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immediately the defection occurred. It
seems likely that the first public report of
the defection emanated from official
sources either in Canberra or in Perth.

Senator Willesee was in Perth at the
time and the report in The West Australian
on the following Monday morning-the
12th August-Indicated that he was aware
that Ermolenko had made known his desire
to remain here. Ermoleflko's intentions
were apparently confirmed at the interview
with the Immigration Department on the
Monday morning, according to a report
which appeared in the Daily News on
Friday last.

No Commonwealth department or officer
did anything to afford Ermolenko any
opportunity to independently review his
situation. Mr Badger was asked to per-
suade Ermolenko to present himself to
Professor Ksbalevsky-the Russian com-
poser-on the promise made by Kabalevsky
that he merely wished to satisfy himself
as to his intentions, and would release him
immediately if Ermolenko said he wished
to remain in Australia. The Reverend
Johnston and Mr Badger state that Ermo-
lenko had to be persuaded to see Kabalev-
sky, but that be absolutely refused to see
Alexandrov, the Russian cultural attache
to the ISME conference. They also said
that Erinolenko. was able to make himself
understood and that he did, himself, un-
derstand English tolerably well.

The Foreign Affairs Department of the
Commonwealth Government consistently
accepted the Russian version of Ermo-
lenko's intentions. The statements he Made
to various people from time to time there-
after followed his close confinement with
the Russians. An indication that Ermno-
lenko. was under some kind of coercion
is substaniated by the incorrect answers
he gave to a number of questions by
various interrogators; in particular, that
he himself had expressed a wish to see
Kabalevsky-which is the direct opposite
to the statement made by the Reverend
Johnston and Mr Badger; that he wished
to see Alexandrov-when he had said that
he had absolutely no wish to see Alexan-
drov; and that he did not know the
English language-when he had been talk-
ing to them in English all the week.

Ermolenko. also evaded the question as
to whether any pressures had been put on
him in relation to his family;, and at all
the interviews either a Russian or Russians
were present-or people identified as being
in the Russian camp.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs and
his officers unhesitatingly accepted the
version put out by Ermolenko whilst he
was under Russian control and consistently
refused to insist that he be given the op-
pnrtunity to again confer with his former
friends, Mr Badger and the Reverend
Johnston.

It has been said that members of the
KGB were operating in Perth from a suite
in the Parmella Hotel while Ermolenko
was there. It has also been suggested that
one of them attended the ISME conference.
None of this has been denied in official
quarters. It is a frightening thought that
such People culd be in our midst and be
able to carry on their activities without
surveillance and. indeed, under the pro-
tection of Commonwealth officials.

The Commonwealth Government's hand-
ling of this affair is a blot on the
Australian public conscience. So much for
its zeal for human rights and civil liberties.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 5.19 p.m.

Tuesday, the 20th August. 1974

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

QUESTIONS (54): ON NOTICE
1.

2.

HILLMAN SCHOOL
Completion

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:

In the light of the former Gov-
ernment's decision to erect Hill-
man primary school and have it
completed, ready for the begin-
ning of 1975 school year, will he
give an undertaking to have this
school constructed and ready for
occupation at the beginning of
the first term in 1975?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The answer given to this question
last week still stands; namely, it
is impossible to advise on comple-
tion dates at this time.

INSURANCE COMPANIES
Returns to Companies Office

Mr B. T. EURKE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Justice:
(1) Are tariff insurance company re-

turns lodged with the Companies
Office?

(2) Uf "Yes" will he please provide
details of the before and after-
tax profits of the five biggest
tariff insurance companies in-
volved in Isuring Western Aus-
tralian home owners against fire
damage?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) I am advised that "tariff" Insur-

ance companies are those which
are members of the Fire Accident
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and Marine Underwriters Asso-
ciation and are not required to
be identified as such in the re-
cords of the Companies Office;
however, such companies if carry-
ing on business in Western Aus-
tralia would be required to lodge
returns.

(2) Answered by (1); but If the
names of the "five biggest tariff
insurance companies" are given
the information asked for will be
supplied insofar as it is available
from returns filed by those com-
panies in accordance with the re-
quirements of the Companies Act.

3, MoNESS HOUSING TRUST

Tenancies

Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) How many rental houses built

under the McNess Housing Trust
are still in occupation by original
tenants, or tenants in occupation
prior to the take-over of the af-
fairs of this trust by the SHC
in 1968?

(2) Are any of these tenants still on
the old maximum of $1.25 per
week rent?

(3) if "No" to (2). what is the range
of rentals paid by these long term
tenants?

(4) In which suburbs are these
homes situated?

(5) Why have residents in these
homes on the old rate of $2.50
per fortnight been increased to
$9.50 per fortnight?

(8) Is not this increase a breach of
the assurance given by the Min-
ister when dealing with the State
Housing Act Amendment Bill in
1968?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) 93.
(2) All tenants are

$1.25 per week.
(3)
(4)

4'

currently paying

See answer to (2).
The units are located in Bassen-
dean, Belmont, Bicton, Brentwood,
Carlisle, Hilton, Innaloo. Manning,
Maylands, Nollamara, Osborne
Park, Palmyra, Rivervale, St
James, Thart Hill and Bunbury
(4).

5.

(5) See answer to (6).
(6) I concede that in advice given

to tenants there has been a
breach of the assurance given in
1958 and I have directed the com-
mission to rectify the position.

TRAFFIC
Patrol Cars:- Metropolitan Area

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) (a) Is there a shortage of police

traffic patrol cars in the met-
ropolitan area;

(b) if so. what action does the
Government Intend taking to
alleviate the position?

(2) (a) Is It correct that police lec-
ture vans which are not
equipped with radio equip-
ment are being used for traf-
fic control;

(b) if so, will he advise the num-
ber of occasions it has been
found necessary to use the
vans?

(3) (a) Has he received complaints
from traffic policemen in con-
nection with the general con-
dition of police traffic patrol
cars;

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

(4) Will he kindly list make, model
and mileage of vehicles being used
for police traffic patrol work in
the metropolitan area?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I.) (a) Yes.

(b) I have personally been in
touch with motor companies
concerned in an effort to
expedite delivery. Most
vehicles on order have now
been received and are at pres-
ent being equipped.

(2) (a) Yes.
(b) Four police lecturing vans

are being used regularly at
night and during weekends.

(8) (a) Yes.
(b) Some vehicles have ex-

ceeded normal mileage caus-
ing deterioration, and delays
in delivery of new equipment.

(4) Yes, a list has been prepared and
will be made available to the
Member.

INFLATION
Premier's Policy Speech

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) Having said in his policy for

the State election in relation
to "Inflation" that, "The simple
answer-and the only answer
there has ever been-is to beat the
shortages that are driving up the
prices", will he explain how he
has now come to the conclusion
that the crisis is not so much
one of demand pressure but one
of "cost push"?
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(2) Is there a "simiple answer" to
"cost push" inflation?

(3) If so, does be know the answer
and will he state it?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) There can be no question that
inflation feeds on shortages in
both materials and labour and the
foundation of any anti-inflation-
ary policy must be to step up
supply to balance demand.
The demand situation was one of
excessive strength in 1973-74
which led to shortages of either
labour, materials or plant capa-
city. In recent months there
have been signs of an easing in
demand pressures, and this trend
is expected to continue in the
months ahead.
However, costs are now rising
rapidly, mainly as a result of a
wages explosion which, in the
words of the Federal Treasurer, is
'damaging everyone and wage
earners not least".
It is apparent, therefore,' that
while some selective measures to
contain demand are still required,
the present vicious wage/price
spiral is now the rester problem
and hence my comment that "cost
push" factors are the prime cause
of the present crisis.
The Commonwealth has been re-
luctant to admit the role of wage
and salary demands-many of
which they spearheaded-in the
inflation crisis. But this atti-
tude has now changed dramati-
cally--even if belatedly-as wage
and salary increases have out-
stripped productivity to a dan-
gerous degree.

(2) and (3) As excessive wage de-
mands are the key factor in the
present "cost push" inflation,
steps are being taken-as re-
ported by me to the House on
Wednesday of last week--on a
basis of co-operation between
Commonwealth and States, In an
effort to limit excessive wage in-
creases.

EUTTERINE

Manufacture

Mr H. D. EVANS. to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Have any experiments with re-

gard to the manufacture of but-
terine been carried out in West-
ern Australia?

(2) If so, would he furnish details,
and, if not, are any such experi-
mentations contemplated?

.7.

8.

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
(1) No.
(2) No experimentation Is contem-

plated by my department at pres-
ent as adequate research work is
being conducted in South Aus-
tralia, Victoria and Queensland,
which States have the necessary
research facilities for this type
of work.

PEAS AND BEANS
Price Fixing

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware of any action by the

Government of the Common-
wealth to set the prices paid to
growers for peas or beans when
produced for processors?

(2) If so, would he give details of any
such Proposals and Indicate if
the intention was to have them
apply generally throughout Aus-
tralia?

(3) If the Commonwealth authorities
are not intending to become in-
volved in contract prices paid by
processing firms to growers of
peas and beans, does the State
.Government propose to take any
action in the matter?

Mr MePHARLIN replied:
(1) It is understood that some pric-

ing arrangements are operating
in the pea and bean processing
industries in the Eastern States.

(2) and (3) Information is being
sought from the Australian De-
partment of Agriculture and will
be supplied to the member when
available.

ABATTOIRS
Wyndham, Derby and Broome: Cattle

Throughput
Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
North West:
(1) Arising from the reply to ques-

tion 16 on Wednesday, 14th Aug-
ust, will be indicate-
(a) the number of cattle slaught-

ered in each of the abattoirs
at Wyndham, Derby and
Broome in each of the months
of the 1972 and 1973 killing
seasons;

(b) the number for each abat-
toir in the comparable months
in 1974?

(2) Are any of those meatworks
likely to cease operation in the
next few weeks through lack of
freezer space or transportation
problems and, if so. which ones?

6.
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Mr RIDGE replied:.
(1) (a) and (b) The figures requested

are not available from the com-
panies concerned.

(2) The management of the Eroome
and Wyndham Meat Works advise
they have not and do not anti-
cipate a problem in shipping meat
this season. The management of
the Derby Meat Works advises that
the position is satisfactory to
date with an anticipated ship-
ment within a few days but that
the situation after mid Septem-
ber is uncertain.
In answer to question 16 on Wed-
nesday, 14th August, I stated that
in anticipation of any problem
which could eventuate in the
meat industry in the north, the
submission of the Pastoralists and
Graziers Association was being
considered by the Ministers for
Works, Transport, and the North-
west.

APPLES
Export to Japan

Mr H. D). EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Following the discussions on

trade between Australian and
Japanese Goverrnent officials
held from 12th to 14th August of
this year in Canberra, is he able
to indicate whether the pros-
pects of apples from Australia
being allowed into Japan as an
import have increased?

(2) If so, what will be the likelihood
of Western Australia being able
to participate as an exporter of
apples to Japan; if not, does the
Commonwealth Government plan
any further approach to overcome
the barrier of Japanese quaran-
tine regulations?

Mr McPHARLfl4 replied:
(1) and (2) Information on these

trade discussions is being sought
from the Australian Department
of Agriculture and will be sup-
plied to the Member when avail-
able.

10. TOWN PLANI1NG
Small Rural Subdivisions

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:
(1) Subsequent to his news release

through the Town Planning Board
on 6th August, 1974, have any
areas in the Rockingham elector-
ate been set aside for the pur-
pose of semi-rural small holdings?

(2) Would he please give complete
details of these areas and a date
on which these regulations will
come into effect?

Mr RTUSHTON replied:
(1) and (2) Rockingham Shire Coun-

cil has not submitted any amend-
ment to its Town Planning
Scheme seeking to create a
special rural zone.
I would add that they would not
have time to attend to this since
the Government gave notice of its
new policy.

11. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Rockcingham: Sanitary Landfill

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Fauna:
(1) Has an approach been made re-

cently to his department either
directly or indirectly by the
Rockingham Shire Council, seek-
ing permission to utilise a sec-
tion of the wetlands incorpor-
ated In Lakes Cooloongup and
Walyungup for sanitary land-
flu?

(2) If so, is this the first approach by
the shire for this Purpose?

(3) If this Is not the first approach,
how many others have been made
and what was the result of these
approaches?

(4) Has a decision been reached on
the latest request by the Rocking-
ham Shire Council for the use
of this wetland area?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) No.
(2) to (4) Answered by (1).

12. CONSERVATION
Wetlands: Sanitaryj Landfill

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Conservation and Environment:
(1) Has an investigation taken Place

into sanitary landfill and Its
effect on the wetlands of Western
Australia?

(2) If so, who compiled the report,
and will the Minister table the
results?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) and (2) A report has been pre-

Pared, under the direction of the
Public Health Department, on
refuse disposal; furthermore the
Environmental 'Protection Auth-
ority has promulgated principles
on the usage Of wetlands and I
am happy to table these.

The Papers were tabled (see Paper
No. 169).
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13. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Cockburn Sound: Ecological Balanlce
Mr BARNET1T, to the Minister for
Conservation and Environment:

What action has the Government
taken to restore ecological bal-
ance in Cockburn Sound upset by
the causeway to Garden Island?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
Detailed hydrological studies were
carried out prior to construction
of the causeway and its design
modified to minimise the effect on
water exchange in Cockburn
Sound.

14. SCHOOL BUS SERVICES
Jarrahdale

Mr BARNETT', to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it a fact that children travel-

ling to school by bus from the
Jarrahdale area are being cram-
med into a bus in numbers
exceeding the legal number allow-
able?

(2) Has the Minister taken any
action to remedy this situation?

Mr MENSAROS replied:*
(1) and (2) No. Earlier overcrowd-

ing has been overcome by bring-
Ing an additional bus Into ser-
vice.

BAUXITE MA3IN0C
jarraftdale: Blasting

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Mines:

Will he take immediate steps to
investigate claims that blasting
in the Jarrahdale area by Alcoa
is causing structural damage to
homes situated in the vicinity?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The Mines Department has not
received any complaints in the
past 12 months that blasting in
the Jarrahdale area by Alcoa Is
causing damage to homes.
On receipt of a complaint, steps
will be taken to investigate it al-
though it is expected that a home
owner would initially direct his
claim to the company concerned.

16. ST. JOHN OF GOD HOSPITAL,
SUBIACO

Teaching Institution
Mr DAVIES. to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:

As St. John of God Hospital.
Subiaco, is to be used as a teach-
ing hospital, can we be assured
that the legislation amending the
necessary Acts will be brought
before Parliament during the
present Session?

Mr RIDGE replied:
It Is not anticipated that amend-
Ing legislation will be required for
St. John of God Hospital1 Sublaco
to be used for teaching purposes.

1. TECHNICAL SCHOOL
Kwinana

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

With regard to the proposed con-
struction of a technical school at
Kwinana-
(a) what now appears to be the

likely commencing date for
construction of this institu-
tion;

(b) has any other technical
school to be given priority
over the Kwlnana project
since the former Premier
(Hon. J. T. Tonkin) in 1972
did advise that the technical
school would be commenced
in the 1974-75 financial year;,

(c) If "No" to (b), what are the
reasons for any delay in the
commencing date of construc-
tion?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(a) A commencement date for

construction cannot be fore-
cast at this time.

(b) The priority has not been
varied from that established
in 1972.

(c) Lack of finance to proceed
with design and pre-tender-
ing stage.

1s. TRANSPORT
Kwinana Shopping Centre: Bus Service

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Further to my earlier discussions

with an officer of the Mfl, is he
able to confirm whether omnibus
section posts are to be so re-
arranged as to make the Kwinana
Hub Shopping Centre the site of
a section post with others radiat-
ing out from it?

(2) If "Yes" when is the rearrange-
ment likely to be complete?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) The Hub Shopping Centre

is situated at the end of the local
Parmella/Orella route which ex-
tends to the shopping centre dur-
ing the off-peak periods of the
day. The trust does not Intend to
re-arrange bus section posts. In-
tending passengers travelling over

15.
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more than one section should
purchase a 30c ticket to the
shopping centre. This will enable
them to do their shopping and
travel home on the same 30c
ticket, as the timetable to the
centre is structured to allow ap-
proximately two hours shopping.

19. PAY-ROLL TAX
Government Inst rumentalities

Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:
is the Government going to make
provision for Increased allocation
for 1974-75 to cover pay-roll tax
for those instrumentalities which
have submitted their estimates
for 1974-75 before the pay-roll
tax- decision was applied?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Provision will be made in the Con-
solida ted Revenue Fund Budget for
the increased cost of pay-roll tax
to instrumentalities financed
through the Budget.

20. DENTAL THERAPISTS
Amending Legislation

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

Can we expect the Health Act to
be amended this Session to allow
dental therapists trained at
WAIT to be legally employed at
the Perth Dental Hospital and
Government hospitals?

Mr RIDGE replied:
No. The appropriate legislation Is
the Dental Act, 1939-1972, and
relevant amendments are under
consideration.

21. IRON ORE
Mt. Gibson: Temporary Reserve

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Will he advise the temporary re-

serve numbers and details of area
involved with the Mt. Gibson iron
ore deposit?

(2) In whose names are the temporary
reserves registered?

(3) When do the present temporary
reserves expire?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Temporary reserve 5009!! covering

an area of 82.879 6 square kilo-
metres (32 square miles).

(2) Occupancy right to prospect for
Iron ore is held by Iron Hill Pty.
Ltd.

(3) The occupancy right expires on
the 23rd November. 1974.

22. MINES DEPARTMENT
Office at Kalgoorlie

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Has land been obtained at Kal-

goorlie for the construction of a
new office for the Mines Depart-
ment?

(2) If so, what is the area Involved
and the location?

(3) When is It anticipated construc-
tion will commence, and what is
the anticipated completion date?

(4) What was the cost of the land?
(5) What is the cost of the new build-

ing including furnishings, etc.?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(I.) Yes.
(2) 1 012 square metres or one-quarter

of an acre-North side of Brook-
man Street between Maritana and
Cassidy Streets and adjoining the
new courthouse.

(3) Subject to availability of funds
tenders will be called during
November and construction should
commence in January, 1975. A
construction period of nine
months will be incorporated in the
contract documents.

(4) $28000.
(5) Estimated cost $300 000.

23. CONSUMER PROTECTION
Spectacles: Sale

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is he aware that there is at least

one firm in Perth supplying and
selling "ready made" spectacles?

(2) Is it true that these spectacles are
nothing more than magnifying
glasses?

(3) Is he aware that this Practice can
cause serious and Irreparable
damage to the eyes of people who
use the spectacles provided?

(4) Have efforts been made to stop
this practice?

(5) Will he assure the House that he
will give urgent consideration to
framing suitable legislation to
prevent the sale of these magnify-
Ing glasses?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes, however, some of the lens

would be standard prescriptions.
(3) and (4) This is difficult to as-

certain, although expert advice
indicates that no pathological or
physical damage will occur. How-
ever, as the relevant legislation,
Optical Dispensers Act and the
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Optometrists Act are both admin-
istered by the Public Health De-
partment, these questions fall
within the Province of my collea-
gue, the Minister for Health, and
I shall seek his advice on them.

(5) An assurance of this kind would
depend on the advice referred to
in answer to questions (3) and
(4), Many people use magnifying
glasses for reading and other pur-
poses and this is done from choice.

24. CONSUMER PROTECTION
Hearing Aids: Sale

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is it true that there are no re-

quirements for personnel to be
trained or have qualifications to
supply, sell or prescribe hearing
aid devices?

(2) Does he agree that the personnel
referred to should be trained?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), what steps is the
Government taking to bring about
a more desirable situation?

Mr
(1)
(2)

25.

GRAYDEN replied:
Yes.
and (3) The Consumer Protection
Bureau raised this matter with the
Public Health Department some
time ago and the matter is cur-
rently being considered.

DENTAL ACT
Penalties: Increase

Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:

Is the Government considering any
proposal to increase penalties
under the Dental Act?

Mr RIDGE replied:
No.

26. KANGAROOS AND WALLABIES
Destruction by Poisons

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Mtinister
for Agriculture:

Arising from his reply to question
4 of Thursday, 15th August in
which he states "reduction of
excess numbers by poison baiting
is recommended only for Kim-
berley wallabies", can he explain
how the Agriculture Protection
Board differentiates during the
course of a poisoning campaign
between Kimberley wallabies and
kangaroos and birds and other
creatures?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
Kimberley wallabies are controlled
along river frontages by use of
baits and not by water poisoning.

Other kangaroos, such as reds or
euros, are very uncommon in the
Kimberley region.
Losses are rare among other native
animals or birds since every care
is taken to avoid known colonies
or frequenting places. Further, the
bait recommended is not attractive
to birds.

27. LOTTERIES
Coolibah Tavern: Raffle of Motorcar

Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Chief Secre-
tary:

(1) Is he yet in a position to provide
answers to questions raised in No.
42 of Wednesday, 31st July, con-
cerning a certain lottery at
Coolibab Tavern. Morley, and
which were deferred because
investigations had not been com-
pleted?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated the
answers will be given and the
papers tabled?

Mr STEPHENS replied:

(1) No. Investigations are still pro-
ceeding.

(2) Dependent on above.

28. GRAND PROMENADE-WALTER
ROAD INTERSECTION

Traffic Count and Accidents
Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has his department made count

of-
(a) vehicular;
(b) pedestrian,
usage at the intersection of Grand
Promenade and Walter Road,
Dianella?

(2) If so, would he Provide specific
detail of traffic and pedestrian
density in each survey undertaken
since 1970?

(3) Can he advise the number of-
(a) traffic accidents involving

vehicles;
(b) traffic accidents involving

pedestrians;
(c) traffic accident fatalities,
in each year since 1970 in. the
vicinity of this intersection?

(4) Is he satisfied that road design
in this area is satisfactory, and
does his department have any
plans for further improvement?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) Yes.

(b) No.
(2) Details of vehicular counts since

1970 are hereby tabled.
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(3) Reported accidents:
1970

24
Nil
Nil

1971 1972 1073 1974 to
August

17 15 22 8
Nil Nil Nil Nil
Nil NIl Nil Nil

31.

(4) 1 am not aware of any specific
problem. However, an investiga-
tion will be undertaken by the
Main Roads Department.

The details of vehicular counts were
tabled (see paper No. 170).

29. ROADS
Vasse Electorate: Survey

Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) As following an inspection of roads

by the then Minister for Lands
and the Minister for Works in the
Scott River area of the Nannup
Shire In December. 1973 an un-
dertaking was given that a survey
would be undertaken by the Main
Roads Department to ascertain
priorities and make other recom-
mendations as required can hie
advise when the study was com-
menced?

(2) Was the survey to include roads
in the Augusta-Margaret River
Shire section of the Scott River
area?

(3) Would he give detail of the per-
sonnel involved in the survey?

(4) Has the report been completed.
and if so, would he make avail-
able to me a copy?

(5) If "No" to (4), why not?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Investigations commenced in Feb-

ruary, 1974.
(2) No. The inspection included only

the bridge over the Scott River on
Cane Brake Road, and the Three
Chain Road.

(3) Two engineers and a bridge in-
spector.

(4) 1 will make available a brief re-
port of the Conxnisioner of Main
Roads.

(5) Answered by (4).

30. COUNTRY WATER SUPPLIES
Striking of Rate

Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Why has not a rate in the dollar

been struck for country water
rates for the current financial
year?

(2) When will accounts start to be
sent out to consumers under
country water supply provisions?

Mir O'NEIL replied:
(1) The rate in the dollar for domes-

tic and commercial consumers for
1974-75 financial year is still
under consideration.

(2) Accounts charging for water con-
sumed up to 30th June, 1974, are
in course of being issued.

SEWERAGE

Rockingham
Mr BARNET, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Is the sewerage plant for the

Rockingham area completed and
operable to the extent of dwelling
houses to be connected to it?

(2) If not, what work still remains
to be done, and when will it be
completed?

(3) What is the estimated cost of con-
struction of the completed plant?

(4) What type of plant Is it?
(5) What Is its capacity?
Mr 0 NEIL replied:
(1) No. but a package plant is being

used in the interim.
(2) Principal work outstanding is-

(a) installation of Power distri-
bution equipment;

(b) installation of instrumenta-
tion and plant control equip-
ment.

Estimated completion date is late
November this year. Delays have
occurred in the procurement of
materials.

(3) The estimated cost of completion
of the Present stage plant is
$1 025 000.

(4) and (5) The plant under con-
struction will initially operate as
an extended aeration activated
sludge treatment process and will
serve a Population of 7 500.
Provision of primary treatment
facilities will enable the present
plant to be converted to conven-
tional activated sludge operation
and its capacity will then serve
a population of 30 000.
The addition of 3 similar modules
will increase the Population to be
served to a total of 120 000 per-
sons.

32. ELECTRONIC LISTENING
DEVICES

Invasion of Privacy

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Premier:
Will he introduce legislation to
outlaw the use of electronic de-
vices which can be used to invade
the Privacy of individuals or of
groups?
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Sir CH3ARLES COURT replied:
There is no current intention of
introducing legislation in this
session of Parliament,
If the Member has information
about local practices which indi-
cates a degree of urgency for leg-
islation, it would be appreciated
if he made such Information
available to the Minister for Jus-
tice or the Minister for Police.

33. This question was postponed,

34. APPRENTICESHIP ADVISORY
COUNCIL

Membership
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Labour and Industry:
(1) Who are the members of the West-

ern Australian Apprenticeship
Advisory Council?

(2) When is it expected that the
question of planning for an up-
dated apprenticeship system will
be resolved, and to whom will the
council report?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) H. A. Jones, Under Secretary for

Labour, Chairman.
J. W. Coleman, Secretary, Trades

and Labor Council.
J. H. Mutton, Secretary, Amal-

gamated metal Workers Union.
R. S. Cross, Director1 W.A. Em-

ployers' Federation.
N. H, Hearn, Director, Hearn-

steads Pty. Ltd.
W, J. Paterson, Director, Techni-

cal Education Division.
J. E. H. Ward, Retired Public Ser-

vant (previously Administra-
tive Officer, Apprenticeship
Branch).

(2) The matter is under considera-
tion by various bodies. The coun-
cil will, after consultation with
the Industrial Commission, re-
port to the Minister for Labour
and Industry.

35. MOTOR VEHICLE LICENSES
Pensioners: Concessions

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Traffic:

Will he investigate as a matter
of urgency the need to provide
concessions on motor vehicle li-
cense fees to Pensioners?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Invalid Pensioners already receive
a concession under section 11 (2)
of the Traffic Act.
As the Member has probably
noticed in the Press, a Cabinet
sub-committee is Investigating
pensioner concessions.

36. WATER SUPPLIES
Domestic Bores: Charge

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Is there any intention on the part

of the Government to institute a
charge for domestic water bares?

(2) If so, what are the details of such
a scheme?

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

37. DEMOGRAPHIC AND ENVIRON-
MENTAL RESOURCES

COMMITTEE
Membership and Function

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Conservation and Environment:
(1) On what date was the demo-

graphic and environmental re-
sources committee formed?

(2) Who are its members and what
interests do they represent?

(3) How many meetings has the com-
mittee had?

(4) When is a report expected?
Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) 8th August, 1973.
(2) Mr E. F. Broad, Chairman-Mem-

ber of the Environmental Pro-
tection Council.
Professor R. Appleyard, Con-
venor-Chairman, Department of
Economics, University of W.A.
Mr D. Treloar and Dr R. Qabbay
--Senior lecturers in economics,
University of W.A.
The members are not chosen as
representative of "interests" but
rather for their expertise.

(3) The Member 'will appreciate that
because the duties of the Demo-
graphic and Environmental Re-
sources Committee are closely as-
sociated with the members' pro-
fessional activities, they are in
regular informal contact. It is
considered that to gain the full
value from their intellectual capa-
bilities they should report to the
Environmental Protection Auth-
ority only at times of mutual con-
venience.

(4) A preliminary report has been
presented to the Environmental
Protection Authority.

38. NATIONAL PARKS BOARD
Ran gers' and Management Plans

Mr A. K. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Lands:
(1) How many rangers are presently

employed by the Western Aus-
tralian National Parks Board, and
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of these bow many are mobile
rangers?

12) over which national parks do each
of the above rangers have jurisdic-
tion?

(3) What is the National Parks
Board's current policy in regard
to having rangers reside within
national parks?

(4) For which national parks are
plans of management-
(a) prepared and now being Im-

plemented;
(b) in the course of preparation;
(c) to be formulated in the near

future?

Mr RIDGE replied;
(1) 48, of which 3 are mobile rangers.
(2) Yanchep, John Forrest, Matilda

Bay, East Perth Cemetery, Wal-
pole-Nornalup, Stirling Range,
Tornclirrup, Fitzgerald River, Cape
Le Grand, Yalgorup, Walyunga,
Nambung, Kalbarri, Cape Range,
Hamersley Range and Geikie
Gorge.

(3) Rangers are based where they can
most emfciently control the area
for which they are responsible.

(4) (a) Yanchep, John Forrest, Wal-
ninga and Serpentine.

(b) Yalgorup, Walpole-Nornalup,
Stirling Range, William Bay.
Kalbarri, Cape Le Grand,
Fitzgerald River and Cape
Range.

(c) Yalgorup.

3. LAND AT MfILLSTREAM
Reserve 24392

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Lands:
(1) What Is the purpose and area of

reserve 24392 at Millstream?
(2) When was this reserve first estab-

lished and what arc the current
vesting details?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) and (2) Cla~ss A reserve 24392,

about 435.107 3 hectares, was first
reserved on 13th March, 1956 for
the purpose of "Rational Park"
(Government Gazette 29th March,
1955). By the Reserves Act. 1961
the purpose was changed to
"National Park and Conservation
of Indigenous flora and Fauna"
which still is the purpose. Since
18th March, 1954 the reserve has
been vested in The Fauna Pro-
tection Advisory Committee of
Western Australia (Government
Gazette 26th March, 1964).

40. LAND
Penguin island Reserve

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) What is the current policy of the

National Parks Board in regard
to the recreational use of Pen-
guin Island?

(2) Is this reserve still the subject of
an accommodation concession let
to a private operator?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Penguin island reserve is divided

into two areas--
()Passive recreation, swimming,

fishing and holiday huts.
(b) Bird sanctuary-no admit-

tance to the public.
(2) Area (a) is leased until 31st

December. 1987, to Penguin
Island Pty. Ltd. as a holiday re-
sort.

41. TOWN PLANNING
Jumbo Steelworks: Reports

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:

Will he table Copies of reports,
submitted by the Town Planning
Department to the Environmental
Protection Authority, relating to
social and urban factors involved
In the establishment of a jumbo
steelworks?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

No. The reports are part of the
material that will be assessed in
consideration of the feasibility of
establishing a jumbo steelworks
in Western Australia and it would
be premature to consider one as-
pect only.

42. TOWN PLANNING
Wanneroo-Gin gin Corridor

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Urban Development and Town
Planning:

What is the Government's cur-
rent policy in regard to extension
of the north-west corridor north
of the Shire of Wanneroo?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
The Government supports the
corridor strategy for the growth
of Perth. Further studies are
necessary to determine whether
the north-west corridor shouldl
extend north of the Shire of
Wanneroo and In what stages.
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43. POPULATION
Met ropolitan Area: 1961 to 1971

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:

What were the 1961-1966 and
1966-1971 population growth rates
for the Perth metropolitan region?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
1961-196"-.3% cumulative per
annum.
1966-1971-4.7% cumulative Per
annum.

44. MOTOR VEHICLES
Metropolitan Area: Registrations

1961 to 1971

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Traffic:

What were the 1961-1966 and
1966-1971 motor vehicle growth
rates for the Perth metropolitan
region?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Perth Metropolitan Region

vehicles on register Annual % 5 year
year cxci. tractor, trailers ineeAse %

and carvans increase

31/ 12/0 1
31/12/62
31/12/63

31/12/65
31 12/0
31/12/67
31/12/68
31/12/69
31/12/70
31/12/71

000's
138.6
153.5
103.8
171.3180.9
200-3
216-1
237-8
203-1
zoo08
31223

10-7

4.7
5.6

10-7
7.9

10.0
10-6
0-0
8.9

44.5

55.9

45. WILDLIFE SANCTUARY
Two People Bay

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Fisheries and Fauna:
(1) What is the current area and

purpose of the area comprising
the Two People Bay wildlife sanc-
tuary?

(2) Has the Department of Fisheries
and Fauna any data on the numn-
bers of visitors to the reserve
during 1970-1, 1971-72, 1972-73
and 1973-74?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) 'The current area of the Two

People Bay wildlife sancturY is
4637.30 hectares. The purpose of
the reserve is conservation of
fauna.

(2) A vehicle counter in operation
between 23rd November, 1971 and
22nd April, 1972, registered 3 223
vehicles visiting the reserve. As at
the latter date, the vehicle
counter was stolen and no further
data Is available.

46. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Jumbo Steelworks: Water Requirement

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) What is the estimated average

daily water consumption for a
jumbo steelworks producing 10.7
million tonnes of steel annually?

(2) What is the calculated daily water
requirement for the proposed
industrial complex under the
Pilbara development concept?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The estimated water requirements

are in the order of 120 000 cubic
metres per day of which the major
part may be of nonpotable quality.

(2) The water requirement for indus-
try in the Pilbara Is very depend-
ent on the type of industry and the
size of the complex which finally
develops. Estimates range from
100O000 cubic metres Per day to
over 350 000 cubic metres per day.
Note: As a guide assume 1 cubic

metre is equivalent to 220
gallons.

47. ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES

Consumption 1961 to 1971
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Fuel and Energy:

What were the 1961-68 and 1966-
1971 electricity power usage growth
rates for the Perth metropolitan
rep-ion?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The metropolitan region for elec-
trical statistical purposes is the
approximate area bounded by
Mandurab, North Dandalup, Jar-
rahdale, Chidlow, Gingin and
Yanchep.
The rate of growth of electricity
units sold was:

1961-1966 51.7%.
1966-1971 60.1%.

48. SWINANA FREEWAY

Extension: Environmental Report
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Transport:
(1) Has the Commissioner of main

Roads produced the document.
referred to in the Environmental
Protection Authority's 1973 Annual
Report, concerning extension of
the Ewinana Freeway?

(2) If so. will he table a copy?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
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(2) I hereby table a copy of the docu-
ment "lKwinana Freeway-Pro-
posed Southern Extension-May,
1974".

The document was tabled (see paper
No. 171),

49. WATER SUPPIES
Consumption 1961 to 1971

Mr A. R, TONKIN, to the Minister
f or Water Supplies:
(1) What is the average daily water

consumption within the Metro-
politan Water Board's system for
1973-74?

(2) What population did the board's
system serve In 1973-74?

(3) (a) What was the 1961-66 and
1966-71 water consumption
growth rates for the board's
system-,

(b) what was the population
served by the board's water
supply system at-

30th June, 1961,
30th June, 1966,
30th June, 1971?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) 472 300 cubic metres.
(2) 748 360 (estimated as at 30th

June, 1974).
(3) (a) 1961-66 17.4%.

1966-71 25%.
(b) 30th June, 1961 460 700.

30th June, 1966 524 820.
30th June, 1971 633396.

50. FRUIT-FLY CONTROL
Baiting Schemes

Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many fruit-fly baiting com-

mittees have operated in a func-
tional manner in each of the past
five years?

(2) (a) How many fruit-fly commit-
tees have received financial
assistance from the Govern-
ment in each of the past three
years;

(bi what are the names of such
committees and what was the
level of assistance given In
each case?

(3) What is the present scale of
charges which fruit-fly baiting
committees can levy at present?

(4) How many applications for assist-
ance by fruit-fly committees have
been rejected by the Government
in the past three years, and which
committees were Involved?

(5) Is it proposed to continue the pre-
sent level of Government assist-
ance to committeies and, It not,
what changes are envisaged?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
(1) Year Number of Schemes

1959-1970 52
1970-1971 51
1971-1972 51
1972-1973 48
1973-1974 49

(2) (a) Year Number
1971-1972 6
1972-1973 7
1973-1974 5

Auifstance given
Scheme 1971-72 1972-73

2500

3000O

I 0D0

2200O

.760
000

125
250

3 000

Applecross
Belmont
Eastern HIMb
Especane
(hiowangcrup
Kalgoorlie
Kwinana
AMaylands
idukinbudin .
Norgemnan
South Suburban

1073-74

1500

*g7

3 000

2 950

(3) Number of trees Charge per visit
1-6 20c
7-99 30c
Each 100 and
part thereof 80c

(4) Four. The schemes concerned
were-

Donnybrook,
Kojonup,
Newlands,
South Suburban.

(5) Financial assistance will continue
to be given to new schemes to
provide for their establishment
until baiting fees are received.
Established schemes are expected
to be self-supporting. However,
consideration will continue to be
given where special circumstances
can be demonstrated.

51. JUSTICES OF THE PEACE AND
COMMISSIONERS FOR

DECLARATIONS
Witnessing of Documents

Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Minister
representing the Minister f or Justice:
(1) Are there any documents requiring

witness by a Justice of the Peace
which cannot be legally witnessed
by a Commissioner for Declara-
tions?

(2) If so, what are they?
Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A Commissioner for Declarations

cannot legally witness complaints,
summonses, warrants, recogmis-
ances or other documents required
for court purposes or affidavits re-
quired pursuant to the k.vldence
Act.
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The Powers, duties and responsi-
bilities are set out in a booklet
issued to each person appointed
as a Commissioner for Declara-
tions.

The booklet was tabled (see paper No.
172).

52. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION

Garden Island: Re port

Mr BARNETTr, to the Minister for
Conservation and Environment:
(1) What is the name of the consult-

ant employed by the Environ-
mental Protection Authority to
prepare a report on the manage-
ment of Garden Island?

(2) Will he table a copy of the report
when it has been completed?

(3) What area of Garden Island will
be taken up by the State explo-
sives depot should it be trans-
ferred from Woodman Point?

(4) Does such a proposed relocation
of existing depots at Woodman
Point include transfer of the
quarantine station to Garden
Island?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) Dr J. M. Blackwell-Miles.
(2) Yes, after complete review.
(3) Approximately 100 acres.
(4) No.

53.

54.

LIQUOR
Sales Outlets

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Justice:
(1) Has any approach been made to

him regarding the limiting or re-
stricting of liquor sales outlets?

(2) If so, by whom were approaches
made?

(3) Has a decision been made, and if
so with what result?

(4) Would the Government direct
the Licensing Court as to the
number of outlets?

Mr 0 NEIL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Licensed Stores' Association of

W.A. (Inc.)
(3) No.
(4) The Government has no power to

direct the Licensing Court.
Under sections 11 and Ill of the
Liquor Act the Court has exclu-
sive jurisdiction to hear and de-
termine all applications and is
charged with the duty of effecting
rationalisatlon of licenses.

POTATOES
Rejections by, Board

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What price does the Potato Mar-

keting Board receive for reject
potatoes which are sold as stock
feed or for any other purpose?

(2) What price is paid to growers by
the board for reject potatoes
extracted from their consign-
ments?

(3) What amount of potatoes has
been sold by the board to process-
ing firms this year?

(4) What are the names of the pro-
cessing firms who have purchased
potatoes in the last year?

(5) What amount of potatoes for pro-
cessing has been purchased by
each of these firms each month of
this year, and on what date was
each consignment delivered, and
what was the price charged per
tonne for each consignment?

(6) On what date did the ruling
charges made by the board change
this year?

(7) (a) Are processing potatoes deli-
vered to the firm concerned by
the board, or is there an
Intermediary agent involved;

(b) if so, who is the agent In
each case and what is the
charge per tonne levelled by
the particular agent for his
services?

Mr MePHARLIN replied:

(b)
Stock food-30c per bag.
Potatoes suitable for use in
mixes at canning company-
$80 per tonne.

(2) (a) When grower re-grades his
own potatoes he is allowed
the 30c per bag for waste.

(b) If board regrades, grower
gets no allowance from sale of
stock food. This is added to
general pool funds.
Where potatoes are down-
graded from No. 1 to No. 2
grade and sold to processors
as a line, rower receives $20
less Per tonne on his first pay-
ment but is eligible to re-
receive any further payments
that may be decided upon.

(3) 4003.4 tonnes.
(4) (a) Associated Products Distri-

butors---Crisping purposes.
(b) Marrlckville Holdings Pty.

Ltd.-Crsping purposes.
(c) Perth Potato Products Pro-

cessors-Fresh chips and
whole Peeled Potatoes.
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(d) Wholesale Prepack Pty. Ltd.
(for subsidiary company Snow
Potatoes Products) -Fresh
chips and whole peeled pota-
toes.

(5) (a) See separate summary to be
tabled.

(b) All processing firms purchase
potatoes through wholesale
merchants and pay board price
plus the necessary charges
made by the wholesale mner-
chants for handling, cartage.
etc. A rebate is applicable by
the board and is determined
from time to time as circum-
stances warrant.

(6) 22nd April, 1974.
20th May, 1974.
19th August, 1974.

('7) (a) Answered by (5).
(b) Processing firms may choose

to purchase theft potatoes
through any registered whole-
sale merchant to the board.
The following merchants listed
are the suppliers-

Wholesale Prepack Pty. Ltd.

ST. Etherlngton Traders
Pty. Ltd.

Blue Moon (WA) Pty. Ltd.

Producers Markets Co-op.
Ltd.

The board does not control
the price charged by whole-
sale merchants and therefore
is not in a position to answer
the question on the charge
per tonne made by the par-
ticular agent for his services.

The summary was tabled (see
paper No. 173).

QUESTIONS (8): WITHOUT NOTICE

1. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX

Nonpayment: Policy

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What changes has the present

Government made in the policy
followed by the previous Govern-
ment In regard to owner-drivers
who are unable to pay amounts
due for road maintenance tax?

(2) If no changes have been made will
he explain why Bevan Elwin of
Bridgetown, who sold his truck
and left the industry in January
or February of this year and who
Is unable to pay the amount of
$761 to satisfy a warrant, has been
told he will be gaoled within 48
hours if payment is not made?

2.

3.

(3) If changes in Government Policy
regarding failure to pay road
maintenance tax have been made
what are the reasons for such
changes?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I thank the Leader of the Oppos-
ition for some notice of this ques-
tion. The answer is as follows--
(1) No changes have been made.
(2) The Transport Commission

has no knowledge of any
statement to Mr Elwin con-
cerning his committal to pis-
on. He has been requested to
submit all particulars of his
case to the commission. He
has failed to do so but when
this is done a decision can be
reached concerning what fur-
ther action, If any, should be
taken.

(3) Answered by (1).

KEROSENE
Retail Sale

Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

In view of the necessity for some
householders to procure their kero-
sene in small drum lots, will the
Minister state-
(1) Has there been a change of

policy on the part of the sup-
pliers of kerosene to those
consumers who Provide their
own drums for refilling?

(2) If so. does this apply to all
suppliers; that Is, service sta-
tions, supermarkets, shop-
keepers, etc.?

(3) If so. what is the reason for
such change?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
I thank the honourable member
for prior notice of this question.
The answer is as follows-
(1) The only change of policy on

the part of suppliers of kero-
sene to consumers is related to
the retail price of the product.

(2) Yes.
(3) The change has been brought

about as a result of the world-
wide energy crisis and its
effect on the Price structure
of fuel oil and its by-products.

ERMOLENKO, MR GEORGiI
Political Asylum: Premier's Statement

Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
As the Federal Government has
undoubted constitutional rights In
respect of foreign nationals in Aus-
tralia. and in view of the Premier's
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statement on the Ermolenko affair
as follows-

it is an Intolerable position to
develop between two govern-
ments. Unless there is an ex-
planation, we can no longer
be expected to negotiate and
co-operate In good faith with
your Government.

I ask the Premier this question:
Can his statement be taken as a
first step for a unilateral declara-
tion of secession by the Premier?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
There Is no Immediate intention
on the part of the Western Aus-
tralian Government to make any
unilateral declaration to have a
UDI In Western Australia. How-
ever, the comments I made both to
the minister for Foreign Affairs
and to the Prime Minister are very
relevant and pertinent. I remind
the Deputy Leader of the Opposit-
Ion that the Western Australian
Government endeavoured to use Its
good offices to create a situation
where the public conscience could
be satisfied in respect of Georgi
Ermolenko.

Mr Davies: Pretty slow.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It was not

slow. If the bonourable member
wants me to deal with that, I will
deal with it also.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: In a desire to

create a situation where the true
wishes of the young man could be
determined, the Western Aus-
tralian Government made Its good
offices available to the Federal
Government. The Federal Min-
ister concerned expressed appreci-
ation that something tangible and
realistic had been suggested. How-
ever, it is quite obvious now events
arc known publicly that all the
time we were making our good
offices available, the Federal Min-
ister was negotiating to move the
person concerned with his col-
leagues out of Australia by RAAF
transport. We were entitled to be
angry, and we were very angry.

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

4. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Pilbara Plan: Tabling

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Does the Minister recall the Prem-

ier, when he was Leader of the
Opposition, seeking permission

from the former Government to
have access to departmental files
to search for the "Pilbara Plan" so
often referred to by him?

(2) Has the Premier asked the Min-
ister to locate the plan?

(3) Has the plan been located?
(4) If the answer to (3) Is "Yes", will

he table a copy of the plan so that
all members may benefit from the
experience?

Sir Charles Court: You will be Sur-
prised at the answer you get to-
morrow.

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (4) I noticed this piece of

paper in front of me only about
five or 10 minutes ago. It does
not say where It comes from. I
ask the honourable member to
place his question on the notice
paper.

5. POLICE
Hiring by Building Firm

Mr T. H-. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:

I apologise to the Minister for not
giving hint any notice of this
question, but as it is a very simple
one I feel Sure hie will be able to
answer it.
(1) Did he read a statement in

today's edition of The West
Australian newspaper headed,
"Building firm hires police-
man"?

(2) If the answer is "Yes", will he
please advise whether the
police officer engaged will be
responsible to the employer
involved, or will he come
within the jurisdiction of the
Commissioner of Police?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) No, I did not read

the article. However, a mem-
ber of a union rang mae yes-
terday and stated that this
position existed. I contacted
the Commissioner of Police,
who had no knowledge of a
Policeman being on duty at
the place In question. He has.
asked for details to be pro-
vided to him, and he will re-
Port back to me.

6. DEPARTMENT OF IMMIGRATION
Missing Files

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Imih-
gration:

Will the Minister confirm the
accuracy of the statement he made
In an article In the Daily News
yesterday wherein, amongst other
things, it is stated that no files
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were missing from the department
and that so far as he knew none
had been missing while he has
been the Minister?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
I confirm that to my knowledge
there are no files missing in the
department. Notwithstanding that
the member for Ascot In a letter to
me alleged that the files have dis-
appeared in the past, at the pres-
ent time It would appear that no
files are missing.

7. IMMIGRATION
Building Cornpanyi Nomination Scheme

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Immigration:

To clarify the confusing situa-
tion that resulted from the
Minister's different explanations
as to why the regulations govern-
ing the building companies' spon-
sorship of migrants were changed,
would the Minister say whether
he made the change because-
(a) he believed his department

was brainwashing migrants:,
or

(b) the interviewing procedure
was too expensive?

Mr ORAYDEN replied;
(a) and (b) I thank the member
for Baiga for brief notice of this
question, inasmuch as I received
it at my desk when I arrived.
Different explanations have not
been given. The practice of inter-
viewing migrants was discon-
tinued mainly because the inter-
viewing procedure was too expen-
sive. The required information
will now be given to migrants in
brochures. Further brochures are
being Prepared, and this method
of providing information is
thought to be infinitely preferable
to the briefing originally given to
migrant,.
I have recently been advised that
the Commonwealth Minister for
Labour and Immigration has an-
nounced that the Commonwealth
GoDvernment intends to publish a
brochure of its own along the
lines of what we in Western Aus-
tralia are doing for the assistance
of migrants.

8. SrrnuNGS OF THE HOUSE
Show Week, and Australian Constitutional

Convention

Mr OLD, to the Premier:
In view of the fact that Royal
Show week and the Constitutional
Convention are approaching, would

the Premier indicate the weeks
during which this House will not
sit?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The Present intention is that the
House will not sit during Royal
Show week which, if I remember
correctly, is the week commencing
the 23rd September. This Is the
custom. Also, to the best of my
knowledge the Constitutional Con-
vention reassembles in the week
commencing the 4th November;
and in view of the fact that 12
members of the Western Austra-
lian Parliament will be present at
that Convention, after consulta-
tion with the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, it has been considered de-
sirable that not only this House
but the Parliament as a whole
should adjourn for that week. So
the weeks involved are the week
commencing the 23rd September
and the week commencing the
4th November.

AUSTRALIAN CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION

Appointment of Delegates: Motion
SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--

Premier) [5.20 pm.1: I move-
Whereas It is desirable that the

Legislative Assembly of the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia should by
resolution declare its will in regard to
the continued participation of the
Parliament in the Australian consti-
tutional Convention and make such
decisions consequent thereupon as
may seem appropriate: Now, therefore,
the Legislative Assembly resolves to
continue to participate in the Austra-
lian Constitutional Convention and
further resolves:-

1. That for the purposes of the
Convention-

(a) the delegation from
the Parliament of
Western Australia
should consist of
twelve members of
whom seven should be
appointed by the Leg-
islative Assembly and
five by the Legislative
Council;

(b) the seven members
appointed by the Leg-
islative Assembly shall
comprise two members
from the Liberal Party,
four members from the
Australian Labor Party
and one member from
the Country Party; and

(c) the five members
appointed by the Leg-
islative Council shall
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comprise three mem-
bers from the Liberal
Party and two mem-
bers from the Aus-
tralian Labor Party.

2. That each appointed member
of the delegation shall con-
tinue as an appointed mem-
ber while a member of the
Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia unless--

(a) the House of Parlia-
ment by which he has
been appointed ternin-
ates his appointment;
or

(b) he resigns as a member
of the delegation by
writing addressed to
the President of' the
Legislative Council or
the Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly,
as the case requires.

3. That the seven members
appointed by the Legislative
Assembly shall be-

The Hon. Sir Charles
Court.

The Hon. D. H. O'Neil.
The Hon. W. R. McPharlin,
The Hon. J. T. Tonkin.
The Hon. C. J. Jamiiesoni.
The Hon. A. D. Taylor.
Mr R, E. Bertram.

4. That the Hon. Sir Charles
Court he Leader of the dele-
gation, and the Hon. J. T.
Tonkin be Deputy Leader.

5. That where, because of ill-
ness or other cause, a member
of the delegation is unable to
attend a meeting of the Con-
vention, or of a committee of
the Convention or of a sub-
committee or working party
of such a committee, the
leader or senior available
member of the party from
which that member is drawn
may appoint an alternate
member, and the member so
appointed shall be a member
of the delegation for that
meeting.

6. That the Leader from time to
time, make a report to the
Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly respec-
tively of such information
and matters arising out of
the Convention as he thinks
fit, and such report shall be
laid on the Table of each
House of Parliament.

7. That the Leader and Deputy
Leader of the delegation, or
their respective nominees, be

appointed to represent the
delegation on the Conven-
tion's Executive Committee.

S. That the Honourable the
Minister for Justice be asked
to Provide such assistance to
the delegation as It may re-
quire.

9. That the Legislative Council
be informed of this resolution
and invited to continue its
Participation In the Conven-
tion on the basis outlined
herein.

No doubt members have studied this
motion since notice of it was given and
since it appeared on the notice paper.
Those who were here during the last Par-
liament will recall that it is very much
along the lines of the motion moved to
constitute the delegation from the West-
ern Australian Parliament to attend the
convention which was held In Sydney in
September, 1973.

As a result of the executive committee
work leading up to the main convention in
September, and the decisions of the con-
vention, a series of standing committees
have been established and have been func-
tioning. They cover the breakdown of the
various subject matters that were subm-it-
ted to the convention, and were the result
of deliberations at the convention. The
standing committees are really a series of
working parties to cover the various sub-
ject matters, and are widely representa-
tive of Political parties and States.

The Constitutional Convention, which is
to reconvene as a body in the week com-
mencing the 4th November, will of course
be considering the recommendations made
by the various standing committees or
working parties.

I do not need to elaborate on the motion
at this stage unless any members require
further elaboration in the course of Its
conside ration. I think it is clear that the
representation on the delegation will come
from both Houses; that is, the Legislative
Assembly and the Legislative Coulncil. The
delegation will be representative of all
political parties which, of course, is most
desirable in view of the fact that we are
going forward as a Parliament from each
State and not as separate Parties. This
does not mean to say that the parties are
bound to support matters which are
against their policies and their ideologies,
However In respect of many aspects the
the delegation canl act as a delegation.

The Premier of the day is to lead the
delegation, and the Leader of the Opposi-
tion Is to be the deputy leader. Most mem-
bers will have seen the publication of the
proceedings arising from the September
convention, and will have some idea of
the type of discussion that took place.

I wish to mention one other matter
which will be the subject of a Hill of which
I hope to give notice this week. This Is a
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Bill to overcome a constitutional problem
that has arisen. When the previous Par-
liament was prorogued some of the pre-
vious delegates ceased to be delegates. I
think only one member of Parliament has
carried right through; that is the Hon.
1. 0. Medcalf, who remained a member of
the Legislative Council until May. because
of the peculiarities of our Constitution. He
was re-elected to the Legislative Council
and carried straight on as a delegate.

However, the other members of the dele-
gation either ceased to be delegates as a
result of the prorogation of the previous
Parliament or, as Legislative Councillors,
they retired from Parliament and did not
contest the March election. There are
some problems of a minor nature in this
respect, and I will introduce a Bill to cor-
rect them and to overcome some anomalies
which have developed during the hiatus in
respect of one or two members who other-
wise would be at least in some danger of
being accused of trangressing the Consti-
tution.

I am sure that this is not the intention
of either side of the House and I will be
introducing such a Bill to make certain
this does not occur. I thought the motion
could be worded to cover this problem, but
I am told it is not practicable. Having
looked at the situation, I think somebody
was being a little pedantic, but rather
than leave any doubt In this matter, we in-
tend to introduce the necessary legislation
at the appropriate time and I hope to give
notice of that Bill soon.

MR J. T. TONKIN (Melville-leader of
the Opposition) [5.24 p.m.]: We on this
side of the House support the motion
moved by the Premier. I am pleased that
the representation of the delegation to the
Australian Constitutional Convention has
not been disturbed and that it will be com-
posed of six Government members and six
members of the Opposition.

I was also pleased to hear the Premier
say he proposes to introduce a Bill to cor-
rect the situation which developed because
of the prorogation of Parliament. I won-
der whether the proposed Bill will go far
enough and will reimburse those members
who were put to considerable personal ex-
pense in attending the conference in the
belief that they had a Perfect right to do
so. Of course, Ministers of the Crown are
covered in the ordinary way against such
a happening, but those members of the
Western Australian delegation who pro-
ceeded to the convention and who sub-
sequently were faced with this situation
had to meet their own expenses. I hope it
is intended to adjust that anomaly, other-
wise it would be quite unfair to private
members.

.I trust the convention will justify
Its existence by being able to advance
recommendations which will be acceptable

to the Australian Government and that
,something of real value will emerge from
its deliberations, However, in the mean-
time, quite a lot of consideration has been
given to the various matters which have
been raised by the delegates to the con-
vention and I believe that worth-while
progress has been made.

MR JAMIE SON (Welshpool-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) 15.26 p.m.]: I
rise not to suggest or move any immediate
amendments but to ask the Premier to
examine this matter with a view to pre-
venting a recurrence of the situation which
developed at the last convention. Surely
it is not beyond the Crown Law Depart-
ment to come up with an amendment
either next Year or the year after, if the
convention is still in existence, to cover
this situation. I believe that the Austra-
lian Constitutional Convention should be
a recurring thing; it is no secret that one
of the committees of that convention will
put forward a suggestion that the conven-
tion be maintained in perpetuity, even if
the convention met only once every five
years. This being the case, we would not
want to lose our representation on the
working committees of that convention due
to the prorogation of Parliament.

While r concede that some difficulties
may arise In this direction between the
time of an election and the Issuing of the
writs, leaders of Governments and leaders
of Oppositions should be able to maintain
balanced representation other than during
that period, even if the replacement of
personnel on those working commit-
tees were involved. if this situa-
tion had been allowed to develop, we would
have been without representation on
a number of committees for quite a
time.' As a matter of fact, our representa-
tion was somewhat reduced. Of course,
there is a danger-I know the Minister for
Works agrees with this point-that even
Ministers, as representatives on the execu-
tive, would not be quite in order because
while they may have their expenses cov-
ered virtually because they are Ministers,
the effect of the motion would expire at
the prorogation of Parliament.

There should be some way of overcom-
ing this situation for the future and I
would hope that this matter will be refer-
red to the Crown Law Department so that
It can be examined and a solution worked
out. There will always be within Austra-
lia one Parliament which is due to be elec-
ted or which has just been elected and has
not re-established its delegation. Indeed,
this occurred with some of the Federal
representatives who were on my own com-
mittee. They were challenged as to whe-
ther they were entitled to be present but
the meeting decided that It would be hope-
less without the Fkederal representatives
and that we had to have their opinions. In
fact, nobody raised the issue very strongly.
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This situation can arise and I think It
is undesirable. We should have continu-
ing representation at this convention, par-
ticularly in relation to the discussion of
vital areas directly concerning the States.
Without our opinion, the recommendations
that later go before the full convention
may not suit the purpose of this State or,
for that matter, any of the other States.
I suggest that It may be necessary to raise
this issue at the convention executive level
so that It can be Ironed out and we can
overcome this technical problem and have
continuing representation at the conven-
tion. The matter of fees and the like can
be covered by Acts of Parliament or acts
of grace within the States themselves: but
the principle of establishing true represen-
tation on these working committees and
on the convention Itself is of vital import-
ance and Is one to which the Crown Law
Department should give more attention.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) [5.30 p.m.]: I thank the Leader
of the opposition and the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition for their support of the
motion. I assure the Leader of the Oppo-
sition that the intent of the legislation to
which I referred is to make It practicable
for reimbursement to he made to people
who In good faith expend money to attend
these convention standing committees and
working parties, because, having attended
such meetings In good faith, It would be
quite unfair if they were not to be reim-
bursed.

The point raised by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition is a pertinent one, and
one that we have discussed with the Crown
Law Department. I cannot see why, as a
Parliament In charge of our own destiny-
at least while we are here-we cannot in-
corporate something of this kind at least
to authorise the continuity of standing
committees, working parties, and so on
whilst the Parliament Is In transition;
where there has been a State election;
where there has been a prorogation of
Parliament and an election followed by
the reinstatement of the Government, and
so on.

The Crown Law Department tells me
that It Is not practicable to do this within
the motion, because the delegates lose their
status in this House the moment Parlia-
ment Is prorogued. An appointment can-
not be continued, particularly as the
appointments in this case relate solely to
members of Parliament.

However, the honourable member has
given me an Idea and it should not be
beyond the wit of somebody to incorpor-
ate in the legislation something which will
empower the Government of the day to
reimburse the people concerned, where
those people are attending the meetings
in good faith. - After all, they are still
members of Parliament. If any member
were defeated at an election he would not
be eligible to attend such meetings, any-

way. However, up to the time of the elec-
tion, and until the machinery gets going
again-such as the machinery we are
passing today-it should not be impracti-
cable to incorporate in the legislation we
will introduce some amendments to provide
for continuity.

Accordingly I will make representations
to the Crown Law Department because at
the moment the officers of that department
are concentrating only on the position that
existed after Parliament was prorogued
this year. I repeat it is a pertinent point
and If we can incorporate it in the legis-
lation at this time it would be desirable. It
would be in the hands of the Government
of the day to ensure that there was no
risk of any squandering of expenditure
without its proper supervision.

Question put and passed.
Request for Councils Participation

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands,-
Premier) (5.35 p.m.]: I move-

That the following Message be f or-
warded to the Legislative Council-

The Legislative Assembly having
this day agreed to certain resolu-
tions concerning the Parliament
of this State continuing to parti-
cipate in the Australian Constitu-
tional Convention, transmits a
copy of the resolutions for the
information of the Legislative
Council.

The Legislative Assembly re-
quests that the Legislative Council
will consider Its continued partici-
pation in the Convention and ap-
point Members in accordance with
the resolutions to act with the
seven Members of this House who
have been so appointed.

Question put and passed.

BILLS (23: THIRD READING
1. Weights and Measures Act Amend-

ment Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr Grayden (Minister for Labour
and Industry), and transmitted to
the Council.

2. Official Prosecutions (Defendants'
Costs) Act Amendment Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr O'Neil (Minister for Works),
and transmitted to the Council.

WHEAT MARKETING ACT
AMENDMWENT AND CONTINUANCE

BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 7th August.

MR MelVER (Avon) [5.38 p.m.]: The
measure before the House is a very im -
portant one. It allows the Government to
put machinery in motion if there is a
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breakdown-or a diversity of opinion
among the various authorities-of the
concept of the wheat stabilisation plan.

We are all aware of the importance of
the wheat industry to the economy of Aus-
tralia and, in particular, to Western
Australia. I consider the Bill is extremely
important because I represent one of the
largest wheatgrowing areas of the central
wheatbelt. I certainly represent the em-
ployees who are engaged in the transporta-
tion of wheat, and those who are employed
in Government instrumentalities, in the
milling section, and in the private sector
which handles stock food, and so on.

Therefore it is a most important measure
indeed, and one that should be supported.
Like all agricultural Bills which have any-
thing to do with reform of orderly market-
ing, there is always a diversity of opinion
among growers and growers' representa-
tives, and this measure is no exception.

During the past few months a good deal
of reference has been made to the wheat
stabilisation plan. At one time, the Gov-
erment of the day was considering the
introduction of a plan to go it alone, and
a study of the Press reports over the last
few months certainly confirms this. If it
comes to pass that Western Australia does
contemplate introducing legislation for its
own wheat stabilisation scheme, it will be
imperative, before a decision is made, for
growers to be given an opportunity to
express their opinions on whether such
legislation should be brought forward. A
similar opportunity should also be afforded
representatives of the growers and the
Pastoralists and Graziers Association be-
cause, as I have already stated, there Is
wide diversity of opinion on this subject
among all those concerned with it. Futr-
ther, those who regard themselves as
authorities on the subject are certainly
divided on the points of view they have
put forward.

When speaking with farmers and rep-
resentatives of farmers' organisations In
my electorate I found there was no
unanimity of opinion on the subject
which Is certainly what it requires. I
repeat that the Bill is extremely Import-
ant and I support it.

MRt H. D_ EVANS (Warren) [5.39 P.m.J:
As mxy colleague has indicated, the Op-
position has no objection to this piece
of legislation. It is a continuance measure
and, as such, it will enable the machinery
that would be necessary to establish a
State marketing scheme-if this ever be-
comes necessary or desirable-to remain
on the Statute book.

The original wheat marketing legislation
was introduced on the 30th September,
1947, by the Hon. L. Thorn, because of the
uncertainty of whether the Commonwealth
Government at that time would continue
with the wheat stabilisation and market-

Ig arrangements that were instituted un-
der the national emergency regulations
during the last war. As the Hon, L. Thorn
explained at the time, the legislation was
desirable to obviate the Inevitable chaos
that would have resulted had the Com-
monwealth Government relinquished con-
trol.

The Bill has been Introduced to ensure
the continuity of organised marketing
machinery. The member for Avon has
pointed out that there Is some diversity
of opinion with regard to marketing
schemes: and, indeed, the scheme under
consideration Is no exception.

It would be quite practicable for a
marketing scheme to be set up on a State
basis. There Is no doubt about that, as
the handling arrangementis through Co-
operative Bulk Handling have already been
effectively installed. Our Product does
enjoy a world reputation, and so from a
Practical point of view there would be no
great difficulty in setting up a State mar-
keting scheme. However, the other con-
siderations of desirability and reconcilia-
tion of the diverse opinions which would
be aroused become a very serious factor.

Section 42 (1) of the parent Act ensures
that a ballot has to be held each February
that the legislation is In operation, Of
course, this is after the scheme has been
set up and Is operative. The provision that
a ballot must be conducted In the month
of February for the continuance, discon-
tinuance, or modification of the legislation
Is fairly explicit. That is probably an ex-
cellent provision, but It is a source of some
disquiet that under the Statute the lim-
plementation of the scheme does not re-
quire the opinions of the growers being
ascertained. The opinion has been ex-
pressed in this Chamber and, indeed, by
the organisations of primary producers
that, as the growers are vitally concerned
with the marketing aspect, they should
have some say in the manner In which
the product is to be disposed of.

it could well be a most desirable pro-
vision to include a statutory requirement
for determining the opinions of the Prim-
ary producers who are concerned with the
Production of wheat, the sale thereof, and
the method of disposal.

However, as the Bill before us is a con-
tinuance meazure, there is no way in which
its contents can be amended or altered.
It might well be worthy of exami-
nation by the Minister to determine
whether another amendment should be in-
troduced by way of a separate Piece of
legislation to bring about this requirement.
Once a scheme has been established then
the provision requiring a ballot to be held
annually is set up in section 42(1). For
the very important ALep of implementing
such a scheme, and having regard to the
very considerable range of opinion on this
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subject, the proposal might well be worthy
of further examination on this basis. How-
ever, for the purpose of continuing the
legislation, and to ensure that when an
emergency arises It could be put Into
operation, the Opposition supports the
measure before us.

MR MaPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall-Min-
ister for Agriculture) [5.45 p.m.l: I wish
to express appreciation to the two mem-
bers opposite who have participated in the
debate. I agree with their view that the
Bill is a very important one, because of
the importance of the wheat industry to
the State and to the country in general.

The amending Bill will allow the con-
tinuance of the existing legislation for a
further five years, in case there is need
for it to be put into operation. I agree
with the comments made by the member
for Warren who said this legislation was
first introduced in 1947 when there was
some uncertainty regarding the marketing
of wheat, and it was introduced under the
Defence Act. It has been kept in operation
since by renewing the legislation every five
years, for the purpoe of meeting any con-
tingency which might arise and so safe-
guarding the State.

Who knows that at some future time a
situation will not arise where it is
preferable for the State to have its own
marketing scheme? Should such a situa-
tion arise then this legislation will enable
the State to set up its own marketing
arrangements. Since this legislation has
been in operation It has not been necessary
to implement a State marketing scheme,
but it is desirable to have legislation
available to ret up such a scheme should
that be necessary.

The member for Warren made the com-
ment that should it be necessary to set
up a State marketing scheme It might be
advisable for us to consider the holding of
a ballot of growers to ascertain their
wishes in the way of wheat marketing.
He suggested that some amendment to the
existing Act might be necessary to achieve
that objective. I would point out there is
always diversity of opinion when people
talk about the marketing of primary pro-
duce. However, should the need arise for
this State to implement a scheme of its
own then we would examine the situation
at the particular time and give considera-
tion to the decirability of holding a ballot.
As the legislation now stands this is not EL
requirement. I again thank members for
their contribution to the debate on the, Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time-

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

PAY-ROLL TAX ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 7th August.

MR J. T. TONIN (Melville-Leader of
the Opposition) [5.49 p.m.]: The purpose
of this Bill is to increase the pay-roll tax
from 41 per cent to 5 per cent. It is a
simple enough Bill, but its effect can be
quite considerable.

It ise very amusing to us on this side
of the House to reflect upon what the
members of the present Government he
to say on the two occasions when I found
it necessary to bring a Bill to Parliament
for the purpose firstly, of applying the
Pay-roil tax and, secondly, increasing it.

I propose to remind members of some
of those utterances so they can see how
different the situation is now that the(
tables are turned. I think I am entitled
to assume that what they said at that
time they really believed -

Mr T. H. Jones: You are stretching a
long bow!

Mr J, T, TONKIN: -and that it was
their impression of what the situation
really was. I would hate to suggest that
they did not believe what they were say-
ing and were only saying it for political
purposes.

The then Leader of the Opposition, the
member for Greenough, said that the Bill
we introduced was a real slap in the face:
and he went on to say-

I consider that a pay-roll tax is a
harsh measure . . . an inequitable,
harsh, discriminatory, and inflation-
ary tax.

He further went on to say that he imagined
it would be somne time before the States
increased the pay-roll tax further. That
was in 1971; but the pay-roll tax was
Increased further from 34 per cent to 44
per cent; and now it is proposed that it
be increased to 5 per cent.

I say without hesitation that that Is a
very substantial impost to place upon
businesses-specially the labour-intensive
businesses--to enable the Government to
obtain revenue to finance some of the hair-
brained schemes it put forward during
the election. What Justification is there,
and what justification can be given to
the businesses which will have to carry
this impost, for the money which will be
raised from this to be unnecessarily spent
on a highway patrol-something which
will do nothing at all to improve traffic
control in the State, but which will cost
a great deal of money to establish with
no advantage at all over giving the Police
Department the control of traffic? The
Government Is intent on putting this plan
into operation, despite the fact that in his
policy speech the Treasurer said Liberal
policies for 1974-1977 were designed to put
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things right and get things done. He said
that extravagant promises involving the
people's tax money had been avoided.

This impost will bring in the people's
tax money which will be utilised for the
purpose of a highway Patrol and also for
the quite impractical education scheme
which is estimated to cost tens of millions
of dollars for capital expenditure and $20
million a year to maintain, flow on earth
can we go to the people and justify this
additional tax when the Government pro-
Poses to spend money in this way? Even
within the last couple of days we have read
that the Federal Leader of the opposition
has said that what the Federal Govern-
ment needs to do is to reduce taxation
and expenditure; but here this Govern-
ment is doing the very opposite-increas-
Ing taxation substantially in the most
s~vere way I have ever experienced and,
at the same time, despite its protestations
that it is reducing expenditure, we will
be able to show in due course that it Is
substantially increasing expenditure.

Sir Charles Court: We are increasing
charges by the direction of the Common-
wealth, without any question; and we are
reducing expenditure.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Oh yes? That has yet
to be proved. The Government keeps in-
dicating that it is reducing expenditure,
but no evidence has been produced to
prove it.

Sir Charles Court: You will get the
Budget in due course.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: That interjection
brings me to another point. When we
introduced a Bill for the purpose of im-
posing pay-roll tax, the then Opposition
made a Point of saying that the Budget
should have been before Parliament before
a Bill of that character was consideerd.

Sir Charles Court: I still agree with
that concept; I still agree.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Oh yes? The Treas-
urer agrees! Why does he not practise
what he Preaches?

Sir Charles Court: We are not able to
practise it because of the attitude of your
masters in Canberra.

Mr Bryce: They are Your masters, too,
apparently.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: What rubbish the
Treasurer talks. He keeps on blaming the
Commonwealth Government. I wonder
what he will do if it should happen that
he is still in office when a Liberal Gov-
ernment is elected to office In Canberra.

Sir Charles Court: It will be a joy.
Mr 3. T1. TONKIN4: Then he will blame

the Labor Opposition for not allowing the
Liberal Government to do what it wants
to do.

Sir Charles Court: We Will get on with
our policies and programmes.

Mr J. T. TONKN: The member for
Scarborough has some pretensions to
financial ability, which I do not deny.
Therefore his considered opinion must be
given some credence: and he said-

Pay-roll tax is a tax on expendi-
ture-

Very true. To continue-
-not on income, and it therefore has
no relation to ability to pay.

Yet this Government is prepared to load
onto the businesses--many of which are
struggling at the present time-this addi-
tional impost on their present expenditure
in order to enable it, as I have already
said, to finance some of these hair-brained
schemes submitted as an attraction to the
electors to enable it to get into office. The
present Premier said that the tax has the
greatest impact on the businesses which
are the most labour intensive; and with
that I agree wholeheartedly. But listen
to what else he had to say in 1971-

I hope that, regardless of which
party is in power, we will start right
now-

That is, in 1971. To continue-
-to find ways and means to get rid
of the pay-roll tax.

Sir Charles Court: That should be our
objective.

Mr Laurance: That is the road main-
enance tax, is it?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The present Treas-
urer said that we should start to get rid of
the pay-roll tax, but Instead of that we
have here a Bill to lift it to 5 per cent,
and the Government blames the Common-
wealth Government for it all along. What
attempt has the Treasurer made to see
whether there is another way to obtain a
similar amount of money? The answer is,
"None".

Sir Charles Court: We have made plenty
of attempts which I will explain.

Mr J. T1. TONKIN: There has been no
evidence of it. All the Government has
done is load the expenses on electricity.
motorcar licenses, and water rates; and
in addition it has brought this pay-roll
tax impost here.

The Treasurer made great play of the
fact that we had done nothing to increase
the exemption from $20 800, at which It
stood, and he mentioned the figure of
some $60 000. Well, I see no evidence in
the Bill, and I have heard nothing from
him, to suggest that he Is contemplating
doing what he suggested we should have
done-and the situation is far worse now
--and if the argument was sound in 1971
then with the inflation which has occurred
since, the argument is so much stronger. I
think from memory he referred to the
fact that It was no more than the salary
of one top civil servant, so that was a low
level of exemption to apply to businesses.
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If one takes a business which is highly
labour intensive the exemption of $20 000
odd was of no consequence whatever.

It is all right to talk about something,
but when one has an opportunity to do
something about it, we expect that example
will be better than precept. However, from
this Government: not on your life! One
thing has been said over here and a differ-
ent thing done over there.

Mr Laurance: You promised to repeal
the road maintenance tax legislation.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: And it was the fault
of members on the other side that we did
not. I know that You, Mr Speaker, will
not permit me to go into that question
however much I would like to do so.

Mr O'Connor: We do not have a week
on this Issue.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: But, I say most
definitely-and there can be no successful
contradiction-that we brought a Bill here
for that purpose, and offered to proclaim It
If it were passed.

Sir Charles Court: And the Bills pro-
posed some very severe additional taxes in
lieu thereof.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Not nearly as high
as is now proposed with Government taxes,
so do not try to get away with that one.
If Parliament had agreed to the level of
license fees which we proposed, they would
have been less than the license fees now
proposed.

The SPEAKER: I think the Leader of
the Opposition was correct when he said
It would be out of order to pursue this
question.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Yes, Mr Speaker,
but you would have assisted me if you had
told the Treasurer also. You probably do
not remember these words, Mr Speaker,
but the Treasurer said-

I never thought I would stand up In
this State Parliament and vote for a
pay-roll tax.

Not only did he stand up and vote for it
in 1971, but he voted for an addition to it
in 1973, and now he is the author of the
Bill, in 1974, to increase the pay-roll tax
to a level which will impose such a sub-
stanitial burden upon businesses that
many of them will not be able to carry on.

Mr O'Neil: Is the Leader of the Oppos-
ition to reciprocate on this occasion?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: No, I am not. I
suggest we ought to take the previous
advice of the present Treasurer and wait
until the Budget is introduced so that we
can see how much of this money will be
squandered on hair-brained schemes.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: We are entitled to

know what the Government will do with
the money collected from these large
increases: increased electricity charges,
increased water supply charges, and in-
creased motorcar fees,

Mr T. D. Evans: And Increased State
battery charges!

Ur J. T. TONKIN: We are entitled to
know what is to be done with this money
which the Government keeps on raising In
this way.

Sir Charles Court: Water and electric-
ity charges do not come into the Budget.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: No, but they affect
the financial situation.

Sir Charles Court: They affect the con-
sumer, but they do not come into the
Budget.

Mr J.* T. TONKIN: It is all right for the
present Tr~easurer to have said-

I have been one of the most forth-
right campaigners against pay-roll tax.

Sir Charles Court: I'll say I have!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: But his position has

been completely reversed now. I think it
would be fair to say that he was one of
the main Protagonists of the Pay-roll tax.
It Is a broadly based tax and that is why
It was handed to the States. Initially, by
the Commonwealth as a result of the
State's demand for a growth tax. But at
that time it was never contemplated that
it would be raised to 5 per cent. It was
argued that it was necessary to increase
the tax to permit the maintenance of the
various services of the State. But it was
never argued, at any time, that it was
required to permit Governments to indulge
in proposals which could not be justified
ordinarily, and certainly not In a time of
inflation such as at Present.

The present Treasurer said-
I can only assume that the decision

to increase pay-roll tax by this second
1 per cent was made as a desperate
measure.

And, It was. But we were not obliged to
raise money for a highway patrol! Nor
were we obliged to raise money to admit
five-year-old children to school, or to pro-
vide for the limitation in the number of
students in high schools which, necessa-
rily, meant the construction of a large
number of additional high schools.

It was never Intended that pay-roll tax
should be imposed to enable the Govern-
ment to finance those projects, but that Is
what this Government wants to do; and
that is why we argue that the Budget
should be here and we should know the
full Intentions of the Government with
regard to the money and its disposal before
we agree to load this impost upon the busi-
nesses in Western Australia.

As the Treasurer said previouslY, we
should look at the total question; and that
is Just what we propose to do-to look at
the total question. We want to know
whether it is intended to impose the higher
rate on some people and give favoured
friends exemption from it. It has been
foreshadowed that other legislation will be
introduced for the purpose of giving
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exemptions to certain businesses, thus pos-
sibly giving them a decided advantage over
their competitors. Until we are satisfied
that it Is essential for this money to be
raised and spent in carrying on the ser-
vices of the State, we are opposed to this
imposition, and we will wait until the
Budget is introduced In order to see what
should be done In connection with raising
additional funds.

MR A. R. TONKIN (Morley) [6.09 p~m.]:
I would like to say a few words about
pay-roll tax. It has been called a growth
tax, but in fact it is not really a growth
tax at all. This tax dues not keep pace
with the economy. It would be a sad com-
ment on the economy if it did, because
we want to see an increase in productivity,
which usually means a decrease in the
amount of labour employed in industry. It
is a fact that Government employment is
increasing at a faster rate than general
employment, and of course there is no
profit for the Government from pay-roll
tax even though the State Government
does pay it.

I would like to quote the then Leader
of the opposition in 1971, who said-

For a Government whose Premier
pledged to keep taxes and charges
down, and who had undertaken to
honour his promises without increas-
ing the taxes already imposed on the
taxpayers of this country, this Bill
could be considered only as a real slap
in the face for those who really -be-
lieved that if Labor became the Gov-
ernment they could expect-and
rightly so-no such shabby treatment.

if one substitutes the word "Liberal", for
the word "Labor" one sees the same kind
of situation. So the To'nkin Government
was roundly criticised in 197l1 for Intro-
ducing pay-rioll tax and increasing it from
21, per cent to 34 per cent.

It has been said this is a bad tax be-
cause it weighs heavily on labour-intensive
industries. That is true, and it is not,
therefore, a, fair tax in that it does not
weigh so heavily on, for example, capital-
intensive industries. In 1971 the member
for Wembley, now the member for Scar-
borough, and the then member for Nar-
rogin, as well as speakers in the Legislative
Council, made the point that it was a bad
tax because it inhibited employment and
we wanted industries which increased em-
ployment. I suggest that is fallacious eco-
nomic reasoning because we certainly do
not want industries which increase the
amount of employment per unit of capital
employed, which suggests an industry
must be inefficient.

During the past 100 years the trend has
been for fewer and fewer people to be
employed in, say, secondary Industry, and
the result has been increased productivity.
It is therefore wrong to say we want in-

creased employment In any particular In-
dustry. it is true that we want full em-
ployment throughout the country, but it
is quite fallacious to say pay-roll tax is a
bad tax because It decreases employment.

If we decreased employment in second-
ary industry, which is desirable, in the long
run we would take employees away from
monotonous, soul-destroying production
line occupations and move them into the
service and tertiary industries which in
many ways are more fulfilling. So this
trend towards reducing employment in
primary and secondary industries, result-
Ing in increased Productivity, should be ap-
plauded. Although pay-roll tax may be a
bad tax for various reasons, it cannot be
said it is a bad tax because it Is a tax on
employment. There is probably a very
good case for ensuring that particular in-
dustries do employ fewer people because
it means an increase in productivity.

I attack pay-roll tax on the ground that
it is regressive; it is passed on. I do not
think it must necessarily be passed on; in
fact, it could be absorbed by employers in
many cases. It could be absorbed by em-
ployers who are not Prepared to forego
their own very high standard of living.

In answer to a question today, reference
was made to continual demands for in-
creased wages. There is constant emphasis
on increased wage demands and very little
emphasis on increases in prices. Prom the
tariff cuts which were not passed on, it
seems employers have no intention of ab-
sorbing any costs themselves. We are re-
minded of the comments of the Chairman
of BHP (Mr McNeill) who said that a
company had no responsibility to society.
If this is the morality of the leaders in
business, they will not attempt to absorb
any of the costs. I suggest many of the
costs could be absorbed but there isa no
machinery for ensuring it is done.

Given the state of restrictive trade prac-
tices In this country and the lack of com-
petition that results, these costs will not
be absorbed because there is no genuine
competition. The lack of genuine com-
petition is a legacy from long periods of
Conservative Government rule.

Sitting suspended from" 6.16 to 7.30 p.m.
Mr A, R. TONKIN: The problem we are

facing in regard to pay-roll tax is em-
bodied in the crisis of the whole Federal
system of government. of course, this has
been going on for a long time. An attempt
was made to give some form of taxing
Powers to the States in order that they
may have a growth tax. However, it is
very doubtful that the States do have a
growth tax.

Mr O'Connor: I agree with you there.
Mr A. R. TONKIN : As I said in my re-

marks before the tea suspension, the prob-
lem is that the States tend to become mere
spending agencies. We have to ask our-
selves whether we are really keen to have
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a Federal system or not. The Canadian
States have a share of income tax as a
right, and a similar plan may be one way
to solve the problem.

One of the major difficulties is that
State Government and local government
expenditure is growing at a faster rate
than the gross national expenditure. I
would like to quote some figures from the
Year Book Australia, published by the
Bureau of Census and Statistics. We see
that one of the components of the gross
national expenditure on goods and ser-
vices is spending by State Governments
and local authorities. In 1949-50, 10.7
per cent of the total expenditure of the
nation was spent by State Governments
and local authorities. In 1954-55, it rose
to 11.5 per cent; in 1964-65 it rose to 12.5
per cent; and in 1969-70 it rose to 13.2
per cent. So that State Governments and
local government bodies are spending a
higher proportion of the total each year,
and therefore, they need a genuine growth
tax.

As well as this, as I painted out earlier.the number of people in Government em-
ployment is increasing at a faster rate
than the number in general employment.
As there is no profit to a State from the
Public Service, even though State Gov-
ernments do pay tax on pay-rolls,
obviously the base of this tax is diminish-
ing.

What the States need is an income
elastic tax, and this is something they do
not have at the present time. For example,
income tax, because of its progressive rate
structure in a time of Inflation-and do
not forget we have had varying rates of in-
flation for centuries now-is income elastic.
So a share of that tax may be considered
to be a growth tax. Another alternative Is
a system whereby the actual tax base is
growing; for example, a tax on so-called
"luxury' goods would have a base which
is growing rapidly. These are two alterna-
tives available to us.

Before we go too far in knocking the
Australian system-I would not necessarily
call it a Federal system-we must realise
that the equality between the various
regions of Australia Is considerable: the
parity between the States is very high.
This is particularly noticeable if we look
at figures for the different States in the
United States of America. For example,
the State of Nevada has the highest
revenue capacity of all the States, and
yet, in 1966-67, it received grants of $154
Per head. At that time the State with
the lowest revenue capacity was South
Carolina, and this State received grants
of $67 per head. The State which had the
highest revenue capacity and therefore
could look after itself received much more
than the State of South Carolina-the
State with the lowest revenue capacity-
in fact, the ratio of grants was 2.6 to one.

We are sometimes tempted to say that
we are in a bad way in Australia and, of
course, we are, if we think in terms of a
genuine Federal system. However, if we
think in terms of equality of service be-
tween the various parts of Australia then
we are doing very well.

One good effect when the pay-roll tax
was taken over by the State Government
in 1971 was that the Tonkin Government
gave complete exemption to local govern-
ment. The Commonwealth Government
rebated the State Government for amounts
in the nonbusiness area only, and the
Tonkin Government could easily have
passed on only rebates given by the
Commonwealth Government. However, in
actual fact the State Government gave
rebates in the entire local government field
-a very desirable move considering the
state of local government finances.

I want now to turn to some comments
of the present Treasurer. In 1971 he said-

...we will start right now to find
ways and means to get rid of pay-roll
tax.

I would like to ask the Treasurer how far
he has progressed in that direction?

Sir Charles Court: I will be glad to
give you the answer.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: He also said that
the threshold at which employers have to
start paying pay-roll tax-$20 800-is a
very low figure. He said this figure had
not altered since 1957. In spite of his
trenchant criticisms of the legislation in-
troduced by the Tonkin Government. we
see that this figure has not been altered
in the measure before us. In 1973 when
we debated the pay-roll legislation, the
Treasurer repeated time and time again
that the threshold at which employers
must pay tax on pay-rolls should be raised
to something like $62 500.

In 1971 on page 1140 of Hansard, we see
that the present Treasurer objected to the
penalties prescribed under that legislation;
namely, $1 000. 1 do not see any alteration
to that figure here.

of course, we remember the Legislative
Council's amendments to the effect that
the Treasurer should be able to grant a
certificate of exemption to any industry
situated more than 50 kilometres from the
GPO. Some of the arithmetic in the
Legislative Council was a little shaky at
one stage because it was computed that
50 kilometres was about 80 miles. How-
ever, when the members in another place
realised that it was about 30 miles, the
figure was altered to 70 kilometres. I do
not know whether the Treasurer is talking
of this kind of alteration when he fore-
shadowed amendments in the months to
come.

However, I would suggest that to give
partial or complete exemptions to certain
Industries would be to leave the situation
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wide open to abuse and it would be a very
dangerous practice. We can think for ex-
ample of Comalco shares. Just think what
might be the repercussions if shares were
delivered in that way arnd certain Indus-
tries were receiving concessions from the
Treasurer. We remember how Sir Henry
Bolte in Victoria got off the fence he had
been sitting on for many years with regard
to takeovers, and suddenly became very in-
Werested in the subject when Ansett got
into trouble. I would be very worried about
the Treasurer having the power to grant
exemptions, without reference to Parlia-
ment, to industries 70 kilometres away from
the GPO.

It is a most unsatisfactory state of affairs
that the Treasurer has asked for this extra
money prior to the Budget. I think we are
Justified In suggesting that we should have
a look at the entire system of State fin-
ances before saying that we agree to this
extra impost. It is stated that the Govern-
ment needs extra money. We would like
to know what that extra money will be
used for. Is it to be used to establish a
highway patrol? I feel sure it will not be
used for the Dianella high school which
the Tonkin Government was going to build,
but which the present Government says it
will not build. I think the member for
Mundaring would agree that this extra
money is not to provide the high school at
Swan view which he was faithfully pro-
mised last year, but which Is not now
coming forward.

I get rather tired of people coming here
and saying, "All the other Premiers have
agreed to this" and expecting us to follow
suit and, in this case, increase pay-roll tax
to 5 per cent. We seem to spend most of
our time talking about our Federal system
and how we do not want control from
Canberra; that we want flexibility, and so
on. Yet when we ask the Minister for
Justice, "How about some amendments to
the Companies Act?" or when we ask for
something else to be done, instead of him
saying that we will blaze the trail he says
that meetings will have to be held with
the other States so that uniformity will be
achieved. We must have uniformity in our
Federal system, or should I say, "Federal
fiction"?

In this Instance the States have power
to control pay-roll tax, but in actual fact
they have all agreed to raise the rate to
5 per cent simultaneously. in those cir-
cumstances what is the point of having
separate State Governments and separate
State Parliaments when they all act in
concert? Let us admit that we are one
society, one economy, one people, and one
nation; or else let us say that we are not.
However, It is certainly not good logic to
say, "I believe In the Federal system, but
all the States are going to increase pay-
roll tax to 5 per cent."

I can see quite clearly the argument in
favour of uniformity as between States, be-
cause cost differentials would cause an

(25)

impact upon a particular State, and so on.
But all those arguments which may be
adduced in favour of this are merely saying
that we are one economy, one society, one
people, and one nation. So why do we
have this continual carping? Why is it
always expedient to say that we do not
want a power-grab from Canberra, and sa.
on? It seems to me that people opt for
uniformity when it suits them. They admit
that we are one nation and that our socie-
ties are common from coast to coast; and
yet at other times they say that we must
not have uniformity.

Mr O'Connor: You think this State could
be better run from Canberra, do you?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I am not saying that:
I am saying that if I were to say to the
Minister that we want some action in re-
gard to the question of liquifled petroleum
or of exhaust emissions, he would say, "Just
a minute: there is going to be a meeting of
the Transport Ministers on this." Before
we do anything we must have seven Min-
isters agree to it, and so we have the ex-
pense of those seven Ministers getting to-
gether to make a decision.

Mr O'Connor: That is not necessarily so
in all cases.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: That is right; it is
not necessarily so in all cases, because
sometimes no agreement is reached, and
then we have no action. For years we
have asked for action to be taken in res-
pect of amending, say, the Companies Act,
or for action to be taken in respect of
drugs, and we are told that there will be
a meeting in three months' time which
will deal with the matter and that we will
have to wait until then.

Mr O'Connor: No, we take our own
action in that field, but we do like stan-
dardisation although we don't wait for it.

Mr A. R. TONKCIN: It seems to me that
for years one of the complaints I had
about the Brand Government was that
the then Premier was always saying, "The
other States have done this" or "We will
see what the other States do." I think
members opposite must make up their
minds whether uniformity is so highly de-
sirable and whether there is any point in
having seven different Ministers in seven
different Governments acting as one per-
son all the time. That seems to be an
unnecessary expense.

Mr O'Connor: You might as well say
that we should have one group controlling
the world.

Mr A. Rt. TONKWl.T I believe that will
come. I wiil not see it, and nor will the
Minister, but I believe it will come.

Mr Blaikie: Do you advocate the prin-
ciple?

Mr A. ft. TONKIN: I think I had better
get back to pay-roll tax.

Mr Blaikie: Do you advocate the prin-
ciple?
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Mr A. R. TONKIN: I will make my own
speech without prompting from the mem-
ber.

The whole point is that we have to
decide whether or not we really do want
a Federal system; and the essence of a
Federal system is that different regions
go their own way. So it is no good the
Treasurer saying that all the Premiers
have agreed to take this action. If we
must have complete agreement between
the States then let us cut out the State
Parliaments and have one Parliament.

However, as long as we have seven Par-
liaments and members opposite believe in
the Federal system, then let us say, "The
other States can increase pay-roll tax to
5 Per cent, but that Is no reason why we
should do It." At least let us be consistent.
I believe the Government should prepare
a green paper on the finances of the State.

Mr O'Connor:, Why green?
Mr A. R. TONKIN: The term "green

paper" has been used to denote the pro-
vision of information to members of Par-
liament prior to a policy decision being
made. There Is a green paper on finances
In the Australian Parliament at the pres-
ent time, and the British have come out
with various kinds of green papers. I be-
lieve a green Paper which studied the
finances of the State and gave a compre-
hensive statement of various solutions
would be a better system of doing things.
I think we are living in a period of "ad
hocery" in which we just add one tax to
another.

Mr O'Connor' Add one tax and hock
the country.

Sir Charles Court: There Is such a
publication as you want. It gives you
all this statistical data.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: On the State scene?
Sir Charles Court: State and Federal.

Mr A. R. TONKfI: What Is it?
Sir Charles Court: I forget its exact

title, but I would gladly let you have a
COPY. It is very comprehensive in terms
of both the Consolidated Revenue Fund
and the Loan Fund, State by State. it
also deals with the various sections of the
economy.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I would like to have
a look at it, but I will not say It Is the
green paper I am looking for until I have
seen it. It may be comprehensive to an
extent, but it may merely state the present
Position without stating what are the al-
ternatives. I would certainly appreciate it
if the Treasurer could let rme have a look
at the document to which he refers. Per-
haps it Is in effect a green paper even
though it may not be termed that.

I think one of the big problems of the
Commonwealth giving the State a share
of Income tax is that It Is not merely a
way of financing Government expenditure;
It Is not just a way of achieving social

equity; It is also a way of managing the
economy. We could have the situation
where the Commonwealth Parliament in-
creases income taxation for the purposes
of dampening demand, which would then
cause the State Governments to receive
a greater amount of revenue which they
would then proceed to spend, perhaps quite
wisely on education and so on. But in
fact we would then have the State Govern-
ments running counter to the national
economic management, and this could undo
the very thing the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment was trying to achieve.

This comes back to the problem I stated
previously; 'we have to remember that
we are one nation, one society, one people,
and one economy.

Mr Hartrey; We are not one economy,
that is for sure.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Okay, the honour-
,able member does not think so. However,
I would go a step further and say that
the whole world Is one economy, and be-
cause people are in the one economy does
not mean to say they have one Income.

Mr Clarko: A national policy may be
suitable in one place, but unsuitable In
another.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: We are one economy.
Mr Clarko: We are not. The State of

Tasmania would be diametrically opposed
to Victoria, and often has been.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The whole Point is
that what happens to the wheat crop and
the economy of Western Australia does
affect other Parts of Australia, I think
people are being very childish by not
understanding what is meant, I would suag-
gest that a little more maturity might
enable them to concede the value of the
entire concept.

Mr 'Hartrey: Even if they do not agree.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: This Is the problem
with regard to income tax-that the States
receiving a share of Income tax might per-
haps Invoke economic management poll-
cies which run counter to national econo-
mnic policy.

Another problem In the application of
income tax is that quite deliberately large
amounts of income received by certain
carefully looked after groups have been
excluded from consideration of taxation;
of course, I refer to capital gains tax. In
the past there has been a refusal in this
country to regard capital gains as part of
Income for income tax purposes when in
actual fact certain people receive income
just as surely from that area as others
receive it from wages. I believe there has
been a deliberate manoeuvre on the part of
Conservative Governments to exempt these
groups from the Payment of income tax
in order to Pay back their benefactors,
who have poured large sums of money into
party coffers, especially at election time.
This is why we do not have a capital
gains tax.
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I believe that the States could well
examine the possibility of implementing a
value added tax, or VAT. This type of tax
has been applied throughout Europe for
many years and has some very good Whings
going for it. The value added tax Is a flat
rate of tax applied on sales at every stage
in the production and distributive process.
Of course, purchases which have already
bad tax imposed upon them at an earlier
stage are given tax credits. Such a tax
does not distort patterns of Personal con-
sumption. in the same way as we know
other taxes on production do. It would
enable the Government to influence directly
the relationship between private spending
and the availability of resources In the
public sector. The value added tax has a
big advantage over pay-roll tax in that
it is not applied to labour-intensive indus-
tries more harshly than to, say, capital-
Intensive Industries. I would suggest that
the Government Produce a green paper on
the question of implementing a value added
tax because, although It has disadvantages,
it certainly is worth examining.

Those were the only points I wished to
make. However, I reiterate the comments
of the Leader of the Opposition that we
should have the opportunity to examine
the entire housekeeping arrangements of
the Government, which would Involve ex-
amining the Government's proposals at
Budget time and also examining other pro-
posals in a comprehenoive form by the
publication of a green paper. We do not
believe that pay-roll tax should continually
be increased and there are good reasons
why it should not be Increased now. The
pay-roll tax is an inflationary tax, al-
though in many areas a pay-roll tax can
be absorbed by industry, if industry were
forced to do so, and if proper machinery
existed whereby benefits to the consumer
were passed on when tariffs were reduced,
and so on.

The Opposition objects to the extra im-
position provided by this tax at a time
when it is not clear whether the Govern-ment needs the extra finance. The Budget
is not yet to hand and the Government has
come up with many extravagant proposals,
such as its plans in regard to education.
Expenditure on education is to be in-
creased, but in areas which have not been
debated in this House. In fact answers to
questions asked in this place have not been
provided. Where the Tonkin Government
believed in Statewide police control of traf-
fic and the then Opposition refused to
accept it this Government now has de-
cided to introduce exactly the same scheme
except at a much greater cost.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Treasurer) [7.55 p.m.]: I thank members
of the Opposition who have made a con-
tribution to this debate. Their comments
were largely to be expected and I question
neither their right nor the temptation they
would have as members of the Opposition

to say what they have said because, having
been in opposition and in Government, I
know how these situations develop. The
main area of complaint of the Leader of
the Opposition was that there had been a
reversal of form by this Government com-
pared with Its time in Opposition. I
want to submit to the House that there
has been no reversal at all, because I find
pay-roll. tax just as objectionable today as
I did when it was Introduced by the Com-
monwealth Government and when it was
transferred to the States in 1971, Pay-roll
tax was further increased by the Tonkin
Government and now I have introduced a
still further increase myself. However, that
does not excuse the tax at all because it
is highly inflationary. In spite of what the
member for Morley said, it is a tax which
is a burden on the people least able to
pa it and the people who are involved in
labour-intensive industries, for many of
whom there is no alternative.

Worse than that, pay-roll tax is a bur-
den on the people who operate in remote
areas where the incidence of wages, be-
cause of the conditions in which they
work and because of the remoteness, is
higher than it is in, say, the metropolitan
area, and, of course, the tax is propor-
tionally higher in these areas. These people
have to carry this added burden, they are
almost being punished for the fact that
they are in these remote areas. So, I do not
change a word of what I have said in rela-
tion to pay-roll tax.

However, I1 think the Leader of the Op-
position is knowledgeable and experienced
enough to know that the tax that is im-
posed now and the tax that is proposed
by this Bill literally have been forced on
the States. it was no great credit to the
Government of the day which introduced
legislation to transfer this tax across to
the State Governments: it Is no great
credit to the Federal Government of the
day that insists on its being continued by
the States.

I will deal In due time with the proposi-
tions put forward by the member for
Morley, with much of which I agreed. In
fact, in some parts of his speech he was
making a Jolly good Snedden speech for
the election. But I want to deal with a
certain aspect because I believe it Is a
matter to which this House must give
some serious thought and I sincerely hope
that we will spend some time on it during
the Budget debate, It is time we had a
good look at State finances and the way
there has been a severe erosion of the
portion of the Budget that is controlled
by the state Parliament. In fact, it gets
worse every year. Perhaps In the course of
that debate we can get around to having
a very detailed discussion on some of the
points raised by the member for Morley,
many of which are Pertinent to this prob-
lem. I do not quarrel with that aspect of
his remarks.
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I also want to remind the Opposition
that the increase we are now Proposing is
from 41 per cent to 5 per cent, an Increase
of * per cent, and the smallest increase
made to the tax since It was originally pro-
posed. In 1971, pay-roll tax was increased
by a full 1 per cent.

Mr Bertram: The important thing Is
how much the Increase will represent In
terms of dollars.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will come to
that, If the member for Mt. Hawthorn 11k-es;
I gave the figures earlier, but I will give
them again. The next increase Imposed
by the Tonkin Government was another
increase of 1 per cent. On this occasion.
the Premiers acting in concert decided
that, as they were being forced into im-
Posing this tax, they would round it off at
5 per cent. I sincerely hope that no Gov-
ernment of either Political colour comes
before this Parliament with a Bill propos-
Ing to increase pay-roll tax beyond 5 per
cent and I also hope that we can, some-
how or other, find a way to get out
Of this inflationary tax because It Is a
tax which is quite unfair. it is inflationary
and it does punish those who In many cases
In a State like ours are making the greatest
contribution.

The Leader of the Opposition also knows
that the Premiers had to make a decision
at the conference, as has been customary
on the three occasions that this tax has
been Increased, to act in concert because
If they did not act together we would get
a shocking situation throughout Australia
as a result of the number of companies
which operate In more than one State and,
in some cases, in all States. So there has
to be uniformity of application.

This brings me to the point of the varia-
tions proposed when we bring down the
Budget. I cannot foreshadow the exact
form of the legislation, but as I1 said, on
the Introduction of the second reading of
the Bill, I anticipate that we winl keep the
tax uniform with the tax Imposed in the
other States so far as the actual tax is
concerned, and the areas with special dis-
abilities will have to be given a rebate
of the tax instead of being granted a
variation of the basic tax. This will over-
come mnany anomalies and a great deal of
argument as between companies and as
between the various States.

My understanding is that Victoria In-
poses the tax In full and the concessions
that that State Government gives--which
are more generous than we can afford--are
concessions by way of a rebate and not by
way of a variation of the basic tax and Its
collection, and there is good reason for
that.

The Leader of the Opposition made
great play of the fact that we were im-
posing this tax to obtain money to pay for
our "hare-brained schemest '; he mentioned
that some of these would cost tens

of millions or dollars. The total amount of
money that will be raised by this tax for
the balance of the year is approximately
$4.5 million and, in a full year, some $8
million, and even allowing for inflation
continuing at its present rate It will still
not be much above those amounts. There-
fore one cannot relate this amount to
some of the so-called "hare-brained
schemes",

I remind the Leader of the opposition
that we are subject to the same budgetary
restraint as any other State Government.
All the other State overnments whether
or not they have made election promises
similar to those which we made, and in
elections held earlier than ours, have to
seek this tax. They have to seek practically
every tax we have had to impose and they
have had to impose some of these charges
which are not directly related to the
Budget. I refer to Government instru-
mentalities such as the Metropolitan Water
Board which we endeavour to make self-
contained and self-supporting.

All Governments have tried to keep the
Metropolitan Water Hoard that way. The
same applies to the State Electricity Com-
mission. All Governments have en-
deavoured to keep it as a self-contained
entity. It is some years since a definite
sumn was set aside for a particular ap-
proved part of the scheme which was being
subsidised with aL definite declared subsidy
and, indeed, we no longer treat such parts
of the scheme as a separate undertaking.
Some parts of it are profitable and some
parts are not, but it is outside the normal
Budget, and therefore those increases In
charges that are made have, in fact,
nothing to do with the straightout bud-
getary situation we are considering when
we impose a pay-roll tax.

Mr T. D. Evans: You have changed
your tune since 1972.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Not at all.
Mr T. D. Evans: It is completely differ-

ent.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Not at all. If

I may, I will deal with the proposition
raised by the member for Morley, but I
intend to deal, In time, with all points
raised by the various members.

The Leader of the opposition and the
member for Morley raised the question of
timing. I believe the time has come when
we have to try to get back to the old,
more reliable, and more predictable
forms of budgeting we used to have.
it has now become almost commonplace-
in both State and Federal spheres--to
impose taxes and charges at the drop of
a hanky and at odd times. Recently we
had a mini-Budget introduced In the
Federal Parliament, and now we have the
prospect of the real Budget being intro-
ducted in September next.
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We have had, under the Tonkin Gov-
ernment, and under this Government
some taxes introduced, because of neces-
sity, some months before the Budget has
been introduced, and out of phase. I am one
of those who believe the Budget should
mean the Budget and I also believe that,
somehow or other, State and 'Federal
Governments should bring down a Budget
before a quarter of the year has gone.
This Year the Federal Government will
bring down its Budget on the 17th Sep-
tember. It is a critical document so far
as the financial houses of this country are
concerned, so far as industralists are con-
cerned, and, in fact, so far as everybody
is concerned, including pensioners and the
like. By the time this Budget is intro-
duced a quarter of the financial year will
have gone.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: The-double dissolution
had a bearing on its introduction.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It delayed the
introduction of the Budget by a month.
I believe we will have to take advantage of
modern accounting and computer systems
whereby we can get our Budget out before
the end of the year. Just imagine a trad-
ing concern trying to carry on the way a
Government does!

Mr H. D2. Evans: You cannot compare
the two, though.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Everyone says
that, but I think insufficient effort is made
to harmonise the real financial year of
the nation with the financial year of the
Government. No business enterprise could
function the way a Government does. it
is still by way of tradition that we
take so many things for granted. The
one factor that makes it easy for a Com-
monwealth Government Is income tax, be-
cause whether the Government changes
the rate in the Budget in October or In
August it still applies for the whole fin-
ancial year. So unlike a business concern,
it can obtain the income it forecasts by
virtually making it retrospective for a mat-
ter of weeks or months prior to the date
when It actually makes the changes or,
alternatively, the changes can be brought
forward to the beginning of the next fin-
ancial year. Therefore a Government has
a very easy mechanism available to it by
which it can make these changes which
does not apply in the case of industry.

I do not object to the criticisms being
made that so many charges and taxes are
being, and have been, imposed by this Gov-
ernment, by the previous Government, and
by all Governments, and by imposing them
out of Phase and without getting Into a
proper budgetary situation. Formerly it
was expected that when the Budget came
in the housekeeping for the past year was
declared and the predictions were made for
the nation and, of course, the Budget Bills
Came in to coincide with the Budget.

Mr T. D2. Evans: Why don't you practise
what you preach?

Sir CHARLES COURT: So far as I am
concerned I will try. I am hoping, when
the Budget is before Parliament this
year, we will spend more time not only
on the main Budget, but on the depart-
mental estimates, because I think it is
good for the Ministry and the departmental
offiers that Parliament should take a
more critical look at the budgetary posi-
tion, and particularly the performance of
each department.

If it is within my power I will certainly
prevent the situation arising where we
bring in Bills for the Imposition of taxes
Particularly-charges are different where
they are not In the Budget-out of Phase
with the Budget. I cannot do any more
than attempt to do something that has
eluded others. I am no superman In the
matter, but I hope we will all try to achieve
this goal. However. I remind members that
we have a situation at present where the
States are being forced into a corner, and
it is a very restrictive cowner.

Mr TF. D. Evans: How long do you anti-
cipate before the Budget can be brought
down?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Not until a week
after the Show, because we cannot bring
the Budget down until the Federal Par-
liament comes forward with some firm
ideas for reasons which I think are ap-
parent to members. I can assure the mem-
ber for K~algoorlie that we are as far up
with it as we possibly can be.

Mr T. D2. Evans: If the Federal Govern-
ment brings the Budget down in mid-
August, would the Government delay the
introduction of the legislation?

Sir CHARLES COURT: No, because of
the circumstances that are forced on us.
The circumstances are that the tax has
to prevail on an Australia-wide basis in
September. One of the unfortunate steps
we had to take was that we were forced
to return to our States-after what the
Prime Minister had said in regard to taxes
and charges--and impose them immedi-
ately in order to obtain the maximum
benefit for the greater part of the year.

There were some protestations about it;
but the fact is it was laid right on the
line that we did this. I would remind
everyone that both the Labor and the
non-Labor States are In exactly the same
predicament.

I do not want to avoid the issue at all;
this Is an objectionable tax. I also believe
that the whole budgetary programme
should be dealt with at the one time, but
it is impossible to do that in the present
situation no matter how much goodwill
might exist.

If I could deal briefly with the com-
ments made by the member for Morley,
he argued in a rather unusual way-I am
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not suggesting it is "ulnusual"t in the wrong
sense-about the fact that in some res-
pects the pay-roll tax could have a long-
term effect of introducing greater efficiency
into industry. I understand his point that It
could force industry into greater mechan-
isation and automation, and that in a
country like this where we do not have a
surplus of manpower this would be a good
thing because we would have greater pro-
ductivity and efficiency; and furthermore
we would not have a wastage of manpower.

The point made by the member for
Morley is a valid one in certain circum-
stances, but I do not think it will be ac-
cepted universally In Western Australia
where we have quite a large number of
industries which are labour intensive, not
of choice but because there is no alter-
native. When we deal with the mining
industry we find that we are dealing tradi-
tionally with the remote areas of the State
where the wages are higher; but in terms
of the millions of dollars Invested the
labour force is usually less than in, say,
a manufacturing industry in the city en-
gaged in fabrication. Once we get into the
processing of minerals into metals the
work force Increases progressively. Alas,
in the area in which we want to do that
most the pay-rolls are higher.

I understand the argument of the hon-
ourable member, and I do not criticise it.
However, I want to point out that, In this
matter, some facts of life are involved
which make it inevitable for us to have
some of these industries on a more labour-
intensive basis than we would like. The
general tendency in Australia today is to
keep away from labour-intensive industries,
and to engage to a greater degree in auto-
mation, thus bringing about high capita-
lisation and a comparatively low labour
force.

The member for Morley was at pains to
criticise the Federal system under which
we are working. I believe that much of
what he has said will stand further exami-
nation, because I do think that in the last
30 years the people concerned have given
in too easily. They have adopted expedi-
ency in doing a deal with the Federal
Government of the day to overcome a tem-
porary problem, and principles have been
thrown overboard.

We will not get anywhere with self-
sufficiency and self-determination until
we get back the right to Impose income
tax, because this tax has the basic
attribute that it does follow the economy;,
if there is inflation it follows inflation
upwards, and if there is a reces-
sion it follows the recession downwards.
Because of that the Government would be
forced to live within the framework dic-
tated by the economy. For that reason I
would very much like the States to have
their right to impose income tax. In this
regard we would face an awful problem,
because there are States like New South

Wales and Victoria which have a greater
capacity for attracting the tax per capita
than has Western Australia, South Aus-
tralia or Tasmania. However, I do not
think this should absolve us from looking
at the alternatives.

The present Federal Government has
said quite categorically, "You will not get
back your right to impose income tax."
However, there will be Governments in
the future which will be prepared to look
into this matter. I say it behoves the
States to do their homework now, so they
will be ready when that day arrives.

Mr T. D. Evans: There has to be a
change of heart.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There has to be
a change of heart on the part of some
States which do not want to take the risks
and the responsibilities. The member for
Morley referred to the Canadian system.
This system has great attractions in many
ways, although I should point out there are
some pitfalls. What happens in Canada
is that only one return and one assessment
have to be made; and under that method
the objection is removed of private firms
and the public having to submit two
returns, like we in Australia did In the days
when the States imposed their own income
tax.

At one stage there were different sets of
deductions and different criteria for deter-
mining income in each State, as a result of
which an awful mess was created. This was
good for the tax experts, because they were
kept busy sorting out StLate and Federal
income tax problems for their clients.

Under the Canadian system only one
return is submitted. What happens there is
that the amount of the State tax and the
amount of the Federal tax collected are
shown separately, so the State takes the
odium for the amount collected under the
assessment. In some respects I think this
has merit because it does force a greater
degree of responsibility on the States.
Whether it Is possible to implement such a
system in Australia is open to some doubt.
We would still need to have some sort of
grants commislon to take care of the weaker
States, because they would not all reach
the situation where the revenue and the
spending capacity are reasonably equal.

In this regard I refer to the position of
Western Australia. It has a small popula-
tion, a vast area, and highly decentralised
schools, hospitals, conumunications. and
transport, etc. On the other hand, Victoria
Is just a little pocket handkerchief, not
the size of Kimberley, and yet it has a
great concentration of people, so its prob-
lems and its income potential are quite
different.

Nevertheless this Is a matter on which
we should do our homework. I hope that
during the Budget debate In this House In
the present and next session of Parliament,
some members will do their homework and
put forward ideas.
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The alternative to this is a fixed pro-
portion of the income tax. This was a
Proposition which the Liberal and Country
Party leaders In the States worked out
with their counterparts in the Federal
sphere--Mr Snedden and Mr Anthony.
Had the Liberal-Country Party Govern-
ment of the day been returned to office It
would have been committed to the States
being given a fixed percentage of the. in-
come tax revenue of the nation. Had that
Government been returned we would not
now be having this wrangle and argument
about the pay-roll tax, because the States
would be tied to a growth factor in the
income tax revenue. They would not be
placed In this dilemma and would have
avoided the confrontation that exists be-
tween the States and the Federal Govern-
ment.

At the recent Premiers' Conference, Mr
Whitlamn made it clear that this was not
a negotiable matter. I am interested for
another reason to hear the member for
Morley raise this matter; not only do I
agree with the Principle of having the in-
come tax revenue made available to the
States under a fixed percentage or under
the Canadian system, but it is good to
hear him at variance with Mr Whitlamn's
categorical statement that this is not a
negotiable matter with the States. Some of
the leaders of the Labor Party, both State
and Federal, are attracted to the idea of a
percentage of the income tax revenue being
made available to the States under a new
formula.

I should advise the new members in this
Chamber that the financial formula has a
five-year life, and the present one runs
out on the 30th June, 1975. So, it Is In
the process of renegotiation. However, we
do not have a very sympathetic Federal
Treasurer to negotiate with; but I am
hoping that as a result of the type of
comments made by the member for Mor-
ley. by Labor leaders In Adelaide, and by
the Leader of the Opposition In the New
South Wales Parliament there will be some
rethinking on this question at the Federal
level of the Labor Party. If this does
happen we could reach common ground
in arriving at a new formula which will
have built Into it something of a growth
factor, without having to impose an
iniquitous tax such as the pay-roll tax.

I earn assure the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and the member for Morley that a
great deal of work has been done In an
endeavour to find an alternative tax which
we ourselves could impose, or which the
Commonwealth could Impose on behalf of
the States to overcome the constitutional
problem, so as to avoid the imposition of
this highly inflationary and Iniquitous
pay-roll tax.

The best of them all must always be the
income tax approach if we can find a way
to persuade aL Commonwealth Govern-
ment to agree to it.

I have two final points to make. The
member for Morley mentioned the question
of our being one nation and he referred
to the fact that there is one economy. I
have always maintained-and there is
increasing economic argument in support
of it-that whilst we might be one nation,
and globally we might appear to have one
economny, we have a number of very dis-
tinct regional economies. The very
nature of our background is such that we
must have regional economies and if these
are understood at a Federal level we will
have fewer troubles in the future than we
have had in the past.

For instance, in the early days of the
State we were entirely dependent on the
goldfields. Then we went through the era
when we were almost entirely dependent
On our farming; and now we are in an
era in which we have a better balance,
because we have gold, nickel, iron and
bauxite, fishing, timber, and farming in its
broadest sense. In fact we are getting a
much more diversified type of economy.
However we are ever so different from
Victoria and even more different from New
South Wales with its high concentration
of industrial activity and a lesser depend-
ence on its primary industry. We are a
big exporting State and a small importing
State-quite the reverse of Victoria and
New South Wales. So I claim quite em-
phatically that we do have these regional
economies.

The honourable member's last point con-
cerned the value-added tax. I know
there are many people who believe that
this is fairer and less inflationary than
sales tax. Quite frankly, from my obser-
vation of its operation in other countries,
the end result to the poor old consumer
is about the same, because he is the person
who pays.

Mr T. D. Evans: I hope no Government
in Western Australia ever falls for that.
That is my opinion.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In theory it has
the advantage that It is not compounded
on the way up. but only added to as it is
incurred, and as it theoretically should be
on the way up. However, in the final
analysis I think it does have the same
effect.

The honourable member will know that
at the Premier's Conference on the 7th
June the Prime Minister suggested
that the States should study with the
Commonwealth the possibility of a tax
being imposed-a consumer tax it was re-
ferred to-arising from the successful or
partially successful Tasmanian case. It is
now history that there was a quick change
of heart on the part of the Commonwealth
when it realised it would be lending itself
to a highly inflationary tax, because it
would go straight on to what the con-
sumer bought.
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We tried to Introduce the receipts tax
because that has an entirely different im-
pact on the public. The receipts tax, for
instance, would produce more revenue at
one-fifth of a cent in the dollar than the
consumer tax would at Ic in the dollar.
It has the advantage also of being spread
over a wider field because mining com-
panies. banking institutions, and insurance
people all pay their contribution towards
it.

Sir David Brand: Is that tax being
examined at present?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have tried to
have It examined. I think it has a greater
attraction in the Commonwealth hierarchy
on the ministerial side than it has on the
Treasury side. The Treasury seems to be
set against it, but in the inner circles on
the ministerial side I think it Is more
attractive than the consumer tax, because
it is not so Inflationary and the burden is
spread over the whole community. This
does demonstrate-and it is admitted-
that the receipts tax we tried to impose,
which was defeated because of its con-
stitutional defects, was one of the best
taxes and the more popular tax-if there
is such a thing as a popular tax-because
it was spread over the widest possible
range. I must admit I fought very hard to
try to get it revived because it did seem to
be the answer to our problem and would
have enabled us to get away from the
highly inflationary taxes which compound
all the way up. I commend the Bill to the
House.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

AYes-26
Mr Blaikie Ste Nanovich
Sir David Brand Mr O'Connor
Mr Clarko Mr Old
Sir Charles Court Mr O'Neil
Mr COWan Mr Ridge
Mrs Craig Mr Ruslton.
Mr Crane Mr Shaiders
Mr Graydon Mr Siheon
Mr Grower Mr Sodeman
Mr F. V. Jones Mr Stephens
Mr IaurenCei Mr Thompson
Mr Mcrharlin Mr Watt
Mr Mensfirs Mr Young

(Teller)
Noes-2D

Mr Barnett Mr Hertrey
Mr Bateman Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Bertram Mr May
Mr Bryce Mr Mclver
Mr B. T. Burke Mr Carr
Mr T. J. Burke Mr Skidmore
Mr Davies Mdr Taylor
Mre H. D. Evans Mr A. Rt. Tronkin
Mr T. Db. Evans Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Fletcher Mr Moller

(Teller)
Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr Coyne Mr Harman
Dr Dedour Mr Jamiesoni
Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 8th August.

MR T. J. BURKE (Perth) [8.30 p.m.]:
It is three years, to the month, since
the former Governent first Introduced
similar legislation. I think the action of
the present Government vindicates our use
of the slogan, "three years ahead", and I
also suggest that this is probably the only
thing the Government will "put right" In
the three years during which it will be in
office,

I also feel that on this occasion
the daylight saving legislation will
pass; that Is, if the Premier can
resist TV appearances. I am afraid
that on the last occasion his ap-
pearance on TV was tantamount to the
kiss of death. I refer to a headline which
appeared in The Independent Sun on the
17th October, 1973, which was "Court sees
defeat for day saving". The article refers
to the appearance of Sir Charles Court
on television with the then Premier (Mr
J. T. Tonkin). Another headline appeared
in The West Australian on the following
day, headed "Council kills daylight Bill".
The article stated that the House of Re-
view had considered the daylight saving
legislation on the previous night. I re-
quest the Premier not to give into temp-
tation on this occasion and make a TV
appearance.

This is one of the mast persistent pieces
of legislation which this Parliament, in its
history, has had to consider.

Mr O'Neil: I do not think so; what
about the SGIO legislation which was
introduced seven years in a row?

Mr T. J. BUJRKE: I said, "one of the
most persistent pieces of legislation". Day-
light saving is popular and desirable and
I think few members in this Place would
deny that. Perhaps a couple of the
National Alliance members would con-
sider it unpopular. However, I believe
that reference to debates which took place
in this House, and in another place, to-
gether with editorial comment, would sup-
port my view. I would just like to refer
to a couple of articles the first of which
goes back to the 19th July, 1973. In com-
menting on a decision of a Liberal Party
conference, the editorial, read-

In sidestepping the issue the party
has paid little heed to public opinion
as expressed in polls where daylight
saving has been given a fair trial or
to the Inconvenience caused to W.A.'s
business and commercial interests by
this State's being out of step with the
major eastern States.

When the legislation was next introduced
an editorial appeared in The West Aus-
tralian under the heading "Outlook dim".
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It stated that unless there was a change
of heart in the Legislative Council the
legislation was unlikely to pass. The
article went on-

The losers, once again, will be the
majority of workers and their families
who, as surveys in the Eastern States
have shown consistently, would enjoy
an extra hour of daylight in the even-
ing.

By any yardstick, it Is wrong that
an issue affecting every man, woman
and child in the State should be at
the mercy of the strong rural influ-
ence that prevails in the Upper House.
where the non-Labor forces have a
majority.

In my opinion the attitude of the
present Government, over the past
three years, and its introduction of
the measure on this occasion-as strongly
as I support the move-is nothing less than
a farce. It reveals In this Government a
contempt for the People and their desires.
However, at last democracy will prevail
and the will of the people, in my opinion,
is assured of recognition on this Occasion.

We heard a comment last week from
the member for Scarborough-and I am
sorry he is not here now-that the Oppo-
sion was wasting the time of the
House. I suggest that the Present Govern-
ment has wasted the time of the House,
and the time of the Parliamentary Drafts-
man for over three Years. The Govern-
ment has also wasted time, money, and
fuel, These are recognised factors, but
probably the most important of all is the
fact that the Government has wasted
lives. If, as in the Eastern States, statis-
tics show that daylight saving, when it
is introduced into Western Australia,' re-
duces the death toll of Pedestrians and
cyclists, I am afraid it will rest on the
shoulders of the members of the present
Government for their consistent refusal-
for no good reason-to agree to our pro-
posal.

Mr O'Connor: I think You have that
long bow!

Mr T. J. BURKE: I want to compare the
legislation which has been introduced
during this session of Parliament with the
legislation which was introduced by the
previous Government last year. I will
quote from Hansard of the 2nd October,
1973, In which the Hon. Claude Stubbs,
when introducing the daylight saving Bill,
said-

It was stated last year that the Gov-
ernment had two objectives in view
when it made a decision to introduce
the previous Bill. in the first instance
it was felt that the introduction of
daylighit saving would be of benefit to
the State as a Whole from both a
health and sociological point of view.

The second objective was to bring us into
line with the major States of Australia. A
third reason was-

Hence the third reason, which is that
the Government desires the State to
experience daylight saving in order to
ascertain whether or~ not the benefits
claimed or the objections raised are
factual.

The legislation on that occasion was, in
fact, identical with this legislation.

Mr O'Neil: Are you sure of that; have
you read the two Hills?

Mr Thompson: That Bill made no Pro-
vision for a referendum.

Mr O'Neil: It is the reverse.
Mr T. D. Evans: They are largely similar.
Mr Taylor: As close as you could get

them.
Mr T. J. BURKE: The fact of the matter

is that we aimed to introduce daylight sav-
ing to give people the opportunity to de-
cide whether, in fact, it was what they
desired.

Mr O'Neil: No, You did not. You had
better look at the Bill.

Sir Charles Court: You had better look
at the Hill again.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr T. J. BURKE: I think members oppo-

site are being a little pedantic.
Mr 0'Neil: You said the Bills were the

same.
Mr T. J. BURKE: The Passage of this

Bill will achieve exactly the same as would
have been achieved by the Passage of our
Bill.

Mr O'Neil: It will not; you have not read
the Bill.

Mr T. J. BURKE: It will achieve the
same as would have been achieved had the
previous legislation introduced by the
Tonkin Government been passed. There
was absolutely no justification for objection
then, and there is no justification now for
any member on the Government side to
fly In the face of public opinion and vote
against the advantages which will accrue
to all Western Australians by the passing
of this legislation.

Mr O'Neil: We suggested to your Govern-
ment that it amend its Bill to do precisely
what this Bill will do.

Mr B. T. Burke: You cannot escape the
charge of hypocrisy that easily. You had
an opportunity to support the previous
legislation.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O74eil: I supported the Proposal foi

an amendment.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for

Works?
Mr T. J. BURKE: I am of the firm

opinion that the People of Western Aus-
traia have a right to ask more of a
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Goverrnent. We have government by
compromise. The Premier has no doubt
told his Country Party colleagues that In
view of the fact that the Labor Party-or
Opposition on this occasion-is strongly In
support of daylight saving, as long as he
can influence his members to refrain from
calling for a division, the people of Western
Australia will not know where the Country
Party members stand. I challenge the
Chief Secretary to tell the people of West-
ern Australia where he stands.

Mr Stephens: All in good time.
Mr B. T. Burke: The Premier has not

told him yet.
Mr T. J. BURKE: Perhaps the Govern-

ment is correct when it says there is a
difference in the two pieces of legislation.
In fact, a minor difference simply reveals
another farce. Perhaps the Minister who
introduced the legislation wanted us to
overlook the tact that he did not commend
the Bill to the House for passage, but for
the "deliberation" of the House. I challenge
the Minister, once again, to indicate to
this H-ouse where he stands on the issue.
If he reveals himself as opposed, he will
be the first Minister, in the six years I
have been here, who has introduced leg-
islation-obliged to be introduced on the
promise of the then Leader of the Opposi-
tion-and then failed to vote for it.

The whole performance of the present
Government on the question of daylight
saving Is absolutely farcical.

Sir Charles Court: What makes you say
that? if you read the Bll] you brought in
last year-

Mr T?. J7. BURKE: It Ls not only farcical.
I am afraid the statistics will reveal to
the Premier-and he is a fairly astute
businessman-

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr T_ J. BURKE: -that advantages to

business could have been accruing over
the last three years, that savings of fuel
could have been accruing over the last
three years, that there would have been
greater recreation time and greater-

Mr Blaikie: Boozing time-that Is the
word you are looking for.

Mr T. J. BURKE: -boozing time, for
the member for Vasse, and greater time
would have been available to the popula-
tion of Western Australia for sport and
recreation in the last three years. There
would also have been a reduction in the
number of road deaths in Western Aius-
tralia. The number of deaths among
cyclists and pedestrians is far too high.

Mr Stephens: Are you putting up facts?
Mr T. J. BURKE: Irrespective of whether

or not the legislation has the Minister's
support, I say there will be a reduction.
and the deaths on the road In the last
three years lie fairly and squarely on the
shoulders of the people who voted against
the daylight saving legislation In that

time. Let us wait until we get statistics.
Prom the opinions of people In the East-
ern States who are in a position to know,
and from the statistics, it has been shown
that there has been a significant reduction
in fatalities of this nature; and I repeat
that this could have been happening here
in the last three years.

Mr Bertram: They cannot deny that.

Mr T, J. BURKE: Some disadvantages
accrue to certain sections of society. The
disadvantages to the entertainment In-
dustry have been very well documented.
However, I do not think they are strong
enough for this Parliament to reject a.
trial period of daylight saving. I have
indicated to the people involved in those
particular industries that I think they
have a ease, but we are here to represent
the Interests of all Western Australians,
not just a section of them.

I have spelt out the disadvantages. As
even the opponents of this legislation state,
there are advantages in the extra hours
of sunshine that can be spent at our
beautiful beaches. Over 650 000 Western
Australians live In close proximity to the
beaches. With greater use of recreation
and sporting facilities, there will be an
improvement In the general health of the
community. There will obviously be sav-
ings In fuel. There will also be savings In
wages. I wonder how many businessmen
have indicated to the Premier the amount
they have had to pay in overtime in the
last three years because of the fact that
our working hours were at variance with
the rest of Australia. I suggest it must
have cost a lot of money; but if they want
to pay it, well and good.

Finally, there are some people who I
think should be reassured. Those of us
who represent rural areas have certain
problems, We must have regard for them
too. However, I think many of the prob-
lems are imagined. Schools can adjust
their hours to overcome the problem. I do
not think travelling to and from school
Is a real problem. It can be overcome.

Mr Blalkie: How?
Mr T. J7. BURKE: I think much of the

objection to this proposal is born of ig-
norance and misunderstanding. The
Daily News of the 13th March, 1973, re-
ferred to the farmer who was worried
because daylight saving meant there would
be an extra hour of daylight each day to
dry up his dam. I can assure that farmer
and other farmers that daylight saving
will not have this effect.

I am quite certain the action of this
Parliament in passing the legislation will
be vindicated by the vote that will be
taken some time next year; and that the
efforts made by the Tonkin Government
in the past three years will also be vin-
dicated. I am very happy to support the
legislation.
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MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) (8.46
p.m.]: I rise to make a brief contribution
to this debate.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Will you support the
Bill?

Mr THOMPSON: Yes1 and I will state
why.

Mr Bertram: You have no choice.

Mr THOMPSON: I have plenty of
choice.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMPSON: To me, "daylight sav-

Ing" is a misnomer. In my opinion, there
is no justification for the introduction of
daylight saving for the sake of saving
daylight. There is, however, some argu-
ment for the introduction of the adjust-
ment of clocks so that we retain the same
time relationship with the Eastern States
when they adjust their clocks.

Mr Bateman: Why did you not do it
last year?

Mr THOMPSON: This question has
aroused a fair amount of controversy in
the community. Many people will say they
want the introduction of daylight saving
for various reasons, and many others will
indicate that they do not want it. There-
fore, when I support the Bill I will be
doing so because it will give the people
the opportunity to experience daylight
saving and then vote for it or against it
at the referendum.

If I were to vote in this House in ac-
cordance with the wishes of the people
'who have contacted me on this issue, I
would vote against the Bill, because I can
say without any equivocation that the
majority of people who have contacted me
have not wanted daylight saving. I will
vote for it because it will give all people
the right to experience daylight saving
during a trial period, before expressing
their support or otherwise at the proposed
referendum.

The title of the Bill introduced last year
was--

A Bill for an Act to provide for a
referendum of the question
whether standard time within the
State should be altered to promote
the earlier use of daylight in a
certain period; to provide, if a
majority of the electors answers
the question in the affirmative,
that standard time throughout the
State should be so altered during
that Period and that the Daylight
Saving Act, 1946 be repealed; and
for incidental and other purposes.

That Bill was not designed to give the
people an opportunity to experience day-
light saving, so the Bills are entirely
different. The Bill prior to that made no
provision for a referendum to be held.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: There is no provision
for a referendum on pay-roll tax, either.

Mr THOMPSON: I have explained to
the member for Perth and other members
of the House the difference between the
two Bills, and I hope they can now ap-
preciate it. It is obvious that members
opposite do not understand the differences
between last year's Bill and the measure
now before the House.

Mr T. D. Evans: The member for Kala-
munda is in error if he claims that the
Bill introduced into another House and
defeated last year did not provide for a
referendum.

Mr O'Neil: The Bill was not defeated.
Mr T. D. Evans: It was.
Mr O'Neil: It was not defeated.
Mr THOMPSON: I have just read to

the House the long title of the Bill which
was introduced into the Legislative As-
sembly in 1973.

Mr T. D2. Evans: It was not passed by
the Legislative council.

Mr O'Neil: it was--I was on the com-
mittee of managers in respect of that Bill.

Mr T. D2. Evans: That is not the Bill
introduced on the 2nd October.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMPSON: It is true that a num-

ber of people in the community are dis-
advantaged during the months that the
Eastern States adjust their clocks. How-
ever, I suggest that this problem could be
overcome if the people involved started
work an hour earlier. This solution would
be better than asking the rest of the comi-
munity to adjust their clocks.

The measure before us provides for a
referendum. People will have the oppor-
tunity to experience daylight saving after
which they can then go to the polls to
cast their votes on the issue. My predic-
tion is that after experiencing daylight
saving during what I imagine will be a
hot summer, the people will be Only too
pleased to have the opportunity to indi-
cate to the legislators of this State that
they want nothing to do with, daylight
saving.

During the war years we experienced
daylight saving In Western Australia. on
that occasion it was introduced during
the winter months for the express purpose
of conserving fuel and energy. I believe
there Is justification for wanting to save
daylight during the winter months, but I
cannot see any justification for saving day-
light over the summer monthsr-we have
plenty of daylight during those months.

I wanted to take this opportunity to
rise to explain to the House my reasons
for supporting this Bill. Personally I am
opposed to daylight saving, and the major-
ity of my constituents who have spoken
to me are opposed to daylight saving.
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However, I will support the Bill because It
will give the Public the opportunity to
express an opinion at the polls.

MRf A. It. TONKIN (Morley) [8.53 pib.]:
This Bill is to introduce daylight saving
on a trial basis-something which the
Tonkin Government tried to do on three
occasions.

Mr O'Neil: It did not.
Mr A. R. TONKIN; I am sorry; on four

occasions we introduced a Bill for a trial
period of daylight saving.

Mr O'Neil: You Introduced a Bill for a
referendum for a trial.

Mr A. Rt. TON KIN: What has been called
in the House of Commons "bloody-minded
obstructionism" has prevented-

Sir Charles Court: That will be good in
the Press-that is the current in-phrase.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr A. R. TONIN: The Tonkin Govern-

ment tried to let the people of Western
Australia experience daylight saving. We
introduced four Bills during our term of
office, but the legislation was blocked every
time. Now the Liberal Party, being in
Government, says, "Let us have a trial
period of daylight saving." I would like
to know how the Chief Secretary will vote
on this Bill.

Mr Stephens: If you have patience you
will find out.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I have no patience
at all, that is why I asked the question.

Mr O'Neil: You will still find out.
Mr Stephens: I am sorry for you.
Mr A. Rt. TONEKIN: It will be Interesting

to see how the Leader of the National
Alliance will vote.

Mr B. T. Burke: The leader of the spring
onion push!I

Mr A. R. TONKIN: In the last Parlia-
ment on the 5th December, 1973, the
Leader of the National Alliance said-and
this is recorded on page 5895 of Mansard-

But I think my electors would ex-
pect me not to agree to a referendum.

Why did he say that? Did he say it
because the Tonkin Government had put
forward the suggestion for a referendum?
In 1972, when the then member for Katan-
fling put forward a proposition to delete
the word "now" from the motion, "That
the Bill be now read a second time", the
Leader of the National Alliance sunported
a referendum. And yet, when the Tonkin
Government introduced the Hill last year
to hold a referendum on the question of
daylight saving, he said that he did not
think his people would be in favour of a
referendum.

It seems to me that the difference be-
tween the proposal put forward by the
member for Katanning for a referendum

followed by daylight saving, and the Ton-
kin Government's proposal for exactly the
same thing, was that one wias put forward
by the Tonkin Government and the other
one was not. Here we see this nimble
footwork on the part of people who have
forgotten principles-they know only how
to be expedient and how to be opportun-
ists.

Mr Bertram: How to win votes.
Mr A.- R. TONKIN: This is an example

of our disgraceful system, and surely an
argument against the bicameral system of
government. This s the fifth Bill dealing
with daylight saving in a little over three
years. Once again wve will be debating
the question of whether or nut the people
of Western Australia should be given the
chance to try daylight saving. All the
Tonkin Government ever wanted was to
give people the chance to experience it-
something the Queensland Government
did three years ago. It was prepared to
let its people experience daylight saving,
but we have not been prepared to dlo so
here.

The Labor Party will demonstrate its
consistency in this matter. We will do
the same in Opposition as we did in Gov-
ernment-we will support the Bill.

Mr Stephens: What-no freedom of
choice?

Mr A. ft. TONKCIN: Of course members
on the other side of the House know that
we are wasting our time-they know as
well as I do that there is no point in de-
bating this Bill. Once the House of Review
gets it. all that will be left will be a full
stop. We know that the House of Review
will throw it out-it has done this already
on four occasions and it will do It again on
the fifth. Therefore, I do not know why
the Government Is wasting the time of
Parliament by introducing this legislation
when it knows we have an impartial House
of Review!

Mr B. T. Burke: Whereabouts is that
house-Rottnest?

Mr Davies: Moore Street, I think.
Mr Bryce: What House of Review!
Mr A. R. TONKIN: 1 wish the Labor

back-benchers would be quiet for a while.
Mr Bryce: Pront-benchers, thanks.
Mr A. ft. TONKINJ: The plan of the

Tonkin Government was to hold a referen-
dumn in conjunction -with the general elec-
tion on the 30th Marchq. This would have
saved the State a large sum of money.
The present Governmecnt is now suggest-
ing a referendum which will cost some-
thing in excess of $100 000. In the last
Parliament the Opposition in both Houses
opposed the Government measure which
would have allowed the people of our
State to decide what they wanted. The
referendum could have been held at the
same time as the general election. We
are now facing the extra expense of a
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referendum. The Government has told
us it is in financial trouble, it has been
forced to put up pay-roli tax, and yet we
have this blatant waste of the taxpayers'
money. It is a disgrace.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr A. R,. TONKIN: On three separate

occasions we tried to give the people a
taste of daylight saving, We then put
forward the proposal to hold a referendum,
and if the people voted in favour of it,
we would have a trial period of daylight
saving, in fact, we put forward this very
proposition now included in the measure
before us; namneiy, a trial period Inilowed
by a referendum.

The impartial House of Review rejected
our proposal because it was put forward
by the Tonkin Government. If that is not
obstructionism I do not know what is.

The suggestion was made that a refer-
endum held in conjunction with the gen-
eral election would cloud the issue. This
was an insult to the intelligence of the
electors of Western Australia. In the
United States of America the electors
choose congressmen, governors, senators,
and vote on school issues, and many other
issues on the one day. To suggest that the
people of Western Australia cannot vote
on the question of daylight saving as well
as selecting their representatives is an in-
sult to their intelligence.

Members opposite know very well that
the people could have handled the refer-
endumi. As I have said before, and to use
an expression from the House of Com-
mons, it is in the best of parliamentary
traditions, This is Just bloody-minded ob-
structionism. We are being handed out one
paltry trick after another. It seems that
to some people the word "politics" con-
notes skipping from one stone to another
and keeping one's feet nimble in order
to stay one step ahead of the electors; and
that is sheer opportunism.

We saw how afleged specialists were
brought forward-mythical and unnamed
opthamnolog-ists, and dermatologists-who
were alleged to have said that there would
be terrible radiation bumns and other ill-
nesses of the eyes and skin as a result of
the introduction of daylight saving. When
the then Chief Secretary, who was in an-
other place, asked for substantiation of
the claims, apparently those who made
the claims were not able to substantiate
them. But in actual fact the then Chief
Secretary was able to -read statements
from actual-not mythical-experts in
health who stated that the extra hour of
sunlight would be very beneficial to the
health of the people because of the extra
exercise they would get.

I believe family people would appreciate
a situation in which they would arrive
home from work at 5.30 or 6.00 p.m.,
knowing they wouild have two or three
hours of daylight ahead of them in which

to go to the beach or to play tennis with
their children, or to do anything else they
liked in the open air.

In the four Bills brought forward by
the Tonkin Government we went to extra-
ordinary lengths to meet the carping crit-
icisms of the Opposition of the day. A
committee was established which investi-
gated the problems, and It came up with
solutions. Co-operative Bulk Handling
Limited was prepared to alter its times. I
am reminded of the fable of the lamb and
the fox, because it did not matter what the
Tonkin Government did, it was always in
the wrong. The fox said to the lamb, "How
dare you paddle in the water I am drink-
ing." The lamb apologised and moved
downstream, but once again the fox said,
"How dare you mess about in the water
I am drinking." The lamb pointed out that
the water was flowing the other way, but
the fox ate the lamb anyway.

Sir Charles Court: Now we've heard
everything!

Mr A. R. TONKITN: That is the situation
in which the Tonkin Government found
itself; it tried in every way to meet the
criticism of the then Opposition, but as.
fast as it met a criticism, more criticisms
were produced.

I would like to deal very briefly with the
comments made in regard to school child-
ren. it has been said that schools should
not start an hour earlier, but that is non-
sense. Speaking as a teacher-and I know
many teachers would agree with me-I am
aware that the summer months are more
trying for high school students because
in most cases they are sitting down. The
same applies to primary school students,
whom I have also taught. Many students
on a hot day in February or March tend to
become sleepy after lunch.

Mr Clarko: That depends on the teacher.
you know.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: It does indeed, but
it is quite a problem staying awake.

Mr Blalkie: Did you ever experience this
problem with the students you were teach-
ing?

Mr A. ft. TONKIN: With daylight saving
we would remove an hour during the after-
noon from 2.30 to 3.30, and add it in the
morning from 8.00 to 9.00. So in actual
fact we would be taking away an hour in
the afternoon when the conditions are
very oppressive in the summer, and adding
an hour in the morning when the condi-
tions are not so trying. For that reason
I believe the students would benefit be-
cause they would be studying in the cooler
part of the day. I cannot see that this
would be deleterious to their studies at
all.

Mr Shalders: It would mean getting up
at 6.30 In the morning.

Mr A. R,. TONKINT: That is right; they
would have to leave for school then, but
they would arrive home an hour earlier.
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I maintain that it is far better to be work-
ing between 8.00 and 9.00 a.m., as students
would be under daylight saving, than it is
to be working between 2.30 and 3.30 p~m.

Mr Shalders: And it would then mean
an hour and a half in the bus.

Mr A. R%. TONKflN: That does not alter
the situation. I do not know; some people
just do not have the ability to understand
this simple argument.

We have also received representations
from the drive-ins which claim that they
provide family entertainment. I do not
know whether you, Sir, have lately looked
at the advertisements in the Press for
drive-in theatres. I know that a member
in another place quoted the type of en-
tertainment shown by these theatres, and
out of 15 or 16 shows I think only one
was for general exhibition and the rest
were classified "I'" or "R". I glanced at
the paper last week and I saw that once
again the majority of films were certainly
not for family viewing. Indeed, I had a
complaint from one of my constituents--
I drew this to the attention of the Chief
Secretary-who took his young children of
eight or nine to see a show which was
specifically for children. I forget the name
of the show, but it was clearly a children's
programme. However, during the interval
previews of horror films were shown, and
these were clearly not suitable for the
young children who had been attracted to
the drive-in by its advertisements.

I complained, and I know the Chief Sec-
retary investigated the matter. The drive-in
people wrote back to me and said they are
very careful about this type of thing, and
they had worked out that the children who
are adversely affected by the showing of
horror film previews all go to sleep during
the Interval. That is the type of cynical
disdain these people have: and yet they
come to us as members of Parliament and
say, "Please save our business; we are In
the family entertainment business." They
are not. They are In the business for young
fellows of 17 to 20 years of age who are
hoping they are onto a good thing and
hope to be titillated by watching the screen
in the meantime. So do not let us be
hoodwinked by these so-called providers of
family entertainment, because even when
they do provide family entertainment they
make no attempt to ensure that the pre-
views they show are suitable for young
children; and when complaints are made
they come up with specious and spurious
excuses. I think we can dismiss out of hand
the drive-in theatres and their attempts
to provide family entertainment.

I would reiterate what I said on another
Bill earlier tonight: Australia, is one
society and one economy. I cannot see any
reason why we should not have daylight
slaving in this State, just as the Eastern
States have it. The People in the Eastern
States have not gone blind, nor is their

skin falling off . We know that the cows
over there have not refused to give milk.
I believe we have wasted far too much
time in this Parliament on childish argu-
ments and on knocking things back and
forth in a cynical and opportunistic way.
It is about time we got on with the im-
portant tasks and gave Western Awtra-
Hians the chance to see for themselves--
and they are not babies,-whether they
like or dislike daylight saving.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Premier) (9,08 p.m.]: I want to make one
or two things clear.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You'll be battling!
Sir CHARLES COURT: That may be the

Leader of the Opposition's idea. Probably
he was more on the ball than he thought,
because it is mighty hard to make any-
thing clear to the members on his side.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: I doubt whether you
will make anything clear to the members
on your own side.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to make
one or two things very clear so far as the
Government is concerned. During the elec-
tion I said that if we became the Govern-
ment we would introduce legislation on a
nonparty basis to give the Parliament a
chance to decide whether the public should
have a trial period of daylight saving,
after which they would have the right to
vote on it. That is exactly the opposite of
what the previous Government brought to
Parliament last year, and quite obviously
the member for Perth did not read the
Bill introduced by his own Government.

Mr T. J. Burke: Which one? There
were four Bills.

Mr O'Neil: The only one which pro-
vided for a referendum.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I made it very
clear that this Bill would be introduced so
that the Parliament could decide whether
the people would have a chance to experi-
ence a full period of daylight saving.

Mr Bertram: What did the National
Alliance say on the question?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Just listen for
a minute.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Has that always been
your attitude-a trial period and then a
referendum?

Sir CHARLES COURT: In this particu-
lar instance, I am telling members oppo-
site that this was what I told the electorate.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Do not answer the
question!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am answering
the question and I will answer It in my
own way. I told the electorate of this
State that if we became the Government
we would introduce a Bill on a nonparty
basis so that the Parliament could decide
whether the people should have a trial
period of daylight saving and, in the light
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of that experience, the people would then
have a chance to decide whether they
wanted It to continue.

The farcical situation that the member
for Perth apparently did not realise was
that in the Bill Introduced by his own
Government, the people were going to be
asked whether they would like to have a
trial period.

Mr A. R. Tonkin. You supported that
principle in a division in this House in
1972.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Bill pro-
posed that the people would decide at a
referendum whether they would have a
trial period.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You voted for having a
referendum first and a trial period after-
wards.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Leader of
the Opposition is not reading the facts
correctly.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Yes I am, and I am
saying deliberately that that is what you
did.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is a big
difference between having a referendum to
decide whether something is going to be
permanent or whether It Is to be for a
trial period. When he was Premier, 'the
Leader of the Opposition introduced a
Bill which provided for a referendum on
the question of introducing daylight saving
for a trial period. This Is the point I was
making. The Labor Party raised that point
just before an election thinking that it
would be a popular issue.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: It was designed to save
taxpayers' money.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No, my boy, that
was the last thing they were thinking of!
The Bill asked the people to decide whether
they would have a trial period. Let us say
that the people did decide to have a trial
period. That is all they would have de-
cided, because the matter would have been
self-extinguishing at the end of the sum-
mer of 1975. After the trial period, who
Is to be the final arbiter as to whether
daylight saving should continue? We
would be back in the rut in which we have
always been on this question, with the tre-
mendous division in the community as to
whether or not we should Introduce day-
light saving. Quite categorically, in terms
of individual people, the representations
to me as Leader of the opposition were
about four to one against daylight saving.

Mr Davies: That always happens; the
antis always make the representations.

Sir CHARLES COURT: But does the
honourable member not have some regard
for those people?

Mr T. J. Burke: The only reason It was
In your policy speech wa-s because you
believed it would be a popular Issue.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Frankly, fore-
shadowing this legislation in my Policy was
a much heavier cross to bear than had I
mentioned nothing about it!

I emphasise that this legislation is on a
nonparty basis. If it is passed-and I
say this for the benefit of the member
for Perth, who did not know what was in
his Government's Bill-there will be a
trial period and the people will then vote
on whether or not they want permanent
daylight saving. That seems to be the sen-
sible way to do things and that is the way
the Bill has been framed. So, it is very im-
portant to realise this Bill is exactly the
reverse of the one introduced last year,
because that Bill created a quite farcical
situation. If members read Hansard they
will see that the Government of the day
in this House was absolutely nonplussed
when my colleague, the then Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and now Minis-
ter for Works, informed the House of the
proposition which had been rejected by
the Lab or Government representatives in
the Legislative Council; they rejected pro-
posals advanced by the Opposition, after
a full discussion of the Bill. The Labor
Party cannot have it both ways. It re-
jected the proposition-

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Neither can you.
Mr T. J. Burke: There were four Bills.
Mr O'Neil: There were only three Bills.

You were in government for only three
years.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: There were four Bills.
Mr O'Neil: There were two Bills in one

session.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Quite apart from

the vital difference between this legislation
and that put forward by the Labor Gov-
ernment, I want to make it quite clear
that every member on this side of the
House is free to vote any way he or she
decides.

Mr May: What about the member for
Kalam unda?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Kalamunda. can vote in any way he
wishes.

Mr May: He said he does not want day-
light saving.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Personally, I am
opposed to daylight saving but I will vote
for this Bill to give it a chance to go
through and to allow the public to decide
for themselves after experiencing daylight
saving. I will not go Into the pros and cons
of the matter but I have the belief that
when it does come to a referendum, and
after we experience a hot summer, the
vote will be against daylight saving; but
it will be the vote of the people.

Mr T. J. Burke: I will bet you $1.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It will be in-

teresting to see how mnemb~ers on the other
side vote on this matter, because I know
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one or two members opposite who repre-
sent country electorates who are under
fairly intense pressure from their elector-
ates to oppose daylight saving, What do
they tell their local constituents? They
say. "I personally do not like daylight
saving, but Caucus has decided." So, it
will be very interesting to see how they
will vote. As far as this side of the
House is concerned, our approach to this
matter is completely on a nonparty basis.

Mr Bryce: Caucus is better than one
man.

Sir CHARLES COTJRT: We do not have
a Caucus, thank goodness.

Mr Bryce: You have one man rule. One
man makes all the decisions.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I must say that
the leader of a government that is run by
the Caucus has a much easier time than
one which is not, But still, I would not
want a Caucus-not in a hundred years!

Mr B. T. Burke: And they would not
have you either.

Mr Bryce: You make all the decisions.
yet talk about Caucus.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We believe that
the members of both Houses of Par-
liament should have a free and unfettered
right to make a decision. On our side,
members have always been free to make
up their own minds on this and similar
issues.

Mr Bertram:. They may have been free
to make up their own minds, but some-
how they always seemed to have the same
opinion.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course, all
this is very distressing to members oppo-
site who have never belonged to a truly
democratic party.

Mr B. T. Burke;. You spell democracy
with a "K"I.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If members
opposite want to perform like a lot of
animals, that is their decision. They are
not fooling anyone with all this buffoonery
which has been going on since this session
started: they are fooling only themselves.
The situation is this: If members opposite.
new and old, care to look at the division
lists in Hansard, they will see that mem-
bers on this side, be they members of the
Liberal Party or of the Australian Country
Party, have voted in the way they have
wished. In the same way, they are free
to do exactly as they wish tonight; and in
another place members will also be free
to vote in the way they think fit on this
Issue, because it is a genuine nonparty
matter. I have made my position clear.

Mr Bertram:, What is the difference be-
tween a genuine nonparty issue and a
nongenulne one?

Sir CHARLES COURT: As far as we are
concerned, a nonparty issue is a nonparty
issue and will be treated as such. How-

ever, I have not seen such a happening
on the other side of the House. I have
seen members opposite introduce measures
allegedly on a nonparty basis and every-
one, to a man, has voted the same way.
Members oppoite have introduced legis-
lation In that way only to try to lure a
few members from the other side of the
House on the pretext of a nonparty vote.
Before I conclude, I should like to say
this: There has been a lot of talk about
so-called "big business" wanting daylight
saving.

Mr Bertram: There has been none to-
night.

Sir CHARLES COURT: My guess is that
some people are starting to see there is a
disadvantage to industrialists, commercial
people and finance People in this State
in having daylight saving. However, this
is a matter that time alone will tell, be-
cause we do have a unique Situation in
Western Australia. Sooner or later-I do
not know how long it will take-the people
of this State will start to think of the time
interval in terms of north and south instead
of east and west, because we do have a
situation where we are in a time zone
which is within one hour of Singapore,
Bangkok, Hong Kong and Tokyo; and we
trade heavily in those parts.

From the purely commercial point of
view there is a strong case for sticking to
our own Western Australian time and not
going onto daylight saving. However, that
is a matter which will be resolved next
year, if this Bill is passed. it will be re-
solved by the people in the light of their
experience during the summer. As far as
we are concerned, this Bill represents the
fulfilment of a proposition I put to the
electorate. We are advancing the legislation
on a nonparty basis, which is the only
sensible way of doing it.

Let the people have the experience and
then, as soon as practicable after that they
will have the opportunity to vote on the
basis of real experience of daylight saving.
I believe this is the way it should be done
and I support the Bill.

MR J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of
the Opposition) [9.21 p.m.]: As a Prune
example of hypocrisy, the attitude of the
Government on this occasion takes the
cake. The Premier has been all over the
place on the question, but he is on record
as having said, "Daylight saving is neither
necessary nor desirable."

Sir Charles Court: I still think that is
SO.

Mr J1. T. TONKIN: Yet he is responsible
for bringing here a Bill which purports
i.0 give the opportunity to bring In some-
thing which he, as the head of the Gov-
erment, believes is neither necessary nor
desirable.

Sir Charles Court: What is wrong with
that?
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Mr J. T. TONKIN: What is more, at a
cost of $200000 at least.

Sir Charles Court: What other way can
the People decide?

Mr 3. T. TONTKIN: We will see how con-
sistent the Premier has been.

Sir Charles Court: What other way can
they decide other than by having a test?

Mr J. T, TONKIN: We will see how con-
sistent the Premier has been. In 1971 a
Bill was introduced in the Legislative
Council for the Purpose of giving daylight
saving a trial period. Almost to a man
members of the Country Party and Liberal
Party voted against the measure and so it
never reached this House. To give the Leg-
islative Assembly an opportunity to ex-
press an opinion the Government intro-
duced a Bill in this House providing for a
trial period of daylight saving of one year.
Again the Liberal Party and the Country
Party opposed the Bill. But they went
further. The then Leader of the Country
Party (the Hon. C. D3. Nalder) moved an
amendment that a referendum should be
held before the trial period-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: That is right, and
they divided on it.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: -and the present
Premier voted for it.

Sir Charles Court: I did, too.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: With the fourth Bill

we introduced there 'Would not have been
the expenditure of $200 000 to hold a refer-
endum before a trial Period. However,
that was not acceptable either.

The third Bill that was introduced was
introduced in the Legislative Council to
provide for a trial period of one year and
again the Liberal Party and Country
Party, almost to a man, voted against it.
Because the Standing Orders do not per-
mit of two Bills dealing with the same
subject being introduced in the same ses-
sion we could not introduce another Bill
to provide for a trial period in 1973, but
we wanted an opportunity to express an
opinion. So the fourth Bill, which was in-
troduced in 1973-and introduced in this
House-was for the purpose of a referen-
dum. But there was no difference in the
attitude of the Premier, his colleagues, or
the Leader of the Country Party.

It is very true that the Bill was not ul-
timnately defeated, but we were not pre-
pared to go along with the alterations
which the Liberal Party and the Country
Party wanted to impose in connection with
the Bill, and that was to defer the holding
of the referendum. That is the whole sit-
uation. So the Country Party and the Lib-
eral Party have been all over the place on
this question.

Sir Charles Court: Not at all.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Well, the records

show that.
Sir Charles Court: We are trying to get

a bit of sanity back Into It.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier has
been arguing in the Press that his atti-
tude is consistent.

Sir Charles Court: It is, too; I am still
opposed to it.

Mr J. T, TONKIN: The Premier sup-
Ported a proposition for a referendum to
be held before a trial Period, and when
we gave him an opportunity to have a
referendum before a trial period, he voted
against It.

Sir Charles Court: That was a straight-
out manoeuvre on your part, and you know
it was. It was just a political stunt.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: What justification
can there be for imposing upon the people
in this State at this time, when we are
increasing charges for electricity, motor-
car registrations, and pay-roll tax, a
proposition to spend $200 000 on a refer-
endum after a trial period of daylight
saving?

Mr Stephens:, You have the option toD
vote against the Bill.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Where is the common
sense in that proposition?

Mr Stephens: Well, why not vote against
it?

Mr 3. T. TONKIN: I would like to know
what forces have been at work to cause
the leader of a Party, who has said that
daylight saving is neither necessary nor
desirable, to introduce a Bill which makes
it possible, and which proposes to spend
$200 000 ascertaining whether he should
put into operation something which he
believes is neither necessary nor desirable.

Sir Charles Court: Don't you think the
people should have a chance to decide?

Mr J. T. TONKflN: Just where do we
stand on this question?

Sir Charles Court: Don't you think they
should have a. chance to decide?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Where do members
of the Country Party stand on this ques-
tion? It Is. well known that the Country
Women's Association is opposed to it. It
is well known that the Farmers' Union is
opposed to it. This argument that we
should take notice of the representations
that are made to us is not valid at all-

Mr Rushton., The trade unions are
against It, too.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: -because on this
occasion I have bad two letters frcm people
who aire opposed to daylight saving telling
me that their organisations are opposed to
It, but no letters whatsoever from People
who are in favour of it.

Sir Charles Court: You have been let off
lightly,

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The fact remains
that In Pinjarra the workers of Alcoa
acted upon a suggestion of the manage-
ment of that company that they should
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Introduce daylight saving on their own- Mr J. T. TONIN: The Premier says we
that is, go to work earlier and finish
earlier-and as a result they are all happy
with the situation. But they have not
written to me this time saying that they
are mn favour of daylight saving.

Therefore it is ridiculous to try to form
an opinion as a result of the representations
which are made by correspondence. It is
always one section that is most vocal; the
other sections take it for granted that we
will do the reasonable and proper thing.

Sir Charles Court: That is why I think
the referendum will resolve the question
once and for all.

Mr J7. T. TONKIN: I refuse to believe
the Premier, in the present climate where
he is crying poor mouth and blaming the
Commonwealth Government because he is
short of money, is justified in bringing
forward a proposition to spend $200 000
to hold a referendum some time in the
future-there is no definite time, but it
will be held at some time as near as pos-
sible after 1975.

Sir Charles Court: As soon as Practicable
after the people have had the experience.

Mr J, T. TONKIN: I have heard this
"as soon as practicable" proposition be-
fore, but I know that all sorts of circum-
stances arise to prove that something is
not practicable.

What I am complaining about is the
absolute Inconsistency of the member for
Scarborough, along with others-

Mr Young: I voted for it last time;
pick someone else!

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am complaining
about the inconsistency of the Government
in bringing this Hill here at this time,
because I think the proposition. to spend
$200 000 is unnecessary.

Mr Stephens: If you have convinced
yourself it is unnecessary, vote against
the Hill.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: We had no option
but to introduce the Hill for the holding of
a referendum in the way we did, in order to
make it possible to bring about daylight
saving.

Mr Clarko: You wanted to have a refer-
endum. That would cost money. For
that reason you should not argue against
it now.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am most definitely
arguing against it. T am sure that You. Mr
Speaker, are most disgusted with the chop-
Ping and changing around by members on
the Government side, and with the attempt
by the Premier to prove that his attitude
has been consistent. Well, it seems that
words have lost their meaning.

Sir Charles Court: I am still opposed to
daylight saving, but I believe the people
should have a chance to try it.

cannot have a referendum before a trial
period of daylight saving. When we as
the Government gave him the opportunity
to vote for a referendum before a trial
Period he voted against the proposal, yet
he now talks about inconsistency.

Sir Charles Court: Why did you not go
on with that Hill?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I would like to know
what forces were at work to cause the
Premier on the hustings to promise to
bring in a Bill for a trial Period of daylight
saving, when he would not have anything
to do with the introduction of daylight
saving on the three occasions that the Bill
was before this Parliament.

Sir Charles Court: Why did you allow
the Hill of last Year to lapse?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Because we were not
prepared to accept the amendments made
in another place: and that Is our preroga-
tive.

Sir Charles Court: Why did you not go to
a conference of managers on it?

Mr Rushton: The then Government was
in a mess at that time.

Mr J7. T. TONKIN: Surely this must go
down in history as the prime example of
hypocrisy on the part of the Premier, or
the Liberal Party in Government, to shilly-

shally, to chop all over the place, and to
turn down Proposals because they were
introduced by another party; and ulti-
mately to end up in espousing the same
thing. Where is the credibility of Govern-
ment members, if that is to be their atti-
tude on questions of importance to the
People?

Mr T. 1). Evans: Saturday morning clos-
ure of banks was another such issue.

Mr J. T?. TONKIN: We spent hours and
hours debating this question previously so
as to give the people an opportunity to have
a trial period of daylight saving. I would
Pose this question to the Government:
Have the other States held referendums on
this question, to determine after a trial
period whether the people wanted daylight
saving? In New South Wales It is pro-
Posed to extend daylight saving for a fur-
ther two months.

Sir Charles Court: What about Queens-
land? That State has given away the idea
altogether.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Idea of holding
a referendum is a pure waste of money.

Mr Rushton: The previous Government
was going to have a referendum.

Mr J. T. TONKCIN: I have explained that.
The then Government, having been de-
feated on its Proposals for a trial period of
daylight saving, wanted the People to have
an opportunity to express their opinion.
The cost of such a referendum would not
have been anything like $200 000. The pro-
posal was to hold the referendum in con-
junction with the State election. It did not
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seem to suit members opposite. They now
want a separate referendum so that they
can load $200 000 on the people after they
have experienced a trial period, despite the
fact that the Government is crying poor
mouth and is blaming the Commonwealth
Government for its lack of money. I re-
peat that this is the greatest example of
hypocrisy that I have experienced in this
Parliament.

Sir Charles Court: You are the one who
is being hypocritical. You are talking
against yourself.

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Minister
for Works) [9.34 p.m.]: I wish to
make a few comments on the Bill, not to
explain the whys and wherefores of day-
light saving, but to indicate clearly that
I have always supported any proposition
for the introduction of daylight saving.
I recall exceptionally well when the Bill
was introduced in this House last Year by
the then Minister for Labour I supported
it.

That measure sought to introduce a
referendum for a trial period of daylight
saving. I objected to the principle, but
supported the Bill because I thought that
in that way at least people would have
some experience of daylight saving.

I did support an amendment in this
House which sought to prevent the refer-
endum being held on the date of the
general election. If I remember correctly
that amendment was moved by me.

The measure passed through this House,
and there was no division on the second
reading. There were, however, divisions
on the amendments. I cannot understand
why the Leader of the Opposition said
that members on his side voted against
it. The then Leader of the Opposition was
absent from the House when the vote was
taken. In any case, no division was taken
on the second reading, but there were
some divisions in the Committee stage.

Mr Bryce: That is what the Chief Sec-
retary is hoping for on this occasion-no
divisions.

Mr O'NEIL: It is up to members
opposite to decide whether or not to divide.
The Bill was introduced in another pde
last year by the then Chief Secretary.
In the course of the long debate the then
Leader of the Opposition in the Legisla-
tive Council recommended to the Minister
that he should change the format of that
Bill to provide that there be a trial period
of daylight saving, to be followed by a
referendum. That argument waxed to and
fro across the Chamber. The then Leader
of the Opposition in another Place had
to repeat the proposition again and
again.

Finally the Bill was returned to this
place with no major change to the pro-
position, but with some amendments
relating purely to the wording. I think

the third amendment referred to not
holding the referendum on the date of the
general election. This Chamber again con-
sidered the measure, and I think that
took place at 2.15 am. on Friday, the 14th
December. I took up the debate on behalf
of the Opposition on that occasion. II
pointed out to the then Government again
that the offer had been made in the Leg-
islative Council by the Leader of the
Opposition in that Chamber.

Mr Bertram: Was the position begin-
ning to worry you a bit?

Mr O'NEIL: I am making the facts
clear.

Mr Bertram: I meant at that time.

Mr O'NEIL: I would now like to refer
to the debate that took place on that
occasion. This is recorded on page 6538
of the 1973 Hansard. I had this to say-

The Legislative Council offered what
I considered was an acceptable alter-
native to the Government's proposal.
It suggested to the Government that
daylight saving should be tried for a
period next year without a referendum
being held. That is what the Govern-
menit tried to do on one occasion be-
cause one of its Bills was designed
for that very purpose. The Legislative
Council then went further and sug-
gested that after the trial period of
daylight saving a referendum should
be held to ascertain the views of the
people. The Government did not
accept that proposal.

The present Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion said-

That amendment was not moved.
I then said-

The Minister for Works has been
absent on business.

The then Deputy Premier said-
Was it a verbal proposition or was

an attempt made to amend the Bill?
I said-

Attempts were made to amend the
Bill along those lines.

The present Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion said-

Why don't You move an alternative
amendment here?

The hour was late. As I said, it was after
2.00 a.m. on the 14th December. No fur-
ther action was taken, but on receipt of
the message from the Council the Com-
mittee considered the amendments made
by the Council. A committee consisting
of several members was appointed to draw
up reasons for disagreeing to amendment
No. 3, and, accordingly, a message was
transmitted to the Council.

The debate on one of the last items
dealt with in this Chamber took place at
about 4.15 a.m. A message bad been re-
ceived from the Council notifying that It
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insisted on its amendment No. 3 which
was disagreed to by this Chamber. That
was where the Bill rested finally-in the
Chairman's Chair.

Mr T, J. Burke: Which Bill are you re-
ferring to?

Mr O'NEIL: I am talking about the last
occasion.

Mr T. 3. Burke: You should be prepared
to discuss all daylight saving Bills intro-
duced by the Tonkin Government.

Mr O'NEIL: On each of the other occa-
sions the Bill was supported by me and
there was divided opinion on my side of the
House. on all those occasions I supported
the proposition and, I trust, for the benefit
of some members, the history of the last
Bill Is clearly in Hansard.

MR CRANE (Moore) £9.41 P.m.]: I rise
to oppose this Bill, so here at last is the
opposition. I am a little confused when I
speak, because I thought that the saving of
something was necessary only when it was
in short supply; but here we find that we
are proposing to introduce daylight saving
at a time when there is more daylight than
at any other time of the year. So please
excuse me, Sir, when I say I am a little
confused.

I have had letters not only from people
all over my electorate, but also from people
covering a fair area of the South-West
Land Division; and the writers of all the
letters except one have asked me to oppose
the Bill. The Member for Avon would prob-
ably be surprised to hear-or perhaps he
would not be surprised to hear-that the
people of Northam have written to me and
asked me to oppose the Bill.

Mr Sodernan: Did they ask you to twist
his arm, too?

Mr CRANE: No. I suppose they realised
that If there was any fighting to be done
they should put a fghter in the ring, and
I oppose the Bill on their behalf also.

I am not here to talk about what hap-
pened in the past and the stupidity of
doing somersaults or of changing horses
in midstream. People must live with their
own consciences;, that is their problem and
not mine. I am speaking about daylight
saving as It affects the lives of People In
Western Australia, and I make the point
that I am here to represent the people,
which Is why I speak on their behalf.

It is a well-known fact that Western
Australia has approximately three hours
more daylight than the other States, so
why, therefore, do we want to save day-
light? The member for Morley has said
that the talk about skin cancer is just a
lot of eyewash. Does he believe we get
skin cancer from the moonlight? As a
person who has worked long hours in sun-
light, I know how devastating the sun can
be and I again remind members that I am
speaking for the people.

The argument has been submitted that
we must be uniform in our times and try
to get as close as we can to those applying
in the Eastern States. I would remind
members that I understand in New
South Wales, Broken Hill has a different
time from that applying in Sydney. There-
fore that argument does not hold water
at all.

One of the problems experienced in
Western Australia is produced by a lack
of cloud cover and this is another reason
we should not spend any more time in
the sun than is necessary.

We could argue all night on the question
of pollution, but evidence exists to sup-
port the contention that pollution will be
increased if we commence our activities
earlier in the morning.

Probably one of the greatest arguments
against daylight saving as far as I am
concerned is the effect it will have on rural
people-and I do represent those people;
and, in particular, of course, I am
concerned about its effect on children. We
know that the drive-in theatres have all
suggested that we should not introduce
daylight saving because it will not help
them in their business. I would also agree
with what the member for Morley has said
about the shows the drive-ins screen. I
agree with him entirely, but we are not
arguing that cause at the moment. We are
arguing as to how those drive-in theatres
will operate if they have to commence an
hour earlier than they do at the moment,
when the sun has not set.

But let me get back to the people who
will be affected most; that is, the children,
and particularly the children in country
areas who must travel on buses. Not only
must they travel to school on buses, but,
worse than that, they must travel home on
them. My own daughter has her birthday
in December; so she started school in
February when she had only just turned
five years of age. Those members who
have experienced a summer in the country
would know what it is like to travel on
a school bus with a temperature of about
1.10 in the water bag.

Mr May: Are the buses operating In
Western Australia different from those in
New South Wales?

Mr CRANE: The honourabie member
should not point his finger at me. I will
continue, regardless.

Mr May: You want to grow up. How
is it any different here than in New South
Wales for the children? And I will point
my finger when I like because you are not
sure of yourself.

Mr CRANE: I do not know, but I will
check.

A member: There Is a variation in the
temperature in the States.

Mr May: Don't you care about city
people?
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Mr CRANE: We are not concerned
about people in the Eastern States, but
about the people in Western Australia.

Mr May: You are not concerned about
anything except the country.

Mr CRANE: The honourable member
can talk all he likes. I can speak louder
than he can.

Getting back to our children, I believe
we have a responsibility to them and it
is because of them that I am speaking
today. If we look at the whole of the
animal world we will quickly recognise the
fact that the adults always take care of
their young. A person has only to get too
close to a cow who has a calf to realise
that. It is our responsibility as adults to
look after our young also.

I will not speak much longer because
already tonight a great deal has been said
about the subject, but I will conclude in this
vein: We commence our sittings of Parlia-
ment each day with prayers, so I presume
we base our government on the principles
of Christian ethics. Those principles de-
mand that we are all given an equal
opportunity; so when we think in terms
of the short-term money market, and think
of the portion of the prayer which reads,
'Lead us not into temptation", are we
yielding to the temptation to worship the
holy dollar when we should be looking
after our children? It is our duty to look
after them.

Mr B. T. Burke: You'll be in strife over
there.

Mr CRANE: As I conclude I implore
members to consider our children because
no-one else will consider them and, in this
particular instance, the members of the
rural communities are generally asking
us to show some consideration for the
children.

MRS CRMIG (Wellington) [9.47 p.mu.]:
I rise also to oppose the Bill and If I re-
iterate some of the remarks made by the
member for Moore, I am sorry, but I feel
very strongly about the subject and so I
would like to have my views heard.

On the whole I know that people In the
country oppose daylight saving, and they
have even suggested to me that if people
who live in the city want some extra time
they should rise a little earlier in the
morning 'to enjoy their various pastimes in-
stead of imposing daylight saving on
people in the country who already rise
very early in the morning and face a jolly
long day.

In an effort to be fair and to represent
the voice of the majority of those in my
electorate, I took the step of writing to
shires, farmers' groups, women's organisa-
tions, and everyone else I could think of.
Via the Press. I also invited people to
make representations to me concerning
what they wanted. Not one person indi-

cated that he or she desired daylight say-
Ing to be introduced. Parents and citizens'
groups and country women's associations
were united in not wanting it and of course
they submitted many of the reasons men-
tioned by the member for Moore, which I
will not reiterate. They raised, especially,
the problem of children travelling on
school buses and the argument is perfectly
true and legitimate.

Like the member for Moore, I cannot
see any reason for our worrying about what
the People of New South Wales do. That
is their business and they have made their
own decision. If we do not wish to intro-
duce daylight saving why be influenced by
what has been done in New South Wales?

I must say a word for the poor old dairy
farmer. it Is not much fun getting up at
4.30 am, and milking IC-number of cows.
The dairy farmers like to conclude their
milking at 5.00 p.m., but It is usually 6.00
p.m. before they get out of the dairy. If
we bring all this back by an hour they will
finish in the dairy by 5.00 p.m., when it is
still very hot, It is an uncomfortable job
milking cows. I do not know whether any
member opposite has ever tried It.

Mr Skidmore: I have had a little experi-
ence!I

Mrs CRAIG: I have watched People milk
cows and I do know what they go through
and, therefore, I do not believe they should
be subjected to having to get up an hour
earlier with all that this entails.

Members should also consider the fact
that cows are females of the bovine species.
Unlike the human femnale-like mne-cows
are temperamental. If daylight saving is
introduced I am afraid the cows will pro-
duce less milk, because they do not like
their hours being mucked around. Mem-
bers can laugh as much as they like, but
what I am saying is true. The cows will
produce less milk and the farmer will
obtain less return, but will still have to do
the same amount of work.

That is another reason why I feel this
measure should be opposed. I am quite
sure that other members on this side of
the House will speak in opposition to the
Bill. I would like to record the fact that
I cannot support the second reading.

MR SHALIIERS (Murray) [9.50 p.m.]:
Perhaps to the amazement of the Oppo-
sition. I also rise to oppose the second
reading of the Bill. First of all, I propose
to deal with one or two Points mentioned
by the member for Morley. I believe that
some of the matters he raised were con-
structive and I have no argument with
the fact that children Would benefit by
being at school between eight and nine
o'clock in the morning. That Is quite cor-
rect. However, I make the point that
those children would be leaving home
at 0.30 a.m. and the memiber for Morley
does not seem to be greatly opposed to that
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view. I consider that will be a hardship on
the children, particularly as they do not get
out of bed at 5.30 anm. and leave borne
immediately.

Mr Mclver: What about the legislation
to send five-year-aids to school?

Mr SHALDERS: I do not know whether
the member for Avon is able to work out
that I am talking about times, and not
ages.

Mr B. T. Burke: No-one knows what you
are talking about.

Mr SHALDERS: Even if leaving home
at 6.30 anm. is not a hardship-and I
will argue that point-the children wil
have to get out of bed at 5.30 a.m. I
think an hoar is reasonable;. it takes our
household about one hour to get the
children up and dressed before they leave
home.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Of coarse it Is a hard-
ship, but they will not be away from
home any longer under this scheme.

Mr SHALDERS: It can also be argued
that it is very difficult to get children to
go to bed during the summertime. That
is not beyond the bounds of possibility.
but it is hard to get children into bed
while it is still hot and while it is still
light. So, they will go to bed at roughly
the same time as usual because normally
they go to bed a little later in the summer-
time anyway.

The point is that the children will get
out of bed much earlier and, therefore, I
suggest their performance at school will
not be improved, although I will grant
that the hour in the early mowning would
certainly be of benefit to them. However,
if that is what we want to do then surely
we can change the school hours rather
than introduce daylight saving. This prac-
tice was followed when I was teaching at
Warburton Range. The children started an
hour earlier, and it was of benefit to them.
However, there was no such thing as day-
light saving.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: It will be a big ad-
vantage when the children tome home and
their parents will be home earlier, also,
to be with them.

Mr SHALDERS: I would like to take up
that point and, again, I grant the member
for Morley there will be some parents who
will go home earlier and take their child-
ren to the beaches or the tennis courts,
and that will be good for them.

Mr Skidmore: The great majority.
Mr SHALDERS9: That, I would argue

because a vast number of people-and I
do not decry them for it-like to go to a
hotel for a beer after a day's work. In
the summertime people usually eat at a
later hour-I know we do at our house.
Those who go to the hotels will arrive there
an hour earlier than normal, and during a
hotter Part of the day. In most cases

they will stay longer at the hotel until
the atmosphere cools down and they reach
the stage where they would like to eat.
I am not saying that everyone will follow
that course and I grant the point that
there will be some who will use the time
to be with their families. However, many
people will spend the additional time in
the hotels.

The member for Perth mentioned that
when the Hon. Claude Stubbs introduced
a similar Bill previously, in another place,
he said it would promote good health. I
very much doubt that. I1 believe there could
be an increase in the incidence of drunken
driving. We will have the same number of
people on our roads but those who drink
will have consumed a greater quantity of
alcohol. That could cause more accidents
and more deaths on our roads.

I also suggest that in these times of In-
flation, when money is relatively short,
many housewives could ill afford to have
their husbands spending an extra hour
each day in a hotel. I know it could be
said that such a suggestion is ridiculous
and that not all people would do that.
However, there will be some who will. I
do not want to get emotional; I am trying
to put forward facts. I can see advantages
associated with daylight saving but I can
also see disadvantages.

As did the member for Wellington, I
went to the trouble of sending out many
letters of inquiry asking groups and in-
dividuals for their opinions on daylight
saving. Perhaps to the amazement of the
Leader of the Opposition I received a reply
from a branch of the CWA and that
branch was actually in favour of daylight
saving. The Leader of the Opposition said
the CWA would oppose the move.

By far the biggest majority of the people
in my electorate are opposed to daylight
saving. I do not intend to reiterate the
problems associated with dairy farming;
they have been adequately covered by the
member for Wellington.

It is my opinion that the elderly people
would find daylight saving to be disadvan-
tageous. Many of them like to sit in their
gardens and on their patios until a late
hour, watching television. They would still
be able to do that except that the TV
Programmes will finish an hour earlier.

Surely to goodness we can be happy
without daylight saving. We have a system
to which we have worked for many years,
and it has worked reasonably well. I can-
not see why we should upset nature. We
have balanced our day and our work hours
are set, and I cannot see any valid reason
to switch to another system during the
summer months. I agree that daylight
saving would be of benefit to some, but it
would be disadvantageous to others. r
think the disadvantages would outweigh
the advantages and, therefore, I again re-
cord my opposition to the measure and
indicate that I will vote against it.
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MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) (9.58 P.M.]: I
wish to refer members to the events which
have taken place during the last week.
Probably the highlight of last week was
the kidnapping of a young Russian violin-
Ist, Georgi Ermolenko, from Australia. He
was kidnapped against his own free will,
aided and abetted by the Commonwealth
Government. This, Mr Speaker, was a
most serious charge and indictment.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will

relate this to the matter in hand?
Mr BLAncIE: Yes. By way of explana-

tion, this is directly related to the Bill.
I feel that these matters are important
and I hope to explain why they are related
to the Bill.

The SPEAKER: You can touch upon
these matters.

Mr BLAUCIE: We have also recently ob-
served the result of the Premiers' Con-
ference. The outcome of that conference
has left this State-and in fact all States-
in a parlous position. Members are also
well aware of the threat of the Common-
wealth Government to curtail road funds
to the States because of events which took
place in the Senate. These are all very im-
portant events.

Several Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members should

have regard for the fact that the member
for Vasse is endeavouring to make a com-
parison. I am waiting for the comparison.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: So are we, Mr Speaker.
Mr BLAIKIE: Members of the Opposi-

tion can laugh as much as they like. It
is typical of their attitude in regard to
the matters I have spoken about. There
is a threat of a quarter of a million people
being unemployed in Australia. They can
laugh about that, too.

Mr Bryce: What has that to do with the
Bill?

Mr T. H. Jones: Was that caused by
daylight saving?

Mr BLAIKIE: In the present situation
of inflation in Western Australia and
throughout the whole nation, this House
can devote three hours to debating a Bill
on this matter which has already been
debated three times since I have been in
the House.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Your Government
brought in the Bill.

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Morley
has had his opportunity to speak. The
time of the House has been wasted for
three hours--

Mr Skidmnore: You are contributing to
the debate.

Ur BLAIKIE: -when issues vital to this
nation and this State are at stake. The
issue we are debating now Is whether or

not we should have 60 minutes more sun-
light. Do members really think the Ermo-
lenko affair is less important than 80
minutes more daylight?

Several members interjected.

The SPEARER: Order! We do not want
everyone interjectlng at the same time. The
honourable member is entitled to be heard.

Mr BLAflE: I believe these are the
important issues of the day which Parlia-
ment should be considering. I do not be-
lieve daylight saving is an issue of such
great importance, and I do not support
the measure before us. It has wasted the
time of the House for three hours when
there are other far more important Issues
to be discussed. I counsel new members
to read the debates which took place In
previous years. They will find the argu-
ments are all there.

I have not been convinced that the
State will be in financial Jeopardy if It
does not have daylight saving. The Leader
of the Opposition advanced the argument
that the State would suffer, but I have
not been convinced of that. As I see it,
the argument Is that this State should
Introduce daylight saving purely to obtain
uniformity with the other States, and I
can see no point in pursuing that argu-
ment, either.

I am not aware of any company, firm,
or Individual who has been disadvantaged
because we have not had daylight saving,
but I am aware of companies, firms, and
people who will be disadvantaged If day-
light saving is introduced. I would like
any member who supports this measure
to get up and tell me who are the people
In the community who will be advantaged
by it in a monetary or Physical sense.

Mr Taylor: Ask the Minister who intro-
duced the Bill.

Mr BLAIKIE: I ask the honourable
member. He supported the Bill.

Mr Taylor: The Minister who Intro-
duced the Bill will give you the reasons.

Mr BLAIKIE: Who are these mythical
people who will be advantaged?

Mr Taylor: Ask the Minister. It is his
Bill.

Mr BILAfl As far as I am concerned,
daylight saving has been made a Political
Issue by members opposite. it has also
been made an issue by the media for their
own Purposes, and these are related to
advertising.

Mr Bertram: It Is In Your Policy speech.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Opposition has used
the question of daylight saving for politic-
al purposes. However, members will have
a free and open vote on the Eil. and we
will see how free and open the vote is
when the division is called for.
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Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: We are not like sheep, and who make sure they are at home when
we have been consistent for three years.
Do not expect US to jump around as your
people do.

Mr ELAE: I have seen the red hand
get tighter and tighter. People in country
areas will be interested to know how
their members vote on this issue. Over
the last three years, and in connection
with the present Biml I have not received
a letter from any person who has sup-
ported daylight saving.

Mr Skidmore: I will get one to write
to you.

Mr EL-An: Make certain it comes
from my electorate.

Mr Skidmore: I will find one.
Mr BL-Arfl: All members can vote

In accordance with the way they believe
their electors wish them to vote, and I
will be Interested to see the final outcome.
I have opposed daylight saving legislation
for three Years, and I continue to do so.

MRt SKIDMORE (Swan) [10.07 p.m.]:
It was not my desire to speak to this Bill
but I find myself rising to debunk some
of the expressions that have been used
and to Put the record straight In regard
to the slur that has been cast by previous
speakers on many Parents In Western
Australia.

The great objection to daylight saving
by many People is that their children will
be subjected to extreme heat because they
will have to travel home from school in the
bus an hour earlier in temperatures of
something like 110 0 F., according to one of
the previous speakers. I suggest that the
temperature will not be greatly different
at three o'clock and at four o'clock In the
afternoon. If members do not believe me,
I suggest they go to the Bureau of
Meteorology in order to establish the tem-
peratures at those times of day from the
statistical returns. So the argument that
children will be subjected to discomfort
from extreme temperatures does not ring
true. Conversely, I would say the degree
of comfort the children would enjoy early
in the morning would far outweigh the dis-
comfort of travelling home in the bus in
the afternoon.

I now come to the opinion expressed by
some of the previous speakers that some
of the parents of these children would be
able to spend more time at the hotels. I
assume the suggestion was that the parents
would spend the additional time available
to them drinking at the hotels. I find that
very hard to believe and I take It as a
slight upon the people I represent and
many other Parents in Western Australia.

It Is maligning many Parents to say that
they will spend an extra hour at the hotel.
This proposition Is very bard to accept. I
make this comment on behalf of the West-
ern Australian Parents who show EL great
degree of responsibility to their children

their children return if it is humanly pos-
sible.

I also find a little perplexing this ques-
tion of the difficulties facing the dairy
farmers, Of course, I am treading on
dangerous Pastures when I talk about the
temperament of cows.

Mr Blaikie: Just watch where you put
your feet-that is all.

Mr SKIDMORE: I spent many of my
early Years on a dairy farm at Coolup-
the name of Skidmnore Is fairly well known
in that area. I am not unfamiliar with
the trials and tribulations of walking
through a cow paddock--so far r have been
able to keep my feet clean.

The difficulties facing the dairy farmers
are real; the cows are temperamental and
I am well aware that they do not like their
milking times to be altered. However, I
can see no difficulty for the dairy fanner
If he ignores the fact that the clock has
been put forward an hour.

Mrs Craig: The transport drivers won't
agree to this-the milk still has to be picked
up.

Mr Blaikie: What about the factories?
Mr SKIDMORE: I am glad this question

has been raised, and I will deal with it now.
The farmer will milk his cows at the same
time as he does now, and surely industry
can gear itself to collect the milk at times
which are suitable to the farmers. I know
dairy farmers will say that milk Is a perish-
able commodity.

Mr Blaikie: What about Robert Cowles
and the TWrJ? How do you solve this col-
lection difficulty?

Mr SKIDMORE: Surely the milk collec-
tion is not an Insurmountable problem. If
this Is the Point which Is troubling dairy
farmers in regard to daylight saving-

Mr Shalders: As long as they don't go
on strike.

Mr McPharlin: Will the unions co-oper-
ate?

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not know what
the union co-operation will be. I merely
suggest that the collection should not pose
a problem to the unionists--the men will
be collecting the milk at the awe time
as they are Presently collecting it and
within the confines of the time available
in the industrial award.

Mr Mcrharlln: They will claim over-
time.

Mr Elaikie: That extra hour means
time and a half.

Mr SKIDMORE: It does not mean time
and a half because the shift could be
spread over the extra time.

Sir Charles Court: You amaze me. You
apparently do not remember the argu-
ment that occurred over this very Point.
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Mr Taylor: Can the Chief Secretary en-
lighten us about this? He should have
checked the point out before introducing
the Bill.

Sir Charles Court: We asked this very
question when you introduced the Bill and
you could not answer it.

The SPEAKER: Order?
Sir Charles Court: You knew the answer

was not satisfactory.
Mr SKIDMORE: I believe the difficul-

ties facing the industry are not insur-
mountable, and that they could be solved
in the way I have suggested.

Daylight saving lends itself admirably
to family life commitments. This extra
hour of dayligfit can be used for family
pursuits.

Mr Sodeman: Does that apply north of
the 26th parallel?

Mr SKIDMORE: I have recently been
In a country which has a twilight period
of something like 18 hours. One can actu-
ally read a newspaper at midnight without
artificial lighting. I found that the social
activities of these people have been greatly
extended.

Mr Laurance: Where is that?
Mr SKIDMORE. This was in Estonia,

Their social culture is very good, and I
believe this is the result of the people's
ability to enjoy the additional daylight
hours.

Probably the people in Western Austra-
lia could achieve a better social standing
than they have at the present time with
the extra daylight available to them. It
will be a tremendous challenge to all our
organisations to endeavour to make the
greatest use of the additional hour of day-
light. The art world will be able to indulge
in extra activities which darkness would
not permit. The outdoor theatre at
Parkerville could be the scene of two or
three-hour twilight plays without the
necessity of having extensive and expen-
sive lighting for the amphitheatre.

I believe the people who are opposed to
daylight saving have made no, effort to
overcome the problems that they see facing
them. Our cultural and social life could
be Immensely enriched by the additional
hour of daylight available to us. I sup-
port the Bill.

MR MePHAIILIN (Mt. Marshall-Min-
ister for Agriculture) [10.17 p.m.]: I want
to indicate c learly my position in regard to
daylight saving. I have stated my feelings
w'hen this matter has been before the
House on previous occasions, and I am
certainly not going to be inconsistent in my
attitude.

The member for Wellington and the
member for Moore have covered the areas
where I have raised objections to daylight

saving in the past. However, I would like
to add two more points which seem to
escape some members, including the mem-
ber who has Just resumed his seat.

I would like to speak about the harvest-
ing of cereal crops. It is not possible to
start harvesting the cereal crop an hour
earlier because the sun sets the time for
the harvest.

Mr Skidmore: You do not have to start
any earlier.

Mr McPHARLIN: The workers and the
trade unions would not change their work-
ing times without opposition. If the men
work overtime, who has to pay for it? The
farmers do, of course. It would not be pos-
sible to start harvesting the grain an hour
earlier, because it would be too damp to
harvest. However, the bins would have
opened an hour earlier and they would
shut an hour earlier. The farmers would
fill their bins up but they would net be
able to harvest in the remainder of the
day when the conditions are first-class for
harvesting. They would not be able to
deliver their grain to the recelval depots
because those depots would not be open
to receive it.

These points have been made before. The
unions have never said whether or not they
would operate on different hours. The sun
sets the times for starting and finishing
work in the cereal-growing areas.

Another Point which has to be remem-
bered is that a man working his property
may be 200 miles or more from the city.
If his machinery breaks down in the latter
part of the day he will be unable to tele-
phone the agent in the metropolitan area
for a spare part, because the agent will
have taken his family to the beach. The
honourable member would not understand
these difficulties because he has never en-
gaged in this type of industry. If one can-
not get a part to repair a machine at least
a day is lost, and this is, another aspect
which must be considered.

I say that the answer to this problem
has been mentioned before In this House-
It was mentioned in the debate we bad
last year-and that is, staggered hours.
If those In the metropolitan area are so
keen that they would like to have this
change-and particularly the people in-
volved in the short-term money market.
which seems to be the principal problem-
then the staggering of hours could be the
answer. They could go to work earlier and
go home earlier and leave other people to
go about their business during the ordinary
hours as they do at present.

Mr Taylor: Will you be moving an
amendment?

Mr McPHARLIN: I would look to the
Opposition to mrove ain amendment be-
cause it has criticised the Government.

Mr Bertram: Who introduced it?
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Mr McPHARLIW: Well, why does not
the honourable member move an amend-
ment? He might even be surprised. What
is wrong with his doing that?

Mr Taylor: You are complaining about
it.

Mr Skidmore: Don't ask me to move an
amendment; you don't convince me.

Mr McPHARLIN: Why does not the
Opposition move an amendment? The si-
tuation is wide open for members opposite
to do that, and they are the ones who have
been criticising the Government.

Mr Taylor: You are doing the criticising.
Mr McPHARLIN: Members opposite

were criticising the Government a short
while ago. I am merely indicating, as the
leader of my party, that my attitude has
not changed. I wish to indicate that and
to place on record the fact that I have
opposed this proposition in the past, and
I will do so again. As has been indicated
tonight, we on this side of the House have
a free vote. I would like to see that happen
in respect of members on the other side.
The situation is wide open for members
opposite to vote as they wish; however,
I doubt that they will do so. I do not sup-
port the measure before the House.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [10.22
p.m.]: This Bill once again really brings
before the House the question of credibi-
lity, because the members on this side of
the House, like a preponderance of the
People who are not members of 'Parliament
but who merely vote to put us here, have
long since reached the stage where they do
not know when they should take notice
of the Government; and, more particularly,
at what time they should take notice of the
Premier. When he makes an utterance
are they to believe what he says? Are they
to assume that he means what he says; or
are they just to regard it as another state-
ment to which no weight at all is to be
attached?

Let me quickly give an illustration of
this. because I do not make a habit of
raising questions such as credibility, which
is an important matter, without justifying
my argument.

Sir Charles Court: It is all we have heard
from you ever since you have been here. It
is like water on a duck's back around here.

Mr BERTRAM: That is all right. In
more recent years the question of credi-
bility has become more and more impor-
tant, and I hope It will continue to become
more and more important in a place like
this. Let us have a look at one or two
illustrations. The other day we were in-
formed by a. Minister in this place that
certain files were missing-an important
allegation which was given wide publicity.
We were informed today that no files were
missing.

The SPEAKER: Are you relating this to
the matter before the Chair?

Mr BERTRAM: I am indeed, Sir. I say
that the question of credibility is very
important here, and I propose to link It
up more directly in a moment. From time
to time over the years the Premier has
spoken in favour of apartheid.

Sir Charles Court: He has not ever.
Don't you tell untruths. He has never
spoken in support of apartheid.

Mr BERTRAM: Yet recently we were
informed that this is not the policy of the
Government.

Sir Charles Court: And never has been.
Mr BERTRAM: Now we have a distinc-

tion between a free vote and a genuine
free vote.

Mr Rushton: Goodness gracious! Where
are you going? You are all over the place.

Sir Charles Court: It is no wonder You
had to get out of the Ministry.

Mr BERTRAM: For 18 months or there-
abouts we have been told a terrible thing
is happening in Australia in the form of
centralism.

Mr Rushton: Goodness, you have to
agree with that. Everybody knows that.

Mr BERTRAM: Here we have, I submit,
a classic case of centralism-of self-in-
flicted centralism, and not Inflicted by any
outside source. Other speakers have indi-
cated this. One called it unification:
another said, "Good heavens; why because
they do it in New South Wales 'must we do
it here?" That is a perfectly valid question.
In effect what the Government is doing
here is centralising east and west and
requiring the People in this State, whether
or not they like it, to set their clocks to
the same time as the people in Brisbane or
the Northern Territory.

Mr Stephens: Who is doing that?
Mr BERTRAM: That is a classic, un-

adulterated, clear example of centralism.
Yet we are told that centralism is a bad
thing. I am not saying whether it is good
or bad for the purposes of this argument;
all I am saying Is that this is classic
centralism. We are being tied to the people
in the Eastern States; the people of
Western Australia are to be tied to the
people in the Eastern States whether or
not they like it.

Mr Stephens: You are opposing the Bill,
are you?

Mr BERTRAM: This is coming from a
Government which has been haranguing
the people for the best part of two years
that centralism is a bad thing. Centralism,
it appears, is a bad thing if it Is imposed
by somebody outside the State, but It Is
perfectly acceptable If it is introduced by
the Government here-the very people who
condemn it in any other circumstance. It
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is no good calling it by any other name if
in fact it is centralism; and that is what
it is.

We are being geared to a centralist time,
and this will only be possible in this State
by reason of the fact that the Government
has introduced the measure. Not only are
we going to be centralised as far as east
and west is concerned, but we are going to
be centralised from north to south because
the people in the extreme north of this
State will be geared to the same time as
the People in the south. We are not even
going to give them the privilege of having
a choice. 'The National Alliance or the
Country Party-whatever its name from
time to time-is not even concerned that
its supporters will be forced into the same
time scale as the city people.

In New South Wales, as we have been
told, Broken Hill is on a different time from
Sydney. But there Is no attempt to do
that here. We are just going to fix the
time not only from east to west but also
from north to south.

Sir Charles Court: Don't you know about
the unofficial time difference in Kunu-
nurrs?

Mr BERTRAM: I think the Point of cen-
tralisnm is clearly established, and I think
the Point of credibility likewise can be
clearly seen to be established in this case.
The other point I wish to make is that the
Leader of the National Alliance, or the
Country Party, says that he is opposed to
the Bill, but he is a part of the instrument
that resulted in this Bill being here. Whilst
he gives lip service to his opposition, where
can it really be seen that he is opposed to
the measure?

Sir Charles Court: He has told You.
Mr McPharlin: Can't you read Hansard?

Mr BERTRAM: Let us consider the elec-
tors in the Mt. Marshall area. I think
there are about 68375 of them at the
moment, and they are only going to get one
vote as I read this Bill; whereas in normal
circumstances when they go to the polls
in Western Australia they have a much
heavier weight behind their vote. The Mt.
Hawthorn electorate at the moment has
something in the vicinity of 16 000-odd
electors, and they get one vote only. The
People in the Deputy Premier's constitu-
ency-

Mr Rushton: They get only one vote too.
Mr BERTRAM: That is right: they get

one vote, but it has twice the weight of the
vote of the People of the Mt. Hawthorn
electorate. If the Country Party was at all
serious in this matter-

Mr Blaikie: The People of Mt. Marshall
are very happy with their member.

Mr. BERTRAM: The people of Mt. Haw-
thorn are also very happy: if the member
for Vasse looks at the election statistics for
the 30th March he will find that they are
almost flattering.

The point I make is that the Deputy
Premier and the members of the National
Alliance-country Party really have made
no attempt to Provide their people with
the same voting weight, capacity, or
strength-call it what you will-in this
proposed referendum as they have in any
general election. It is all very well to get
up and say, "We are going to vote against
it" and then do nothing about giving their
people the same status they have in any
ordinary circumstance. Surely that is clear.
Either members opposite are inefficient
or they are not trying very hard. Perhaps
they are just trying to pull the wool over
the eyes of the people they are supposed
to represent.

Mr MePharlin: Are you supporting or
opposing the Hill?

Mr BERTRAM: I rose to speak in sup-
port of the Bill. It is not very difficult
for me to make a decision because I am
well aware of the preponderance of the
balance of opinion in the Mt. Hawthorn
electorate and I do not have a Problem
in this regard. It seems to me that when
we debate these things we should en-
deavour to ascertain the facts and that
is what I am trying to do now. At the
same time I am demonstrating to those
people who may read Mansard some of
the difficulties we on this side of the
House have In trying to follow the
manoeuvrings, manipulations, change of
Position, and lack of credibility of people
who, for the time being, happen to be the
Government.

It may just be that the coalition is not
really a coalition at all. To me, the irre-
sistible understanding of the word "coali-
tion" is that the parties involved in a
coalition coalesce and act in a co-opera-
tive manner. It is difficult to see where
that has happened in respect of this Bill
and In any of the actions of the present
Government.

Mr McPharlin: Has it not got through
to you yet that this is a nonparty matter?

Mr BERTRAM: Let us take this Bill as
an example. We had the so-called Liberal
Party going to the people at a general
election and telling them, "If we win office
we are going to introduce daylight sav-
ing." What did the National Alliance feel
on the question? The members of that
party had no choice. The Liberals said,
"We have given an undertaking and mem-
bers of your party are going to conform
with that undertaking and that is all there
is about it." I would suggest to those who
had doubts about this issue before that
they need have no further doubts at this
stage. Here is an ample demonstration
of the fact that the claim by the Country
Party that a free vote will take Place is
not a genuine one.

MR CARR (Geraidton) [10O.33 P.m.]: We
have heard a lot recently here and in
other places about a confrontation
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between country people and city people.
Tonight In the course of this debate we
have seen that type of thing continuing.
We have had a. series of speakers opposing
this Bill and I think in every case they re-
presented country electorates. Those speak-
ers supporting the Bill have represented
city electorates. However, T will prove to
be the exception to this rule because while
I come from a country electorate, I intend
supporting the Bill.

Mr Grewar: The city of Geraldton.

Mr CARR: I am sure the people of Ger-
aldton would be flattered by the honour-
able member's compliment. Like the mnem-
ber for Moore, I am concerned with people.
During the course of the election cam-
paign, I indicated In publicity In my elec-
torate that I was very much more con-
cerned with People than with nrofits and
that Is why I sit amongst members of the
Australian Labor Party on this side of the
Parliament and not with the parties of
wealth and privilege over there.

Sir Charles Court: How far out of date
are you?

Mr CARR: The member for Moore also
spoke about travelling to school by bus.
I appreciate this position because for 12
Years I travelled by bus to school.

Mr P. V. Jones: I had to walk.

Mr CARR: During the winter months,
I experienced the situation of leaving for
school as the sun was rising and coinrg
home as the sun was setting. When the
summer months came I greatly appreciated
getting home from school in time to enjoy
a couple of hours of daylight. I am sure
that every school child in the same posi-
tion would appreciate that extra hour of
sunshine.

I should point out at this stage that I
live in Geraldton which probably has less
need for daylight saving than many elect-
orates represented here. It was very un-
pleasant this morning to leave a beautiful
sunny day to come down to drizzle In Perth.
Geraldton has a great deal more sunny
days than most of the electorates rep-
resented here. However, the majority of
people In Geraldton With whom I have
been able to discuss this matter have been
very much in favour of the Idea of day-
light saving.

An important issue is raised when we
consider the representation of country
people. The farming Community is heavily
represented in this Parliament but there
are a great many people who live In the
country who are not actually farmers and
who are not so strongly represented here.
In a Previous debate I expressed my con-
cern for the wage and salary earners who
live In the country and for the students,
the Pensioners, the small businessmen,
and those types of people.

Mir Blaikie: What advantage do you see
being brought about by daylight saving?

Mr CARR: I will come to the advantages.
To my mind, there are two groups of people
one of which will be affected by it. Firstly,
there are those who live by the sun;
namely, the farmers. We have well and
truly discussed their situation here this
evening. These People will not be affected
by what the clock says. Secondly, we have
the group of people which lives by what
the clock says. Those people are required to
be in a certain place when the clock says
eight o'clock or nine o'clock and they are
required to leave that place at 3.30 p.m. or
4.00 p.m., or 5.00 p.m.

I know there are people who live under
both situations. There are farmers who are
required to deliver grain at certain hours;
this has been discussed. It was said earlier
in the debate that Co-operative Bulk
Handling last Year was prepared to take
steps to ensure that this type of problem
was overcome. I know diffculties will arise
in some instances but I am convinced that
the Problems are not insurmountable; they
can be overcome with a little common
sense and consideration by the various
parties concerned.

I turn now to the people who live and
work by the clock. Such people will re-
ceive a number of advantages by the intro-
duction of daylight saving. The great ad-
vantage Is that they will have more
daylight time for leisure activities. Under
daylight saving they will have an extra
hour's sunlight after work or when they get
home. The member for Murray said that
many people will pass the extra hour of
sunlight in a hotel and that there was not
much point to the exercise. I do not deny
that some people will waste their extra
leisure time. However, the point is that a
large number of people will not waste that
time. Many people are engaged in sporting
activities. They enjoy their sport at the
week-end and will appreciate the oppor-
tunity of an extra game in the middle of
the week, Perhaps one of the best exam-
ples of the benefits to be gained by day-
light saving is the effect It will have on
the beachgoer.

Mr Blaikie: How do you get on when
you live in Kalgoorlie?

Mr Skidmnore: By going to the swimming
pool, of course, like every other enlight-
ened country person.

Mr CARR: Tinder daylight saving, when
the clock says 3.30 p.m. in reality it is
2.30 p.m. and thus the students will have
an extra hour of sunlight and a greater
chance of enjoying an after-school swim.
The same will apply to people who finish
work at 5.00 p.m.

Mr Shalders: Many people do not go to
the beach until It has cooled down because
their children get sunburnt.

Mr CARR: Those people will not be
affected by daylight saving; they will still
be able to go to the beach later.

Mir Shalders: That Is right; we do not
need daylight saving.
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Mr CAHRR: Those people will not be af-
fected by daylight saving. What I1 am say-
ing is that many people who live by the
clock will receive many benefits from day-
light saving.

Other sports I would like to mention
are yachting and golf. Participants are
usually occupied for two or three hours
when engaged in these sports. Therefore an
extra hour of daylight will certainly ac-
commodate to advantage those who in-
dulge in such sports.

Before I resume my seat I would like to
make a few comments on the vote that
will be taken tonight. A great deal has
been said about the fact that it will be a
party vote on this side of the House and
a nonparty vote on the other side of the
House. There has been an attempt to
convey the impression that a nonparty
vote on the Government side of the House
is the type of vote that happens all the
time, but I1 am strongly of the opinion
that is the exception. It Is the exception
on this occasion, because I believe this is
an expedient measure to overcome a diffi-
cult situation as there is a division in the
Government ranks.

Sir Charles Court: There are no divi-
sions in the Government at all. Have you
ever heard about how most liquor Bills
are handled in this House?

Mr CARR: Having mentioned the excep-
tional nature of the voting on this Bill I
might mention the typical situation that
occurs between the two major parties. The
position in the Australian Labor Party is
that it is a democratic party, because all
members participate in the decision-mali-
Ing and if that is not democratic there is
something wrong somewhere. We arrive at
a democratic decision and we proceed to
implement it. This is quite contrary to the
one-man vote that rules over there. There
is only one decision maker in that unde-
mocratic situation.

Mr Rushton: Give us same support for
that bold statement.

Mr CARR: Last week I said that I hoped
I would always be constructive and con-
sistent whilst the Labor Party was in
Opposition. I support the Bill because I
believe it is a sound piece of legislation,
and I hope that in the future when other
pieces of sound legislation come forward
from the Government that we on this side
of the House. through our democratic
process, will decide to support them.

Another reason that I support this sound
legislation is that I have said many times
that I believe in democracy, and this
measure will give the people a choice. We
have moved away from the main point of
the debate; that this measure proposes
only a trial Period, following which the
people will take part in a referendum. This
makes the Bill attractive and I certainly
support it.

MR MOILER (Mundaring) [10.43 p.m.):
I wish to support the Bill briefly because
I do not desire to delay the House unduly.
However after listening to the debate I felt
contrained to make some comments on
three aspects of it. It is obvious, after lis-
tening to the Premier and the other mem-
bers who followed him, that he is opposed
to the measure, his deputy is opposed to
it, the Chief Secretary-judging from his
silence-is opposed to it, and the mem-
bers representing Murray, Vasse, Moore,
and Wellington are opposed to it. As all
members of the present Government op-
posed the Bill introduced by the previous
Government, I can only assume that all
members opposite are now opposed to this
measure.

What I want to know is: Who are the
faceless men outside this Parliament who
arc apparently advocating the introduction
of the legislation in this Chamber? We have
the Premier, members of his Cabinet, and
untold members on that side of the House
as part of a Government that is bringing
forward legislation which they do not, In
fact, support. Therefore I ask again:
who are these faceless people who are
not responsible to the Public of Western
Australia? That is one point I wish to
make.

Sir Charles Court: Have you not seen
the many liquor laws that have been
introduced in this place?

Mr MOILER: Apparently it does not
matter how the public feels in regard to
this proposal. The public are not aware
of what the Government is proposing and
they are losing faith In whatever it does.
If the members opposite do not believe
me they should get among the people and
find out.

I agree with the last speaker-the mem-
ber for Geraldton-when he said that to-
night we have seen a typical demonstra-
tion of hypocrisy by members of the Gov-
ernment parties indicating that they will
vote against the measure. To them I say,
"Good luck to you. I hope we see you do
it many more times." I can assure you,
Mr Speaker, that tonight will be the last
occasion we will see such a happening on
that side of the House. It Is nothing more
than a hypocritical gesture, because it will
be the last occasion we will see that hap-
pening on the Government side of the
House.

The third point I make is that although
there has not been a great deal of debate
on the Bill itself this evening, I feel the
measure will pass through this House. We
will have to wait and see what will happen
in another place. I query the sincerity of
the Government because of the manner in
which it has set out the referendum which
is proposed to be taken. I do not know
how many members have read clause 11
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of the Bill, but two paragraphs of that
clause provide-

(2) Each elector shall mark his vote
on the ballot paper in the following
manner-

If he is in favour of standard
time in the State being advanced
one hour from the last Sunday In
October in each year until the
first Sunday in March next follow-
Ing, he shall Place the numeral 1
opposite the word Yes.

Then in the next paragraph the following
appears-

If he is not In favour of stan-
dard time..

The paragraph then goes on with the
same rigmarole that appeared in the first
Paragraph, and concludes with the follow-
Ing-

* . . he shall place the numeral 1
opposite the word No.

On the last page of the Bill appears the
schedule which sets out the form the ballot
paper shall take. In that paper there Is
more rigmarole indicating that if a person
is in favour of standard time being ad-
vanced one hour from the last Sunday in
October, he should place the numeral 1
against the word "Yes", and if he is not
in favour he should place the numeral 1
against the word "No".

Why go on with all this stupid rot? Why
not pose the Question: Are you In favour
of daylight saving and the clock being ad-
vanced one hour, and so on? The person
voting would then merely have to vote
"Yes" or "No". We have just had a
referendum and that was the way the
Question was, put to the persons voting.
To me it seems completely stupid that we
should ask the questions in this manner
and ask the persons voting to put the
numeral 1 against "Yes" or "No". Surely
people have the mentality to write "Yes"
or "No" of their own accord.

Sir Charles Court: Did you pass that
form of referendum last year?

Mr MOILER: Does the Premier suggest
that this is a better method of indicating
whether a person should vote "Yes" or
"No" than just writing "Yes" or "No"?

Sir Charles Court: What about your
Government's Bill last year?

Mr Stephens:, It was good last year
but bad this year.

Mr MOILER: I am not even proposing
an amendment to the Bill at this stage,
because I would not waste the time of the
House doing so until we see what happens
to the Bill in another place. However, I
am suggesting that should the Bill pass
through another place-and I strongly

doubt it will-members should have an-
other look at this proposal before deciding
whether they should vote for or against
the form of the referendum ballot slip.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling--Chief Secre-
tary) [10.48 P.m.]: As the debate has con-
tinued for some hours I was not sure
whether I should thank members for their
contributions, but I will. I sincerely thank
members for the interest they have taken
In this measure which was introduced on
nonparty lines. I do not intend to take
up too much of the time of the House in
summing up or in replying to each speaker
individually.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Are you going to vote
for the Bill?

Mr STEPHENS: Just wait a minute; the
honourable member does not have long to
wait. Most of the points for and against
the Bill that have been raised during the
debate tonight have been dealt with and
for that reason I do not think there is
much point In my going over ground which
has already been adequately covered, but
there are one or two new Points I would
like to raise. Firstly, I was quite pleased
to bring this measure before the House on
nonparty lines. The fact that it has been
introduced early in the session should mndi-
case there have been no arguments and no
conflict over the Bill whatsoever. I am
also pleased that Parliament has been
given the opportunity to debate the meas-
ure on a sensible basis; that Is, if there is
to be a referendum at least it will be after
the people have had a trial period of day-
light saving, and they know what they are
voting for. They will not be voting on
their emotive opinion. For that reason I
think this is the Proposal which should
have been included in the measure that
was introduced initially.

I would like to emphasise some points
made by the Premier and the Minister for
Works: Never before has a similar Bill been
introduced on the basis of a trial Period to
be followed by a referendum. So, this is a
completely new approach. The previous
proposal put forward by the then Govern-
ment was for the holding of a referen-
dum and then a trial period. Once the
trial period was over there would be no way
of ascertaining what the people thought of
the trial period.

One speaker opposite Indicated that
members representing the Country Party
-I think he said-would support it. I give
him the benefit of the doubt. I think what
he intended was that members represent-
Ing country electorates would support it,

I would now like to Quote from the
report of the committee which was ap-
Pointed in 1972 to inquire into the intro-
duction of daylight saving. I shall con-
tinue to refer to this as "daylight saving"
although it is a misnomer. It should be a
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Bill for the alteration of times, or some-
thing along that line. So far as the work-
ers of the State were concerned this was
what the committee had to say-

The Trades and Labour Council In-
dicated that, after a lengthy discussion
with their eighty-six U~nions, it has
been overwhelmingly decided that the
Council is not in favour of any dis-
turbance to existing local time.

That would indicate clearly that not only
the farming community was opposed to
daylight saving.

Reference has been made in this debate
to statistics. If we look at the statistics
we will find that in the Eastern States,
which have the so-called benefits of day-
light saving, there has been considerable
saving in lives on the road. We all know
that in the last World War the famous
statesman Winston Churchill said-

There are liars, damned liars, and
statistics.

This is an occasion on which that state-
ment can be made. If we are to make
comparisons we must make sure we com-
pare like matters. When it comes to a
comparison of climate, we find a great
difference between Western Australia and,
say, New South Wales.

Mr Skidmore: Have you ever been to
Broken Hill?

Mr STEPHENS: Yes. If the honourable
member listens he will hear the point I
am about to make.

Mr Skidmore: It is fairly hot there.

Mr STEPHENS: Without quoting the
actual figures relating to the mean daily
hours of sunshine, let us consider the as-
pect that in Western Australia the meri-
dian is situated east of the main pocket
of population, which is the population In
the metropolitan area. I do not think there
is any argument that approximately '70
per cent of the people of this State reside
in the metropolitan area.

By virtue of the fact that the meridian
is east of the metropolitan area we have,
in effect, about 20 minutes of daylight
saving all the year round. However, in New
South Wales, because the reverse applies
that State is roughly 15 minutes behind
the clock; therefore with the hour that is
added in New South Wales. it works out
that that State is only about 20 minutes
behind the time which the people experi-
ence in Western Australia all the year
round. I am now referring to the Popula-
tion on the eastern seaboard of New South
Wales, the population on the western sea-
board of Western Australia, and the stan-
dard time taken on the meridian which is
in the centre of the State.

Mr Skidmore: Does that relate to sun-
light or actual time?

Mr STEPHENS: To actual time. When
we turn to the daily mean hours of sun-
shine-I make the point that It is sunshine
as opposed to daylight hours which are
longer-we find that for the period from
October to February the figures are as
follows--

Perth ... ..
Adelaide
Brisbane
Sydney
Canberra
Melbourne

... 10.09 hours
... 9.27

* .... '7.7
7.2
8.8
'.. 7.4

Mr Davies: You read all this from the
submission from the theatres.

Mr STEPHENS: I did not read this
from the submission from the theatres.
though the figures are contained in it. This
appears in the report presented by the
committee which. investigated daylight
saving.

In talking about the statistics, the point
I make is that the climates of the States
are vastly different; therefore, to talk
about there being fewer accidents in New
South Wales under daylight saving, and
conclude that Western Australia will have
the same experience, is not to make a fair
comparison. I could make the point that
in Western Australia there would be more
accidents under daylight saving, because we
have a hotter climate and the people sleep
less. For that reason I could contend that
the people axe more tired when they are
driving, and could fall asleep at the wheel.
That type of argument is just as valid as
the contrary argument that has been
adduced.

Mr Skidmore: To do that one would
have to ascertain the average time which
people in Western Australia sleep.

Mr STEPHENS: Many factors would
have to be ascertained. In regard to the
introduction of staggered working time
and flexible hours, any area which wants
the benefits of daylight saving can have
them by common agreement.

The Leader of the Opposition made
great play on the cost of the proposed
referendum. I suggested by Interjection,
and I repeat it now, that If he feels this
is an excessive cost he should In all con-
science vote against the Hill. It is up to
him.

Mr 3. T. Tonkin: Why should I have to
vote against the whole of the Bill if I only
oppose the referendum? What is the logic
in that?

Mr STEPHENS: The proposal Is that
we have a trial period of daylight saving,
to be followed by a referendum.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Why cannot I vote
against the referendum as part of the Bill?
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Mr STEPHENS: I suggest the honour-
able member Is free to do that.

Mr Davies: Did the Premier say you
could make that statement?

Sir Charles Court: We do not regiment
our members like you do.

Mr STEPHENS: I would like to repeat
something which I said when I Introduced
the second reading of the Hill. I said
that members of this House were repre-
sentative of all parts of this vast State,
and daylight saving, or the lack of day-
light saving, had varying effects on differ-
ent parts of the State. I pointed out that
as a result members must have varied
views on the subject and I hoped all mem-
bers would be given the opportunity to
vote on nonparty lines. It is true that
Western Australia is a vast State, and
therefore the interests of the various parts
are different. The constituents of outlying
electorates hold views which may be dif-
ferent from those held by constituents in
the metropolitan electorates.

It is unfortunate, as indicated in the
debate tonight, that members of the
Opposition apparently will not have a free
vote: and irrespective of the electorates
they represent they will have to vote
according to the majority decision of their
party. I feel saddened that this should be
so on an issue such as this.

Mr T. D. Evans: Is it not a democratic
view to take?

Mr STEPHENS: It depends on one's
interpretation of "democratic". I think it
is democratic that when a person is elected
to represent a particular area, he should
be free to voice the opinion of that area
in this House, rather than have to vote
on the majority decision of his party.

Mr T. D). Evans: I think that is a very
valuable contribution, for record purposes.

Mr STEPHENS: Finally, I would like to
Quote a comment from the report of the
committee which inquired into the ques-
tion of daylight saving in 1972.

Mr Harris the Government Astronomer
said-

No matter what decision is reached,
it will be right for some and wrong
for others. In most cases, the reaction
is based on prejudice or preconceived
notions, rather than logic or fact.

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!

Mr STEPHENS: To continue-
My own prejudice is against "day-

light saving": logically, I consider
that the arbitrary determination of
the position of hands on a clock at
a given time of day is unimportant.
To use a cliche, the clock should be
our servant, not our master.

With those remarks I conclude my speech.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Batemnaa
Mr Bertram
Sir David Brand
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Coan
Mr Olarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr fletcher
Mr Grayden
Mr Hartrey
Mr T. H. Jones

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Blaikie
Cowan
Crane
Orewar
P. V. Jones
Laurance
MePharlin

Ayes-33
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Ur
Mr

May
Mclver
Moler
Nanovich
o'connor
O'Neil
Ridge
Sibson
Skidmore
Bodemian
Taylor
Thomrpson
A. R. Tonkin
J. T. Tonkin
Watt
Young

Noes-IS
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Shaiders
Mr Stephens
Mrs Craig

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman

Thompson) In the
(Chief Secretary) in

(Teller)

(Telle-

of Committees (Mr
Chair; Mr Stephens
charge of the Eml

Clause 1: Short title-
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I rise on tis Clause

for the purpose of making a very short
observation. There Is a very true saying
that nothing is new under the sun. How-
ever. I did not think I would live to see
the day when a Minister who introduced
a Bill would vote against it. I think It
deserves to go down on record as being
a record and making history. It is a ridic-
ulous situation, but that is what we wit-
nessed here this evening, and it goes to
show Just what attitude the Government
is adopting to this legislation and what
a shambles it is.

Just Imagine a responsible Minister of
the Crown Introducing a Bill, refusing to
Indicate whether or not he Is In favour
of it, commending the Bill to the delibera-
tion of the House, and then finishing up
voting against it!

Mr T. J. BURKE: I anticipated this be-
cause when the Chief Secretary introduced
the Bill he did not commend it, but com-
mended it for the consideration of the
House, and I agree with my leader. I
spoke to him earlier and he said that he
cannot recall an occasion in all his 42
years in this Chamber when a Minister in-
troduced legislation on behalf of a Gov-
ernznent-ln this instance, legislation pro-
mised by a Premier-and then voted
against it. As I said in my speech, this
is a farcical performance on the part of
the Government.

Sir CHARLES COVET: I feel I should
make some comment-

Mr T. D. Evans: Yes.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: -not in defence
of the Minister concerned, because he does
not need defending. There Is nothing pec-
uliar about this at all.

Mr Can:; I wish Gilbert and Sullivan
were alive.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There Is noth-
ing peculiar about It at all. I remind
members who were here when the major
Liquor Hill was passed a few years ago
that it was Introduced by a Minister who
steered it through a very difficult passage
in the Chamber. It was a nonparty Bill
and members from all over the place at
times voted together. I can recall many
divisions for and against clauses in the Bill
and amendments. Sometimes I finished up
with the then Leader of the Opposition
sitting alongside me. Sometimes I would
have his deputy alongside me. As we went
from clause to clause I at one stage finished
up with the Premier of the day alongside
me on one side and the Leader of the Op-
Position on the other side. On another
clause we would have a complete reversal
of the situation.

Mr T. D. Evans: But you voted for that
Bill at the second reading stage.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In that Bill
there were some vital issues in the clauses.

Mr T. D). Evans: But that Is not the
point. You voted for the Bim at the sec-
ond reading stage.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Just a moment.
Stop chattering!

Mr T. D. Evans: It is material.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The member

for Kalgoorlie has not Improved.
Mr T. D. Evans: You are not Inmprov-

ing either.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The principle

is no different. If members will recall,
there was no division on the second read-
ing. There Is nothing wrong with what
the Chief Secretary did tonight. He Intro-
duced the Bill because It affects his port-
folio.

Mr T. fl. Evans: At the second reading
stage we were dealing with principle not
detail.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As I have said,
the Hill tame under the portfolio of the
Chief Secretary.

Clause Put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 4 Put and passed.
Clause 5: Administration-
Mr T. J. BURKE: I wish to oppose

clause 5 because this is the first clause
which deals with the machinery necessary
for a referendum. I am of the firm opinion
-and the Opposition is behind me in my
belief-that we should not encumber the
people of Western Australia with the cost
of a referendum.

(261

Mr A. R. Tonkin: At a cost of $200 000.
Sir Charles Court: You are guessing.
Mr T. J. BURKE: It does not matter;

it will cost the people of Western Australia
a large sum of money in an extremely dif-
ficult financial time.

I suggest to the Government we test the
feeling of the people after daylight sav-
ing has been in operation for a trial
period, by means of a Gallup poll or a
Morgan poll. Such a system would cost
much less than would a, referendum.

The Opposition opposes this clause, and
it intends to oppose all the clauses which
Provide for a referendum. If it is felt that
the method of determining the opinion of
the People is not clear enough we can then
introduce legislation to provide for a refe-
rendum. I oppose the clause.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I also oppose clause
5 and point out to the Committee that
this is the real test of the opinion and of
the desire of each of us. Members opposite
said that we on this side would support the
Bill, and we did not deny that. Thirteen
members opposite were given the oppor-
tunity to demonstrate to their electors that
they were people of independent thought,
and that they were prepared to put the
desires and welfare of the people first. Now
let us see what happens when the real test
corne s.

I would point out for the benefit of new
members that 'should this clause, which
deals with a referendum, be defeated, the
Government, and the Minister handling
the Hill, would be lef t in a predicament.
The Bill at present consists of two basic
proposals: first of all, a trial period of
daylight saving and, secondly, a referen-
duim.

If we defeat this clause which deals with
a referendum, the Bill will Provide for a
trial period of daylight saving only. Those
members opposite who are dinkumn and
serious about daylight saving have an op-
portunity to test the sincerity of the Chief
Secretary and to see whether he will allow
the Bill to proceed on a trial basis. If
members opposite are genuine they will
cross the floor again and vote with the Op-
position.

We have been told that we are not
genuine, and that we are bound by party
decisions. Now the ball is in the court of
members opposite so let us see the reaction
of the member for Moore, the member for
Wellington. the member for Floreat, and
the Minister handling the Bill.

The comments of the Leader of the Op-
Position during the second reading debate
on the Bill showed clearly that the Opposi-
tion is Opposed to the spending of
$200 000, or thereabouts, on a referendum.
We do not believe it is necessary, We pre-
viously offered Parliament and the people
an Opportunity to conduct such a referen-
dum at much less cost. However, if the
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Government believes a referendum Is blames the Australian Government, all we
necessary then I ask it to consider my
Proposition. A referendum is not necessary
at this stage but this legislation provides
for such a referendum. The legislation
Provides for a trial Period and then for
a referendum.

However, there is no need to legislate
now for a referendum. We may well be
in a better position later to decide whether
Whe cost involved in a referendum is neces-
sary. Those 13 members who opposed the
introduction of daylight saving now have
the choice of saying to the Government
that if it must Proceed with the measure-
with which those members disagree and
to which they have displayed their oppo-
sition-then proceed on the basis of a trial
period only knowing full well that if a
referendum is necessary it can be legis-
lated for later, at a tirne,which, perhaps,
would be more convenient.

Who knows: it could be that at the con-
clusion of the trial period we will all have
a clear indication of what the people want.
Let us see who is sincere and who is bound
by party decisions, and let us see who is
prepared to disobey the dictatorial Premier.

Mr STEPHENS: I must oppose the
amendment.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr STEPHENS: I am being perfectly

consistent. At least my conscience is clear.
Mr T. D. Evans: Your credibility has

gone from two to 10.
Mr STEPHENS: Apparently that is a

new term in the Opposition benches be-
cause it is used frequently. If daylight
saving is to be given a trial there is only
one way in which the people can indicate
their acceptance or otherwise, and that is
by a referendum. Those in opposition have
talked about alternative methods of con-
ducting a poll and I wonder whether they
have in mind the type of method used by
the Prime minister when he tried to con
the people of Australia into accepting a dif-
ferent national anthem.

Mr B. T. Burke: is it necessary to legis-
late for a referendum now?

Mr STEPHENS: The Prime minister ap-
proached something like 60 000 specially
selected people. I am not aware of how
he selected them, but is that the type
of system envisaged?

Mr J. T. Tonkin: A former Premier used
a Gallup poll for the Barracks Archway.

Mr T. J. BURKE: I cannot understand
why the Chief Secretary did not support
our call for a referendum when we last
introduced similar legislation. Excellent
testing procedures are available to assess
the public opinion. In the present financial
situation of the State, which the Premier
readily cries about and for which he

need to do now-and it was a popular de-
cision, 33 to 13-is pass legislation for the
introduction of daylight saving. At this
stage there is absolutely no need to pro-
vide for a referendum. Firstly, we should
not encumber the taxpayers of Western
Australia with the cost; and, secondly.
other methods of assessment are avail-
able. The other method might cost $5 000,
as opposed to a cost of $200 000 for a refe-
rendum.

If a poll reveals that the public opinion
is very close we would be quite prepared
to agree to a referendum. There is abso-
lutely no necessity to legislate for a refe-
rendum at this stage and I call on those
members who voted against the measure,
and who have a free vote, to vote against
this clause.

Mr STEPHENS: I reiterate for the
benefit of the member for Perth-and this
Point has been mentioned tine and time
again during the second reading debate-
that this measure is not the same as the
Bill introduced previously. There is a vast
difference.

Mr T. J. Burke: There is very little
difference.

Mr STEPHENS: The provision for a
referendum will allow the people to know
what they are voting for whereas the
previous proposition provided for a refer-
endum to decide whether or not to intro-
duce daylight saving. There Is a vast
difference.

Mr iT. J. Burke: There is very little
difference.

Mr STEPHENS: I do not want to take
up Whe time of the Committee unneces-
sarily. I oppose the amendment.

Mr MOILER: In voting on the second
reading of the Bill, 13 members opposite
showed their "Stirling" attitude by demon-
strating a free vote because they were
opposed to the Bill In its entirety. We have
Indicated that we will oppose the refer-
endum provision. Those 13 members can
vote with us and defeat the referendum.
It will then be up to the Government to
decide whether it wants to continue with
the Bill. It may well decide not to go
ahead with the deletion of the referen-
dum. Here is the opportunity for those
members to vote against the referendum.
Members opposite are being challenged-

Mr McPharlin: Where was your free
vote?

Mr MOILER: -to show what they
think about the people they represent.
They can defeat this clause, which will
remove the referendum proposal, and the
Government must then have second
thoughts whether to continue with the Bill.

Mr YOUNG: It Is a very good try, on
behalf of the member for Balga and other
members of the Opposition, to convince
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members on this side of the Chamber that
because certain members voted against the
Bill-

Mr T. J. Burke: You have just lobbied
the back bench, wandering up and down
telling them what to do.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member
for Scarborough.

Mr T. J. Burke: Do you deny doing it?
Mr YOUNG: Just because 13 members

on this side of the Chamber exercised their
democratic right to vote against the second
reading of the Bill, it does not mean they
are Imbeciles and can be sucked in by a
stupid move by members of the Opposition.
when the Government went before the
people of this State and, as part of Its
Policy, said it would Introduce this legis-
lation which would include provision for a
referendum. The Opposition Insults the
Intelligence of members on this side of the
Chamber by suggesting-

Mr B. T. Burke: I thought it was a free
vote. Are you speaking for them now?

Mr YOUNG: I am speaking on the Bill
in its entirety, as I did when the previous
Government introduced daylight saving
legislation, and I voted as I voted on the
Previous legislation. When some members
on this side vote against the second reading
of the Bill it does not mean they throw
democracy out of the window and go along
with the absurdity of the move by the
member for Balga, or that, having been
defeated on the floor of this Chamber on a
free vote, they will then go against the
statements In the policy speech of the
Premier and deny their constituents a say
in the matter.

Mr T. J. Burke: It was not in the policy
speech.

Mr YO1UNG: Every one of those mem-
bers who voted against the second reading
supported the Premier and the Policy
speech of the Premier. We have been able
to show what democracy is about by giving
a tree vote to members of this Chamber
but the offer was not accepted by even one
member on the other side. Is it sensible
that members on this side should be sucked
in by anything so stupid when this legis-
lation was part of the policy of the Gov-
ernment?

Mr T. D. Evans: The policy speech did
not mention daylight saving.

Mr YOUNG: Let us now see what the
people of Western Australia want. That is
all we are asking. I therefore suggest the
move to defeat this clause is absurd and
that members on this side see it as being
simply that.

Mr. DAVIES: I do not think it is fair to
say the Opposition does not want a refer-
endum. At this stage we are providing an
opportunity for the Government to defer
consideration of a referendum until the
autumn session next year, or until we see
how the public reacts to daylight saving.
There is a precedent for this.

In New South Wales, Sir Charles Cutler,
the leader of the National Alliance or
Country Party, or whatever it is currently
called in that State, who was the Acting
Premier at the time, announced that the
Government would not proceed with the
referendum it had said it would hold,
mainly because of the cost involved. I
read this in The West Australian several
months ago, and at that time the cost was
rumoured to be in the vicinity of $1 mil-
lion. It would probably cost $1 million to
hold a referendum in New South Wales,
and it is fairly safe to say a referendum
would cost $200 000 in Western Australia.

We are not saying a 'referendum is un-
necessary. We are saying it Is a little
expensive to be considered at this time,
before the Government has had an oppor-
tunity to gauge the public reaction and
before there has been some further expres-
sion of opinion. As yet, there has not been
a very frank and free expression from the
public, generally, on daylight saving. It
has largely been controlled by what has
been said in the "democratic" other place.

The statement that daylight saving was
mentioned in the Government's policy
speech has caused me to do some research.
I could not find it in the printed policy.
I found that on the loth March this year
the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party told
a conference of Young Liberals that the
Government would take some action along
these lines. We were rather surprised the
announcement was made in that way, It
may have been made In some other form at
some other time.

Mr McPharlin: Dozens of times.
Mr DAVIES: The West Australian of

the I11th March stated that Mr O'Neil had
announced to a conference of Young LiAb-
erals that the Government would Introduce
a Bill to legislate for daylight saving and
a referendum. The announcement bad the
effect of defeating a motion on the agenda
for the meeting indicating that the Young
Liberals wanted daylight saving.

The fact remains that if the Government
wants an out It can look at the position In
New South Wales, where that Government
was not afraid to cancel a proposal to hold
a referendum, particularly in view of the
cost.

Mr MENSAROS: As one of the celebra-
ted 13, 1 would like to throw a little light
on the latest move by the member for
Perth and the member for Balga. Being
somewhat of a kindly fellow, I credit them
with some intelligence, yet what they said,
in Itself, would not make any sense. They
appealed to some of the new members
among the 13-

Mr T. J. Burke: I appealed to you, be-
cause you voted against it, as well as
other members who exercised a free vote.

Mr MvENSAROS: They appealed to the
members to be consistent and oppose the
clause; in other words, to go along with
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the Opposition. Having credited them with
some intelligence, I must say they had to
take that one step further; in other words,
if they can convince those 13 members,
they are In a position to ask, "When did
You stop beating your wife?"

Opposition members argue that the Bill
introduced by the previous Government is
identical with this Bill. During the debate
this has proven to be patently not so.

Mr T. D. Evans: We do not say it is
identical; we say it is similar.

Mr B. T. Burke: I hardly believe that
has anything to do with the present move
to vote against the clause.

Mr MENSAROS: That was the first pro-
Position which failed. We endeavoured to
make this very move for a referendum
after the trial period at the time the last
Bill was introduced by the Tonkin Govern-
ment. I credit Opposition members with
the intelligence to see that if any of the
13 members will accept their proposition,
Opposition members can then say that the
Present measure is the same as the Bill
introduced by the Tonkin Government.

Mr T. J. Burke: That is why we cannot
see the reason for your opposition last time.

Me MENSAROS: It is not the same Bill.
The measure before us provides for a trial
period first and a referendum afterwards.
It is logical that those who voted against
the measure-which by the way Indicated
to the Chamber that it was a free vote-
having lost, will not oppose the referen-
dum.

Mr Bryce: It was planned.
Mr MENSAROS: I refer members to the

speech I made in 1973. At that time I dis-
cussed all the arguments relating to day-
light saving.

It would be very stupid for the 13 mem-
bers to vote with the Opposition because
Opposition members would then stand UP to
say that these 13 members are inconsistent
because the measure is now the same as
that introduced in 1973.

Mr T. D. Evans: Most of them would not
have voted before anyway.

Mr BRYCE: Members on this side of the
Chamber are quite consistent in their at-
titude to a referendum. We do not agree
that action can be justified to expend this
large sum of money on a referendum about
daylight saving. The member for Perth
pointed this out on a number of occasions.

When this matter was before Parliament
in another place last year, an amend-
ment was suggested to provide for a re-
ferendum held separately from a State
election. We said we were not prepared
to accept this amendment because of the
extra expense involved.

The other aspect of this exercise is that
it Is a very real test of the sincerity of
the members who waxed eloquent about

their free vote. Whatever the Minister for
Industrial Development may say to inti-
midate the 13 members--

Mr Young: It looked awfully intimidat-
ing when the last division was taken!

Mr BRYCE: Whilst I was sitting here
listening to the member for Perth, the
member for Scarborough, as the Govern-
ment Whip, was very busy scurrying along
the Government back-benches.

Mr T. J1. Burke: Arranging the free vote!
Mr BRYCE: -and indicating quite

clearly that the free vote is a farce.
A very important point which must be

stressed is that members on the other side
of the Chamber took the opportunity to
obtain cheap political advantage in their
electorates. They were aware beforehand,
through previous publicity, of the declared
attitude of members on this side of the
Chamber. These people took the oppor-
tunity to show how really brave they were
to make this decision. They intend to re-
turn to their electorates to point out just
how truly reflective they have been of the
opinion of their constituents.

Sir Charles Court: If you keep going they
will vote for the Hill in its entirety.

Mr BRYCE: They could take this stand
in the knowledge that Opposition mem-
bers would vote for the measure.

Mr Young: You wouldn't have to be a
genius to work that out. None of your
members has ever voted against his party.

Mr BRYCE: In the circumstances it was
easy for Government members to vote
against the Bill. Now these 13 members
face the test. If they really believe the
tripe and rubbish dished up in this Cham-
ber from time to time about bow different
they are from Labor Party members, they
now have a first-class man-made situation
to take the opportunity to cross the floor.

Mr Young: We are not all silly, that is
all.

Mr WATT: I wish to make two or three
comments on daylight saving. This was a
policy commitment.

Mr T. .1. Burke: It was not in the policy
speech; ask your Premier.

Sir Charles Court: Plenty of things were
not in the policy speech. Your leader made
statements outside his policy speech.

Mr WArT': The whole nature of the
commitment was to introduce daylight sav-
ing for a trial period to be followed by a
referendum. I supported the second read-
ing of the Bill against my better judgment.
The people of Albany clearly indicated
that they favoured daylight saving, and for
that reason I supported the Bill in its en-
tirety. To defeat this referendum clause
destroys the whole purpose of the Bill.

Opposition members are attempting to
lure 13 Government members to the other
side to destroy this referendum clause. The
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Opposition could then bring about the de-
feat of the whole Bill. In the last three
years Opposition members have vigorously
demonstrated that they support the con-
cept of this measure. However, they are
now attempting to defeat the Bill.

Mr T. D. Evans: You will have to do
better than this.

Mr T. J. Burke: We want to save the
taxpayers some money.

Mr WA'rr: opposition members accused
those on this side of seeking cheap pub-
licity by crossing the floor. I pose the
question: Are Opposition members seeking
cheap publicity with this attempt to des-
tray the referendum concept?

Mr B. T, BURKE: I rise in all serious-
ness because there are some things I must
say. The comments of the Minister for
Industrial Development made good sense
to me as far as they went. However, he
failed to explain that it might be reason-
able to suppose that if this amendment is
carried the Government may decide not
to proceed with the Bill. Of course, I
cannot say whether it will or will not.
However, to those 13 people who said in
principle. "I oppose daylight saving," the
opportunity is now presented whereby they
can say that taken in context the refer-
endum by itself is not a bad thing but by
defeating the clauses which provide for
the referendum they are holding out to
the Government a threat, and holding out
to their electorates the possibility that the
measure as a whole will not proceed. I
can understand that someone who dis-
approves of the whole concept may well
say, "If it is to be foisted upon us, let us
accept certain parts of it."

If we are to have daylight saving then
I certainly want a referendum. There Is
no doubt that someone might argue that
although he is opposed to daylight saving
he does favour a referendum held at the
end of a trial period. That is perfectly
understandable, but it is not the question.
The question is: How can the 13 members
who voted against the principle ignore
this opportunity to be consistent-and I
can see the Premier muttering and mum-
bling-

Sir Charles Court: This Is mealy-
mouthed stuff.

Mr B. T. BURKE: -for the benefit of
Mansard alone, and for no-one else.

Sir Charles Court: I am saying out loud
that this is just mealy-mouthed stuff.

Mr B. T. BURKE: After the Premier's
performance tonight I would not say any-
thing.

Mr Clarko: The -air just comes out: it
is full of sound and fury, but it signifies
nothing.

The CHAIRMAN: order!

Mr B. T. BURKE:, If I wished to bandy
words with the member for Karrinyup I
would say he has a good head for picking
things up. Re should have been a chook.

Let me say that the member for Moore,
who waxed eloquent, and the members
for Wellington, Murray, and Vasse must
decide whether if this clause Is defeated
the Government will go ahead with the
Bill. That is their decision; it is as simple
as that. We brought down legislation to
which we were not prepared to accept
amendments, and the legislation lapsed.
Those members can reject this clause, and
then perhaps the Government might let
the legislation lapse, and we will not have
daylight saving.

Sir Charles Court: Is that what you
want?

Mr B. T. BULRKE: I am not saying it Is
what I went. I am allowing the Premier
to flaunt his much-vaunted noniparty vote.
Where is it now? It is rapidly disappear-
ing.

Sir Charles Court: it is a completely
noniparty vote.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We have already had
the Minister in charge of the Bill saying
before he heard the argument on this
clause that he is opposed to the proposal
of the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: Here Is a new
member making a complete ass of himself,

Mr B. T. BURKE: If the Premier can-
not understand what occurred previously
in regard to the legislation we introduced
and which lapsed, then for God's sake do
not let him expect us to understand his
legislation.

Sir Charles Court: We understand bet-
ter than you do and better than does the
member for Perth. He did not understand
the Bill.

Mr T. J. Burke: Cut it out!
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member

for Balga will address the Chair.
Mr 13. T. BURKE: Through you, Mr

Chairman, I would like to ask the Premier
whether he is willing to say now that he
will proceed with the legislation If the
referendum clause is defeated.

Sir Charles Court: I don't have to ans-
wer your questions. The Parliament will
decide that, not me. That Is a lot of
nonsense.

Mr BLAIKIE: As one of the so-called
illustrious and checkered 13 who crossed
the floor and who now appear to have very
severely embarrassed the Opposition-

Mr T, D. Evans: Not at all; you embar-
rassed the Government.

Mr BLAIKIE: -by our action in exer-
cising the free vote we were given-

Mr TI. D. Evans: That Is right: you
were given the free vote, you did not enjoy
it.
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Mr Stephens: You are Playing with
words.

Mr BLAUCIE: As one of the checkered
13 who crossed the floor, I have just listen-
ed to what a journalist would Probably
describe as a diatribe from the member
for Balga, who spoke of consistency. What
about the consistency of those 13 mem-
bers? I am one of them, and I believe my
actions have been consistent and will be
consistent in the future. If the Opposition
feels as strongly as it says it does, it had
ample Opportunity to remain on that side
of the House during the vote.

Mr T. fl.,1vans: We believe in daylight
saving, but we do not think a referendum
is justified at this point.

Mr BLAUCIE: However, members oppos-
ite crossed the floor. I say to the newly-
elected members of the Chamber that this
is an example of political chicanery at its
worst.

Mr May: Listen to the old-timer.
Mr Skidmore: Your principles are rather

cheap.
Mr BLAIKIE: Members of the Oppos-

ition will not get away with what they are
attempting to do.

Mr T. D. Evans: The Whip has been to
see you.

Mr BLAIKIE: As a matter of fact he
did not see tue because I was sitting at the
other end of the Chamber. By this amend-
ment members of the Opposition are at-
tempting to save the grace of their country
members, who are embarrassed about the
stand they have taken consistently for the
past three years in supporting daylight
saving.

Mr T. J. Burke: No. it is to save the
taxpayers.

Mr BLAIKIE: The amendment is a
smutty trick, and it will not work.

Mr May: Get out of the gutter.
Mr T. D. Evans: You have conceded that

we have been consistent.
Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Ascot

said that members on this side waxed elo-
quent about sincerity.

Mr Bryce: I am sure I did not Put it in
that awkward fashion.

Mr BLAIKIE: It sounded just as awk-
ward to me.

Mr Bryce: Probably you are one of those
country students who went to sleep in the
summertime.

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Ascot is
one of those who stand up and talk of sin-
cerity because it sounds so nice to him.'The Opposition Is attempting to gain cheap
political capital.

Mr Bryce: You want to get your fair
share in the Busseltan-Margaret River
Times.

Mr BLAUCIE: This is an exercise in
chicanery. One could well describe mem-
bers opposite as being the Jezebels of poli-
tics In this State.

Mr HARTREY: I do not think this sub-
ject is worth $200 000, and therefore I am
Quite prepared to vote against a referen-
dum which will cost that amount. Would
the Premier explain how it Is that the
second reading of this Bill is not a matter
upon which he disciplined his following,
but one of the clauses in the Committee
stage is?

Mr STEPHENS: I would like to make
one point very clear. I voted against the
Bill in its entirety. If this clause is
removed the Bill would be even more
objectionable to me, so there is no question
of discipline in respect of this. Members
opposite can say what they like; we have
a free vote, and that goes for the Ministers.
We have the right to vote as we wish.

Mr Hsrtrey: Who are you kidding?

Mr STEPHENS: I am not kidding any-
body, I am speaking the truth. I hope
members take it as the truth. My Position
in this place over the past three years has
been clearly indicated. I challenge Opposi-
tion members to indicate when they have
voted against any of their Government's
measures. I make the- point that if the
clause is deleted the Bill will be even
more objectionable.

Mr T. D. Evans: Why?
Mr STEPHENS: Because the people will

not have the right to express their opinion
by way of referendum. Of all the letters
I have received in respect of daylight
saving-and there were not many-the
greatest proportion came from the metro-
politan area, and they were all opposed
to it. Therefore, it would be interesting to
see the result of a referendum.

Mr T. D. Evans: What happens if the
referendum clause is deleted? What will
You do?

Mr BERTRAM: We on this side have
made it perfectly clear that we oppose the
referendum. We have listened to refer-
ences made to the 13 people who voted
against the second reading a few moments
ago. We have not heard about the four
pcople who not only voted against the Bill
but also spoke against it. How will they
vote in respect of this clause? The mem-
bers for Murray, Vasse, Wellington, and
Moore not only voted against the Bill
absolutely, but spoke against it in its
entirety without reservation whatsoever.

Mr Watt: That is right; in its entirety.
Mr BERTRAM: They did not say. "Look,

we are go ing to do this and if it gets
through we are going to do something
else." We have all heard about the 13
members opposite who have indicated their
opposition to the Bill and we have observed
the activities of the Ministers and the
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Whip trying to whip up what was a
genuine nonparty Bill into something less
-just a nonparty Bill.

What about the four members who spoke
against the Bill? It will be interesting to
see how the Whip will persuade them. As
I forecast earlier in the debate, credibility
is really the issue and I am Prepared to
bet that the bulk of the four who spoke
against the Bill do not support the oppo-
sition and oppose this clause.

Mr SIBSON: I rise to clear up a miscon-
ception on this issue. As I understand It,
the election promise was very clear-
legislation would be introduced to imple-
ment daylight saving for a trial period,
with a referendum to be conducted later
to give the people the opportunity to decide
whether they wanted daylight saving. This
is the Issue on which I will vote. Most of
the people in my electorate are in favour
of daylight saving and therefore I intend
to vote for the Bill and against the amend-
ment. I believe that members who cros-
sed the floor on this matter voted in a
certain way because of the views of people
in their electorates. However, if they vote
in favour of removing the Provision for a
referendum they will he letting down
their electorates because, irrespective of
whether the members are respecting the
wishes of their electors, in the final
analysis it is the people by way of referen-
dum who will decide this issue; that is
the crux of the entire problem and that
is the only issue Involved.

Mr CLARKO: To me, the referendum
provision of this Bill is of great importance
and I would support the Bill only if the
referendum clauses were retained, because
a referendum is the only process by which
the community subsequently can put its
views; whether or not we as members fol-
low its wishes now. A great deal has been
said about democracy, Members opposite
keep trying to wave the banner of one-
vote ore-value when in fact their own
Party does not follow that principle. A
referendum is a device, provision for which
Is included In the Constitution, to give
representatives in a Parliament the oppor-
tunity to Put particular matters to the
People to find out exactly what the people
want, Clearly, we cannot assume we know
what the People want; we can work only on
the basis of those people who contact us.
We have heard members say they have had
one or two letters. However, I have bad
no correspondence on this issue, other than
the material which came from the people
associated with drive-in theatres.

I believe it is vital to establish the views
of the People of Western Australia in re-
gard to daylight saving. A referendum
always costs money, unless it is tied in with
an election, in which case it costs very
much less money, It appears to me that
there is not much likelihood of an election
in the near future, unless there are some
rapid changes in Canberra, and thus there

is no appropriate time at which we could
conduct a referendum on the cheap.
Therefore, it is idle and specious to talk
about the cost of a referendum. If a per-
son says he does not like expending money
on referendums, clearly he is moving away
from that golden democratic situation
which is espoused so often but not attained
by members of the Opposition.

As members know, opinion polls are con-
ducted before elections to try to predict the
outcome of the elections. There are several
types of polls each of which tends to exhibit
a bias and to reflect emphasis in certain
areas. For example, the Australian National
Opinion Polls tend to display higher figures
for the Labor Party because it is claimed
that they concentrate more on metropoli-
tan areas. Anybody who has any know-
ledge of opinion polls knows that it is not
a science, although those associated with
poll taking claim they are accurate. How-
ever, it is not sufficiently accurate to take
the Place of a referendum and as a refer-
endum will always cost money it is specious
for the Opposition to take this line of
argument. I will vote for the Bill only if
there is to be a trial period followed by
a referendum.

Mr T. D. EVANS: The member for Kar-
rinyup has done a Cinderella act tonight;
he has appeared and disappeared just be-
fore midnight. When discussing this issue
one might reflect on the credibility of the
Opposition. The second of two Bills in-
troduced last year relating to daylight sav-
ing contained provision for a referendum.
As our leader has indicated, when in Gov-
ernment we Presented four Bills, the first
in 1971, the next in 1972 and two in the
session of 1973, each calling for parlia-
mentary approval of daylight saving on a
trial basis only. The fortunes of those Bills
on three occasions were determined by the
actions of members In another place. In
the autumn session of 1973 we were pre-
cluded from introducing similar legislation.
However, we believe that the Parliament
and, through it the people, should be given
a further opportunity to express a view~on
daylight saving.

Hence it was sought to get around
Standing Orders by including a provision
for the referendum and the Opposition-
which was then the Government-made It
clear that the referendum would be held
in conjunction with the State election and,
using the words of the member for Kar-
rinyup, the cost would not have been very
great.

On this occasion we believe, as we have
expressed and demonstrated during the
last three years, daylight saving is in the
best interests of the people of Western
Australia, but on this occasion we also
believe that a referendum is unnecessary.

Let us now look at the Bill that has
been brought forward. In trying to
"bovrilise' its provisions, I point out they
are introduced in three separate sections.
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One section deals with daylight saving on
a trial basis, another deals with the
machinery for a referendum, and the third
covers provisions which provide that if a
referendum is carried by a majority of the
People voting in favour of daylight sav-
ing, pursuant to a trial period this summer,
daylight saving will become a pattern of
life in Western Australia.

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

Clause put and a division taken
the following result-

Ayes-25
Mr Blaikie
Sir David Brand
Mr Ciarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Launane
Mr Maclharin
Mr Mensaros;

Barnett
Bateman
Bertram
Bryce
B. T. Burke
T. J. Burke
Can
Davies;
fl. D. Evans
T. D. Evans

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
M?
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil

MrRston
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young

Noes-20
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
mr
Mr

with

Fletcher
flartrey
T. H. Jones
May
Mclver
Skidmore
Taylor
A. B. Tonkin
J. T. Tonkin
Mailecr

(Teller'
Clause thus passed.
Clauses 6 to 19 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Title-
Mr T. .1. BURKE: Mr Chairman,' I

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Title put and Passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

House adjourned at 12.10 am.
(Wednesday).

Wednesday, the 21st August, 1974

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

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Presentation to Governor:

Acknowledgment
THE SPEAKER: I have to announce

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

Mr Speaker and Members of the
Legislative Assembly:

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

FUEL. ENERGY AND POWER
RESOURCES ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Message: Appropariations

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