the Com-
missioner of Police, and the Ombudsman, it was
made clear that we intended to have a form of
independent scrutiny consistent with the item
which has been in our election platforms on a
number of occasions.

The Bill has been in the process of detailed
drafting for about six months, and during that
time a number of meetings have been held involv-
ing officers of my staff and members of the Police
Union. During that time a considerable number of
concessions were made. I am not trying to say at
any stage that the Police Union said it was pre-
pared to agree to the concept because it would
rather there not be independent scrutiny. That is
one of those points that we accept as a starting
base.

Mr MacKinnon: Can I just ask how how you
justify that claim in light of the niotion
unanimously passed at the union's weekend meet-
ing'? It seems to me that correspondence is pretty
direct.

Mr CARR: That is a question for the Police
Union to answer in regard to the inconsistencies
that have been shown and the misrepresentation of
the position that they have shown to the Press and
to the media as well as to their members. They
should answer for that. I am not responsible for
that. I am just recounting the situation, which is
that there were a number of meetings. I specifi-
cally had a meeting with the union representatives
after the first draft of the Bill was available. There
was not a general agreement between the two par-
ties. I said, "There will be a range of detailed
discussions as we go through a series of drafts and
if at any time those discussions are not to your
satisfaction, come to me directly and personally.'.

These discussions did take place and about six
significant concessions were made. Six points were
requested by the union and they were all agreed to
during the course Of those discussions. That has
brought us to a position where we have what is a
moderate Bill. People can say what they like, but
it simply is a very moderate Bill. It is
disappointing that, as we went from one con-
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cession to the next. wye found a new position being
adopted by the union. I am particularly disap-
pointed w'ith the so-called four-page summary that
has been issued by the union which seems to have
been the sole piece of research used by the mem-
bers of the Opposition tonight.

The reason I am able to pick up that fact is
because the same inaccuracies which appeared in
that four-page article were repeated tonight. I w'as
not w'Tong ofl the $200 at all.

Mr Rushton: Look at the Parliamentary Com-
missioner's legislation.

Mr CARR: I have looked at that, but the mem-
ber has not looked at it closely enough to under-
stand how that works. The member is simply
wrong, as is the union on that matter. I think it is
particularly disappointing that the Opposition has
done nothing better tonight than to parrot the
inaccuracies put forward by the union on this mat-
ter.

The Police Force is in a state of flux at this
stage. I am talking not just about the Police Union
view, but also about the wider view throughout the
police community. What is happening is that more
and more police officers are reading the Bill, as
well as that material sent to them by the union. I
have sent copies of the Bill and copies of the sec-
ond reading speech to every police station in this
State. Policemen are starting to read the Bill and
we are getting feedback from police officers say-
ing, "We have been conned". Significant sections
of the Police Force are concerned that they have
been conned and find themselves saying, "Now
that the Bill has been explained to us and we can
read it for ourselves, we see it is nowhere near as
bad as the union made it out to be".

Mr Blaikie- What is the attitude at Geraldion?

Mr CARR: I have not had any direct contact
with the Geraldton branch of the union since they
had their meeting last week, so I cannot comment
on that.

Several members interjected.
Mr CARR: The important point tonight is for

me to indicate that the Government is prepared to
delay the Committee stage of this Bill. We have
already given a commitment to delay the Com-
mittee stage for at least a week to enable amend-
ments to be put forward.

The Leader of the Opposition has indicated,
outside of this place, that he intends to propose
amendments; and I will be interested to see what
form they take, although there was no indication
tonight as to what form they will take.

I had discussions today with the Commissioner
of Police, at my regular meeting with him, and

had discussions with a number of the assistant
commissioners as well, and during the course of
those discussions we talked about ihe possibility of
a couple of further amendments to the legislation.
I can advise the House that during the next few
days the Government will be giving consideration
to a couple of amendments of its own, as a result
of those discussions.

I make this point clear to the Parliament: While
we are prepared at any stage to look at any
amendments put forward from any source. and we
are prepared to talk to anyone at any time, we are
committed to the fundamental principle that there
should be external scrutiny of the Police Force.
We are committed to proceed with the basic struc-
ture outlined in the Bill.

Mr Rushton: That is no concession at all.
Mr CARR: That is a completely unreasonable

comment from the member for Dale. As an
example of how out of touch the member for Dale
is, he has been parroting tonight that maybe the
best thing to do is to hand over the matter to the
Ombudsman. That was one of the models that was
looked at at the beginning. wvhen we started from
scratch and said "Which model should we adopt'?
Should we leave the matter entirely with the
Ombudsman? Should we have an external tri-
bunal situation as in Queensland? Should wye have
internal investigators with a supervisory role?" It
was made very clear by the commissioner and by
the police in general, and I believe the Police
Union at the time, that it was believed that the
police officers were the best people to be making
the initial inquiry.

Mr Rushton: Nobody has said that.
Mr CARR: I am sorry. I must have misunder-

stood what the member has been saying all night.
I understood the member felt it should be handed
to the Ombudsman.

Mr Rushton: I said investigations by the police,
then-

Mr CARR: Now the member for Dale is
coming back much closer to the Bill, if he is pre-
pared to say that the inquiry should be conducted
by the police and that there should then be a
scrutiny. Some discussions came up tonight about
who the police are accountable to. The point was
made that the commissioner is the person in
charge of the Police Force with particular empha-
sis, of course, on operational matters.

Nobody argues with that. The commissioner is
in charge of the Police Force and in charge of
operational matters. To whom is he responsible?
To whom is he accountable? Those people who
have read the Police Act will know that the Police
Commissioner is responsible to the Parliament. In
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that context I would have thought that it would
seem perfectly appropriate to consider the context
of the Ombudsman. I think it was the member for
Stirling who made that comment. The
Ombudsman is the agent of the Parliament, and is
accountable to the Parliament.

Mr Stephens interjected.

Mr CARR: If we are to have the Parliament
taking action to establish its responsibility, then
who better for it to establish that line of responsi-
bility but through the Ombudsman?

Mr Clarko: It is a question of how you do that:
As a first resort, a last resort, or in between.

Mr CARR: If I may proceed-

Mr MacKinnon: If the commissioner i s respon-
sible to the Parliament. as you say, is not a Select
Committee of the Parliament the proper structure
to examine it?

Mr CARR: No. it is not. It is a delaying tactic
that amounts to nothing more than a rejection of
the Bill. It is a tactic that Oppositions adopt be-
cause they are not game to stand up and say that
they oppose legislation. It is simply denying the
fact that there has been a 20-month period of
consultation during the time this Government has
been in office.

The question has been asked as to why we are
making this measure and why are we taking this
step and introducing the Bill. There is one simple
reason: Justice should not only be done but it
should also be seen to be done. Things should be
seen to be done in the open.

Someone asked whether the internal investi-
gators did a good job. My view is that internal
investigators do a very good job, and I probably
have more opportunity to assess that situation
than other members who have not been the Minis-
ter for Police and Emergency Services. I have seen
the number of inquiries that come across my desk.
on their way to be the subject of inquiries. I know
a lot of inquiries go directly to the internal
investigating officer, but a substantial number
come through my office.

I have a fair indication of just how difficult a
job those internal investigators face. I suppose the
main reason their job is so difficult is that rarely is
there a independent witness who can be of any use
by assisting the person conducting the inquiry.
There are many complaints where one person or
two people write in and say. "I 'vas stopped by this
one, or two policemen, and it happened out on the
road somewhere". There is simply no other
alternative person there to be a witness.

What happens is the internal investigators con-
duct their inquiry as best they can, and the reply

almost invariably takes the form, "Your complaint
has been investigated, the officers concerned deny
your accusation, and in the absence of indepen-
dent witnesses we are unable to take the position
further".

That simply is the only result that is achievable
in many cases. The public, in many cases, respond
to that by saying. "Oh, but they investigated
themselves'. What we are saying is that we should
have a separate, independent person, the
Ombudsman. The Ombudsman looks at the re-
port, looks at the file and says "That is a reason-
able conclusion to arrive at, there is no alternative
conclusion". So it is the Ombudsman then who
will be writing back to the complainant saying,
"This complaint has been investigated; the officers
deny it. I have personally perused the file of the
investigation and I am satisfied that the inquiry
has been conducted in as thorough a way as poss-
ible'> It is a write-off in the same way, but the
difference is that the people in the community w'ill
be able to say, "Well, it must have been all right
because the Ombudsman has looked at it, and he
is satisfied that it is all right". That is what the
basic difference will be between the present
system and the new system. The one difference is
that when the complainant gets a letter it will have
the inmprinmatur of the independent person. That
will be the major difference.

Mr Crane: What are the instances where it will
be different.

Mr CARR: Firstly, if the Ombudsman is not
satisfied with the inquiry he may choose to order a
particular line of inquiry, or he has the power
under this Bill to undertake his own inquiry: and
that would be the end of the situation. HeI wvould
arrive at a decision and reply to the complainant
accordingly.

A different situation could arise in regard to a
special investigation. It has been misunderstood by
most people. It involves the situation where it is
considered inappropriate for a person from the
internal investigation branch to conduct an in-
quiry-the complaint may be against a member of
the internal investigation branch, or it may be
against an officer of the Police Force who is more
senior than officers of the internal investigation
biranch. In such cases there is provision for a
special inquiry to be appointed. The Commissioner
of Police and the Ombudsman meet to discuss who
should conduct an inquiry in such a situation. If
they agree, they appoint a special investigator who
could be a policeman-presumably in most cases
he would be a policeman-probably an assistant
commissioner; or they could appoint one of the
Ombudsman's staff to conduct the inquiry. This
has been misinterpreted because there has been a
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suggestion that it could be a lawvyer who hates
police or someone like that.

Mr Crane: Is there a mechanism there if they
do not agree?

Mr CARR: If they do not agree the mechanism
is that it comes to me because I would be the tie
breaker. My only involvement in such an appoint-
ment is as a tie breaker. If the Ombudsman and
the Commissioner of Police agree on who should
conduct the investigation, thc person can be
appointed: but if they do not agree it comes to me.

So, a special investigator can be appointed only
with the approval of at least two out of the com-
missioner, the Ombudsman, and the Minister.

Some concern has been expressed as to who
might be the person appointed to conduct the
special inquiry. The Government is looking at this
amendment and its view is that it would only be a
police officer someone from the Ombudsman's
staff, or perhaps someone from the Supreme
Court. In order to remove any suggestion that wve
might appoint an unfavourable lawyer we are pre-
pared to word the clause in such a way as to make
it clear who will be the person who conducts a
special inquiry.

I take this opportunity to say that I regret the
stance that has been taken by the union in oppo-
sition to this Bill for a different reason from that
which has already been expressed. I believe that
that stance is greatly harming the standing of
police officers in the community. Different com-
ments have been made tonight about the standing
of the police in the community. My view is that it
is very high with most of the people of the corn-
nmunity. Obviously, there are some people who
would be exceptions to that.

If the Police Union had been prepared to say.
"This is a scheme that will not change the
practicalities very much, but will enable us to be
seen to be independent", and if it had been pre-
pared to stand up in public and say, 'That is all
right, we w'ill front up to an independent scruti ny:
we have nothing to hide; we are happy to be put to
the test and be examined before an independent
person", the standing of the Police Force in the
community would have risen considerably. But,
no. the fact that it responded in a negative way has
caused people to say unfortunate things about the
Police Force. The editor of The West Australian
said, "What have they got to hide?"

Mr Rushton: What did they have to gain from
that'?

Mr CARR: I have been through what they
stood to gain. They stand to gain the increased
prestige of being seen by the public to be in a
situation where they respond positively to that ex-

ternal scrutiny. People are saying unfortunate
things like, "What have they got to hide?" The
unfortunate thing is that when this Bill is
over-whether it passes, fails, or goes to a Select
Committee-it will take the Police Force a long
time to re-establish itself in the eyes of the com-
munity because the union has responded in such a
negative way.

Several members interjected.

Mr CARR: It is very sad, and it is the most
disappointing part of this legislation.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CARR: The next thing I would like to re-
spond to is the suggestion that the Government
does not support the Police Force. We have been
in government for only 20 months, but we have
done more to support the Police Force in that time
than the previous Government did in nine years.

Several members interjected.
Mr CARR: The Government supports the

Police Force very strongly because it is a good
Police Force. It is a force that provides a tremen-
dous service to this community in a very difficult
situation and we are pleased and proud to assist
the Police Force in any way we can in order that it
can continue to carry out its difficult role in the
community.

Let us look at what has been done to support the
Police Force: Look at the 55-years retirement pro-
vision. I know that for some reason or another the
member for Vasse did not like retirement at 55,
but a lot of policemen did. Some police officers
took it and some moved up to senior positions after
they had been frustrated and held down in lesser
positions than their talent warranted. They have
had the opportunity to be promoted in the Police
Force. Did 55-years retirement for the Police
Force fall off a tree? This Government took a lot
of criticism from several major parts of the Civil
Service to give the Police Force 55-years retire-
ment on special conditions, with full retirement
pay, because it believed its members deserved that
support.

Let us look at the question of extra police
officers. In two Budgets this Government has
increased the number of policemen available by
230. I knowv there has been some talk about the
previous Government and its promise of 100 extra
policemen each Budget. The Government was
faced with a situation where 30 policemen became
available because the Victoria Quay Police Station
closed. Those police officers were previously paid
by the Fremantle Port Authority and they came
into the general Police Force and were paid by the
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Government. The Government could easily have
said, "We will give you 70 policemen in this
Budget and added to that 30 it makes 100 extra
policemen and, therefore, we have kept our prom-
ise". We did not do that: we have still included
provision for an extra 100 policemen in the
Budget. Therefore, we have increased the number
of police available in two years by 230, and that is
hardly the measure of a Government which is
opposed to the Police Force.

The Government amended the policy in regard
to the payment of legal fees by police officers. The
previous situation was that if a member of the
Police Force was charged regarding matters relat-
ing to his duty, and he was acquitted, he would
have his expenses paid so long as. on assessment
by the commissioner and the previous Govern-
ment, it was agreed that it was appropriate. It
meant that some policemen who were acquitted in
that situation had their legal expenses paid and
some did not. This Government has said that if a
policeman is acquitted in the court it will not
make any subjective judgments as to whether he
has done anything wrong or not, but the Govern-
ment will pay, and that is hardly the action of a
Government which is opposed to the Police Force.

I refer to section 8 of the Act about which the
union speaks strongly. It is even complaining that
there is still a provision available whereby section
8 of the Police Act can be used to dismiss a police
officer. It still exists and it has been used arbi-
trarily in the past, without an appeal provision.
This Government has promised that an appeal
procedure will be inserted in section 8 of the Act;
and until that is actually in place I have instituted
an informal hearing process to enable an officer in
that situation to put his point of view to me.

We have also committed ourselves to extending
the appeal system where it is now to include the
higher levels.

The member for Dale made the allegation that
we had been adopting a political strategy. He
compared this to the political strategy adopted in
the Local Government Bill, where he alleged we
brought in a nasty Bill, made some amendments,
and pushed through an improved Bill. He said we
are doing the same thing here.

The position is exactly the opposite. This is a
Bill we have brought before the Parliament after
we believe we have thrashed out all the difficulties
over those 20 months of consultation. We believe
the Bill is in a moderate and reasonable form at
this stage.

I will say to the member for Dale that this Bill
has one similarity to the Local Government Bill.
When that Bill was debated in this Parliament, the

member for Dale and some of his colleagues took
it upon themselves to launch a virulent character
assassination on the ministerial adviser in my
office, George Bray, in a most unfair way, taking
advantage of parliamentary privilege. He was
really only doing his job and acting as my agent as
directed by me. Tonight the same thing has
happened again. Peter Ward, a ministerial officer
on my staff acting under my directions, has be-
come the subject of a nasty attempt at character
assassination. He was accused of being anti-police,
which is contrary to the situation. He has many
contacts in the Police Force.

Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: The Police Union passed a motion

that they did not want to deal with him.
Mr CARR: I will tell the member for

Karrinyup about that motion. After Cabinet had
nade that decision I referred to earlier, I said to
Peter Ward, "Ring up the Police Union and tell
them the good news. This is money they would not
have received under the previous Government".
What did they do? Did they speak to him or did
they say, "No, we will not speak to him"? They
interrupted a council meeting to rush to speak to
Peter Ward. So much for their shallow emotion of
Sunday.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
Mr CARR: I would like to refer to some-
Several members interjected.
Mr CARR: I would like to say to the member

for Karrinyup-
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister.
Mr CARR: I would like to concentrate more

specifically on some of the points in the Bill. The
first point I refer to is the allegation that the Bill
impinges on the civil liberties of police officers.
That simply is not true. It makes no change to the
situation with regard to the civil liberties of police
officers.

A suggestion is made that policemen should not
be treated differently from other people in the
community. Firstly, the police are different. They
are members of a disciplined force. They are given
a special place Of trust in the community. They are
different, and it is no good saying they are not.

With regard to this question of their civil
liberties, because they have to answer questions
under oath, it is not really any different from the

3304



[Wednesday, 31 October 19841 30

present situation. This provision relates only to
special investigations. At the moment they have to
answer questions put to them by superior officers.
When one combines the routine orders of police
officers and the oath they sign, they are in a simi-
lar position. They are under oath to answer ques-
tions put by a superior officer. The question of the
oath is one of the measures on which I have had
further discussions with the commissioner, and
that is one of the provisions we will be considering
moving an amendment on.

There has been some criticism of the
Ombudsman having the final say and being able
to overrule the Commissioner of Police. Once
again that is just not true. The whole Bill is
structured on the basis of consultation between the
commissioner or his representative and the
Ombudsman or his staff.

In a couple of situations where agreement can-
not be reached, there are mechanisms setting out
who will make the final decision. For example, on
a disciplinary charge. the commissioner decides.
The Ombudsman cannot overrule the com-
missioner there. On a question of whether a crimi-
nal charge should be laid, where the Ombudsman
and the commissioner cannot agree, the Attorney
General makes the ultimate decision. In the event
of disagreement between the Ombudsman and the
commissioner with regard to a special investi-
gation. it comes to me, as the Minister, to be the
tie breaker.

I can think of only two occasions where the
Ombudsman has the final say: Firstly, where he is
not satisfied with the internal investigation and he
wants to conduct his own inquiry, or order a new
inquiry, that is his decision. We do not back awvay
from that, because if one has an overseeing struc-
ture one must act upon it. If we give the
Ombudsman the power to scrutinise an inqui ry.
but he does not take action: he is like the little boy
looking out of the window, he cannot do anything
about it. That sort of situation is not satisfactory.'
If one has an external scrutiny there must be
power to take action, and we do not apologise for
that.

Mr Clarko: You put the policemen out in the
snow and lock the door.

Mr CARR: There is another situation where
the Ombudsman has the final say. That refers to a
part of the Bill relating to vexatious or trivial
complaints. Much has been said about people
making trivial and vexatious complaints, and so
on.

Mr MacKinnon: Anonymous complaints.
Mr CARR: I will come to that in a moment.

There is provision for an inquiry to be

discontinued. At the present time, when one of
these trivial complaints comes in. a lot of effort is
put into carrying out the investigation. Somebody
tonight mentioned the case of a lady complaining
about a policeman who stood in front of her at
Subiaco Oval. An inquiry was held which led to 43
different policemen being investigated. That was a
trivial complaint, and it was stupid, but that is
what is happening now. We have deliberately
made provision in the Bill for the Ombudsman and
the commissioner to agree that a complaint is triv-
ial or vexatious and it need not be investigated
further.

Mr Rushton: You do not need this legislation to
achieve that result.

Mr CARR: That inquiry took place under the
present system. We are providing a mechanism by
which those trivial complaints can be dealt with.

Mr Rushton: There needs to be a change.
Mr CARR: Those complaints can be recognised

for their true worth and they can be dealt with.
The next point I would like to touch on is the

question of anonymous complaints. Anonymous
complaints are received frequently. A major part
of police work at present is based on anonymous
tip-offs. The Drug Squad operates on them for a
start. Even in other matters, such as internal in-
vestigations, if an anonymous complaint is made,
it is acted upon to the extent that it provides a
worthwhile lead for the internal investigators. If it
does not offer a worthwhile lead, there is no point
in pursuing it. Those sorts of complaints can be
written off fairly quickly. But if an anonymous
complaint is made which directs a lead in a par-
ticular way, it should be investigated.

There are people in particular positions where,
if they put their names to a complaint, they would
be subject to victimisation or the possibility of it.
The best example of that is the policeman himself.
The people most likely to make anonymous com-
plaints-and they do-are police officers. They
may happen to be concerned about something, but
they may not have enough evidence to know
whether there is really anything in the complaint.
They make an anonymous complaint. That is what
happens in the other States, so we should not be
too concerned about the provision relating to
anonymous compaints.

Mr Clarko: Do you not think groups within the
community might want to abuse the situation and
make a rash of phone calls?

Mr CARR: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition clearly misunderstands an important point.
The public can abuse the system now. I would
doubt that it would be possible to establish a
system which would make it impossible for any-
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body to abuse it. It is a reality of life that of all of
the complaints which are received, most arc vex-
atious, inaccurate, trivial, or whatever: but some-
where among them are genuine complaints which
must be investigated. No-one is denying that there
is a big workload in respect of complaints which
must be dealt with. That is the case under the
present system, and the system we are seeking to
introduce will not change that.

Mr Williams: Unless a complaint is ac-
companied by a name, address, and telephone
number, you should ignore it.

Mr CARR: The next point is that the Oppo-
sition seems to have misunderstood that we are
talking here purely about a Bill for investigative
procedures, not for judicial procedures. In dis-
cussions it has been claimed, for example, that a
policeman must answer questions on oath and no-
body else can be questioned on oath. If a charge is
laid and it goes to court, everybody is on oath. The
complainant and any witnesses are all on oath and
they are all equal. If the complaint does not go to
court and it is a disciplinary charge, all are equal
there.

Mr Clarko: Are you saying there is never an
occasion when a policeman is on oath and others
are not'?

Mr CARR: At the investigative stage there is a
provision which says that, in the course of a
special investigation, a special investigator may
ask the policeman to give evidence on oath. That is
one area which we have said we are looking at
further.

Mr Clarko: That is a very important point and
you should not downplay it. You have said you are
going to look further into it.

Mr CARR: I have made it clear that the pro-
vision in respect of answering questions under oath
relates only to special investigations which are the
once in 10 000 cases provided for in the Bill. They
are the once-in-ID years inquiries which may not
be dealt with under the normal provisions of the
internal investigators or the Ombudsman. because
they are of such magnitude that special investi-
gations are required. That is the only situation
where the oath was included at any stage and it
wvould not have been very different from the
powers of the internal investigators or the
Ombudsman to require the answering of ques-
tions. Therefore. we see that as being a relatively
minor matter and we are prepared to consider
removing it from the Bill.

Questions were raised in relation to appeals. It
w-as said that no appeal is available to a police-
man. That is nonsense. If a policeman is charged
and goes to court, there is an appeal procedure if

he is convicted. If a policeman is taken before the
commissioner on a disciplinary charge, and the
commissioner imposes some sort of sentence, the
policeman can appeal. There is an appeals tribunal
headed by a magistrate for this purpose: so there is
provision for appeal now and there will be pro-
vision for it in the new legislation.

Indeed, we go further than that. In the inquiry
stage at the moment there is no provision for ap-
peal. We intend to insert an appeal provision in
the sense that a policeman who is being
investigated can complain to the Ombudsman
about the inquiry that is being conducted by the
internal investigator. Many policemen are not
happy with the way the internal investigators con-
duct complaints. We are giving them the scope to
go to the Ombudsman and complain about the
way the internal investigator conducts the com-
plaint. In that situation the policeman can ask to
have the Ombudsman present during the investi-
gation by the internal investigator.

It is a distinct improvement and I am bewil-
dered that the improvements cannot be
recognised.

We have also made it clear that a policeman
can have his lawyer present with him at any stage
during the investigation. At the moment many
people are investigated without having their law-
yers present, and we are saying that the lawyers
can be present.

A comment was made that the policemen will
not be informed of the charges upon which they
are being investigated. The police do not tell
people who are being investigated the charges on
which they are being investigated up to the point
of arrest, and so it is here in this situation. The
position is exactly the same.

The policeman does not have to be told of the
charge while it is being investigated. That is not to
say that will stop the internal investigator from
telling the member the nature of the case in re-
lation to which he is being investigated. Investi-
gations are conducted by the investigator as the
investigator sees fit, with the protection that, of
course, if the inquiry is not being conducted in a
reasonable way, the member "'ho is being
coniplained against can appeal to the Ombudsman
to have him present during the investigation.

It has been said that there is no means of taking
action against a malicious or vexatious complaint.
Policemen have the same powers as anybody else
in the community to take a civil action in the case
of a malicious complaint. It is still an offence
under the Police Act to make a wilfully false
statenient to a police officer, so if a complainant is
making a wilfully false statement to a police
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officer, that is an offence and the complainant can
be. will be, and is charged.

It is a bit peculiar, on the one hand, that we are
being told police officers want the same rights as
anybody cisc-here we have the situation where
they have the same rights as everyone else, as is
the case almost right throughout the Bill-and, on
the other hand, people are still complaining.

We dealt with penalties earlier wvhere the infor-
mation that was provided was wrong.

There has been a general tendency throughout
this debate to blame this Bill for the things w'hich
are wrong with the present system. There is a
tendency to say, "Policemen arc accountable 24
hours of the day. Isn't that terrible?" The fact of
life is that policemen, like politicians and some
others in the community, are accountable 24 hours
a day. That is the case under the present legis-
lation, and it will be the case under the new legis-
lation. WVhat wec arc seeking to do will not change
that in any, way.

A number of points were raised which made it
sound as if there will be new problems under the
new legislation when, in fact, those problems are
problems under the old legislation, and they will
not change.

Reference was made also to the number of com-
plaints. A number of complaints are received at
the moment, and I do not think there is any doubt
that that will continue.

I shall touch on a couple of points no-one has
mentioned all night. The first relates to concili-
atton. We have deliberately put a proviso in the
Bill to enable the commissioner or the
Ombudsman to attempt at an early stage to bring
together the complainant and the police officer to
see whether a reconciliation can be achieved. A
point was made about a regional officer.

Mr MacKinnon: Isn't that wvhat we are talking
about?

Mr Evans: Why don't you listen and learn'!
Mr CARR: It is not done as often today is it

should be, and we are deliberately inserting a pro-
viso in the Bill so that conciliation can take place.

Comment was made about the local level, and I
knowv the argument has been used where the story
goes that somebody in an outback town complains.
and. rather than the regional superintendent fixing
it up there and then quickly, he must refer the
matter to Perth to be dealt wvith. That argument
overlooks the fact that ainy police officer can be
appointed as an internal investigations officer or
an internal appointee for the purposes of such an
inquiry: thus regional superintendents could easily
be appointed to such positions, so that, as internal

tnvestigators. they receive the complaint locally in
the country, make a phone call to the Ombudsman
and say. "I have a complaint. I shall try to concili-
ate and resolve it locally". The Ombudsman will
be happy and all should proceed well.

I emphasise that people are tilting at shadowvs.
They see things of wvhich they claim to be fright-
ened, but which really will not cause any concern
at all. The Ombudsman, wvhether the present one
or a future one, is a person appointed by the Par-
liament who is seen in the community to be inde-
pendent. He is not the sort of person who will want
to kick the tails of as many policemen as he can.
He is a person who has the trust of the community
and the Parliament.

I conclude by saying that we are prepared to
defer the Committee stage when we conclude the
second reading, and I intend to move that the
Committee stage be taken at a later date. I shall
undertake to delay the Committee stage for at
least a week to enable discussions to take place,
and to allow amendments to be drafted and con-
sidered.

The Government is considering at least two
possible amendments, and I repeat what has been
said many times by the Premier and others that
this Government is prepared to look at reasonable
amendments at any time, but the general structure
and principle of the Bill, to provide an independent
scrutiny, should continue.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Reference to Seleci Committee
MR RUSHTON (Dale) [ 10.30 p.m.]: I move-

That the Sill be referred to a Select Com-
mittee.

I do so because the Minister has not answered the
points raised during the debate.

Mr Tonkin: Come on. he answered every one,
you great goof.

Mr RUSHTON: He has made the statement
that he is prepared to negotiate with anyone, but
that apparently does not mean anything.

A Minister who incurs the wvrath of his own
Police Force, who is condemned by that force, and
who is prepared to introduce such a Bill after some
negotiations have brought about some degree of
acceptance, indicates he has something missing.
The Minister has taken a firm stand and has not
been prepared to do other than w'hat he believes he
should do. His utterances have showvn that he has
presented the Police Union with something it had
to take or leave. That is unacceptable to the Oppo-
sit ion.

3307



3308 ASS EM BLY]

What does the Government have to fear Cram a
Select Committee inquiring into this legislation?
We arc presented with a confrontation between
the police and the Government, a confrontation of
the most serious sort with the people whose job it
is to uphold the law. We have a Government
wishing to proceed with its hobnailed boots ap-
proach.-

The Government is not prepared to pause for a
momnent to seek to find a solution. We might say
that the Government has made an initial commit-
ment to agree to a form of outside overview on
complaints against police officers, yet the Govern-
ment is now saying it will not proceed with that
commitment.

Obviously someone who influences the Govern-
nient has pressed it to put forward this form of
legislation. which means that there can be a politi-
cal intrusion through the back door into the Police
Force. We should guard against this at all timeis.

The impact of this legislation on the Police
Force is such that it is difficult to see where it
would finish. That is something the Select Comn-
mittee could establish.

The Minister has not demonstrated the necess-
ity for this sort of legislation as against the form of
legislation that other departments have. He did
not seem to realise the alternative of an amend-
ment to the Parliamentary Commissioner Act
would allow the overview by the Ombudsman on
complaints after they have been fully investigated
by the police. After the complaint had been
investigated by the police, the person who made
the complaint would have the right to refer it to
the Ombudsman, who would then follow the
present structure of reporting. and this would re-
dress the matter. Justice could be seen to be done
in that way.

But the Minister does not want to do that and
instead wants to go further: he wants to open up
the box and allow people to make anonymous
complaints, and I think the member for Pilbara let
the cat out of the bag on that point. Here we have
the Roebourne tradition still fermenting.

The SPEAKER: Order! In this debate you can
refer only to the specific question before the
Chair.

Mr RUSHTON: I am expressing the concern
that-

The SPEAKER: I do not care wvhat you are
expressing. You can refer only to the question
before the Chair, and that is that the Bill be re-
ferred to a Select Committee.

M r R US HTOIN: A nd t he reasons for doi ng it.

The SPEAKER: You cannot roam around the
place:, you have to be specific.

Mr RUSHTON: The Police Force will be de-
stroyed by this method of investigation.

Mr Pearce: This is a totally dishonest speech
prepared before the Minister spoke in reply to the
second reading debate.

Mr RUSHTON: Reference has been made to
the fact that Parliament should be the place to
which these matters arc referred. This is not some-
thing one takes lightly. We are dealing here with
the most important issue there could be: An attack
on the law enforcers of this State. Nothing could
be more important.

A Select Committee should give attention to
this issue so that we might then have a return to
some sanity and a move away from the present
confrontation between the Government and the
law enforcers.

The Police Force is entitled to this consider-
ation. I might point out to the Minister that the
police in their investigations of their fellow officers
tend to be more harsh on them than others might
be. That is a good thing. We need an external
overview in order to allow the police, as well as the
outside people, to have a form of appeal. We need
the Select Committee because of the obstinate
stance taken by the Government in not even con-
sidering the alternatives which the Police Force
has acknowledged it will accept as a reasonable
overview of complaints against its members. The
Minister still goes on as if that is not to be. He has
letters: he has heard about it: he knows about it:
he knows the police are prepared to have this
investigation. Last Sunday a clear majority of
policemen indicated a lack of confidence in the
Minister and the Government as a result of the
i nt roduction of t his Bill.,

I have therefore much pleasure in moving for
the Bill to be considered by a Select Committee.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [10.38 p.m.]: I sup-
port the motion for a Select Committee to investi-
gate this Bill. The Minister has already indicated
that he is prepared to defer the Committee stage
to allow for further consideration of the Bill. In
fairness to the House. we could use that time to
allow a Select Committee to inquire into these
matters and even study the proposed amendments
the Mlinister has indicated might be acceptable. I
do not see why it would not be possible for the
Select Committee to report back in one week, the
period for which the Minister has indicated he is
prepared to delay the Committee stage of the Bill.
This would enable all members to get a fair hear-
ing.
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I congratulate the Minister on his reply to the
second reading debate, because he gave explicit
answers to at lot of the queries raised in the circu-
lar sent out by the Police Union. In my contri -
bution to that debate I said that I felt that the
interpretation placed on certain clauses by the
union was extreme to the point of being wrong,
and tonight the Minister tended to confirm my
assessment. But I would still like to hear the Police
Union's response to the Minister's comments
tonight.

A Select Committee would provide the oppor-
tunity for informal discussions and would put us
all in a position wvhich would enable us to make a
fair and reasoned judgment of the Bill. The
Government would increase its acceptability in the
public eye if it were prepared to accept this pro-
posal.

The Minister in referring to police actions said
policemen had discredited themselves in the eyes
of the public. The public are just as likely to ask
w'by the Government wants to railroad this Bill
through the Parliament. Let us have a Select
Conmmittee so that the police and the Government
can put their points of viewv and private citizens
also have an opportunity to do so. It need not take
a long time or be used as a delaying tactic. The
Minister has indicated he is prepared to defer the
Committee stage for a period. I hope he will aic-
cept this motion, even if it is limited to a period of
one week. In that time, all the problems and
queries could be satisfactorily explained and the
matter brought back to this House "'here we will
be able to reach at general consensus.

MNR CARR (Gcraidton-Minisler for Police
and Emergency Services) [10.41 p.m.]: The
Government does not agree to refer this Bill to at
Select Committee. We have said we aire prepared
to give aill parties a weeck or so to look at the detail
of the Bill and conic up wvith amendmntrs which
they believe may improve the Bill. That does not
mean we arc going to throw the wvhole exercise
back to square one and go into a long-winded
examination of aill the various models. We have
done that over 20 months and w'e are satisfied that
we have in general terms the best model to ap-
proach the situation.

Mr Stephens interjected.

Mr& MacKinnon: What are you afraid of?

Mir CARR: Nothing newv hats conic forward to
indicate that we are nol on the right track. I do not
agree wvith the member for Stirling that a Select
Committee could produce a result in at week.
Everybody "'ho has been here a while know's that
Select Committees take on their own identity and
pace. and it wvould be at delaying tactic which

wvould take up months and go through the various
models. The Government rejects that proposal, but
we will look at any reasonable amendments.

Question put
lowing result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Br'adshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
,Mr Peter Jones

Mr Bateman
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

and a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 14
Mr M'acKinnon
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
M r Stephens
Mr Treihowan
M r Tubby
Mr Williams

Noes 22
Mr H-odge
M rTom Jones
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Ayes

Mr Thomnpson M
Mr McNee M
Mr Laurance M
Mr Watt M
MrSpriggs NI
Mr iHIassell M
Mr Mensaros M
Dr Dadour M

Question thus negatived.

(Teller)

(Teller)

[Noes
r Mclver
rWilson
r Bertrinam
rs I enderson
rRead

is Beggs
r Barnett
r Janmieson

ACTS AMENDMENT (COMPLAINTS
A(;AINsT POLICE) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 23 October.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) 110.46 p.m.]: Mr
Speaker-

Mr Tonkin: It has all been said.
Mr Pcarce: Just say "Ditto'.
Mr RUSHTON: I was being very friendly. I did

not need to be aroused.
I want to raise one poini which is related to the

legislation we have been debating for some con-
siderable time, and it is not my intention to de-
velop it further. I hope in due course when "'iser
counsel prevails we might have a different result in
our attempts to move away fromt confrontation.

I want to ask the Minister about a matter he
raised when he said I had quoted the wrong pen-
alty. The penalty I was referring to is the $250
which appears in the Parliamentary Commissioner
legislation. tie is able to invoke that penalty in
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certain circumstances. The Minister may have
been at little premature in trying to use that as a
point. Perhaps he will comment on that.

As far as I am concerned this Bill falls into the
same category as the last piece of legislation. It is
part of a packagc and I will not speak to it in
dctail. We have the same reservations and the
same requests-the Government should give
further consideration to an alternative sys tem
which would be acceptable to the police, the public
and the Opposition, For the life of me. I cannot
see why the Government is so dogmatic. It raises
the suspicion that there is an ulterior motive which
will come out in due course.

MR CARR (Gcraldton-Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) 110.48 p-m.]: I can
understand how easily the member for Dale and
the union have made this mistake with regard to
the penalties because the provision contains very
complicated wording. I have had an assurance
that the $200 penalty is the correct one. The only
provision in which the $250 penalty or 1 2 months'
gaol applies is in relation to the Ombudsman's
staff. It relates to the confidentiality of material
which comes to their notice.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second timne.

BAIL AMENDMENT BILL

Council s Message

Message fromt the Council received and read
notifying that it had agreed to the anendnrts
made by the Assembly.

CONSTITUTION AMENDMENT BILL

Ret urnd

Bill returned from the Council without amend-
me n t.

ACTS AM EN DMENT A ND R EPEA L (CR EDIT)
BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council: and, on motion
by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the House), read a first
time.

i-ouse adjourned at 10.50 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MINERALS: STATE BATTERIES
Statistics'

1409. Mir 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Could he please provide the following
statistics relating to the operations in the
periods 1982 and 1983 of State Batter-
ies-
(a) milled tonnage for each battery;
(b) cost of milling per tonne of ore for

batteries as a whole with a break-
down into-
(i) supervision and wages;
(ii) stores,

(iii) repairs and renewals;,
(iv) sundries;

(c) cost/tonne of milling at each bat-
tery;

(d) in relation to each battery where vat
leaching has taken place in 1982
and 1983 for each year-

(i) tonnes treated;

Mr
(a)

1413.

(ii) grade in grams/tonne;
(iii) kilograms of gold recovered,
(iv) value of gold recovered;
(v) cost of treatment?

PARKER replied:
to (d) The member is referred to the
statistical digest of the published Mines
Department 1982 annual report for the
information that he seeks.
The 1983 annual report containing simi-
lar information for 1983 is expected to
be available in two weeks.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Running Cost

Mir BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What was the east of running the follow-

ing hospitals-
(a) Sir Charles Gairdner;
(b) Royal Perth Hospital:
(c) Fremantle Hospital in;-

(i) 1982-83;
(ii) 1983-84; and
(iii) estimated for 1984-85?

(2) (a) What was the cost of running the
public hospital system in Western
Australia in-

(i) 1982-83;
(ii) 1983-84; and
(iii) estimated for 1984-85,

(b) what percentage of the State
Budget for each of those years does
this represent?

(3) What revenue was received in each year
in (2) above from public hospitals, in-
cluding where applicable, Federal money
received as Medicare contribution?

(4) (a) Has the percentage cost compared
with the State Budget of running
the public hospitals in Western
Australia increased in-

(i) 1982-83;
(ii) 1983-84;
(iii) estimated for 1984-85;

(b) if so, what are the percentage rises
for these years?

Mir HODGE replied:
(I1) The net cost to the Government is as

follows-

(al Sir Charles Cairdner
(bi Royal Perth
(C) Fremantle
'Currently being assessed.

(ii

55 376 557
80 0035340
297481142

(ii) (i)
198l3-814 1984-85

62613474
88812812
33 486i403 -

(2) The net cost of operating public hospitals
in Western Australia is as follows-

(ii Iii) (ii,)
1982-83 1983-84 1984-85

lestimate)
(a) Coss 308 902 847 323 9086439 363 684 000
(b) Percentage of State Budget 13.2 per 12.2 per 12.8 per

cent rent cent

(3) The total operating revenue received for
public hospitals was as follows:

1982-83-$92 451 392
1983-84-Sill 216 825

(4) (a) The percentage increase of the State
Budget compared to the percentage
increase of the operating cost of
public hospitals is as follows-
(i) no;
(ii) no;
(i ii) yes;

(b) in 1984-85 the net Cost of operating
public hospitals is expected to rise
by 12.3 per cent compared with the
State Budget expected increase of
6.8 per cent.
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HEALTH: ALCOHOL
Serenity Lodge

1427. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What funds were provided by the State

Government to Serenity Lodge in
Rockingham during the years ended-
(a) 30 June 1983: and

(b) 30 June 1984?
(2) What amount of funds will be provided

to Serenity Lodge in Rockingham during
the year ending 30 June 1985?

Mr H-ODGE replied:
(I) (a) $79 806;

(b) nil, as Serenity Lodge failed to sub-
mit its funding requirement for
1983-84 in time for inclusion in the
annual estimates.

(2) The submission by Serenity Lodge
detailing its funding requirements for
1984-85 has been received and is cur-
rently under consideration.

ENERGY: GAS
Pipeline: Worsley Alumina Refinery

1445. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy.
(I) Is the gas pipeline to be connected to the

Worsicy Alumina Refinery?
(2) If so, when?
(3) I f not, why not?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) Negotiations with Worsley

Alumina Pty. Ltd. for the supply of gas
for calcining at the Worsley refinery are
well advanced, In anticipation of early
agreement the commission has invited
tenders for the construction of the gas
pipeline lateral to the refinery.
Subject to early agreement with Worsley
it is expected initial gas deliveries would
take place in April 1985.

(3) Not applicable.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Armada le- Kelmscott Mlemorial Emergency Ser-

vices
1446. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

I-eaIt h:
(1) How many patients receiving attention

and service from the Armadale-
Kelmscott Memorial Hospital-

(a) come from within the region
serviced by the hospital;

(b) come from outside the region?
(2) What would be the cost of running an

emergency service at the Armadale-
Kelmscott Memorial Hospital starfed
with resident doctors, and how many
doctors would be required?

(3) Will he please explain and present fig-
ures which prove the Government's
claim that to run a hospital with resident
and sessional employed doctors is more
efficient and less expensive from the tax-
payer and patients' point of view?

(4) Is the Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial
Hospital presently one of the most ef-
ficient measured in service and cost in
the metropolitan region?

(5) Will he please explain how the staffing
of the hospital with resident sessional
doctors will not reduce the freedom of
choice by patients to be attended by their
own doctor'?

(6) Will he please explain why the Govern-
ment is proposing to limit the freedom of
choice of the patient to use his/her own
doctor?!

(7) Is this niot a disadvantage to the Patient's
well-being?

M r HODG F repl ied:

(1) (a) 4668 inpatients per annum came
from the postcodes 6110, 6111,
6112, 6201-6206, Within the re-
gion- 1983:

(b) 926 inpatients came from outside
these postcodes-l 1983.

(2) No detailed assessment has been made of
the specific needs for a staffed emerg-
ency service at Armadale-Kelmnscott
Memorial Hospital and the possible
number of medical officers who might be
required.

(3) The Government has not made a claim
that a doctor present on site will be
cheaper than the present oneall arrange-
ments. There have been many requests
from the public for such a service to be
provided.

(4) It is not possible to make direct compari-
sons between hospitals without taking
into consideration the wide variation of
services provided and case mix of
patients. The gross operating cost at
Armadale-Kelmscott Hospital in the
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1983-84 financial year was $3.9 million.
Doctors were paid $0.3 million for the
treatment of public patients.

(5) Staffing with resident salaried doctors
does not reduce freedom of choice for
patients. Patients may still see their doc-
tor of choice provided he is available. It
may even be arranged that increased
choice is provided as patients then have
the choice between their own doctor and
salaried doctors. A 24-hour doctor avail-
ability on site must mean improved ac-
cessibility to medical services.

(6) and (7) Not applicable, see (5).

BUSINESSES
Small Business Guarantees Act

1450. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

What stage have preparation of regu-
lations reached pertaining to the Small
Business Guarantees Act?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Cabinet has approved preparation of
draft regulations and Parliamentary
Counsel is expected to complete them
shortly.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Kaeanning-Boyup Brook Line

1453. Mir OLD, to the Minister for Transport:

Adverting to question 1418 of 1984, in
view of the fact that the Wagin-
Bowelling line has been reopened in ad-
dition to the Narrogin-Donnybrook line,
would he please advise the likelihood of
the Katanning-Boyup Brook line being
reopened within the next decade?

Mr GRI LL replied:
There is no direct railway line between
Narrogin and Donnybrook; I assume the
member is referring to the Narrogin-
Coll ie- Brunswick line.

In respect to the Boyup Brook-
Katanning railway I am keen to keep the
rail option open in the event that a
change of circumstances may justify a
resumption of rail services. While I have
no indication at present that the situ-
ation could change, it may well do so
over the next decade.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
"Prospector" Service

1454. Mir COWAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) (a) Does Westrail keep a record of the
number of occasions when persons
are refused sale of a Prospector
ticket because the service is fully
booked;

(b) if "Yes", how prevalent is the oc-
currence of refusals?

(2) What criteria does Westrail use to deter-
mine the number of rail cars to be used
on the Prospector?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) (a) No;

(b) not applicable.

(2) Anticipated passenger loadings based on
the number of confirmed seat reser-
vations recorded at the closing times for
reservations in Perth and Kalgoorlie.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Rail Crossings: Maintenance

1455. MR COWAN, to the Minister
Transport:

for

(1) With regard to the matter of private rail
crossings and their maintenance, will
landholders using the crossings be given
an opportunity to carry out the mainten-
ance themselves?

(2) If '*Yes", will guidelines outlining the
necessary standards of maintenance be
published by Westrail or, alternatively,
will some supervisory service be offered
by Westrail to assist landholders in
carrying out adequate maintenance of
the crossings?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) No. For reasons of safety and to
ensure the work is carried out satisfac-
torily on the permanent way, Westrail
undertakes all maintenance of private
level crossings. However, following a re-
cent review of its policy on this matter
future costs of maintenance against nor-
mal wear will be borne by Westrail.

Westrail recently wrote to level crossing
owners informing them of the changed
policy.
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EDUCATION: VOCATIONAL AND PER-
SONAL AWARENESS SYLLABUS

Ben zley Recommendation
1456. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Since recommendation 4 of the Beazicy

report proposes "that a pre-primary to
Year 12 Vocational and Personal
Awareness syllabus and associated cur-
riculum materials be developed centrally
as an urgent priority", does the Govern-
ment plan to implement this
recommendation?

(2) If "Yes", does the Government plan to
implement it as -an urgent priority"?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Implementation has commenced with

the formation of a departmental working
party to consider the implications of the
new vocational and personal awareness
curriculum component. Deliberations so
far have proposed that a set of guidelines
be developed centrally to assist schools to
implement the recommendation.

(2) Yes. Curriculum branch resources have
been allotted for this task.

MINERALS: COAL
Collie. New Processing Plant

1457. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) (a) Is the State Energy Commission

proposing to establish, or has estab-
lished, a new coal processing plant
on the Collie coalfield;

(b) if so, what is the location of the
proposed plant'?

(2) What arrangements are proposed for the
existing Delta central coal processing fa-
cility under any new proposal?

(3) When is it proposed any new works re-
ferred to will be undertaken?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) (a) arnd (b) The commission has

commenced work for the design and
specification of expanded facilities
for receipt. crushing and handling
of coal deliveries to Muja power
station.

(2) The Delta facilities were constructed to
process run mine coal and to load it into
rail waggons for delivery to coastal
power stations. This has been an import-
ant task for some years. As a result of

the reduced coal consumption at coastal
power stations in the short term the
State Energy Commission finds it
necessary to cease operation at Delta,
which has been operated by Western
Collieries Ltd. under an agreement with
the State Energy Commission.
In the longer term, if the coastal power
stations were to require increased coal
tonnages, the plant may be required
again. In the meantime an engineering
examination is being made of the impli-
cations of closing the Delta plant at the
expiration of the current operating
contract with Western Collieries Ltd.

(3) It is currently planned that the expanded
coal facilities at Muja power station will
be predominantly constructed during the
financial year 1985-86.

ENERGY: SEC
Chinese Porcelain Conductors

1458. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(I) Is it fact that the Government has

required the State Energy Commission
to purchase porcelain transmission con-
ductors from the Peoples Republic of
China?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) on what basis was such a decision

made;
(b) what cost benefit analysis was car-

ried out to support the decision;
(c) what technical analysis, and with

what results, 'was carried out to
compare the Chinese conductors
with those from other suppliers;

(d) what system of tendering will be
enforced to support any such de-
cision?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) I accepted a recommendation from the

State Energy Commission in January
1984 that porcelain insulators for the
Cape Lambert to Port H-edland power
transmission line be supplied by Dalian
Porcelain Insulation Co, China, under an
agency arrangement wvith the Australian
company, Dulmison Pty. Ltd. which in
turn was a proposed subcontractor to the
recommended tenderer for the
transmission line. Electric Power
Transmission Pty. Ltd. (EPT).
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(2) (a) and (b) The render for Chinese in-
sulators was the lowest priced offer
received:

(c) extensive testing of sample insu-
lators was carried out under the di-
rection of the commission and two
commission officers visited the
Dalian works in China to ensure the
production and quality control stan-
dards and procedures were accept-
able;

(d) the commission wvill procure future
insulator requirements by competi .-
tive tendering; however. I believe
that now the quality control ar-
rangements are in place, and with
the closer liaison that this order has
produced, Chinese suppliers will
now be effective tenderers.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Train Order System

1459. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is Westrail proposing the introduction of
a "train order system" to operate
country rail services?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) for what reason has such a decision
been made:

(b) is such a system in general use
within other Australian rail
authorities:

(c) is not a central traffic control
system-CTC-in more widespread
use:

(d) how will thc proposed system relay
train crossing information and lo-
cations to enginemen while trains
are moving'?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes, but not for all country rail servi ces.

(2) (a) To improve train performance and
to reduce costs;

(b) no. However, train order systems
are used by some States and
Australian National for certain sec-
tions:

(c) yes. The proposal will not replace
the central traffic control system
w'here this is nowv installed in
Westrail:

(d) telephone or radio communication
will be used.

TRANSPORT: AIR
East- West Airlines Pilbara Service

1460, Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) With regard to the proposed introduction
of air services to the Pilbara by East-
West Airlines, on what date is it
proposed to commence services?

(2) What schedule of services has been ap-
proved by the Transport Commission?

(3) What aircraft, and fromt what source,
are to be used on the service?

(4) What facilities are to be established in
Western Australia to support the ne'v
Pilbara air services?

(5) How many new employment positions
will be established in Western Australia
resulting from the new services?

(6) What level of fares have been approved
by the Transport Commission for the
new service?

Mr GRI LL replied:

(1) Commercial services arc scheduled to
commence on 29 November.

(2) The approved schedule for East-West al-
lows an average of two return services
per day, seven days a week betwveen
Perth and the Pilbara. Specific details
can be supplied if required.

(3) The aircraft to be used on the services
will be an East-West Airlines, Fokker
F28-4000.

(4) and (5) The introduction of competitive
air services was intended to create a
more efficient airline industry which
would be more responsive to the needs of
users. Even so, it was expected that by
selecting a local operator, some flow
through benefits on investment and em-
ployment may eventuate in the longer
term.

I understand that some new positions
have been created within Western
Australia. however, I am not aware of
the exact details. I am also not aware of
any significant investment in new West-
ern Australian facilities to date.

(6) East-West air fares to Port Hedland and
Karratha are still awvaiting final ap-
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proval. However, the proposed fares are
$14-$15 below those of Air W.A.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: BY-LAWS
Buildings: Secondhand Dwellings

1461. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) Will he give consideration to amending

the Local Government Act to enable
councils to require a performance bond
where council approves an application
for the relocation of secondhand dwell-
ings?

(2) If "Yes", when does he contemplate
introducing such legislation?

(3) If"No", why not?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) No.
(2) See(l1).
(3) The Local Government Act contains ad-

equate provisions whereby a council can
take remedial action in the case of a
building constructed in contravention of
the by-laws, or buildings left incomplete,
neglected or dilapidated, or in a danger-
ous condition.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: BY-LAWS
Buildings: Rammed Earth Construction

1462. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) With respect to the draft amendments to

the uniform building by-laws currently
being considered by Government. when
will they be promulgated?

(2) Will they make provision for the
..rammed earth" form of construction?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) Proposed draft amendments are cur-

rently with the Parliamentary Counsel
for final drafting and gazettal pro-
cedures.

(2) Yes.

TRANSPORT: TAXIS
Taxi Plates

1463. MT RUSH-TON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Government or the Transport

Commission considering increasing the
number of taxi plates?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) how many new plates will be re-

leased:
(b) when will the new plates be issued?

(3) Now that the new taxi meters have been
extensively installed will the Government
approve multi-hire on a normal basis?

(4) If "No" to (3), why is the Government
refusing the taxi industry's request?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by ( I) above.
(3) and (4) At the direction of Government

a transport strategy committee, chaired
by the Co-ordinator General of
Transport was established under the pro-
visions of the State Transportation Co-
ordination Act to inquire into and make
recommendations on the desirability and
practicality of extending freedoms for
the multiple hiring of taxis.
I am awaiting the report of the Co-
ordinator General of Transport in this
regard.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Ministerial Advisers

1464. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

Will he please list and name the minis-
terial advisers employed in his office and
in the departments. commissions and
authorities within his portfolio?

Mr GRILL replied:
I refer the member to the answer to
question 1436 of Tuesday, 30 October
1984.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT
Grain: Contract

1465. Mr RUSHTON. to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Will he table the grain
ment betwveen Westrail
freight comnmittee?

freight agree-
and the grain

(2) When will it come into effect?

Mr GRI LL replied:
(1) As indicated in reply to the member's

question 1089 on 10 October. provided
the parties concerned have no objection I
will table the document.
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The grain contract was signed yesterday
and I have asked the Commissioner of
Railways to progress acceptance at the
member's request with the parties con-
cerned.

(2) I November 1 984.

ROADS

Albany High way-Brookton Highway.Junction

1466. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

Relating to the Albany Highwvay-
Brookton Highway road junction-
(a) how many accidents have occurred

at this junction since I July 1983:
(b) how many of these accidents were

fatal;
(c) when will traffic lights be installed

at the "T" junction?

Mr
(a)

GRILL replied:
Five accidents were reported from I July
1983 to 31 August 1984

(b) none;
(c) the provision of traffic signals at this in-

tersection is not likely in the near future
as there are many other intersections in
the metropolitan area with a higher pri-
ority. Available funds -are being directed
to these higher priority locations.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Ministerial Advisers

1467. Mr RUSHTON, to the Deputy Premier:
Will he please list and name the minis-
terial advisers employed in his office and
in the departments and/or commissions
and authorities within his portfolio?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I refer the member to the answer to
question 1436.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE
Mt Anderson: Compensation

1468. Mr RUJSHTON, to the Minister for
Lands and Surveys:
(1) (a) Has the settlement been completed

reimbursing the costs incurred by
Mr and Mrs Blair of Serpentine on
winning the Government approved
tender for Mt. Anderson Station
and then having it allotted to the

Aboriginal Development Com-
mission;

(b) if "No", what is the present position
regarding the settlement?!

(2) What wvas the result of last Friday's con-
ference with all parties with the Minis-
ter?

(3) Did Cabinet make a decision on this
issue on Monday, 29 October. and if so.

what has it decided?
(4) Is the Aboriginal Development Corn-

mission still refusing to accept the deter-
mination of the independent arbitrator?

(5) In the even' that the Aboriginal Devel-
opment Commission has not acted in ac-
cordance with the Government's de-
cision, will the Government retransfer
the lease of Mt. Anderson Station to the
Blair family?

Mr McI VER replied:
(1) (a) and (b) I am informed that the legal

representatives acting on behalf of
the vendor and the purchaser will be
meeting this afternoon to arrange
finalI property settlement.
The matter of costs claimed by the
Blair family and especially those
costs associated with mlustering has
not yet been resolved. Negotiations
are continuing in this matter.

(2) This meeting referred to did not resolve
the outstanding issues. Negotiations are
continuing.

(3) No.
(4) The Aboriginal Development Com-

mission has repeatedly indicated that it
will accept the determination of the inde-
pendent arbitrator. However, the Abor-
iginal Development Commission will not
concur that the independent arbitrator
be permnitted to adjudicate on costs
associated with mustering incorporated
in the Blair's claim in light Of its
financial contribution to the re-
ceiver/manager for a muster.

(5) No.

LAW REFORM COMMISSION'
Staff Cuts

1469. M\r MENSAROS. to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(I ) Is it a fact that there has been a staff-cut

in the Law' Reform Commission as a re-
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sult of the appropriations in the revenue
Budget for 1984-85, as introduced in
Parliament?

(2) If so, has the Attorney General reduced
the workload of the commission accord-
ingly'?

Mr GRILL replied:

(I ) No. A staff vacancy during part of 1983-
84 is expected to remain vacant during
the current financial year.

(2) No.

ELECTORAL: REFORM
Government Advertising

1470. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister For
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

In view of his factual and commendable
statement, that the Government's duty is
to represent all electors not only those
who supported the party of the Govern-
mnent of the day. wvould he confirm to the
public that the advertisement entitled
"democracy needs your support"
soliciting for a party-political view, is
paid for from the funds of the Australian
Labor Party?

Mr TON KIN replied:

The choice of words. "soliciting for a
party political viewv" invites an interpret-
ation of immoral requests for a biased
response from the public on the fair rep-
resentation Bill,

The actual words of the advertisement
read-

If you feel a referendum should be
held. wvrite to your Member of Par-
liament.

If you would like further infor-
mation, please post the coupon be-
low ...

The choice of wvords in the question
asked by the member For Floreat relates
more to the motives of the question than
to the actual content of the advertise-
ment financed by the Australian Labor
Party.

WATER RESOURCES
Irrigation

1471. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) To what extent and with what represen-

tative bodies and/or individuals have the
provisions contained in the Rights in
Water and Irrigation Amendment Bill
I1984 been discussed?

(2) Are there any provisions in the Bill to
which such interested parties did not
agree?

M r TON K IN replied:
(I) As set out in my second reading speech,

many of the provisions in the amendment
Bill were recommended by the Irrigation
Commission and some advisory comn-
nmittees. In addition, the general thrust of
the provisions in division Il-Other Sur-
face Waters was considered by the ad
hoc parliamentary committee established
by the member.
There have been no other discussions of
the provisions with representative bodies.

(2) No.

WATER RESOURCES
Aga Von Project: Cost

1472. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Would he please give the latest
estimated capital cost which would be
needed to construct the Agaton project
to the extent it has been planned and
discussed wvith local landholders during
1982 by the previous Government?

Mr TONKIN replied:
The north-eastern agricultural water
supply, or Agaton project, is now
estimated to cost $75.3 million to con-
struct in June 1984 dollar values.

WASTE DISPOSAL: WASTE WATER
TREATMENT

Swanbourne

1473. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister for
Watter Resources:
(1) What is the nature of the work presently

going on at the Swvanbourne sewverage
pumping station?

(2) When is it expected to be completed?
(3) What connection does these works have

with transferring the Swvanbournc area
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sewerage catchment to the Subiaco
waste water treatment plant?

M r TON K IN replied:
(I) to (3) The pu mpi ng station is part of the

scheme to close down the Swanbourne
waste water treatment plant and divert
flows to the Subiaco plant in January
1985.

WATER RESOURCES: MWA
Construcrion Work force

1474. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What was the total day labour construc-

tion work force employed with the
Metropolitan Water Authority as at the
end of June 1984?

(2) How many people were away at the
same time on sick leave entitlement?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) 647.
(2) 21.

COMPLAINTS AGAINST POLICE BILL
Grievances

1475. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

Now that the concern and opposition of
the Police Force has been quite strongly
expressed, will he undertake to either
withdraw the Complaints against Police
Bill 1984 and its sister legislation or at
least agree for a parliamentary
committee to be appointed to examine
the police officers' grievances and the
provisions of the Bill?

Mr CARR replied:
No, it is not necessary because the Police
Union of Workers has been extensively
consulted during the past 20 months and
its views have been taken into consider-
ation.

LAND: ULC
Land Purchase: Jandakot

1476. Mr MacKlNNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has the Urban Lands Council recently

purchased lot 204, Lyons Road in
Jandakot?

(2) What is the current zoning of that prop-
erty?

(3) For what reason has this property been
purchased by the council?

M r W ILSON replied:
(1) No,

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

1477. Postponed.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Youth Employment Programme

1478. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) From what items in the 1984-85 Budget

will the $3.5 million allocated to the
youth employment programme be spent?

(2) Will the Minister provide for me a
breakdown of the $3.5 million estimate
to the various programmes or expendi-
ture?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The $3.5 million will be spent on three
components-

(a) a job link scheme aimed at bridging
the gap between young people's
expectations and attributes and
those required by employers;

(b) a job placement and training
scheme, providing structured train-
ing and work experience;

(c) Skills WA Year publicity cam-
pa ign,

(2) Expenditure patterns will depend on in-
dustry and community response to the
programme and the nature of the pro-
posals received.

1479. Postponed.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Employment Programmes Education Department

1480 Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

To what existing programmes currently
being conducted by the Education De-
partment was the Minister referring in
his speech to the Parliament on 18
October, on the Government's employ-
ment initiatives?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
Examples of programmes referred to in-
clude the participation and equity pro-
gramme in schools and TAFE and the
range of occupational, educational and
training courses conducted within
TA FE.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAIN ING
Skills '85

1481. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) Who will be the members of the steering

committee for Skills Western Australia
Year 19859

(2) How will these committee members be
selected?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Membership of the steering committee is

currently under discussion and an an-
nouncement will be made in due course.

(2) Key people from industry and the com-
munity will be invited by me to partici-
pate in the committee.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Unemployment: Youth Proposals

1482. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

What industries has the Government
identified as "having potential to gener-
ate new employment opportunities or the
capacity to employ large numbers of
young people" as referred to in his
speech on the Government's employment
initiatives on IS October?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Most industry sectors are currently
displaying some degree of employment
growth. Those that appear to offer par-
ticular employment potential include the
following-

retail:
community services;
new product development;
hospitality;
finance;
new technology;
tourism;
local government.

Agriculture and mining also offer em-
ployment potential for young people in
country areas.

FORESTS: FORESTS DEPARTMENT
Karri Felling

1483. Dr DADOIJR, to the Minister for Forests:
(1) Is it a fact that the Forests Department

is forcing timber fellers to fell karri trees
so small that it takes up to 50 or 60 to
make a load?

(2) If so-

(a) why is this being done;

(b) where is this being done?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No. A normal silvicultural thinning op-

eration is being continued in the older
karri regrowth stands.

(2) (a) To enhance the future growth of the
more desirable trees by releasing
them from competition;

(b) the older karri regrowth stands in
the Forests Department's
Manjimup and Pemberton divisions.

FORESTS: STATE FORESTS
Jarrab: "Final Cut"

1484. Dr DA DOUR, to the Minister for Forests:
What area of jarrah forest within State
forest has been given the "final cut", i.e.
will not produce millable timber for
more than 100 years?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Over the past 20 years some 10 000 ha of
State forest has been given a final cut
prior to use for public utilities, All other
cut-over areas on State forest are
expected to produce millable timber
from thinnings within 100 years.

FORESTS: PINE
Dombakup

1485. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Forests:

(1) Further to question 240 of 27 September
1984, where it is stated that 22 hectares
of pines were planted in Dombakup
block in 1984-
(a) were these planted in State forest;

(b) did the area formerly grow karri?
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(2) If "Yes" to both (1) (a) and (b), wvill the
Government explain why pines were
planted in native forest, contrary to it s
State platform and contrary to the
recommendations of forestry expert Dr
Peter Attiwill?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) No. The area is freehold land held
tn the name of the Conservator of
Forests;

(b) the area was partly cleared
farmland, some 15 per cent of it
carried very open and badly de-
graded mixed Marri/Karri forest,
the remainder carried scrub
regrowth.

(2) Not applicable.

FORESTS: JARRAN
Railway Sleepers

1486. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Forests:

(1) (a) Is it a fact that our valuable and
increasingly scarce jarrah is still be-
ing used for the very inferior pur-
pose of sleepers;

(b) if so, what quantities of jarrah
sleepers were produced-
(i) in 1982-83;

(ii) in 1983-84?
(2) (a) What mills produced them;

(b) what royalties were paid;

(c) where were they sent?

(3) (a) Have timbers other than
been used to produce
sleepers-

(i) in 1982-83;
(ii) in 1983-84;

(b) if so, what species?

(4) (a)

(b)

jarrah
railway

What mills produced them;

what royalties were paid;

(c) where were they sent?

(5) When is this Government going to stop
the use of scarce and valuable hardwoods
for railway sleepers?

Mr BR IAN BU R KE replied:

(1) to (5) The information requested is
hereby tabled.

The paper was tabled (see paper No.
265).

FORESTS: SAWMILLS
Estimated Life

1487. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Forests:
Based on current available resources,
what is the estimated life of the follow-
ing sawmills-
(a) House Sawmilling at Willyabrup;
(b) Wharncliffe Pty. Ltd. at Margaret

River;
(c) Adwood (Adelaide

Company Pty Lid) at
River?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Timber
Margaret

(a) Not known. This mill operates on timber
from private property;

(b)

(c)

operations terminated on 20 July 1984;
details of this nature are confidential for
commercial reasons- However, on
present indications there should be no
concern as to the future of this mill for
the remainder of this century.

FORESTS: FORESTS DEPARTMENT
Amalgamation with Conservation Agencies

1488. Dr IJADOLJR, to the Premier:
Is it a fact that Dr Syd Shea, forester
and Government adviser, is-
(a) the prime mover behind the Govern-

ment's moves to amalgamate the
Forests Department with conser-
vation agencies;

(b) under consideration to be appointed
the Executive Director of the new
department?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(a) The decision to recommend to the

Government to form an integrated land
management agency, incorporating the
Forests Department, was a collective and
unanimous one made by the three mem-
bers of the Task Force on Land Resource
Management, Dr Maurice Mulcahy,
Chairman, Mr Norman Halse and Dr
Syd Shea, after exhaustive analysis of
other alternative combinations of
agencies, including maintenance of the
status quo;

(b) there has been no formal consideration
with regard to the appointment of any
officers to the new department prior to
its amalgamation, with the exception of
Dr David Bennett, a senior CSIRO re-
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search scientist's secondment, it was
suggested that Dr Bennett, who will be
seconded far two years to the Depart-
ment of the Premier and Cabinet to act
as Executive Officer for the Land Re-
source Policy Council. In a letter to the
Federal Minister for Science and Tech-
nology regarding Dr Bennett may, in ad-
dition to acting in the capacity of Execu-
live Officer of the Land Resource Policy
Council, also act as a research liaison
officer for the new department, if it was
formed.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Bun bury Study

1489. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Further to the Government's "Bunbury

2000"' commitment, what progress has
been made in the establishment of a
comprehensive bus service for greater
Bunbury including district centres?

(2) (a) Was it the Government's intention
that such a comprehensive service
would benefit greater Bunbury resi-
dents including school students; and

(b) was it intended the service would
alleviate the current concern of
students in the Eaton area?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) The findings of the "Bunbury

2000" bus study report are still being
considered by Government and I am un-
able to indicate what improvements, if
any, will be made to the bus service in
the greater Bunbury region, including
the area of Eaton.
The Government called for a study into
bus services in the greater Bunbury re-
gion with a view to determining the ex-
tent to which the services being provided
could be improved to better meet the
needs of the community generally, in-
cluding school students.

ROADS: BUNBURY HIGHWAY
Allocation of Funds

1490. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:
(1) What progress has the Government

made on its special submission to the
Commonwealth for an advanced allo-
cation of funds for the accelerated devel-
opment and expansion of the Bunbury
Highway?

(2) On what date was the decision made to
commit the building of the new
Mandurah bridge?

(3) When is it expected the new Mandurah
bridge will be completed?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The finance for Bunbury Highway will

be provided from the normal sources for
road funding which include State and
Commonwealth funds including the
Australian bicentennial road develop-
ment Programme.
For example, Ennis Avenue duplication
has recently been completed. These
funds came from State sources. This
completes the four lanes to Mandurah.
The second stage of the Mandurah by-
pass which includes a bridge over the
Peel Inlet has received approval from the
Commonwealth for funding under the
ABRD programme. The estimated con-
struction cost, including land is $9.8
million.
Other general improvements have been
funded from State and Commonwealth
sources.

(2) Tenders for the new bridge over the Peel
Inlet closed on 2 July 1984. The tender
was accepted on 27 August 1984.

(3) Mid 1986.

HOUSING: SHC
Rentals

1491. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister
Housing:
(1) Howv many houses in the commiss

for

ion's
current programme will be available
for-

(a)
(b)
in.

rent;

purchase,

(i) Busselton;
(ii) Bunbury;
(iii) Margaret River?

(2) (a) Does the commission provide for
landscaping costs to complete
houses;

(b) if so, what is the average cost per
house;

(c) if not, why not?
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Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The commission's 1984-85 new works

programme in the nominated towvns is-
Margaret

Busselton Ilunbury River
(a) 44 51 7

(b) Nil 5 Nil

(2) (a) No;

(b) Not applicable;

(c) the cost at approximately $500 per
unit on 1 500 units per
year-$750 000-is considered
unjustified when funds are required
for the provision of accommodation
for the substantial waiting lists.

HOUSING: SHC
Construction: Busselion

1492. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) How many houses will be built in David
Drive, Busselton by the commission dur-
ing the 1984-85 year?

(2) How many of the houses will be for-

(a) rent;

(b) purchase;

(c) Aborigines;

(d) other purposes?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) At this stage eight houses will be
constructed in David Drive in 1984-85
inclusive of one which carried over from
the 1983-84 year.

(2) (a) 6:

(b) Nil;

(c) 2;

(d) Nil.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: SACRED SITES
Identification: W.A. Museum

493. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister for Youth
and Community Services with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Can he indicate whether assertions made
that the Western Australian Museum
has identified 750 000 significant Abor-
iginal sites are substantially correct?

(2) Will he table papers showing sites and
areas on-

(a) public;

(b) freehold land,

identified in the South West Land Div-
ison9

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Such -assertions have never been made by
the Western Australian Museum.

(2) (a) and (b) Sites throughout the State
are not primarily identified by land
tenure, but geographical location.
Such a list is not available.

LAND: NATIONAL PARKS AUTHORITY
Gracetown

1494. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

(I) What has been the extent of work at
Gracetown by the National Parks Auth-
ority?

(2) When did the work commence, and what
is the total cost involved?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) The authority has undertaken a joint re-
habilitation exercise with the provision
of public facilities and access in conjunc-
tion with the Shire of Augusta-Margaret
River and the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment.

Pathways, boardwalks. and stairways to
the shoreline have been constructed by
authority rangers and persons employed
under the Commonwealth wage pause
scheme. Rehabilitation of eroded areas
has been initiated, and the shire in its
area has improved parking and built
toilets, landscaped into the sand dune en-
vironment at Gracetown.

(2) Work commenced on the joint project in
early June and has not yet been
completed.

The overall cost is in the order of-

The Department of Conservation and
Environment-approximately $3 500:

the National Parks Authority-SS 000;
and

the shire-S30 000.
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EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Karri dale

1495. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What has been the cost of the contract

for the supply of water and associated
costs to the Karridale Primary School?

(2) Has the project proceeded satisfactorily?
(3) When is the scheme expected 10 be

operative?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Expected total cast $58 000.
(2) Yes.
(3) Expected early January 1985,

FORESTS: SANDALWOOD
Pulling

1496. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Forests:
(1) What is the total area of the State where

sandalwood is permitted to be pulled?
(2) Would he table maps showing the area

concerned?

(3) What is the annual value of sandalwood
exported, and tonnage in each year since
1975?

(4) (a) Has the Government made an as-
sessment of the total value of the
sandalwood industry to Western
Australia; and

(b) if so, with what result?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Sandalwod-Santalurn spica turn-is

permitted to be pulled on Crown land,
including pastoral leases and on private
property within the general area shown
on the map showing occurrence of san-
dalwood to be tabled under (2).

(2) A map showing the approximate limits
of original occurrence of sandalwood is
tabled herewith.

(3) Sandalwood exports-
$ tonnes

1975-76 FOB value 920 963
1976-77 FOB value 1 056 854
1977-78 FOB value 1 195 332
1978-79 FOB value 1 463616
1979-80 FOB value 1 857 965
1980-81 FOB value 2278927
1981-82 FOB value 2345048
1982-83 FOB value 2432455
1983-84 FOB value 2 565 086

(4) Answered in (3) above.

1 206
1 222
1 266.5
1 501.5
1 557
1 652.5
1 643.5
1 636
1 581,75

The paper was fabled (see paper No.
266).

FORESTS: SANDALWOOD
Pulling

1497. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister For Forests:
(I) How many sandalwood pullers are there

in Western Australia?
(2) How many companies or individuals, by

name, have the right to export sandal-
wood?

(3) (a) Further to (2), who are the directors
of the company and does the
Government have any nominees on
the board of the company;

(b) if so, would he detail?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I ) Twenty-six licensed sandalwood pullers
in 1984.

(2) One, the Australian Sandalwood
Company Pty. Ltd., Fremantle.

(3) (a) Directors-

M rJ. C. Burridge
Mr I. H. Hector
M rG. Hughes
MrO0. N. John
Mr C. K. Maley
Mr R. M. Marum
Mr G. W. Stewart.

There are no Government nominees
on the board. However control of
the export of sandalwood is vested
in the sandalwood export com-
mittee, chairman of which is the Di-
rector-General of the Department
of Premier and Cabinet with one
member from the Australian
Sandalwood Company.

(b) Answered by (3) (a) above.

AUSTMARK INTERNATIONAL LTD
Bunbury: Other Developers

1498. Mr BLAIKiE, to the Minister for
Regional Development and the North West
with special responsibility for ' Bunbury
2000":
(1) Did the Government seek developers to

build the Bunbury office block now
known as the Austmark building?

(2) How many property developers were
contacted and with what response?
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(3) Why did the Government choose the
-Austmark group and what particular

benefits did they indicate to the Govern-
ment?

(4) What Ministers and Government
agencies were involved in assessing
potential developers?

(5) (a) Were any south-west developers ap-
proached either individually, or to
form a consortium, to develop this
project:

(b) if so, who were they?
(6) Did any south-west developer indicate

any difficulty in arranging the finance
required?

Mr G RILL replied:
(1) No. The Government responded to an

offer put forward by the Ausimark or-
ganisation to construct an office tower
and hotel.

(2) to (6) Answered by (1).

WATER RESOURCES: GRACETOWN
Wa ter Supply

1499. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) What progress has been made on locat-

ing a suitable waler supply for
o racetawn?

(2) What is the estimated cost of the proj-
ect?

(3) What is the estimated maximum daily
amount of water required to service the
Gracetown townsite?

(4) What is the total number of lots avail-
able in the Gracetown subdivision?

(5) Is he aware of any further extension to
the area currently available?

M rTON K IN repl ied:
(1) Ellen Brook, some 5 kilometres south of

the town has been proven as a suitable
source for Gracetown water supply.

(2) £660000.
(3) 330 kilolitres initially, rising to 660 kilo-

litres in the future.

(4) 166.
(5) No, but for water supply planning pur-

poses it has been assumed that a further
small extension can be undertaken in this
difficult topography to increase the num-
ber of lots available to a total of 220.

FISHERIES: SCALLOPS
Geographe Bay

1500. Mr BLAIKIE. to the
Fisheries and Wildli fe:
(I) Has he had officers of

investigate scallop
Geographe Bay?

(2) If so-
(a) on what date:
(b) with what results?

Minister for

his department
dredging in

(3) How many boats are involved in dredg-
ing?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) During 1976 research staff of

the department carried out investi-
gations, using dredges, to test the com-
mercial potential of Pecten scallops in
Geographe Bay. A small population of
Pecten scallops was located.

(3) I understand that currently there is one
commercial fishing vessel fishing
experimentally with a dredge in the area.

FORESTS

Conserva tar of Forests

1501. Mr BLAI K IE. to the Minister for Forests:
(1) Of what statutory and non-statutory

agencies, bodies, boards, groups, working
parties, etc., is the Conservator of For-
ests, or his nominee a member?

(2) Further to (1), what groups have-
(a) Mr P. McNamara;
(b) M r B. Beggs; or
(c) other,
as representing the Conservator of For-
ests since April 1983?

(3) Further to (2), what bodies have had any
membership change since that date
and-
(a) when was the change made;
(b) who is the current nominee;
(c) would he give details of any out-of-

pocket expenses, if any, that are
available as a result of the position?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) a nd (2) T he a nswer is as Follows-

(a) National Parks Authority
Conservation and Environment
Council
WA Wildlife Authority

3325



3326 ASSEMBLY]

Water Resources Council
Planning and co-ordinating auth-
ority subcommittee
Parks and Reserves committee;

(b) nil;

(c) Government Tender Board.
(3) Nil.

(a) and (b) Not applicable.
(c) Nil.

AGRICULTURE: ABATTOIRS
Clover Meats

1502. Mr BLAlKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is the Government intending to purchase

Clover Meats, abattoirs in whole or
part ?

(2) if Wecs", when did negotiations com-
mence and what is the amount of money
involved?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

AGRICULTURE: ABATTOIRS
Robb Jetty

1503. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:
(1) Has the Government given any consider-

ation to re-assessing the Robb Jetty
abattoir and the area adjacent, for pur-
poses other than industrial and current
use?

(2) Would he give detail of the Govern-
ment's future policy for the Robb Jetty
abattoir and adjacent areas?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The Government has considered the

Coogee coastal area study report, which
amongst other things, analysed alterna-
tive uses oft he Robb Jetty site.

(2) It is not possible to detail future policy.
Current policy is to maintain Robb Jetty
aba ttoi r.

LAND: LAND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
TASK FORCE

Recommendations
1504. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:

In relation to the task force on land re-
source management in Western
Australia, what analysis was made-

(a) for;
(b) by,
the task force of recommendations
contained in the submissions-

(i) prior to the interim report;
(ii) after the interim report;
(iii) after the final report,

and will he table all relevant analysis
papers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) and (b) There was no formal statistical
analysis of recom mendat ions contained
in submissions to the task force with re-
spect to the opinions expressed in the
submission. However, the task force, in
appendix 7 of its report of January 1984,
presented a review of submissions to the
task force which canvassed the range of
opinions that had been expressed by indi-
viduals and organisations making sub-
missions to it. For the benefit of the
member, I table a photocopy of appendix
7 of the report.
The paper was tabled (see paper No.
267).

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASES
Mt Anderson: A DC

1505. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Suirveys:

Has he been able to finalise compen-
sation between Mr and Mrs Blair and
the Aboriginal Development Com-
mission following the decision to prevent
the Blairs from purchasing Mt.
Anderson Station?

Mr MeIVER replied:
No. The member is referred to the reply
to question 1468.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

COMPLAINTS AGAI NST POLICE BILL
Mr P. Ward

457. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is it correct that a Mr Peter Ward has
carried out the major drafting of the
Complaints Against Police Bill?

(2) What experience has he to be involved in
such work?
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(3) Is Mr Ward a Public Service officer or a
ministerial adviser?

(4) Is it the Minister's intention to continue
to use Mr Ward in his negotiations with
the Police Union?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) to (4) 11. is not true that Mr Ward was

the principal architect of the Bill. The
Bill is a Government Bill for which I
take responsiblity. I have overseen it at
all stages. I have been involved in fairly
direct negotiations with both the union
and the commissioner throughout, and in
that sense it is my Bill
Mr Ward is a ministerial officer on my
staff and has assisted me in the ways
such officers assist with various duties.
He has acted at my direction through-
out. The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition asked whether he had a back-
ground as a solicitor-

Mr M~acl~innon: I asked what experience he
had to be involved in such work.

Mr CARR: He is experienced in the legal
profession but in this matter he was act-
ing principally at my direction.

Mr MacKinnon: Is he a Public Service
officer?

Mr CARR: He is a ministerial officer.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Sports Complex: Graylands

458. Mr BARN ETT, to the Premier:
Referring to today's announcement by
the Government of the go-ahead for a
major indoor sports centre on university
land in Graylands, what facilities are to
be provided in the centre and has any
provision been made for consultation
with user groups about the management
of the complex?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Government was very pleased and
proud to be able to announce today the
go-ahead for the major indoor sports
centre to which the question referred.

Facilities to be included in the centre
a re-

pools for swimming, diving and
water polo with provision for up to
3 500 spectator seats;
international standard training and
competition facilities for other

sports including badminton, basket-
ball, gymnastics, martial arts, table
tennis, volleyball, fencing, indoor
hockey, indoor soccer, trampolini ng,
weightlifting, netball and tennis
with seating for up to 5 000 spec-
taMors;
special design characteristics for
biomechanical analysis and physio-
logical and skill acquisition moni-
toring;
space for a sports museum; and
administration and support facili-
ties.

Extensive provision has been made for
consultation with user groups and this
consultation is already taking place.
The proposal for the complex has
already been extensively considered by
the WA Sports Federation and the
Sports Council.
A steering committee has been estab-
lished to advise the Minister on the de-
sign brief, the programming and man-
agement of the centre and leasing ar-
rangements for the university land
involved.
The steering committee will consult not
only with groups expected to use the
centre but also with those providing
alternative sports facilities likely to be
affected by the centre.
However, in respect of this last matter, I
should point out that the centre will pro-
vide international standard training and
competition facilities that-by and
large-are not currently available in
WA.
I would also like to point out that the
centre will have a construction work
force of up to 200.

LAND: CROWN
Agricultural Release

459. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
In view of the announcement today that
some 7 000 hectares of Crown land will
be opened for agriculture in the
Manjimup region. will he advise the
House whether this heralds the end of
the moratorium on land releases, and if
so can we expect further investigation of
land releases in the Ravensthorpe area'?
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Mr EVANS replied:
As the member for Katanning-Roc
knows, and as has been publicised very
widely over the last year-and-a-half, a
land release commission was set up by
this Government to examine the prospect
of releasing land and also restricting the
release of land in appropriate areas
throughout the State.

Mr Old: Wasn't there a complete mora-
torium?

Mr EVANS: There has been a moratorium
on the release of land for agricultural
purposes. While the review committee
was bringing down its report a prelimi-
nary report was released by the working
party and comment has been sought
from those who made a contribution to
it.
As a consequence the situation will per-
tain-that is. whether the moratorium
will be lifted and which areas will be
considered for alienation for agricultural
purposes-until the completed report is
before the Government.

Mr Old: The moratorium has been lifted.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Apprentices: Number Training

460. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Premier:
Are there any signs that the economic
recovery that has gathered pace in the
last year has been accompanied by an
upturn in the number of apprentices be-
ing engaged by private industry?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
In reply to the member for Bunbury-

Mr MacKinnon: It would want to show an
increase, because there has been a dra-
matic decline since your party became
the Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not have
thought that that was true.

Mr MacKinnon: You should look at the facts,
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would have thought

that the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition would not boast about the situ-
ation, because there was a decrease when
his party was in Government compared
with the pacesetting in regard to employ-
ment since we have been in Government.
One of the most worrying aspects of the
economic recession was the big fall in the
number of apprentices. There is no doubt
that with the widespread introduction of

new technology, a well-educated and
skilled work force is critical to economic
success. Economic recovery will be
sustained only if there is a sufficient pool
of skills in the community. And what is
likely to be increasingly important in the
years ahead is a work force that has the
capacity to keep up with an increased
pace of technological change.
Therefore, it is most heartening that
there has been a dramatic rise in the last
few months in the number of apprentices
being engaged. Figures from the Depart-
ment of Employment and Training show
that between I July and 30 September
this year there was a 77 per cent increase
in the number of apprentices taken on
compared with the saint period last year.
Significant increases in the number of
probationary and registered apprentices
have been recorded in all the trade
categories.
The increases have been-

Metal industry
Building industry
Food Industry
Electrical industry
Vehicle industry

Per cent
67.5

102.7
66.6
15.7

171.43
Printing industry 250.00
Other industries 93.42

There is little doubt that the economic
recovery has been a major factor in this
upturn, although I also believe that last
year's decision by the Government to
exempt the wages and allowances of first
year apprentices from payroll tax was a
factor.

Mr MacKinnon: You have no statistics to
show that. You said that in answver to a
question I asked.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The niggardly reaction
of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
to what is essentially good news, really
reflects his political chagrin.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition may be

pleased to hear the news, but it is not
pleased to hear that the news is good
while we have been in Government.

The Government hopes that the improve-
ment in the number of apprenticeships
will continue and to this end the an-
nouncement in the Budget of rebates of
workers' compensation premiums for
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First year apprentices should be of con-
siderable assistance.
There should also be some impact from
other measures included in the Budget
such as-

the continued commitment to sup-
port for group apprenticeship
schemes;

the Government's decision to en-
gage an additional 100 apprentices;
and,
the range of training programmes
planned for Skills WA Year 1985.

TRANSPORT: AIR

East- West Airlines
461. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Transport:
Further to his answer to my question
1460 today, I ask-
(1) On what basis did the Government

determine that East-West Airlines
was, in fact, a "local operator"?

(2) The Minister indicated that he is
not aware of any investment that
East-West Airlines has in Western
Australia. I ask him whether he is
aware of any that is foreshadowed?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) East-West Airlines comes under the

category of "local operator" on the basis
that it is a subsidiary of Skywest.

(2) 1 am not aware of any forecast expendi-
ture, but I would suspect that there
probably would be. It is a question that
should be directed to the company.

Mr Peter Jones: Didn't the Government con-
sider this? I am not being critical, but I
thought the Government would have
considered this in terms of investment
and jobs.

Mr G RILL: The Government considered that
the licensing of East-West Airlines as a
"local operator" would naturally result
in opportunities for employment.

Mr Peter Jones: It is not a "local operator". It
is only because its ownership is in this
State, arnd it is not a "local operator" in
a practical sense.

Mr GRILL: Before giving the go-ahead for a
licence, the company was strictly a
"local operator". It had not at that time
taken over East-West Airlines.

Mr Peter Jones. Right.
Mr GRILL: If that has put the matter into

perspective, I would think that the rest of
the question would come into
perspective.

Mr Peter Jones. Is the company going to in-
vest money in WA for engineering and
maintenance facilities?

Mr GRILL: Those matters were taken into
account and, as a "local operator" it
would naturally create employment
opportunities in WA and have an infra-
structure here. The subsequent takeover
of East-West Airlines has changed that
picture somewhat, and the member for
Narrogin would probably appreciate
that East-West Airlines has facilities on
the east coast which will be used in
favour of setting up other facilities in
WA.
At the time the go-ahead was given to
Skywest. it was contemplated that it
would be using facilities on the west
coast,

Mr Peter Jones: So it has diminished its in-
vestment.

Mr GRILL: Yes, it has diminished its invest-
ment. It is true that in the short-term we
will not see the levels of expenditure on
infrastructure facilities on the west coast
that were initially expected. I am confi-
dent that in the long-term we will see
those sorts or facilities in WA.

TOURISM: BUNGLE BUNGLE
Working Party., Reporn

462. Mrs B EGGS, to the Premier:
Has the Government yet made a decision
on the proposals for the management of
Bungle Bungle contained in the working
party report released yesterday?

,Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Government has not yet made any
decisions on the recommendations
contained in the working party report.
There is to be a period of a month for
public comment and submissions on the
report before it is considered by the En-
vironmental Protection Authority. The
authority will assess all the submissions
and then make recommendations to the
Government.
For this reason, it was both annoying and
disappointing to hear the Opposition

1105)
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spokesman on Aboriginal Affairs, Hon.
Norman Moore, on radio this afternoon
carrying on as if all the final decisions
had been made.

In particular he was commenting on the
proposals to involve Aboriginal people in
the management of Bungle Bungle. His
comments were entirely in keeping with
the Opposition's long-running campaign
of rear, misrepresentation and racism on
Aboriginal matters.
He was talking about creating a situ-
ation at Bungle Bungle that was the
same as that at Ayres Rock. He talked
about getting land rights through the
back door. HeI claimed the situation
would be similar to that at Ayres Rock
where he said, Aborigines had exclusive
control.

So that there can be no misunderstand-
ing about the extent of Mr Moore's mis-
representation, let me read from the
recommendations of the Bungle Bungle
working group-recommendations
which I again remind the House have not
yet been considered by Government, let
alone any final decision made.

It reads as follows-

Recommendation 6.1.1 The
proposed national park be vested in
the national parks agency as an A-
class reserve.

Recommendation
proposed national
managed by the
agency and the
ditional owners.

6.2.1 The
park be jointly
national parks

Aboriginal tra-

In addition to those recommendations,
the working party has recommended that
some Aboriginal people be employed in
the management of the proposed
national park, putting their special
knowledge of an affintiy with the area to
the benefit of the whole community.

Mr Moore's hostility can only be
interpreted as suggesting he is against
useful employment for Aboriginal people
and he is against their special knowledge
being used to help protect and manage
Bungle Bungle.

It is quite remarkable that the person
designated as the Opposition spokesman
on Aboriginal affairs should so consist-
ently take such a strong anti-Aboriginal
line.

His response to the working party's re-
port is typical of the response we have
come to expect from this Opposition to
important matters of public policy-it
has nothing positive or helpful to say,
only negative, carping criticisms after
other people have been prepared to do
the hard work to develop proposals for
community consideration.

The Opposition had no submissions to
make to the public comment process on
the interim development plan for
Rottnest. It has had nothing to say about
that until today-months after everyone
else.
Members opposite have had plenty to say
about the outcome of the Seaman in-
quiry, but they had nothing to say to the
Seaman inquiry, they have nothing to
say to the group drafting the legislation.
They have had nothing to say to the
Royal Commission on resolving dead-
locks between the two Houses of the Par-
liament.

And I suppose it's unlikely they will have
anything to say to the EPA about Bungle
Bungle-I only hope I am proved wrong
about that.

MINERALS: STATE BATTERIES
Fields Report

463. Mr COYNE, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(1) During a recent visit to Leonora, did the

Minister meet with a group of prospec-
tors who were seeking a State Battery
upgrading programme in keeping with
the "Field" report to cope with increasing
tonnages from local sources?

(2) As a result of that meeting, was a third
shift introduced as a means of
overcoming the chronic backlog which
was hampering the system by causing
inordinate delays?

(3) If "Yes", is he awvare that in spite of the
extra time allocation, the situation con-
tinues to be significantly overloaded be-
cause of additional "parcels" from more
producers?

(4) In the light of continuing pressure on
this crushing facility, would the Minister
now consider implementing the "field"
recommendation to double the capacity
of this 10-head mill?
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Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The third shift was introduced on I I

July 1984.
(3) At the end of June there were 13

.,als" amounting to 2 980 tonnes
awaiting crushing. At the end or
September the equivalent figures were
eight parcels and 2 300 tonnes respect-
ively.

(4) We are closely monitoring the situation.

I might say that the whole question of
the way in which the State Batteries are
operated and the facilities at the State
Batteries, not only at Leonora but also
generally, is something to which I have
been paying fairly close attention. I hope
very soon to be able to make some an-
nouncements as to the way in which we
will proceed on this question of State
Batteries, which are tremendously im-
portani, and the facilities available to the
small prospector. This is also of increas-
ing importance to the small miner-who
is more than a prospector but is not at
the stage of wanting to open his own
crushing mill, and so on.
These matters are being addressed
internally in the Government and as a
result of meetings such as that referred
to by the member for Murchison-Eyre,
submissions from the member for
Kalgoorlie and the amalgamated pros-
pectors and leaseholders association. I
hope very soon to be able to announce
the way in which we will be proceeding
to resolve this issue.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Wooro Joo: Closure

464. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Following last week's announcement of
the closing of Wooroloo Hospital, have
negotiations taken place with the hospi-
tal stafr?

(2) What are the cost savings?

Mr HODGE replied:
I thank the member for Mundaring for
that question, the answer to which is as
follows-
(1) Yes, a meeting was held yesterday

between officers of my department
and members of the staff of
Wooroloo Hospital. The assurances
which I gave in the House recently

were conveyed to the staff-that we
would make every endeavour to find
suitable alternative positions for all
the staff, and that definitely no staff
would be sacked.

(2) Preliminary estimations from my
department indicate that we could
save probably in excess of 5250 000
by the closure of this small acute
hospital in Wooroloo. It is antici-
pated we will probably replace it
with a nursing post for the civilian
population in the area, and the
Prisons Department may consider
establishing a sick bay within the
prison for the treatment of pris-
oners.
Obviously, as with most other
prisons, if a prisoner becomes
seriously ill, he will be transferred to
the Swan District Hospital or to
some other appropriately equipped
hospital. We do not envisage any
difficulty which cannot be overcome
with these new arrangements. We
will, of course, keep the staff fully
informed as our negotiations with
the Prisons Department proceed.

HEALTH. HOSPITAL
Wooroloa: Closure

465. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Minister for Health:
(I) Where is it proposed to locate the nurs-

ing post for the residents of Wooroloo,
Wundowie, Chidlow, Gidgegannup and
other localities once the existing facilities
are closed at the Wooroloo Prison?

(2) What is the estimated cost of
maintaining that post?

Mr HODIGE replied:

(1) and (2) r recommend that the member
put that question on notice and I will
supply him with the details.

TOURISM

Bun bury

466. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister with
special responsibility for "Bunbury 2000":

What action is the Government taking to
promote tourism in the south-west area?

Mr GRILL replied:
In partial answer to the member for
Bunbury, I indicate that I released a re-
port today which recommends that a re-
gional tourism directorate be set up in
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Bunbury to promote tourism in the
south-west. This report is being released
for public discussion.

The report was prepared for the South
West Development Authority by tourism
consultant, Mr Peter Greaves, and it
suggests the directorate be established
under the wing of 'the WA Tourism
Commission but with special auton-
omous allocation of funds for marketing
purposes.

Mr Greaves suggests that if approved by
the Government the directorate should
consist initially of a regional director and
three field officers.
He says the south-west region has lost
some ground to other regions of the
State in promoting tourism and a con-
certed effort will be needed to re-estab-
lish it as the predominant tourist region
of the State.

And he adds "The level of awareness of
the specific attractions and services of
the south-west is nowhere near as high as
one would expect for the region closest to
the major market of Perth".

I also released another report com-
missioned by the South West Develop-
ment Authority. It was prepared by a
firm of consultants and it examines the
problems facing small business in small
country towns.

Both reports are now available from the
authority's office in Bunbury.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Wooroloo: Patient Numbers

467. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Minister for Health:

In reference to the Minister's reply to the
question I asked last night, the Minister
claimed 90 per cent of patients at
Wooroloo Hospital were prisoners, or
from the prison farm. That statement is
out of kilter with my information, which
claims that probably 50 per cent or More
are local people. I ask-
(I) Would the Minister let me have the

figures on which he based this per-
centage?

(2) Would he tell the Parliament how
many out patients are also catered
for in this complex.

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.

ELECTORAL: REFORM
Royal Commission Into Parliamentary Deadlocks
468. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for

Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
Why has the Government extended the
closing date for submissions to the Royal
Commission into Parliamentary Dead-
locks from 31 October 1984 to 30
November 1984?

Mr TONKIN replied:
Cabinet has approved a one-month ex-
tension of time for submissions to the
Royal Commission to give the Oppo-
sition additional time to decide whether
it will make a submission. I have had
private talks with the President of the
Legislative Council and the spokesperson
in the Legislative Council. All persons
and parties should seize the opportunity
to put forward their points of view on
such an important constitutional ques-
tion. The public statement by the Presi-
dent of the Legislative Council that he
believes the Royal Commission is an in-
fringement of parliamentary privilege is
very disappointing. The time when mem-
bers of Parliament could expect special
treatment has long passed. At the same
time it is pleasing to see that Mr Clive
Griffiths has said he does not object to a
properly authorised inquiry.

The extra month is deliberately designed
to provide another opportunity for par-
ticipation. A similar Royal Commission
in Tasmania received the co-operation of
the President of the Legislative Council
there.
The extra month may also help fulfil the
goal of the Royal Commission which was
set up so that the deadlocks question
could be removed from either House and
interparty conflict and studied in an
objective manner by an outside auth-
ority. The commissioner's report can
then be the basis for further consider-
ation in Parliament.
I would like to add that it has been
suggested that the question of parlia-
mentary procedures is not something
which should be looked into by anyone
other than Parliament itself. However,.
might say here that Governments take
whatever advice they like and the normal
way in which Governments work is to
take advice from their parties, from the
man in the street, from their bureau-
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crats, and from anyone they like. They
then bring a Bill to this Parliament after
they have had consultation; but in the
past the consultation has not been open.
The only difference in respect of this
consultation is that we are being open
and aboveboard. We are saying to every-
one in Western Australia, including
those I have mentioned, and to the Op-
position, "Come forward and give your
views in an open manner". That does not
abrogate the rights of Parliament, be-
cause Parliament decides on any Bill
that is brought here.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
Disputes

469. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier's adviser on industrial re-
lations, Mr Tom Butler, still involved in
settling the industrial dispute on the
building site at lot 1, Beechboro Road,
Morley?

(2) Has the Premier's office referred this
dispute to the office of the Minister for
Industrial Relations?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", has an
industrial inspector been sent to the site?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Tom Butler, the officer to whom the

member referred in his question, is over-
seas and obviously, as such, cannot con-
tinue to be involved in the dispute.

Mr Clarko: At whose expense?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure whether

it is at his own expense, but it is certainly
not at the taxpayers' expense.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It might be that ASlO

paid his fare!
(2) I understand that this matter has been

referred to the office of the Minister for
Industrial Relations, at least to the ex-
tent that the Minister has extended a
public invitation to the allegedly ag-
grieved person to approach his office and
lodge a complaint. I am not sure that
that has happened.

(3) 1 do not know the answer. If the member
puts the question on the Notice Paper I
will provide him with a considered
answer. At the same time, it is appropri-
ate, to underline once again that the
member appears not to be aware of the

fact that times have changed and his
constant attempts, with the assistance of
M r Masters, to wring political advantage
from an industrial situation generally are
doomed to failure-

Mr MacKinnon: Times certainly have
changed. Industrial thugs get away with
absolute blue murder!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -because there has
been an acccptance that the non-
confrontationist. attitudes of the present
Federal and State Governments have
been far more successful in terms of days
lost through industrial stoppages.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: ADC
Land Purchase

470. Mr BLAlKIE,to the Premier:
(1) Has the Government or its officers

received any representations from either
the Aboriginal Development Corpor-
ation or any Aboriginal groups to pur-
chase in whole or in part any of the
stations comprising Youanmi Downs,
Erong Springs, and/or Atley pastoral
leases in the Murchison and Gascoyne
districts?

(2) Can he indicate any results to date?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 know of no such represen-

tations. IfC the member puts the question
on the Notice Paper 1 shall refer the
matter to the Minister for Lands and
Surveys to whom I presume approaches
of this sort have been made. That Minis-
ter is not here at the moment, but I shall
re fer the q uest ion to h im or t he M in ister
with special responsibility for Aboriginal
Affairs. If an approach has been made of
which I am not aware, or which I do not
now recollect, I shall let the member
know in due course.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Adoption: Select Comnmittee On Adaption of Chil-

dren
471. Mr BRADSH-AW, to the Minister for

Youth and Community Services.
(1) Has the Minister considered the

recommendations of the recently tabled
Select Committee report on the Adop-
Lion of Children Amendment Bill?

(2) If so, does he propose to implement any
of the recommendations?
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(3) If so, what are the main
recommendations he proposes to im-
plement?

Mr W ILSON replied:
(1) to (3) 1 thank the member for his ques-

tion. I understand his interest, as he was
a member of that Select Committee. The
,report of the committee is under con-
sideration and I have asked various com-
munity groups to provide me with their
views on the recommendations as part of
the process of considering those
recommendations. It would be my view
that, when that process has been
completed, the Government would be
prepared to accept most of those
recommendations and may even be in a
position, having completed its consider-
ation, to go further; but at this stage the
considerations are proceeding. I would
not envisage that we would be proceed-
ing with any further legislation until at
least the autumn session of 1985.

HOUSING

First Home Owners Scheme
472. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Has the Minister seen the article in
today's The Western Australian headed,
"First-home scheme target in doubt"?

(2) If so, has the Minister assessed the effect
this will have on the housing industry in
Western Australia?

(3) If so, will he please inform the House of
his findings?

Mr WILSON replied;

(1) I have not seen the article referred to in
the member's question.

(2) and (3) As the member will know, the
first home owners' scheme is operated
through the Federal Department of
Housing and Construction. I certainly
have not had any indication from the
Federal Minister for Housing and Con-
struction that the first home owners'
scheme is in any doubt. From time to
time there have been numerous rumnours
which have been along those lines and
they have always been found to be un-
founded and incorrect. I would antici-
pate that the same would apply in this
case; that is, it is an ill-founded rumour.
Of course, the member will be aware
that the Federal Government, as part of

the last Federal Budget, announced some
variations to the scheme. Those vari-
ations have certainly affected the num-
ber of applications received in Western
Australia.

Mr MacKinnon: The basic point of the article
was that the changes made will reduce
the amount of housing.

Mr WILSON: Certainly it has had that ef-
fect. I understand since the Budget
changes were announced in August,
there has been a 44 per cent drop in
applications reccived for the first home
owners' scheme in Western Australia. At
the moment the average number of
applications received is approximately
220 a month. The member should be
aware also that not all the people in the
building industry disapproved of the
changes that were made in the Federal
Budget. There were many people in the
building industry who considered this
scheme to be overgenerous. However, in
Western Australia we have been able to
take maximum advantage of that scheme
because of our lower costs and Western
Australia has had the highest rate of
takeup of approvals in the Common-
wealth. In view of our continuing lower
cost structures in Western Australia, in
spite of the drop-off in applications due
to those changes, I would anticipate that
we would continue to lead the way in
respect of applicants and approvals.

HOUSING: SHC
B WI U

473. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
Housing:

for

(1) Bearing in mind the Minister's com-
ments in relation to costs, could he ad-
vise me whether the dispute involving the
Building Workers' Industrial Union on a
State Housing Commission project to
which we referred last week in the Par-
liament has yet been resolved?

(2) If not, has he or any other Government
officer been acting to try to resolve that
issue which has the potential to signifi-
cantly increase building costs in the cot-
tage industry in Western Australia?

M r WILSON replied:

(1) and (2) My advice is that the dispute has
been resolved.
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SHIPPING: AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL
LINE

Uneconomic

474. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Is it correct that earlier today at a meet-
ing with shippers, he indicated that if
WA Stateships and, more particularly,
the Australian National Line maintained
their present uneconomic, high cost, non-
competitive arrangements, consideration
should be given to disbanding those ser-
vices?

Mr PARKER replied:
I said nothing of the sort. What I did at
lunch today at a meeting of the
Australian Shipping Council was to refer
to the overall problems that occur for
development and trade in Australia with
the current situation with the Autralian
coastal shipping provisions in which the
ANIL and Stateships are only marginally
involved. I am sure the member is aware
of the situation in which vessels which
are not Australian flag vessels are not
allowed to compete in Australian
shipping services, no matter what vessels
they may be. This has led to very
uncompetitive freight rates around the
Australian coast. What I said quite
clearly to the meeting was that my view
was that this arrangement was very
substantially hampering development in
Australia and particularly in Western
Australia because we do require bulk
commodities such as coke for the
Kwinana blast furnaces, and that coke
must come from the east coast, and by
contrast, the steelmakers along the east
coast are suffering because of the high
costs of getting iron ore from Western
Australia across to their steelmaking op-
erations in New South Wales and South
Australia. I said that I believed the time
was long overdue for a review of coastal
shipping regulations and provisions
which I think have become entrenched
over the past 40 or 50 years. We have
seen uncompetitive and high cost freight
differentials developed to the extent
where it is now much more expensive to
take products from the east coast and
bring them to Western Australia than to
ship them to Japan, China or Korea.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you saying that the sea-
men are getting paid too much?

Mr PARKER: The problem stems from a
whole range of issues, of which the sea-
men form just one part; but I will come
back to the seamen later; I want first to
finish what I have started to say.

Mr Brian Burke: This is a real education for
the Opposition. I do not think they
realised what was involved with this off-
the-cuff question.

Mr PARKER: Hon. Gordon Masters was at
the luncheon, but he probably misheard
Me.

Several members interjected.

Mr PARKER: I make no apologies for the
fact that I said that the freight rates
between Western Australia and the
Eastern States for bulk commodities
make the transport of them completely
uncompetitive. Industries on both coasts
are suffering substantially as a result.
When we have a situation where it is
cheaper to transport coking coal from
New South Wales and Whyalla to
Japan, China and Korea than it is to
transport the same volume to Western
Australia, we obviously have a crazy
situation that must be redressed. There is
a range of ways in which the problems
ought to be redressed. One involves
manning levels: there is no question that
this problem must be addressed. In my
address to the Australian Shipping
Council, I complimented the work that
BH-P had done in negotiating with mari-
time unions to arrive at new manning
levels on new bulk ships being ordered in
Japan and Korea. This arrangement will
help reduce costs on Australian flag
ships and help make labour costs more
competitive with Japanese and Korean
vessels. I said that if this sensible ar-
rangement could be achieved between
BHP and the maritime unions, it ought
to be capable of being achieved for our
coastal trading vessels. I make no apolo-
gies for saying that if such an accommo-
dation could not be reached, I would
make it my aim to open up Australia's
coastal shipping trade to international
competition so that we do get some de-
cent freight rates for our coastal trade,
because there is no doubt that the
present freight rates are crippling devel-
opment of a large number of industries
on both coasts.
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HEALTH: PARAPLEGIC-QUADRIPLEGIC
ASSOCIATION

Government Assistance
475. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

I have a neutral question for him.
Having been at the annual general meet-
ing jointly held by the Paraplegic-
Quadriplegic Association and the Civ-
ilian Maimed and Limbless Association,
and having heard their being concerned
about an assurance of continued Govern-
ment assistance to these joint associ-
ations, I ask-

Would he please give some infor-
mation as to the Government's fu-
ture policies and intentions in this
regard?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am happy to give the member a neutral
answer, and it will be neutral because of
my ignorance of the details immediately
to satisfy his question. I am in a position
to say that the latest situation is that an
inquiry, supported by the association it-
self, has yet to be undertaken into the
association's affairs and that we have
guaranteed to maintain in real terms the
assistance we are giving to the associ-
ation, but that any decision as to future
funding-whether it be increased or
decreased-will depend on the outcome
of the inquiry now being conducted. 1
understand that the inquiry is supported
by the association. That is simply my
recollection of the present situation, but
should the member wish to pursue the
matter I will provide him with a full and
detailed answer in response to a sub-
sequent question.

AUSTMARK INTERNATIONAL LTD
Bunhury: Other Developers

476. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister with special
responsibility for "Bunbury 2000":

My question follows on from his answer
today to my question on notice 1498
wherein I sought information about the
Government's seeking developers to
build the office block in Bunbury, to
which the Minister replied that he had
not approached south-west developers.
My question is-

Would he advise why the Govern-
ment did not give south-west
builders and developers the oppor-
tunity to build the proposed

multimillion dollar office tower and
hotel that will in due course house
hundreds of Government employees,
which project could have resulted in
scores of local tradesmen getting
employment with locally based
south-west building companies.

M r GRILL replied:
Builders from the south-west and
throughout the State were given an op-
portunity, and I have no doubt that
many of them will be employed.

LONDON AGENCY
Staff Redutction

477. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
Bearing in mind the fact that the Agent
General's office in London has said that
the staff in that office has been reduced
from 32 to I8 in this year's estimates, I
ask-
(1) Will the Government meet its com-

mitments as previously announced
to increase its representation in
South-East Asia?

(2) Will that allocation include an in-
crease in the staffing of the Tokyo
Agency, which has consistently had
four staff in recent years?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) I hope in a short time to be able

to announce the Government's future
plans for the Western Australian Export
Corporation which is about to be estab-
lished, because the establishment of this
corporation will attend to all those mat-
ters the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
quite rightly indicates, by implication,
are important. That includes our under-
representation in those areas of the world
that will certainly hold our trading fu-
ture and be the key to much of our fu-
ture prosperity. So apart from saying
that we hope to be able to make an an-
nouncement within the next couple of
weeks on a decision to establish that cor-
poration, I am grateful for the question
because it allows me to go on to say that
the Government is very Proud of its
record in terms of Government employ-
ment and the need to maintain a tight
rein on Government employment, as has
been acknowledged by successive
Governments. It just so happens that this
Government is achieving that objective.
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If we leave out the question of police
officers and teachers from the increased
staff allocations in this year's Budget-

Mr MacKinnon: Why don't you leave out
West ra il?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If we leave out those
two areas which are non-conten-
tious-thai is, the additional 100
policemen the subject of successive
promises at election time, and the num-
ber of extra teachers dictated and de-
manded by the ratio of pupils to
teachers-the Budget provides for an in-
crease in Government employment of
just 0.9 per cent.

Mr Clarko: That is a bit difficult to do with
education.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Unless the Opposition
wants to argue that we should have
fewer teachers and fewer policemen, the
increase in the number of Government
employees provided for in this year's
Budget is 0.9 per cent. I think an in-
crease of less than I per cent to meet the
rising demands of Government is a laud-
able achievement.

Mr Clarko: It is a false figure.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a very pleasing
figure to us.
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