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Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 28 October 1982

The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took the
Chair at 10.45 a.m., and read prayers.

ACTS AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
PLANNING AUTHORITY) BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced without notice, on motion by
Mr Shalders (Minister for Community Welfare),
and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR SHALDERS {Murray—Minister for Com-
munity Welfare) [10.47 a.m.]: 1 move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill before the House seeks to amend the Ab-
original Affairs Planning Authority Act 1972-73
and the Petroleum Act 1967-1981.

1 will address the matter of the amendments to
the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act
first.

The amendments are aimed at streamlining
procedures for issuing routine permits to persons
wishing to enter Aboriginal reserves.

The Aboriginal Lands Trust currently has no
power 1o delegate its functions in connection with
reserve entry permit applications. As the trust
meets only quarterly this, on occasions, has cre-
ated administrative difficulties in processing ap-
plications in the periods belween full trust meet-
ings.

The amendment being introduced to the Abor-
iginal Affairs Planning Authority Act will provide
for a delegation to be issued 10 2 nominated mem-
ber or members of the Aboriginal Lands trust or a
nominated officer or officers of the Aboriginal
Alfairs Planning Authority to sign reserve entry
permits. The new section will, however, restrict
this delegation to ensure that the delegate cannot
sign a permit allowing a person to enter a reserve
who could exercise some right over the land; for
example the right to remain on the land or to con-
duct exploration or mining activities.

In relation to exploration or mining, however,
clause 3 of new section 21A will allow the del-
egale to approve a permit covering changes in
company personnel requiring entry to reserves
where that company already has been issued with
a permitl for its personnel for that same pericd
under the terms of the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority Act. It is a regular occurrence
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for mining and exploration personnel to change as
part of normal field operations and it has become
administratively inefficient 1o process separate ap-
provals each time such changes occur.

I now wish to address the legisiation relating to
the Petroleum Act. The amendment seeks to en-
sure that the requirement to obtain a reserve
entry permit would prevail in cases where mining
and petroleum exploration is proposed on Aborigi-
nal reserves.

The amendment will bring the Petroteum Act
into line with amendments to the Mining Act in
providing that where rights are granted under
cither of these Acts, such rights do not prevent, or
in any way affect, the application of section 31 of
the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act,
which provides for the separate authorisation of
entry by persons onto Aboriginal reserves.

It is the Government's view that the power to
grant the right of entry onto Aboriginal reserves
should be in the hands of the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare.

The amendment proposed under the Petroleum
Act has been included with the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority Act amendment as an expedi-
ent to process the amendments using the one Bill.

1 commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Grill.

JUSTICES AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)
Second Reading

MR RUSHTON (Dale—Deputy Premier)
[10.52 a.m.]: I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Earlier this year the Government announced that
it had set up an advisory committee to consider
amendments to deal with the question of domestic
violence and other family law matters.

The wark of the commitiee was, amongst other
things, directed towards providing some immedi-
ate protection for members of a family who may
be trapped in violent or threatening situations
with limited legal redress.

At present the legal proceedings open to per-
sons in such situations arc fairly cumbersome.
One method is for the person to obtain an order
under the Justices Act that the offender should be
bound over to keep the peace, but this is a fairly
complicated and even rather anciemt procedure
involving a formal complaint being sworn out and
subsequently a time being fixed for a hearing.

An alternative is for a person to obtain a non-
molestation order under the Family Court Act,
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but once again this means going to the Family
Court and getting an order.

In both cases there are inevitable delays.

For various reasons many people are reluctam
to go through these procedures and involve them-
selves with solicitors and unknown legal costs.
The principal objection, however, has been that
such orders were not effective so as to offer any
real protection for the victims of domestic viol-
ence.

The advisory committee has been awaiting the
outcome of proposed amendments to the Family
Law Act in the Commonwealth Parliament and
has not been able to complete its work. Therefore
it may be some time before the stage is reached
when its recommendations can be considered.

In view of this, and the desirability to provide
some immediate legal redress for those who find
themselves in situations of domestic violence, the
Government has decided to introduce this Bill.

The Bill is based largely on a 1981 amendment
to the Justices Act in South Australia, which re-
sulted from a report to that Government by its
domestic violence committee. Although the South
Australian legislation has been in force for a rela-
tively short period of time, the indications from
that State are that the provisions have worked
satisfactorily.

The legislation will apply generally to
all domestic violence—even to violence which
may not strictly be classed as domestic—and is
not limited to violence between spouses. In order
that the provisions will apply generally, it has
been considered necessary to include the amend-
ments in the Justices Act to be administered in
the Courts of Petty Sessions.

This Bill will provide for a new part VII of the
Justices Act, to be entitled “Orders To Keep The
Peace”. A complaint may be made under this part
where a person has caused personal injury or
damage to property and is likely to do so again
unless restrained; where a person has threatened
to cause personal injury or damage to property
and may, in fact, carry out that threat unless re-
strained; or where a person's behaviour is such
that it is likely 10 lead 10 a breach of the peace,
unless that person is resirained. A complaint
under this part may be made either by a police
officer or a person against whom or against whose
property a threat is directed.

The amendment will permit justices to make
orders imposing such restraints on a person as are
necessary or desirable to prevent him from acting
in the apprehended manner.
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A provision has been added that orders are to
be served personally on defendants by the Clerk
of Petty Sessions.

Breach of a court order will itself be an offence
for which the police can arrest the offender if ap-
propriate. The Bill also provides that where a sus-
pected offender is arrested, he shall be brought
before a court as soon as practicable, but no later
than 24 hours after the time of arrest.

This Bill also makes provision for parties to
these proceedings to apply at any time to justices
to vary or revoke an order after having heard sub-
missions from the parties to 1he case.

The Bill will, by tightening procedures, provide
some immediate relief for victims of domestic vi-
olence. It is pointed out that although these
amendments are being brought into Parliament
prior to receipt of the advisory committee’s re-
port, the committee has been informed of the
Government’s, action. It has been requested to
continue with its study and, if it is found necess-
ary, further amendments may be made to this as-
pect of the law at another time. The committee’s
deliberations on other items included in its terms
of reference relating to the co-ordination of Com-
monwealth and State Acts will be awaited with
interest.

The main point, however, in bringing this Bill
into Parliament at this stage is to provide a
speedy and uncomplicated method of dealing with
breaches of the peace involving violence or
threatened violence and to give the unfortunate
victims a more immediate and effective avenue of
legal redress.

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

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading: Budget Debate

Debate resumed from 27 October.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley—Treasurer)
[10.57 a.m.]: I listened intently 10 most of the de-
bate by the members of the Opposition in connec-
tion with this Bill. 1t is obvious they found little to
discredit in it, and, in fact, they agreed it was a
good Budget. Members opposite say how good
they are in oratory.

Mr Davies: We never complained about the
Budget.

Mr O’CONNOR: | believe among the ingredi-
ents for a Treasurer to bring down a good Budget

are sincerity and honesty and they are the
qualities that have been lacking by some members
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of the Opposition in this debate. The performance
by the Opposition has been the poorest on a
Budget Bill in the 24 years 1 have been in this
House.

Mr Tonkin: That is said every year.

Mr O'CONNOR: It shows that the Opposition
is getting worse every year.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: We have had to listen to
some terrible debate over the last few days and
members of the Opposition know what they «.
do if they do not want to listen. They do not have
to remain in this Chamber.

The Opposition’s performance was a mixture of
arrogance and ignorance—ignorance of the State
Treasury, which ignorance was shown on many
occasions by members opposite and particularly
by the Leader of the Opposition. I say that
arrogance was shown because of the imugined
ability of the Leader of the Opposition to strut on
the national and international stages in relation to
what he thinks he could do away with in this
State.

Mr Pearce: Why read out your insults? 1 think
they should come from the heart.

Mr O'CONNOR: We have a member
interjecting who spoke on a Bill last night without
mentioning the Bill and he did not know what was
in it. He probably knows just as much about the
Budget as he did about that Bill. People need a
Government that will deal with circumstances as
they occur. They do not want a Government of
pretense and that is what they would have if the
Opposition were in Government. People want a
Government which will give facts; a Government
that will give worthwhile results; and a Govern-
ment concerned about the people in this State.

The State Budget is a declaration of priorities
as to where funds are distributed in this State,
and where they will be best used for the benefit of
the community. This Budget has been prepared
on that basis; that is, it shows understanding of
the circumstances that exist today. The difficult-
ies in the economy, not only in Western Australia,
but alse throughout .the world, ought to be our
priorities. We must try to introduce measures that
will benefit everyone in this State and the only
way we can do this is by the correct allocation of
available funds.

The Leader of the Opposition claimed that the
Budget, when | introduced it, was boring and dis-
missed it as mere bookkeeping. He said that the
State was poorly served. That statement shows
lack of quality in the Leader of the Oppo-
sition—he says the State is being poorly served
and he finds that boring! Quite frankly, any mem-
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ber of Parliament who felt that the State was
poorly served ought nat to be bored, but should do
something about it. | would not find it boring. If |
thought that the State was being poorly served, I
would do something about it. [ believe the Leader
of the Opposition, in his position, is serving the
State very poorly.

The Budget that has been brought down is as
good as any Budget brought down by other
Governments in Australia—there is very litile
doubt about that.

Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. Taylor interjected.

Mr O’CONNOR: The Treasury had a great
deal to do with the Budget and when the member
for Kalgoorlie left the Treasury, it improved. I
will come back to the member for Kalgoorlie later
regarding the statements he made. | mentioned
earlier that members of the Opposition lack qual-
ity and the member for Kalgoorlie has picked up
their poor qualities in the short time that he has
been in this House.

One only has to look at the Budgets brought
down in the Eastern States to ascertain how bet-
ter served this State has been. It has been better
served than any other State in Australia except
possibly for Queensland, which [ am unable to
comment on because I have not yet seen its
Budget.

The Labor Government in New South Wales
has put up a dismal performance over the last few
years. That State has deteriorated enormously
and this has been covered up Lo some extent, and
this has now spelt disaster for the New South
Wales people. Compare our Budget with the New
South Wales Budget. Its Budget has shown
substantial deficit, and further deficits have been
covered up. Let us look at Victoria, and the
substantial deficit that that Government will
accrue in the coming year. Let us look at
Tasmania and see what has happened there.
There is absolutely no doubt that the Western
Australian bookkeeping has been second to none.
It has benefited everyone in this State.

Mr Pearce: So you are a Government of book-
keeping.

Mr O’CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition played the role of “The Great Pretender”.
When summing up his speech, he made false
statements. He said that I claimed [ was the best
Treasurer in Australia. That is totally false.

Mr Pearce: He said that you said you thought
you were the best Treasurer Western Australia
had had.
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Mr O’CONNOR: | did not say anything of the
sort.

Mr Pearce: You did. You said you were the
best Treasurer the State had had.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr O'CONNOR: | will challenge the member
for Gosnells now. if 1 said that, [ will resign from
my seat providing that if I did not say that he will
resign from his seat. Will the member for
Gosnells give that undertaking?

Mr Pearce: Of course 1 shall.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Gosnells
said that | said 1 was the best Treasurer of West-
ern Australia.

Mr Pearce: You said that you thought you were
the best Treasurer thal Western Australia had
had.

Mr O’CONNOR: We will just see who leaves
this House.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition took on the role of the great pretender. He
claimed [ made certain statements; and that is
totally untrue.

Mr Pearce: But you misquoted the statement.

Mr O'CONNOR: He said 1 was the only one
commenting favourably on this Budget—again, a
totally false allegation and well he knows it, be-
cause he reads the newspapers. The West Aus-
tralian, The Canberra Times, and The Australian
are amongst the newspapers which said it was a
very good Budget.

Mr Wilson: Who owns The Canberra Times?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yet the Leader of the Oppo-
sition claimed falsely that | was the only one com-
menting favourably on the Budget.

Let us see whether the Leader of the Oppo-
sition matches up to his misguided guidelines.
Some of the statements he made are so crazy that
it is unbelievable that he is the best the members
of the Opposition could select to lead them.

Mr Pearce: You were shaking in your boots last
night.

Mr Young: Last night was prostitution by the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr I. F. Taylor: He cut you to ribbons; and
everyone clse on that side would know that.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition’s number one priority in connection with
the Budget was that when he became the
Treasurer of ithe State, he would move for 1the de-
valuation of the Australian dollar by five per cent,
or possibly 10 per centi—not much of a variation,
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except that the variation could be more than our
Consolidated Revenue Fund total for the year.
This is the sort of statement the Leader of the
Opposition makes.

Mr L. F. Taylor: What a strange comment.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is strange that he would
make statements of that nature. He talks just off
the cuff about a devaluation of five per cent or 10
per cent—does not matter which. That is the way
he has gone on.

Mr [. F. Taylor: How do you relate it 1o the
Consolidated Revenue Fund?

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said that the Australian Labor Party in this
State had an absolute commitment to economic
growth. What a false statement—an absolute
commitment to economic growth!

Mr Wilson: You keep repeating vourself.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am just trying to put my
point over because [ know that members opposite
do not understand very well. Which State of Aus-
tralia has done more than Western Australia in
this area? We have only to consider the destruc-
tiveness during the Whitlam Government era in
this field.

Mr Davies: Come on!
Mr Carr: Poor old Gought!

Mr O’'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition stated his absolute commitment 1o econ-
omic growth.

Mr I. F. Taylor: That is the eighth time you
have said it.

Mr O'CONNOR: What a joke! Does he say
this to cover up, in an effort to hide from people
on his side that he knows that what he says will
not be carried out? He cannot change the ALP’s
policy throughout Australia. He already has been
steamrolled by the people in Carlton and Pad-
dington in connection with some of his policies.
“Absolute commitment”, in my opinion, means
“total commitment™; and these are major areas. |
am sure he knows that. Do members opposite be-
lieve that the Leader of the Opposition has an ab-
solute commitment in this area?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Of course we do.

Mr O'CONNOR: What will they da? Will
they override the issues in connection with
uranium development to enable that to go ahead?

Mr Nanovich: They have plenty of answers,
haven’t they?

Mr Wilson: You are pretty uncommitted on
uranium yourself.

Mr Nanovich: Gutless cowards!
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Mr O’CONNOR: Here is their absolute com-
mitment—as false as can be.

Mr Wilson: You are the most uncommitted
person in this House.

Mr O'CONNOR: An absolute commilment,
yetl he and the members on his side of the House
will not override the uranium policy of the ALP.
Will they override the environmental aspects es-
tablished by Mr Bartholomaeus? We kaow what
the score is in that regard.

Mr Davies: Tell us about Dr Dadour and your
smoking recommendation.

Mr O’CONNOR: After the absolute commit-
ment, the Leader of the Opposition contradicted
himself. This shows how flat was his speech, when
one looks into it. People say that the Leader of the
Opposition has a great deal of breadth; but he has
very little depth—very shallow in that regard.
Aflter making his absolute commitment, the
Leader of the Opposition then claimed that people
should be persuaded to short-term sacrifices, in-
cluding a decline in economic activity. It is almost
unbelievable that in one speech the Leader of the
Opposition could make those contradictory state-
ments; yet he did. He goes on like this all the
time. While the words flowing from his mouth
sound very good, when they are considered, they
become very shallow.

Mr Wilson: You don't sound too good either!

Mr O'Connor: | admit [ am not a great de-
bater, but at least 1 am honest and sincere. Mem-
bers opposite ought to try to be that way.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr Carr: Self praise again.

Mr O’CONNOR: It is hard to believe that
those contradictory statements were made in the
one speech by the same person. He neither knows
nor cares what he says. Members should be at
least sincere and honest in what they say in this
House.

The Leader of the Opposition said that we need
increased Government expenditure in growth-pro-
moting infrastructure; and he gave us instances of
that. Coal loaders—whal a crazy statement!
What a poor Treasurer he would be if he wanted
Lo build coal loaders before he obtained orders for
coal, or before the State had quality coal which it
could export. All he would do would be to build
monuments. He said this about building coal
loaders probably because his national president,
Mr Wran, stated in his Government’s speech that
he would build coal loaders in New South Wales.
However, that State happens to have coal of the
quality that can be exported; and it has orders for
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the coal. According to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, coal loaders would be the number one
priority in that regard.

Then the Leader of the Opposition said that to
move the coal out, the State would build railway
lines. I would have thaught that the Leader of the
Opposition would know that the operating coal-
fields in this State already have railway connec-
tions with the ports; yet he makes such ridiculous
stalements.

Mr Pearce: You are quoting them out of con-
text.

Mr O'CONNOR: The next point that the
Leader of the Opposiion made was that a Labor
Government would establish industrial estates.
Estates have been established in this State
already, and they are fully serviced; yet obviously
the Leader of the Opposition does not know that.
People talk about the breadth of this man; but
when his depth is considered, it is found to be ice
thin.

The comments by the Leader of the Opposition
about boredom were designed to cover up his in-
competence and the fact that he really had not
looked at the Budget. He knew that it was a good
one, and it embarrassed him.

The next statement made by the Leader of the
Opposition was that a Labor Governmeni would
review Federal economic policy. He could review
economic policy in the Federal sphere; but [ tell
him there is not much he could do about it. I dis-
covered that when [ tried to impose some of my
policies on the Federal sphere. I krow how diffi-
cult it is.

Mr Wilson: What a blunder!

Mr Care: You have trouble imposing them on
the State sphere.

Mr O’'CONNOR: Members opposite laugh be-
cause they are embarrassed, obviously. The way
the Leader of the Opposition spoke showed his
total insincerity.

Mr Davies: We are amused, not embarrassed.

Mr O’'CONNOR: Members opposite should be
cmbarrassed. The member for Victoria Park
would be a much better leader of the party, which
he was before; and even he would not deny that.

Mr Wilson: You are so weak, you are funny.

Mr Pearce: How many potential leaders do you
have on your side? Three of them are scurrying
around now; and you know who they are as well
as we do.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said that the financial management of
Western Australia was serving the people poorly.
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One has to consider only that statement to realise
he has a total lack of understanding, and that he
has not looked at the Budget. If we had followed
the pattern of the ALP and the Labor States of
Australia, we would have reason for concern.

New South Wales has had a deteriorating paos-
itian in six successive Budgets and the latest
Budget produced has been the worst ever. The
Australian Financial Review of 27 September
refers to the “"New South Wales Budget outcome™
and let me indicate to members the Budget
referred 1o is that of Mr Wran, the National
President of the ALP. He is the ALP’s top man in
the country and he has shown he cannot manage
the finances of his State. A report in The Aus-
tralian Financial Review indicates as follows—

Costs particularly public sector interest
and wage charges soared almost oul of con-
trol with payments through consolidated rev-
enue exceeding receipts by $69.3 mitlion.

Members might say that is not 100 bad; but it is
certainly not too good.

Several members interjected.
Mr O’CONNOR: To continue—

As a result of this consolidated revenue as
at 30 June was overdrawn by $£61.3 million.

However, there is worse to come. Here we have
the member for Mt. Hawthorn supporting Mr
Wran’s policies which are the same as thase of the
ALP in this State and which would be disastrous
far Western Australia.

Mr Wilson: Are you the New South Wales
Leader of the Opposition? You sound like the
Leader of the Opposition in New South Wales.

Mr O'CONNOR: I 1 were, I would certainly
bring these poinis—

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many
interjections.

Mr O’CONNOR: The Auditar General in New
South Wales—members would be aware that he
is respecied and people take note of what he
says—had the following to say about the
Budget—

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: Would you, Sir, advise me as (o
the new material requirements in relation to the
right of reply with regard 10 Budget and other de-
bates? Is it not normal that the member replying
to the debate must deal with matters which have
been referred to during the course of it and is not
allowed to introduce exiraneous material to which
the Opposition has no right of reply?
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The SPEAKER: Order! The member has made
his point. There is no point of arder.

Debate Resumed

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Gosnells
has shown the little knowledge he has of these
matters, as he does when he gets hurt.

Mr Wilson: Why don’t you get back to Western
Australia?

Mr Bryce: Come home again.

Mr O’CONNOR: 1 shall in dug course. In
speaking on the Budget, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition strutted on the national and international
stages and, therefore, it is necessary for me to go
there to reply to some of the comments he made.

Mr Pearce: Why don’t you go there altogether?

Mr O'CONNOR: The Auditor General said
that there was cause for concern—

Mr Carr: Are you talking about New South
Wales or Western Australia at the moment?

Mr Q'CONNOR: —and the position would
have been much warse, but for the unbudgeted re-
ceipts of $221 million from rail. Had that sum not
been injected into the CRF, the Budget deficit in
New South Wales would have been $408 million.
| ask members: What happened in relation to that
$221 million? According to my information, Mr
Wran sold $221 million worth of Government
railways equipment and leased it back in order o
produce false figures in his Budget. That is what
the Opposition in this State would do were it to
become the Government and it has indicated that
attitude in this debate. Were that position to
occur, we would have grave cause for concern.

Several members interjected.

Mr Wilson: You have leased back $4 million
worth of housing.

Mr O°CONNOR: If | may continue, I point
out that this hurts members opposite, because 1
have pravided proof of the situation.

Members referred 1o the increases in charges in
this State. Indeed, those increases were very mod-
erate when compared with the increases in other
States and bearing in mind the current position.

| have a report by Mr Max Smith who refers to
the position in New South Wales and in which he
indicate that SEC power charges have increased
by 60 per cent since 1981,

Mr Davies: Power is cheaper in New South
Wales than it is here. It is cheaper for the dom-
estic user in New South Wales than it is here.

Mr O'CONNOR: Would the member for Vic-
toria Park agree also that it is much cheaper 1o
install power lines in a very compact area like that
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of New South Wales than it is to do so over the
vast areas of this State?

Mr Davies: The end result is what counts.

Mr O’CONNOR: The Opposition hates 1o see
country people getting some of the benefits from
this policy and the member for Yilgarn-Dundas
has objected because we subsidised people who
live in the country to the extent of $50 million.

Mr Carr: He has not objected. That is a blatant
misrepresentation!

Mr L. F. Taylor: That is quite wrong!
Mr Carr: That is quite wrong!

The SPEAKER: Order! 1 believe we should be
aware of the fact that a number of school children
are present in the gallery today. We ought 1o act
responsibly at least in their presence.

Mr O’CONNOR: | shall now quote some of
the increased charges in New South Wales in
order that members might compare them with the
position in this State. The increases in charges
here were at least kept within the rate of inflation.
The increases in charges in New South Wales
were as follows—

Pg;:cntagc
SEC and power charges.......c.coceevenne 60
Theatre agents’ licences......... 900
Doctors’ registration fees...... 250
Liquor licences ..........cevvevenee. 400
Maritime services....... 114
Waterfront rentals ... 700
Parking fines .............. 400
Water........cccemeee. 20
Bus fares............... 20
Rail charges......... 20
Rail freights......coeevvivveinrcncececcrrererenns 40

Water resources, agriculture, and

meter fees ... 5364
Petrol tax. ... 3C MO
38ca
litre

The New South Wales budgeting recurrent deficit
is $159.5 million and that has resulted in a
reduction in expenditure on works and services.

One only has to look at these figures to under-
stand that the increases in charges in the New
South Wales Budgel this year amounted to $890
million and yet the Government has stiil been un-
able to manage. That indicates quite clearly the
position in that State.

This year the Budget deficit in Victoria is $97.7
million.

Mr Grill: Mr Premier, while I was out of the
Chamber did you indicate to the House that }

condemned uniform tariffs for electricity through-
out the Siate?
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Mr O'CONNOR: I said that the member had
objected to the $50 million which has been lost in
country centres because of subsidised electricity.

Mr Grill: Objected?

Mr O'CONNOR: [ said that the member ob-
jected.

Mr Grill: Where and when?
Mr O'CONNOR: Mr Speaker—
Mr Grill: Where and when?

Mr O’'CONNOR: The member has complained
recently about the $50 million loss in this area,
and this matter has been dealt with recently by
the Public Accounts Committee.

Mr Grill: When have | ever objected 1o uniform
tariffs?

Mr Pearce: Of course he has not.

Mr O’CONNOR: Did I say *‘uniform tarifis™?
I did not use those words. 1f the member for
Yilgarn-Dundas cares to read Hansard he will
find out what I said.

Mr Wilson: After you have corrected it!

Mr O'CONNOR: This year the deficit in Vic-
toria will be $97.7 million. That is under the new
Cain Government and | ask members whether
they think that is desirable. This shortage was
made up from pooled liquid assets in the public
sector, so public authority money has been used to
finance those shortages. This is the sort of
financing we could expect from the Opposition in
this State if we were unfortunate enough for it to
become the Government.

Mr Wilson: Their housing programme leaves
yours for dead.

Mr O'CONNOR: When the Premier of Vic-
toria was Leader of the Opposition, he stated
that, when his party became the Government, it
would reduce charges. Howecver, he was in
Government one week and he went back on his
clection promise. The Opposition in this State is
in exactly the same position. It would have to re-
tract its promises if it became Government, be-
cause it would not be possible to meet them. The
Opposition should be honest about these matters.

The Leader of the Opposition said that we
should concentrate on industrial infrastructure,
but members should examine what this Govern-
ment has done in that area. A total of $450
million has been allocated in this year’s capital
works budget for power creation work involving
the pipeline, etc. Is that not growth? Indeed, it
represents substantial growth. On top of that, 1
point out 1 was successful in obtaining an ad-
ditional $20 million from the Federal Government
in connection with the outlet at Kwinana.
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Mr Pearce: How much did everyone else get?
You pgot a miniscule sum compared with the
Premier of Queensland who got a fortune out of
the Federal Government.

Mr O’CONNOR: Let us see what the Oppo-
sition would do were it in power. Members op-
posite said they wanted to abolish payrol! tax.

Mr Bryce: Don't you?

Mr O'CONNOR: Of course [ do.

Mr Bryce: That is right; we agree.

Mr O'CONNOR: However, we have written
already to the Federal Government about this
matter and our request has been rejected. It is not
possible for the Government to abolish payrofl tax
and, if it did, it would cost the State $200 million.

The Opposition said it would take a substantial
equity in the aluminium industry. 1 presume a
substantial equity would be 25 per cent, so this
would amount to $175 million.

It has said it would grant subsidies to single in-
come people who paid over 25 per cent of their in-
come for housing. This could cost many millions
of dollars, but as yet the fine print is not
available.

Mr Wilson: That is what applies in other
States.

Mr Q’CONNOR; Does it?

Mr Wilson: Yes; don’t you know that?

Me O'CONNOR: Wili it be open ended?

Mr Wilson: You are ignorant.

Me O’CONNOR: I ask the Opposition spokes-
man on housing matters: If the Opposition be-
comes the Government is it its intention to give a
subsidy to all people who pay more than 25 per
cent of their earnings on housing?

Mr Wilson: That is not what we said.

Mr O'CONNOR: What did the Opposition
say?

Mr Wilson: Our programme would be means
tested to help those who most need it.

Mr O’CONNOR: That was not said.

Mr Wilson: Yes, it is in our policy.

Mr O'CONNOR: It has not been indicated in
any statement | have seen.

The Opposition has said it would establish a
major city both north and south of the metropoli-
tan area.

Mr Wilson: Keep repeating your falschoods.

Mr O'CONNOR: Does the member say that is
not so?

Mr Wilson: You keep repeating your false-
hoods.
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Mr O'CONNOR: Tell me where 1 have said
something false.

Mr Wilson: You are quoting.

Mr O'CONNOR: I have taken this from the
Leader af the Opposition’s speech.

Mr Wilson: We will check later.
Mr O'CONNOR: We have here—

Mr Wilson: We will do it because you are not
always true.

Mr O’CONNOR: The member’s mouth is
opening and shutting and pushing out words he is
not thinking about, which is normal.

The idea of a major city both north and south
of Perth is not a new concept. A similar idea was
tried in South Australia—but what happened?
The Government there supplied $28 million and
has recovered only $8 million. The other $20
million has gone down the drain.

The Opposition has said it would establish post-
secondary education establishments in the
country. This would cost $8 million. It has said it
would provide for the electrification of the rail
line. This would cost $145 million.

Mr Bryce: Which one?

Mr O’CONNOR: This is the metropolitan rail-
way system. There is also the ongoing cost. But
all this would be more than our loan funds for a
full year! Where is the Opposition to get the
money for all this?

It has said it would establish a planning de-
partment—3$750 000. It has said it would finance
the fire brigade—322.9 million. It would provide
grants to the opera and National Trust—another
$2.7 million. The Opposition has said it would or-
ganise the partial nationalisation of the aviation
system in Western Australia. | do not know how
much that would cost because it has not said how
far it would be nationalised.

It has said it would provide for the expansion of
new and existing industries. This is something we
have been involved with already. It has said it
would take an equity of IS5 per cent in the Ashton
Joint Venture—3%150 million—disregarding the
fact that already we have a 22.5 per cent equity in
that.

Mr Bryce: Do you want to rethink that? Where
did you get the $150 million for a 15 per cent
equity?

Mr O’CONNOR: From the people involved.

Mr Bryce: From the top of your head. Are you
saying a 5 per cent equity would be $150
million? The total project is worth no more than
$400 million.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr O’CONNOR: The Opposition has said it
would also have an equity in resources develop-
ment in Western Australia. I it took a 15 per
cent equity this would amount to $2 700 million.
On top of that we have Lhe amazing statement
from the great pretender that, if the Opposition
were o become the Government, it would reduce
Government charges. Good heavens, everyone
knows it would be a total disaster to this State if
the Opposition were 10 move into the areas
suggested. | need say little more about the house-
keeping policy of the Leader of the Opposition
and the Opposition in this State. It is ambiguous
and misleading in almost every case.

The Leader of the Opposition said 1 was the
only person supporting our Budget, but let us see
what The Canberra Times of 17 October had to
say.

Mr Wilson: What did The Age say?

Mr O’CONNOR: 1 quote as follows—

Mr Burke said it was pedestrian and
“likely to be forgotten by the weekend”.

Certainly it is not spectacular, but prob-
ably Mr Burke was defeated by the fact that
there is little in it to attack and a great deal
to praise. It is another example of the good
housekeeping principles followed by Mr
O’Connor’s predecessar, Sir Charles Court,

For a pre-election Budget (the State elec-
tion is due early next year), it is remarkably
restrained.

1 have done this because while we are in economic
difficulties, as are all people throughout the
world, it is better to have flirm foundations be-
neath the State, which is what we have here. The
article goes on as {ollows—

1t could also be described as a minor mir-
acle in the face of the Federal Government
squeeze on State funds: revenue and loan
fund allocations have been limited.

It concludes as {ollows—
.. .since it seeks 1o boost the economy while
restraining government cxpenditure, it is a

Budget which other States and Canberra
should study with interest.

Mr Bryce: Which one of your staff members
planted that story?

Mr Q'CONNOR: It hurts members apposite
when they hear something unpalatable.

Mr Baieman: Clutching at straws.

Mr O'CONNOR: | would have had to get a

long rope last night 10 drag up the member for
Gosnells, because he went down so far.

[ASSEMBLY]

Mr Pearce: At least I was not reading my
speech.

Mr O’'CONNOR: This is your policy. I am not
reading my speech; these notes are in my own
handwriting.

The ALP in this State, if it were to gain office,
would redistribute people’s income. Opposition
members are calling around to see small business
people and saying they will help them, but the
only help they will provide will be to take money
from them for redistribution. A Labor Govern-
ment would also introduce legislation for capital
gains.

Mr Bryce: Capital gains! Since when could a
State Government introduce a capital gains tax?

Mr Wilson: Where is that indicated?

Mr MacKinnon: It is within your power.
Mr O’CONNOR: It is in the ALP policy.
Mr Bryce: It is not.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is. T will not read it out,
but I have it here.

Several members interjected.

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

Mr O’CONNOR: The Opposition’s policies
wauld crucify small businessmen and the average
individual of this State.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Kalgoorlie
repeated the Leader of the Opposition’s comment
about the need to retain charges at the same level
as that of last year. When I went to the Premiers’
Conference last year 1 was handicapped by the
Leader of the Opposition's making comment
along these lines. 1 will quote the article.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Make sure you read the head-
line.

Mr O'CONNOR: It reads as follows—
Burke: WA needs at least $503m.

WA NEEDS $903 million from the Prem-
ters’ conference this month to maintain the
rcal value of its Federal funds . ..

What hogwash. We needed $946 million, which is
the amount [ was battling for on behalf of the
State, but the Leader of the Opposition handi-
capped me by his comments. We came back with
$209 million plus $20 million for the effluent out-
let at Cockburn Sound, a total of $929 million.
The Leader of the Opposition said it was the
worst deal for WA in years. That just indicates
the lack of depth of the man.

The member for Kalgoorlie said 1 had agreed
with the amount provided by the Grants Com-
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mission. Yeslerday he read out a portion from a
book which is supposed 10 be confidential.

Mr L. F. Taylor: You asked that it be tabled.

Mr O’CONNOR: It was public after the mem-
ber had read it out. [t is abominable that Labor
Premiers or people involved with the Labor Party
should leak these confidential documents to other
people in this way.

Mr Tonkin: To the people. It is the people’s
right to have information.

Mr O'CONNOR: 1 will now embarrass the
member for Kalgoorlie, who said | did not fight
for Western Australia. | was the first person 10
enter that conference debate, and in regard to the
Grants Commission recommendations, I said this
1o the Prime Minister—

This is absolutely disastrous as far as we
are concerned.

I could not accept this in a fit.

You said that you have helped us. [ would
hate you to try 1o hurt us. This is something |
could not take.

I went on to say—

. .. | do not know how you can implement
something which, as far as we are concerned,
is given under false premise.

| then indicated cleacly what the position was,
and said—

1 support the views that have been ex-
pressed by the three major States—

The member for Kalgoorlie indicated this section
when he said 1 had agreed with the Grants
Commission repori.

Mr L. F. Taylor: Read the lot.
Mr O'CONNOR: To continue—

—which are not only for the implemen-
tation of the Grants Commission report but
also for a topping up of the three smaller
States.

The recommendation was that the States be given
the difference—the amount by which they would
have been handicapped by the Grants Com-
mission. In other words, Western Australia would
have received an additional 3137 million, and that
is the point the member for Kalgoorlie failed to
make in his efforts to mislead the House.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: 1 read the document in full.
Mr O'CONNOR: Many of these points were
underlined by the member—he knew what was in
that document—but he said the amount was
totally unacceptable to him. To continue—
Mr Prime Minister, before we go any
further with the matter I say as far as [ am
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concerned | do not see any point in going into
that matter. It is something | have had a
quick look at and which 1 would not be pre-
pared to accept.

That was a very firm statement. To con-
tinue—

Prime Minister, I move that the propo-
sition be rejected.

These remarks come from the document gquoted
by the member for Kalgoorlie. I went on to say—

Prime Minister, T would not have any ob-
jections 1o the implementation of what Vie-
toria suggested during this year. If it were
implemented, | would want some cover as far
as the following year was concerned . . .

This related to the proposition the States put up
for a further $108 million from the Common-
wealth. T was able to convince all other States
that Western Australia ought to receive 26 per
cent of that extra amount. If one is aware of how
hard each State fights for its own rights one
would know the importance of the amounts
agreed to by all States. The proposition was that
Queensland would receive $38 million; NSW, $18
million; Victoria, $15 million; SA, $5 million;
Tasmania, $4 million; and WA, $28 million. That
is indicative of the effort made by this State, and
the efforts made by me, to have other States re-
alise how much we needed funds for this State.

Western Australia has had extremely gaod
housekeeping as evidenced by seven consecutive
Budgets; we have shown financial stability above
that of any of the other States. Western Australia
has a firm foundation, and has shown restraint in
regard 10 wages within the community. As far as
we are concerned, we have put up incentives to at-
tract Eastern States and overseas industries to
this State, and will continue to do so. We have
had the highest rate of increase in employment in
Aaustralia over the last |2 months; Western Aus-
tralia’s increase in employment has been about
12 200 as against a drop in NSW of about 43 000.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: What about the people work-
ing in full-time jobs? It is a quite different result,

Mr O'CONNOR: Members on this side of the
House realise that the Budget before us is a good
one, and thai it is fair. It is a Budget to lock after
people, housing, and Western Australia generally,
and it does so in a particularly difficult economic
climate. If the Opposition had control of this
State—if it became the Government and sat on
this side of the House—WA would finish at the
boitom of the harbour with a millstone around its
neck—the Leader of the Opposition.
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Mr Pearce: The Liberal Party finance com-
mittee has been there first.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees {Mr Blaikie) in
the Chair; Mr O'Connor (Treasurer) in charge of
the Bill.

Division 2: Legislative Council, $332 000—

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again at
a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Bryce (Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
Report: Adoption
Debate resumed from 12 October.

MR JAMIESON (Weishpool) [11.45 am.]: 1
would like to make a few comments about the re-
port because one of my colleagues suggested that
he was disappointed that no great changes were
made. A new set of Standing Orders cannot be
brought in every week. For a start, it would take
days to argue about them. Some Standing Orders
abviously require amendment and that is what we
did on this occasion because some have stood for a
long time and could have had disastrous conse-
quences in certain circumstances.

For instance, no control is vested in anyone
when the House sits after an election. If there
were an argument about the appointment of the
Speaker, the House could be in complete uproar
and there would be no-one to control it. It has
been accepted, under tradition, that the Clerk
pointed to the Premier who nominated the
Speaker-elect and someone would then second
that nomination. However, that has not always
been the case. If there were a situation as was the
case in South Australia after the last election
where the Speaker nominated by the Government
was not elected, there could be quite an acrimoni-
ous debate. Under those circumstances there
would be no-one in charge of the debate. We
would look ridiculous in the eyes of the public for
not being able 10 control our own affairs, so the
proposition is that until the Speaker is elected, the
Clerk shall act as the Chairman of the House
with the full rights of the Chairman for that time
only. That brings us into line with the Australian
House of Representatives and other Parliaments
of a similar nature.

[ASSEMBLY]

The House of Commons requires the most
senior member to take the Chair. I do not want
that responsibility so we will not persist with that
argument. It is more appropriate that someone
such as the Clerk, who knows the Standing Or-
ders, should control the House for that period
until the Speaker is elected.

Another provision caters for a change in format
after a Speaker has been clected. The Speaker has
been required to present himself to the Governor
but the Governor could be in any onc¢ of a thou-
sand places at that time and would have to return
to Government House for the purpose of com-
plying with the Standing Orders. This has been
changed and once the Speaker resumes the Chair
he then follows the normal procedure.

The Standing Order dealing with the
introduction of members to the House was a diffi-
cult one because it may be that some nondescript
Communist or person who is greatly disliked by
the people in this country—so we were told by the
Liberal Government members—is ¢lected to Par-
liament at a by-clection and has no-one to
introduce him. It could be a ludicrous situation.
Such a person, when elected, would take his seat
as we all do and be sworn in as we are, after a
general election. Our names are called in alpha-
betical electorate order and we are sworn in.

Standing Order No. 72 deals with people being
censured by the House for the day. This situation
praved to be ludicrous earlier in the year when the
member for Fremantle was suspended from the
House for a few minutes one night for being
naughty to someone.

Mr Parker: I described the activities of the
President in the Legislative Council.

Mr JAMIESON: He said something that was
considered by the House to be improper.

Mr Parker: By Government members.

Mr JAMIESON: If there is to be any meaning-
ful punishment, the Committee felt that it was de-
sirable that it be a day’s suspension. If a person is
suspended just after the House has begun, then it
is unfortunate that he has to spend two days away
from the House. There was no way in which we
could draw a line on this if we were to find a fit
punishment to cover the situation.

Perhaps knowing that they could be suspended
for a full day, members will not try to get away
with unparliamentary language and think that
they will be suspended for the remainder of the
sitting onily.

Standing Order No. 275 has been of concern to
the member for Morley for some time. This
Standing Order requires that, when we are deal-
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ing with a Bill which has a new clause, the new
clause be introduced afier the Bill has been de-
bated completely at the Committee stage. The
Committee felt that if a new clause is to be
brought in by the Government or private mem-
bers, it is appropriate for it 1o be incorporated in
the Bill in its correct sequence and debated at that
time.

The Standing Order which deals with griev-
ances clarifies the position. The Speaker has de-
termined, because of our chapge in format,
whether Government business will be dealt with
on private members’ day at a certain time. The
Speaker often has determined the time when
grievances shall be debated. With the new Stand-
ing Order the situation is more satisfactory, be-
cause it clearly indicates that a time and certain
day will be determined by the Speaker when
grievances shall have precedence over other
business. I clearly indicates that the Speaker has
the responsibility to bring grievances on at the ap-
propriate time. The amendment to this Standing
Order makes it more pliable than it has been up
to the present time.

In relation to Standing Order No. 351, the
commitlee has recommended that the report be
put forthwith without debate. This will confirm
the practice that prohibits debate on the motion to
report progress during the Committee stage. |
have never known a debate that has transpired at
this stage of proceedings, but because it is not
covered by a Standing Order we could get into the
ludicrous situation where the Chairman when
about to report to the Speaker becomes involved
in a lengthy debate which is unnecessary under
the circumstances.

For a long time the Public Accounts Com-
mitlee has had to move a motion in this Parlia-
ment that its report be printed. The Committee
feels that when the report is ready to be printed,
the Public Accounts Committec should have the
authority to send it direct to the Government
Printer in order that it might be presented to the
House. Therefore, Standing Order No. 415 has
been altered to cover that situation.

The amendments the committee have made
may not be world shattering. However, if the
committee brings amendments of this kind for-
ward from time to time the Standing Orders can
be updated to suit the existing climate. Further
amendments need to be made and 1 hope that the
Standing Orders Committee will consider them
next year. One that comes to mind is the Standing
Order concerming the introduction of a private
Bill. The existing provision should be deleted be-
cause it has lost its usefulness. On one occasion [
referred to the Standing Orders in this House and
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members did not know to what 1 was referring be-
cause they did not have a copy of them. The rel-
evant Standing Orders should be deleted in both
Houses of Parliament, but it would require action
from both Houses.

The Standing Orders dealing with the election
of a senator are vague and need clarification. It is
indicated that the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly shall be used in a joint sitting if
any debate transpires. However, when we tried to
debate in the Legislative Council, the President
ruled—as he did fast time—that there is no de-
bate. If this is the case, it should be made clear in
the Standing Orders. 1 hope that next year the
Standing Orders Committee will give its attention
to this and similar matiers so that they will not be
able 1o run ad infinitum.

The report should be adopted without any op-
position, but some members may require clarifi-
cation of some features in it. The committee con-
sists of members from both sides of the House
and the decisions it arrived at were unanimous.
The committee felt some Sianding Orders re-
quired further consideration. No doubt these have
been noted by the Clerk and they will be brought
before the new Standing Orders Committee next
year.

Another provision which I did not mention is in
connection with the Estimates. Once an Estimate
was adjourned it was necessary to go through the
entire Estimates before it could be discussed
again. It is now proposed that if the Minister
handling that Estimate is in the House the follow-
ing day it can be moved that the particular Esti-
mate be debated.

The points I have mentioned were adopted by
the committee after several meetings with the
Speaker. To make sure that we could all attend,
the Speaker adopted the system of conducting the
mectings while wining and dining during the din-
ner adjournment.

Several members interjected.

Mr Davies:
strange.

Mr JAMIESON: If the Speaker continues his
practice—

No wonder some decisions are

Mr Davies: There will be a lot of applicants for
the commitiee.

Mr JAMIESON: —and the new committee
meets early next year, | am sure it will find other
Standing Orders that need attention. Some
Standing Orders Committees have goae through a
parliamentary session without even meeting. If
such a committee cxists it must be aware of its
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responsibilities and update Standing Orders ac-
cordingly.
I support the report.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) {12.03 p.m.}: We
should be grateful to the member for Welshpool
for the comments he has made on the proposed
changes to Standing Orders. We have a document
before us which gives the reason for each of the
changes, but he has been able to amplify the
needs and we are grateful to him.

Generally, I support them. However, there is
one exception, and | see no reason for changing
that particular Standing Order. It is amazing that
we can go on for years and years operating under
Standing Orders and operating under the laws of
the land and suddenly we find they do not meet
our needs and must be altered. Apparently, from
what the member for Welshpool has said, it is
necessary that some further changes be made, and
these will be made by the next Parliament. In re-
lation to what he said about the chairman of the
committee, Mr Speaker, wining and dining the
members, | am sure many members will want to
be part of that committee.

The SPEAKER: It is the only way I can get
them there.

Mr DAVIES: You are a shrewd Speaker, and [
congratulate you on the methods used in this mat-
ter.

I refer to the Standing Order which relates to
the suspension of a member. [t was amended in
Navember 1980, because the Standing Order
merely said that the member was suspended for
one day, and it was altered 1o read “the remain-
der of that sitting”. 1 believed that was reasonable
and the only person who disagreed with the
change on that occasion was the member for
Merredin who said that he thought that suspen-
sion from the House was a serious matter and the
member concerned should be suspended for one
day. I did not take that line myself and considered
that the Standing Order was vague and that it
was not unreasonable to change the word “‘day”
to the words “the remainder of that sitting”.

During that brief debate the poiat was
raised—the same point raised by the member for
Welshpool—that it might be unfair for the mem-
ber to be suspended within minutes of the closing
of the parliamentary sitting. That aspect was con-
sidered.

Of course, it was also considered that a member
could be suspended as soon as the sitting started
and be put out of the House for the whole of that
sitting. | believe the current Standing Order is
perfectly fair and accepiable. It means that when-
ever a person is suspended—I do not think anyone
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deliberately gets himself suspended—it is for the
rest of that day’s sitting.

I recall the instance when the member for
Fremantle was suspended, but | cannot recall the
precise reason for his suspension.

Mr Parker: He said that the President of the
Legislative Council was engaged in a cheap trick.

Mr DAVIES: That is correct; 1 did not think
the remark was unparliamentary, or warranted
suspension. However, the hour was late, Mr
Speaker was not in the Chair, and the member for
Fremantle was suspended. The member hardly
had time to walk out into the corridor before the
House rose for that day.

In my opinion, it is not the actual physical bar-
ring from the House which is of consequence
when a member is suspended; the important thing
is that, whether the member is out of the House
for two minutes, 10 minutes, or five hours, he has
received the censure of the House for his actions.

Indeed, occasionally a member might be de-
lighted to be away from the House for a complete
day’s sitting. On one occasion, the member for
Morley was suspended quite early in the sitting
and, while he was home in bed, the rest of us
stayed here and saw the sun come up the next
day.

In the November 1980 debate, the matter was
argued both ways. It was claimed to be unfair for
a member to be suspended towards the close of a
day’s sitting, but that it was fair for a member to
be suspended relatively close to the beginning of a
sitting. However, I rtepeat it is not a member’s
physical absence from the House which counts; it
is the fact that the House has seen fit to censure a
member for his actions.

I see no reason to alter the Standing Order. In
1980, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
wanted a change and 1 understand the member
for Merredin did not want a change. The member
for Karrinyup suggested the change we were mak-
ing was a good one. I cannot see that it has been
good or bad. Standing Order No. 72 is perfectly
clear, and should remain in its present form.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt Marshall) [12.08
p-m.]: 1 have read the report of the Standing Or-
ders Committee and believe it has donec a com-
mendable job in bringing forward ils recommen-
dations.

However, 1 wish to comment on Standing
Order No. 83 in the hope that the Standing Or-
ders Committee will give some consideration to
my suggestions at ils next meeting. Standing
Order No. 83 relates to questions without notice,
and, among other things, provides that questions
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without notice shall be at the discretion of the
Speaker.

As members know, the system of answering
questions on nolice has been changed so that in-
stead of Minisiers standing in the House and
reading the answers, the printed replies are dis-
tributed and the House moves Lo a period of
questions without notice. More and more mem-
bers from both sides of the House are becoming
invalved in this period. We see members jumping
to their feet repeatedly, seeking the call. 1 do not
believe this situation makes the Speaker’s job any
easier in allocating the call in a fair and equitable
manner. Frequently, a member may jump to his
feet several times without receiving the call. 1n
addition, because of the time factor involved
where it is agreed the House will rise at a certain
time, the questions without notice period can con-
clude without some members having the oppor-
tunity to ask their questions.

1 suggest the Standing Orders Committee could
consider a system whereby those members who
have questions without notice could submit them,
through their party Whips, to the Speaker so that
he would know which members wished to ask
questions without notice.

Mr Parker: That is an absurd supgestion; it
would take away from the whole concept of
questions without notice.

Mr McPHARLIN: Tt would not. The present
system does not make the Speaker’s job very easy.

Mr Parker: [t is the Weslminster system.

Mr McPHARLIN: The system [ suggest
applies to some degree in other Parliaments. The
Speaker could be left with the discretion as to the
allocation of priorities. My suggestion would
avoid the undignified spectacle of members
jumping vp and down, seeking the call, and 1 be-
lieve it is worthy of consideration.

I have written 1o the Speaker on this matter
and he has indicated to me that the correct pro-
cedure is to refer my suggestion 1o the Standing
Orders Committee for its consideration. There-
fore, [ commend my suggestion 10 members, and
1o the Standing Orders Committee.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [12.13 p.m.]: 1 did
not intend to enter the debate; however, lest mem-
bers of the Standing Orders Committee read the
debate and gain the impression the suggestion of
the member for M1, Marshall has the approval of
the House, I fee] constrained to make a few
points.

The whole concept of the period of questions
without notice should be to allow question time 1o
develop in 2 way which may mean that questions
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which were not intended to be asked in fact are
asked as a result of a Minister’s reply to a pre-
viaus question. It frequently happens, particularly
where questions are asked by the Leader of the
Opposition or another Opposition spokesman on a
particular matter, that the Minister’s reply pro-
vides certain information which gives rise to the
need for subsequent questioning.

The member for Mt. Marshall suggests that the
practice whereby members jump to their feel
seeking the call is quite undignifted. It may be un-
dignified. However, many of the procedures of
this House, to put it mildly, are undig-
nified—some might even be described as absurd
or surreal—but they are part of the tradition of
the House. | suggest to members that the pro-
cedure we follow during question time is very
much part of the Westminster and House of
Commons tradition and, as |1 understand it, of the
tradition of the House of Representatives and the
New South Wales Parliament; 1 cannot speak for
the other State Parliaments because I am not
aware of the system adopted there. Although by
no means do I suggest question time is perfect, |
disagree strongly with the suggestion of the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall.

If the Standing Orders Committee is to con-
sider the Standing Order relating to guestions
without notice, | believe it could well examine the
provision that questions without notice are at the
discretion of the Speaker, because 1 believe that
situation to be quite improper. The current
Speaker has allowed questions without notice to
be asked, and has been very fair in allocating the
call 10 all members who seek to ask questions. The
practice by which the House can be threatened
that questions without notice can be terminated at
any time and that, as it were, sticks can be held
over the heads of members as to their conduct
with regard to questions without notice, and the
time available for questions without notice can be
altered at the whim of the Speaker—as I have
said, the current Speaker is fair in the way in
which he handles it—is inappropriate; and the
system in which there is a specified time allocated
for questions without notice, at an appropriate
time in the day's proceedings, ought to be con-
sidered.

Question put and passed.
Sianding Order No. 7—

Standing Order 7 is deleted and the fol-
lowing new Standing Order 7 is substi-
tuted—
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wrisofelee: 7. Members shall then be sworn, or
tion produced make affirmation, as prescribed by the
areswornor Constitution Act, and a certified copy of
maion.  the writ of election of each Member,
with the return endorsed thereon, having
been previously delivered to the Clerk,
shall be produced on the oath or affir-
mation being taken or made by such

Member.

Mr BLAIKIE: The purpose of the recommen-
dation is to amend the Standing Order to ensure
that the affirmation can be taken.

I move—
That the amendment be agreed to.
Question put and passed.

The Standing Orders were further amended, on
mations by Mr Blaikie, as follows—

Standing Order No. 83—

Standing Order 8 is deleted and the fol-
lowing new Standing Order 8 is substi-
tuted—

8. (1) The House shall then proceed
to elect a Speaker.

{2} Until a Speaker is elected, the
Clerk shall act as chairman of the
House.

Standing Orders Nos. 16, 17, and 18—

Delete these Standing Orders and substi-
tute new Standing Orders 16 to 19 as follows:

appoimment 16, Members having then congratu-

forpresen  Jated the Speaker, a Minister of the

Speakerio  Crown shall inform the House at what

Governor. . .
time the Governor will be pleased 10 re-
ceive Members of the House far the pur-
pose of presenting to His Excellency
their Speaker, and the House shall then
suspend its sitting until a time sub-
sequent to Lthat presentation.

Spakerpres- 17, At the time appointed by the

entshimsell. Governor the Speaker, with such Mem-
bers as desire to accompany him, shall
present himself to the Governor.

Speakerlays  [8. The Speaker when presenting

fl::_.':‘_“’"“""himse]f to the Governor shali, in the
name and on behalf of the House, lay
claim to their undoubted rights and
privileges, and pray that the most
favourable construction may be put
upon all their proceedings.

Speaker fe- 19. The Speaker having resumed the

v Chair shall report his presentation to the

Governor to the House and shall report
as well that he has laid claim, on behalf
of the House, to their undoubted rights
and privileges.

Standing Order No. 19—

Renumber this Standing Order to read
207,

Standing Order No. 20—

Delete this Standing Order.
Standing Order No. 72—

Delete “the remainder of that sitting day™
in line 3 and substitute the following—

“the remainder of that sitting day and
the whole of the next sitting day™.
Standing Order No. 167—

Insert after **305. (7) State Trading Con-
cerns Estimates—Adoption of Report.” the
following—

*“351. Chairman to report progress.”
Standing Order No. 226—

Standing Order 226 is deleted and the fol-

lowing Standing Order 226 is substituted—
226. Notwithstanding Standing Order
225 on each second Wednesday follow-
ing the adoption of the Address-in-
Reply, at a time on such day 1o be deter-
mined by the Speaker, “Grievances”

shall have precedence over other
business.
Standing Order No. 275—
Standing Order 275 is deleted and the fol-
lowing Standing Order 275 is substituted—
275. The following order shall, unless
otherwise ordered by the House, be ob-
served in considering a Bill—
1. Clauses as printed and new clauses,
in their numerical order.
2. Postponed clauses.
3. Schedules as printed and new
schedules in their numerical order.
4. Postponed Schedules.
5. Preamble, if any.
6. Title.
Standing Order No. 306—

The proviso to Standing Order 306 (5) (d)
is deleted.
Standing Order No. 351—
Add to Standing Order 351 the follow-
ing—
“Such motion shall be put forthwith,
without debate.”
Standing Order No. 415—
Add 10 Standing Order 415 the follow-
ing—
*Provided nothing in Standing Order
382 shall be construed to prevent the
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Public Accounts Committee from pres-
enting any of its reports to the House in
printed form.”

GRAIN MARKETING AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 30 September.

MR EVANS (Warren) [12.20 p.m.]: This
measure has been sought by both primary indus-
try organisations in Western Australia. | under-
stand i1 was instituted at the suggestion of the
Grain Pool, with the co-operation and concur-
rence of the two organisations. It has been agreed
collectively that the two measures contained in
the amendment are acceptable; and on that basis
the Opposition has no objection to supporting the
Bill.

The first measure in the Bill is that the Grain
Pool allows a *“cash ows”. This is to enable a pro-
ducer to take the equity due to him for the grain
lodged with the Grain Pool before the termination
of the pool into which the grain has been de-
livered. The Minister was perfectly accurate, as
always, in the remarks that he made in his second
reading speech, though he did not give as much
detail as would have been desirable in the
interests of the members of this Chamber.

On the question of discounting, reference was
made to the fact that any “cash out™ after harvest
wauld be at a discount. It is obvious that it will be
on the basis of the user paying; so any grower re-
ceiving a pay-out will do so on the basis of the
cost to the Grain Pool. The grower has the advan-
tage of receiving the money, which may obviate
his having to operate on other sources at a rate of
interest. On the other hand, the Grain Pool may
have access to a lower rate of interest. All in all,
that balances out in the interests of the industry.

The cost of money at the time will have a bear-
ing on the amount of the discount. In addition to
that factor to be considered by the Grain Pooal,
there will be the physical cost of the book work
and everything else which the Grain Pool chooses
to levy.

Therefore, it would be a commercial judgment
for the individual grower to make. [t would be up
to him; there would be no compulsion about it. Tt
may suit some grawers to take a cash-out; it may
assist them greatly. Others would be served better
by waiting until the termination of the pool. To
that exteni, this amendment offers a further ser-
vice for grain growers in Western Australia.

The other measure is in connection with
redefining the terminology of lupins. Lupins are
one of the greal success stories in the breeding
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programmes of the Department of Agriculture.
Without question, the growing of lupins in West-
ern Australia must be abreast of anything in the
world, and certainly in Australia.

The redefinition to include all narrow-leafed
lupins makes pood sense. The alteration of the
word “proclamation” to “order” and the defi-
nition of “appointed date™ are mechanical mat-
ters. The definition of the concept of a **cash out”
is acceptable and it has the support of members
on this side of the House.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall)
[12.26 p.m.]: This measure has my full support. It
will be of assistance to growers who owe money
and choose to accept the “cash out™ offer as it is
referred to by the Grain Pool. The measure would
be welcomed by grain growers who are prepared
to accept the discount. Indeed, at the present time
the Wheat Board offers discount payments to
growers who are prepared to accept them and the
provision in the Bill follows similar lines. It is a
worthwhile and commendable measure which will
help numerous growers who use the Grain Pool.

Of course, separate accounts will need to be
kept for those who are using the *‘cash out” or
discount system and those who are not, but that is
an administrative matter and will have to be
watched carefully.

The provisions will be well received and it is a
commendable measure which the growers will ac-
cept with alacrity.

MR OLD  (Katanning—Minister  for
Agriculture) [12.27 p.m.): I thank the members
for Warren and Mt. Marshall for their support of
the Bill. As the member for Warren pointed out
guite rightly, it is a matter of commercial
judgment as to whether a grower avails himself of
this measure. The Grain Pool has introduced the
provision and, in some cases, it will alleviate
financial hardship and at the same time give the
Grain Pool flexibility in its payments.

I commend the Bill to the House.
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.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Old
(Minister for Agriculture), and transmitted to the
Council.
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HOSPITALS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 30 September.

MR L F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [12.30 p.m.]:
The Opposition has no objection to the legislation
before the House. In fact it is appropriate that we
should congratulate the Government on the
prompl action it 100k to ensure a hospital was
built in the Karratha area as soon as possible. |
can make a rather unique comparison between the
action the Government has taken to ensure the
construction of the Karratha Hospital in such a
short time, with the inaction of the Government in
relation to Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital.

In his second reading speech the Minister
said—

When consideration was being given to the
funding of the recently completed Nickol
Bay Hospital, an opinion from the Crown
Solicitor was sought.

I suggest that perhaps this matter should have
been cleared up at the very beginning before the
hospital was commenced and then the compli-
cation which has caused this Parliament 10
introduce what is effectively retrospective-type
legislation would not have arisen.

Clause 2 of the Bill states that it is intended the
hospital board will be able to borrow for buildings
and equipment notwithstanding when such costs
arose. Therefore, the hospital board will be able
to borrow for a hospital which has been con-
structed already and the funds will go into
another situation.

The total cost of the hospital at Nickol Bay as
at September 1981 was $9.394 million. Of that
amount Lhe contribution of Woodside Offshore
Petroleumn Pty. Ltd. was $5.373 million which was
made up of a capital contribution of $2 428 500
and a recurrent cost contribution of $2 944 500.

That is rather remarkable when we consider
that, in the borrowings for authorities legislation
which was introduced in this House last year the
then Premier {Sir Charles Court) said—

It is important to note that the allocations
by the Loan Council for infrastruciure pur-
poses have been approved on a project-by-
project basis. As such, the capital require-
ments for a particular project can involve
borrowings by several authorities including,
in the case of water supplies in country areas,
the Minister for Works and Water Re-
sources. A Lypical example is the approved
allocation for infrastructure associated with
the North-West Shelf gas project.
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He went on to say that—
... related to the provision of the items such
as water supplies, hospitals, and harbour
works. Borrowing approvals for infrastruc-
ture associated with the Worsley alumina
project . .

The Premier then went on to point out that, in the

first example which related to the North-West

Shelf gas project—
...the need for State authorities Lo borrow
has diminished as the joint venturers, for
their own commercial reasons, have decided
to make capital contributions to fund certain
of the infrastructure requirements, in lieu of
meeting debt charges on borrowings by the
authority concerned.

What has happened in relation to the Nickol Bay
Hospital makes very interesting reading from the
point of view of the State Budget over the last two
or three years. In 1980-81 the General Loan Fund
Budget proposed expenditure on this hospital of
$250 000, all of which was to come from the State
development fund. The actual expenditure in
1980-81" was just over $1 million which came
from the State development fund. In 1981-82 the
General Loan Fund Budget proposals for the
Nickol Bay Hospital contained an expenditure of
$7.863 million with $3.083 million coming from
the State development fund and $4.8 million
coming from infrastructure borrowings.

The Government then started (o run into some
difficulties in relation to its borrowing under the
infrastructure programme. The actual expendi-
ture for 1981-82 on this project was just over $7
millior. As stated in the Budget speech, $3.063
million came from the Siate development fund
and $4.8 million rather than being obtained under
the infrastructure borrowing programme, was ob-
tained through private borrowing.

In 1982-83 proposed expenditure is $1.012
million and further reading of the General Loan
Fund Budget suggests $5.296 million will be
raised under the infrastructure borrowing pro-
gramme.

In conclusion, 1 have a couple of questions in
relation to this Bill which perhaps the Minister
for Health may be able to answer. Will the infra-
structure borrowings be used to recoup the outlay
made by the Government under the General Loan
Fund programme?

Mr Young: They will be used for that purpose.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Okay. I then ask: Who will
repay the borrowings and are the borrowings to be
undertaken by the hospital board or by the
Treasury, as the central borrowing authority, on
behalf of the board?
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In conclusion, [ say that the Opposition sup-
ports the legislation and congratulates the
Government for its rather prompt action in the
construction of the Nickol Bay Hospital.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough—Minister for
Health) {12.36 p.m.]: 1 thank the member for
Kalgoorlie for his support of the Bill and particu-
larly for the constructive manner in which he
viewed the actions of the Government. I can add
little to what the member has said except that, if
members look through the various papers and the
various questions and answers dealing with the
finances involved, they will understand it does get
a little complicated when trying to end up with
the figure anticipated to be borrowed. Neverthe-
less 1 have managed to reconcile the figures, and
what the member said essentially is correct.

1 should place on record the fact that the new
estimated final cost of the Nickol Bay Hospital
will be $184 000 less than the amount budgeted
for. The amount to be borrowed probably will be
$5.1 million rather than $5.3 million and this will
be recouped to the General Loan Fund advance.

The member asked whether the money would
be borrowed by the board or by the Hospital and
Allied Services.

Mr I. F. Taylor: By the board or by the
Treasury as the central borrowing authority on
behalf of the board.

Mr YOUNG: 1 understand the situation is that
the board will actually borrow the money and the
repayment wil! be made through the Hospital and
Allied Services to the board as part of the cost of
running the Nickol Bay Hospital.

Mr [. F. Taylor: So the joint venturers will not
be involved?

Mr YOUNG: No, they will not be involved in
any further commitment except if by arrangement
they have to contribute to some ongoing costs; but
at this stage there will be no further commitment
by the joint venturers,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee, etc.

Bill passed through Commitiee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third t1ime, on motion by Mr Young
(Minister for Heahlh), and transmitted to the
Council.
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WESTERN AUSTRALIAN OVERSEAS PRO-
JECTS AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 12 October.

MR BRYCE (Ascot) [12.40 p.m.]: We support
the legislation and the amendment to the Act.
Some few years ago when the parent legisiation
was passed, we on this side indicated to the
Government that had we been in office at the
time we would have been proud to bring to the
House that sort of legislation. It fulfilled a very
important need,

We have had pleasure in tracing the develop-
ment of the work of the authority. It has become
quite apparent that the operation of the board—in
respect of the terms of the parent Act, which re-
quired all the heads of departments of a number
of imporiant State Government departments
specifically named to be on the board—has nat
quite worked as well as it might because of the
obvious pressures of time and commitment. The
Biil seeks to enable those departmental heads to
specify proxy representatives on the board. This is
a logical amendment and one which has become
quite apparent.

The other amendment relates to the change of
the name of the Department of Industrial Devel-
opment. It is 2 common-sense amendment and we
have pleasure in supporting it.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch—Minister for
Industrial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment) [12.41 p.m.]: I thank the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition for his support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
In Committee, elc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
MacKinnon (Minister for Industrial, Commercial

and Regional Development), and transmitted to
the Council.

Sitting suspended from 12.43 t0 2.15 p.m.
AERIAL SPRAYING CONTROL
AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading
Debate resumed from 19 October.
MR EVANS (Warren) [2.15 p.m.]): This Bill is

unique as a result of the purpose for which it was
introduced. As far as | am able to gather, an indi-
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vidual is operating two aircraft modified to carry
out spraying work, and while that work is carried
out on a commercial basis he is not licensed to do
it. However, as a result of his not being licensed
he cannot be compelled to take out insurance.

It is of great importance in this day and age of
modern chemicals that any aerial sprayer is well
insured against his causing damage to crops, and
properties generally. The member for Geraldton
would well know of instances of 2,4-D wiping out
an entire tomato crop. Similar damage can be
caused merely by someone going through the
Swan River area with an open can of that chemi-
cal; virtually all the vineyards in that area could
be wiped out if proper care were not taken.

The difficulties associated with spraying accu-
rately are appreciated by everybody in this House.
If an operator makes an error, an innocent
landholder adjacent to or downwind from an area
sprayed may witness his crop or property suffer-
ing deleterious effects. For that reason alone it is
proper that aerial sprayers carry insurance to
meet any liability that may arise from an accident
or unforeseen occurrence such as [ have men-
tioned.

Licensed operators must carry insurance to a
required level, and lodge the policy with the De-
partment of Agriculture before they are allowed
to operate. But unlicensed operators can work
without that insurance, and therefore offer a rate
considerably lower than that of their competitors
who operate legitimately.

The premiums for this type of insurance are
quite high. It appears the case that will be covered
by this legislation has been quite difficult to
handle; it has been almost impossible for the
Commeoenwealth authorities to obtain a conviction
of the individual operating illegally. One of the
difficulties they have encountered no doubt has
been that contact between aircraft and a base is
available automatically for all aircraft throughout
the State. It is appreciated that it is difficult to
pin down an unlicensed operater in order to ob-
tain sufficient evidence to enable a conviction, but
the purpose of the Bill is to rectify that situation.

As | have said, the Bill is unique in that it will
enable the authorities to take legal action against
an operator not carrying proper insurance. For
that reason the Bill will make it mandatory for
any owner or operator of an aircraft adapted for
acrial spraying to carry insurance.

As | have said, the measure is slightly unusual,
but the respensibility rests with this House to en-
sure that innocent landholders are not subjected
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1o a risk not of their own making, and about
which nothing can be done to prevent.

For the reasons I have given, the Bill is not op-
posed by this side of the House,

MR TUBBY (Greenough) [2.20 p.m.}: I will
support this Bill; it 15 an important measure.
Certainly it is required for the protection of the
farming industry of Western Australia.

It is of vital importance to farmers in my ¢lec-
torate because of the wide diversification of farm-
ing in that area. For example my electorate has
witnessed the promotion and growing of white
lupins, which is a valuable crop. Pilots flying air-
craft modified for aerial spraying should be con-
versant with their obligations to the farming in-
dustry, and should be insured against any damage
that may be caused from spray drift.

The growers of lupins and similar crops should
have protection from damage caused by this drift,
and should have the opportunity to follow avenues
to obtain compensation for any damage caused.
For that reason I support the Bill.

MR OLD (Katanning—M inister for
Agriculture) [2.22 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Warren and the member for Greenough for
indicating their support of the Bill. They enunci-
ated clearly the reason for, and the object of, the
Bill.

In the first instance—in 1966—legislation was
introduced to cover aerial spraying, but obviously
it did not cover all circumstances, Legislation is
designed to cover the people who work within the
law, but on occasions, such as this, it is seen that
some people work outside the Jaw. In this case an
aerial sprayer has not operated within the Federal
law, and that has impinged on the State legis-
lation.

The State must protect people against others
who illegally use aircraft, and in this case we
must ensure that all aerial sprayers are insured
against damage they may cause.

At present a couple of legal cases are pending. I
am aware of ane over which some doubt exists
about the activities of the company concerned. As
the member for Warren said, the operations of an
aerial sprayer may have a deleterious effect on an
innocent party who happens to be next door or
downwind of the area being sprayed. By way of
this legislation, we are endeavouring 1o protect
the rural community against such damage.

Aerial spraying is an important tool in
agriculture—it mostly provides protection against
insects; but at the same time it can have a bad ef-
fect on crops likely to suffer from the spray of a
certain chernical.
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The legislation requires the users of aircrafl
modified for spraying chemicals to be insured
against any damage they may cause, but it is
possible that the purchaser of an aircraft modified
for spraying and, probably, once used for
spraying, intends to use the aircraft for private
purposes only. For that reason provision was
made in the existing Act for the Director of
Agricullure to exempt that user from the require-
ment o have this insurance cover provided evi-
dence is provided that the aircraft will not be used
for aerial spraying.

I thank members for their support of the Bill,
and commend it 10 the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commilttee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Qld
(Minister for Agriculture), and passed.

CHICKEN MEAT INDUSTRY AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 19 Qctober.

MR EVANS (Warren) [2.26 p.m.}: This is a
complex measure because it involves an industry
which has become embroiled in a sitvation which
has brought about an unsatisfactory result for
producers.

The chicken meat indusiry has developed into a
modern industry in the sense that it uses 2 high
degree of technology and mechanisation. As a re-
sult, it has become a contractual type of industry
in the sense that the broiler chickens can be
brought to maturity in a matter of nine weeks or
so. This indusiry involves a limited oumber of
companies which places them in a good position.

The chickens are raised by growers in battery-
type sheds and under strictly controlled dietary
situations. The formula for the feed is closely con-
trofled and with a minimum number of feedings
the chickens are brought to the stage where they
can go to the processor for treatment, packaging,
and marketing.

The processors have an involvement on the
feeding side either through subsidiary companies
or contracts, so we have what may be termed a

October 1982] 4421

vertically integrated industry which has resulted
in a lower cost to the consumer.

As everyone is aware, chicken is a fairly com-
mon commodity these days. In the past, chicken
was for special occasions such as Christmas or
Easter—it was in the luxury class. It has now
made considerable inroads into the beel, lamb,
pork, and other meat sales. One reason for this is
the highly organised nature of the indusiry and
the fact that that has brought about a decrease in
the price, offsetting the costs that have bedevilled
other industries which compete with chicken.

The Minister has kindly provided me with some
figures. The number of broiler chickens processed
in the past three years was {8.9 million for 1979-
80; 19.5 million for 1980-81; and 18.5 million for
1981-82. The decrease of one million in the last
12 months has been caused to some extent by
imports. Those figures were not available so it is
difficult to be precise.

Nine processors operate in Western Australia
and, of these, the top two are responsible for pro-
cessing approximately 90 per cent of the pro-
duction. This provides quite a degree of flexibility
in the industry and has brought about an unstable
situation.

The Chicken Meat Industry Act of 1977 had as
its objective the setting up of a chicken meat in-
dustry committee, the function of which was to
regulate the broiler industry to give it stability.
That was necessary at the time. The committee
comprised three growers, three processors, and
one¢ non-voting independent officer of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture as its chairman.

The industry was expanding with new tech-
nology and had made inroads into the meat indus-
try and was able to flourish, but required regu-
lation. The regulation of the industry involved the
setting of the price to be paid to producers by the
processors, and in the event of disputes an arbi-
trator was 1o be appointed by the Minister for
Agriculture. With nine processors and 42 pro-
ducers in the indystry, it is a close-knit situation.

For the purposes of this Act, a grower must
have a contractual arrangement with the pro-
cessor and the type of sheds and buildings re-
quired are stipulated by the regulations; a well-or-
dered industry. The terms and requirements for
processors and producers as well as growers are
set down and the working base of the indusiry is
spelt out.

A model farm has been provided, upon which
standard basic prices can be determined—it is
something of the order of 64 000 birds, providing
5.2 batches per annum.
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The growers claimed further that in recent
times the spirit and the purpose of the Act have
become undermined 1o the extent that contracts
have been interfered with to a degree. They feel
that the industry is becoming unstable and I
would imagine everyone would see that happen
only with reluctance and regret.

The actions of the processors over the last 12
months have been something akin to unfortunate.
The Act provides that the price of birds be deter-
mined annually with a survey being conducted bi-
annually. This keeps an ongoing check and the
survey is conducted by the marketing and re-
search section of the Department of Agriculture.

In March this year the processors asked for a
review of the costs because they believed that the
existing growing fee of 27.5¢ per bird was too
high. The department did carry out a survey in
March 1981, but the processors disputed the re-
sult and the growers requested that the matter go
to arbitration. The Minister informed the growers
that the arbitrator would be Mr Crawford,

Another problem which exists is the extent to
which shedding has been permitted in the indus-
try. The term “shedding” is used in relation to the
number of birds produced and in 1979 unnecess-
ary shedding was permitted to be erected. It was
claimed that processors were manipulating the
Act. If sheds are built, the required number of
birds must be produced in order to give an econ-
omical return, otherwise capital is lying idle. If
one is producing birds, one must have an avenue
through which to sell them. One of the difficulties
that arises is that, where there are several pro-
cessars each competing in the marketplace to dis-
pose of the birds he is processing, some processors
will be more successful than others. They will
take a greater share of the market at the expense
of their fellow processors. The result is that the
successful processor will look for a further supply
of birds and, as [ understand it, he will not look to
the grower who is less successful.

1 refer to a letter 10 the Press from Mr Laurie
Byatt of Gosnells. He said—

One of the major companies subsequently
secured by market negotiation a big portion
of the chicken sales and refused, through the
Minister of Agriculture, to employ the
growers previously growing birds for those
sales.

Instead, as a sweetener to the deal they
gave the vendor of the sales a contract to
grow those chickens—a duplication of grow-
ing facilities surplus to the industry.
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This is ane of the problems which relates back to
1979 when a further eight sheds were permitted
1o be built in addition to the existing shedding.

The effective surplus of production is regret-
table, but it is a situation with which we are
faced. On 21 August 1981 the Minister received a
deputation regarding the surplus shedding issue
and the fact that the growers had not been re-
quired to go to arbitration on the question of a
standard price. It appears it was a deputation that
conveyed information to the Minister. Sub-
sequently a further 5407 square metres of shed-
ding was permitted. That would imply there is a
production capacity of 503 936 birds per annum.
A situation arose as a result of price rises and the
approval for extra shedding where five growers
from one processing firm received notices that
their growing contracts were to be terminated.
The contracts were for a four-year period with a
one-year option and were due for renewal on 1
September 1982, Subsequently those notices of
termination were not withdrawn.

I understand that the Minister met the
processors and he is aware that the department
did not take any decisive action and now we have
presented to Parliament an amendment to the
Act. This matter could have been resolved in
another way because the terms of the amendment
do not appear to be totally satisfactory and
certain points need to be considered.

That is the position as it came before the
chicken meat committee on 24 May 1982, I feel
the atmosphere of concern of the committee is
contained in the minutes of its meeting held on
that day, and 1 would like to quote rather length-
ily from them. The President of the WA Broiler
Growers Association advised that he had met with
the five growers. He said—

The Association deplores the fact that the
letters were written in the first instance, they
were in bad taste and had placed severe men-
tal stress on the wives and families of the
growers involved. They certainly highlighted
the fact that there are certain pitfalls in the
industry. It was felt that the Processor con-
cerned had little regard for the feelings of
growers.

The chairman of the meetling
stating—

. . . that the growers should present their
case without placing any interpretation on
the feelings of processors. This has been the
cause of problems within the Committee in
the past and once an accusation is made it
evokes a reply.

interrupted,
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The president continued, saying that five growers
had been notified the company intended
terminating their contracts. The minutes con-
tinue—

This  stems from the current
overproduction problem and in part from the
standard price determination made by the ar-
bitrator.

Growers were aware that the industry was
facing a difficult time but the last thing they
wanted 1o sec was growers being dismissed.
Some of the affected growers had recently
spent large amounts of capital on new shed-
ding. Growers found it hard to believe that
this type of notice had taken place.

This was the atmosphere of the committee meet-
ing, and it is contained fairly clearly in the record
of that meeting of 24 May. A processor member
advised that the notices had been issued to correct
an overproduction capacity which was causing un-
economic cost of production. A deal of discussion
took place on the manner in which the excess
shedding had occurred in the industry. One
significant point was, and 1 quote—

Growers had always said that if there was
1o be a cut back, then it should be uniform
across all growers.

The same processor refuted the claim that surplus
capacity was Lhe fauit of the processor. He made
the point that the processor had no way of know-
ing it was going to lose part of its market share,
and as a result, have a surplus of production ca-
pacily throughout the whole of its organisation.

Two points are worthy of comment. The first is
that when il came 1o the question of a cut
equilably across the board 1o all growers, it would
have meant that the processors who also operate
as growers—lhey have their own production
farms—would have grounds to object from their
point of view. This is precisely what occurred
when one of the major processors indicated he
was not prepared to accept the transfer of growers
at that particular time. He made the further point
that this would interfere with the operation of the
company—one of the larger companies which also
was involved in the actual growing of broiler
chickens. One can see that the industry becomes
fairly complex.

I will not go through the detailed figures with
which [ have been supplied. The standard basic
prices are available on the question sheet in the
answers supplied by the Minister. However, at the
meecting, the processors saw that the reasons for
the oversupply were a drop in sales, a drop in con-
sumption per capita Australia-wide, the
introduction into this State of a new processor,
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and importations from the Eastern States. That is
probably a fair assessment of what has transpired.
Now that the development period of the industry
has levelled out, this situation remains, and as a
consequence, the problem of shedding has yet to
be resolved.

It has been suggested by the growers, some of
whom have spent a considerable amount of capi-
tal in new shedding, that rationalisation is poss-
ible and should take place. A number of alterna-
tives have been put forward by growers, the first
being a seven-year contracl with seven-year
options which would enable Commonwealth De-
velopment Bank loans to become a reality. This
tonger term finance is necessary in any primary
industry. It is most difficult to operate without it.
Sccondly, it was proposed to transfer growers
from one group to another 1o balance out
anomalies brought about by the disparity in ob-
taining a portion of the market; or as an alterna-
tive, licensing, as with the egg farmers in the egg
industry. That could be a further solution.

The amendment before us proposes several
things, but none of them is very positive. It
changes the composition of the chicken meat in-
dustry committee so that instead of having three
processors, three producers, and an independent
non-voting chairman, it will comprise two pro-
cessors, two producers, two people who are inde-
pendent—it does not indicate from what area they
will be drawn—and 2 chairman. I do not know
whether the chairman has voting rights; I do not
think he has. That may make it difficult to arrive
at a decision. The composition of the committee
with two independents gives rocom for some con-
cern inasmuch as they could have a predilection
10 the processors or the growers. A problem exists
there particularly if they come from some sort of
ancillary industry—whether the food or consumer
side, or whatever.

The other part of the amendment confers ad-
ditional powers on the committee to enable it to
approve existing new growing facilities. At the
meeting of 24 May from which 1 have quoted, the
growers recorded their opposition to any further
shedding being permitted. They recorded that
that had been their attitude all along and this
raises the point as to how the additional shedding
came about in the industry, starting in 1979.

The Minister indicates in a reply, and it has
been claimed in this newspaper article, that con-
trol over shedding existed then and exists now.
Part of the respensibility for the additional shed-
ding must rest with the Minister, going back to
1979 when he could have taken a decision.
Although he says in his answer that it was on the
recommendation of the commitiee, the committee



4424

indicated in its minutes that the growers had
never required additional shedding. Something of
a disparily exists.

Because of the complexity of the situation it is
not sufficient to remove the problem from one
committee that has very little teeth and give it to
another which has slightly more teeth, and allow
it 10 resolve a difficult and complex issue, albeit
on a reasonably small scale.

When these five growers received their notices,
it was asked whether they were efficient growers.
The document reads as follows—

...enquired as to whether the five growers
notified of the intention to terminate their
contracts were in fact efficient growers,

Chairman pointed out that under the current
definition they were not inefficient growers
but it was recognised that there was a need 10
amend the definition.

Without going into the dates of the changes in
price and the problems which exist between the
processors and the growers on the dates of alter-
ations, that broadly is the situation. It is not
necessary to outline any further the detail of the
position.

It is for that reason I suggest this legislation
does not go far enough. It will not overcome the
problem in the long term and it will not sort out
the predicament of the five growers who have re-
ceived notification of the termination of their ¢on-
tracts. [t is for that reason | suggest the legis-
lation could be referred to an inquiry, and 1 ask
the Minister to give consideration to such a move.
If he does not accede to my request, I give notice
of my intention, after the second reading stage
has concluded, to move to refer this Bill 1o a Sel-
ect Committee. The Bill lends itself to such a
mave, comprising as it does only two provisions;
namely, the restructuring of the existing com-
miltee, and an increase in its powers.

In effect, this Bill deals with the body which
advises upon the broiler chicken industry. I ask
the Minister 10 give consideration to my request.

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) (2.58 p.m.]: I
support the Bill. I have known a pood deal about
this matier for some time. | recall that when the
industry was controlled by a committee, not a
statutory body, when terms of contracts between
growers and processors were being entered into, it
was difficult to arrive at terms agreeable to both
parties, and the industry suffered badly as a
consequence. At that time, approximately 65
growers were in the industry. This number
quickly diminished. When after consultation with
growers and processors, the Government decided
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to introduce a Bill to give stability to the industry,
only about 36 growers remained.

1 recall that at that time the Government was
criticised for providing what was virtually a closed
shop situation. However, this was not the case be-
cause since the introduction of the legisiation, the
industry’s operations have expanded. At a later
stage, the legislation was amended to provide the
committee with a little more strength in the mak-
ing of decisions; however, it still did not go far
enough.

I am pleased the Minister has brought forward
this legislation. I have had discussions with mem-
bers of both sides of the industry, alt of whom are
very happy with the Bill. It will give added
strength to the committee and enable it to make
decisions which previously were not being made;
disputes have been taken to arbitration which, as
the Minister satd, is a costly process. Many people
in the industry have been able to survive simply
because of the Government’s action in introducing
legislation 1o assist the industry.

The chicken meat industry is very sophisticated
and is quite costly to enter; room exists only for
those who are efficient. The committeec has the
power to determine whether it will allow individ-
ual producers to expand their operations; in mak-
ing such decisions, it will take cognizance of the
inefficiency of the applicant and whether expan-
sion will make the producer more viable.

I do not support the contention of the member
for Warren that the Bill is not strong enough. The
provisions of the Bill will allow the committee to
negotiate in the matter of contracts, prices, and
expansion, and to make decisions. I believe it
would be dangerous to consider wholesale changes
to the present legislation, particularly as both
sides of the industry are quite happy with the Bill.

With those few remarks, | support the Bill, and
I am sure it has the support of the entire industry.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells)[3.03 p.m.]: I am less
approving of the Bill than is the member for
Whitford. Like the honourable member, I have a
number of chicken producers in my electorate,
many of whom are hopeful of the situation which
will be created by the passing of this legisation.
Fundamentally, all the Bill does is to provide for a
new committee which should work better than the
old one.

The producers are particularly concerned that
under the situation which has arisen at pres-
ent—that is to say, where production in the indus-
try has fallen, but where the same number of pro-
ducers with the same amount of sheddage remain
in the industry and still have a restricted number
of processors to whom they can sell—the fall in
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output of the industry has put the processors in a
very strong position vis a vis the producers, par-
ticularly when the industry is so tightly con-
trolled.

As the shadow Minister for Agriculture ex-
plained in his speech, the industry works on the
basis that the chickens are hatched by the pro-
cessors and then “leased” 10 the producers who
raise them to the point at which they can be re-
turned 1o the processors, processed, and sold to
the consumer. As a result, the producers are de-
pendent on the processors. As long as an amicable
arrangement applies, this very tightly controlled
industry operates satisfactorily.

The difficulty arises in times like the present,
when a downturn in the markel is experienced
and when people musi either start cutting costs or
losing profits. When it comes to a competing
interest, the processors are in a much stronger
situation than are the producers. In fact, this is
the situation this year.

Because the membership of the committee is
balanced beiween processors and producers, it has
not been able to reach decisions based on consen-
sus agreement, because the interests of those two
groups are heavily divergent. In September, we
saw the situation where a contract for prices was
up for renegotiation, and this is where the dispute
between processors and producers hit its peak. Be-
fore negotiations were entered into for a new
price—the producers were not seeking merely to
keep the price at the same level, and allow in-
flation to erode the real value of the price; they
wanted a reduction in price—in order to give
themselves bargaining sirength, the processors
issued letters of intent to terminate the contracts
of five growers, two or three of whom were in my
electorate.

The chicken producers could not have taken
those letters of notice of intent to terminate con-
tracts—12 months’ notice being required—as
anything other than a scare tactic exercised on the
producers in order to have them agree to lower
production prices.

In fact, the producers have not agreed to that,
and the whole business has gone off to arbitration.
As the Minister pointed out in his second reading
speech, that is a fairly costly process, and one
which could be avoided.

The proposal the Minister is putting up to get
out of that situation is, as the member for Warren
said, something of a *“Pontius Pilate™ arrange-
ment; he is washing his hands of the whole
business and giving it back to a new com-
mittee—a completely new committee. The new

Cctober 1982] 4425

committee will not have to deal with consensus
agreemenis. It can make agreements on a
majority vole. ‘

A significant aspect is that on the committee
there will be an clement other than representa-
tives of the producers and represeatatives of the
processors. In fact, two independent people will be
on the committee. Therein lies the nub of the
matter, because the additional voting persons will
control the chicken meat industry. They will make
the decisions about who is right and who is wrong
between the producers and the processors. In fact,
they will do the arbitration—the 1two members of
the commitiee who are neither representatives of
the produccrs nor representatives of the pro-
CesSOrs.

Mr Old: That is a lot of rot.
Mr Evans: No. He is spot on.

Mr PEARCE: Can the Minister tell me why it
isa lot of rot?

Mr Old: 1 will tell you.
Mr PEARCE: If he can give me a hint now—

Mr Old: | will not give you a hint. It will give
you something 1o tatk about.

Mr Tonkin: Don’t play games. You have said
he is wrong. Back it up.

Mr Old: I will back it up.
Mr Tonkin: You are being very coy.

Mr Old: He does not know what he is talking
about.

Mr PEARCE: [ am prepared to concede 1 am
not a great expert on agricultural matters—

Mr Old: Spot on.

Mr Tonkin: It is a pity you people do not admit
your mistakes sometimes.

Mr PEARCE: —however, | have a number of
chicken growers in my electorate and | have dis-
cussed this matter at considerable length with
some of them, and they have given me a lot of in-
formation. In addition, 1 can read a second read-
ing speech and a Bill as well as anybody ¢lse; and
when | suggest that the new committee will be
composed of representatives of producers and of
processors, and of persons appointed by the Min-
ister, that is not a matter which is open for argu-
ment. Does the Minister wish to deny that?

Mr Qld: No.

Mr PEARCE: Let us look at the practical situ-
ation. It is not now an agricultural matter, but a
straight political matter. Anybody who has ever
been on a committee knows the way in which
committee people vote; and their decisions are not
based necessarily on anything other than the
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interest group that they represent. If there is to be
a divergence of opinion between producers and
processors about relevant trends in the industry,
the present committee, because it consists of equal
numbers from both sides, has to reach a consensus
before a decision can be made. The commitiee is
locked in a bind because it cannot make decisions
on that basis. We cannot argue about that.

The Minister is trying now to scrap the old
committee and set up a new committee which will
still have equal representation from the producers
and processors; but added to the committee will
be other persons who will be neither producers nor
processors. At times when the interests of the pro-
cessors and the producers diverge, the other
people on the commiitee who have a vote will be
the ones making the decision. One daes not have
to be an agricultural expert to understand that.

Mr Old: That is the two people with other
interests you are talking about?

Mr PEARCE: That is what I am saying. Effec-
tively, they will have the vote so to that extent
they will replace the arbitration process which is
going on at preseni. The purpose of bringing the
Bill 10 the House is 10 try to resolve the issues
within the committee, rather than have them de-
cided elsewhere; and that is crucial for the way in
which the industry operates.

The reason both parts of the industry are happy
with the Bill at the moment, as the member for
Whitford asserts correcily, is that all parties hope
that the new committee will work better than the
old one. However, | realise that after the appoint-
ment of impartial people to the committee, it
might be that the parties become tired of the com-
mittee and the way in which it works, particularly
if the so-called independent people are actually
covert representatives of one interest group or
another.

I will make a further prediction, and that is
that, in fact, the people who are happy with the
idea of a new committee will be less happy when
they see the committee in operation. They will
look at the qualifications of the people appointed
to the committee at first and say, “That is not a
bad appointment.” I bet my bottom dollar that
after the commitlee has made a few decisions,
they will be less happy about it.

The solution proposed by the Minister is a
fairly neat one, in a sense—get rid of the old com-
mittee and have a new committee with an extra
voting bloc, which will be able to vote either with
the producers or with the processors. But | believe
that approach is unlikely to be successful in the
fong term, although it might overcome a short-
term probiem.
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The fact that the Act will expire after seven
years indicates that the Government and the Min-
ister realise it is only a short-term solution to the
problem, or it is likely to be. I am more en-
amoured with the proposition put up by the mem-
ber for Warren, that the whole matter ought to be
looked at thoroughly—more thoroughly than it
has been. What is required is not a “Pontius
Pilate” decision, but one based on a thorough sur-
vey of the whole industry and its require-
ments—one that would be more likely to be satis-
factory to both sides.

1 understand that the Minister has moved to
pre-empt suggestions that the additional members
on the committee might be biased one way or the
other by suggesting that he will appoint somebody
with agricultural interests and somebody with
economic interests. Is that, in fact, a clear com-
mitment, or is that a suggestion made by certain
people?

Mt Old: I have not heard that.

Mr PEARCE: [ take the Minister’s word for
that. That means that the suggestion which has
been heard around some of the traps does not
emanate fram the Minister. It might be that the
people who are prepared to accept the proposition
for the restructuring of the committee are basing
their acceptance on rumours of that type. There-
fore, their confidence about the matter may be a
little less firmly based than otherwise it might be.

I am not opposing the Bill, although I think it is
unlikely to provide long-term solutions. 1 fore-
shadow my support for the move by the member
for Warren for a Select Committee to inquire into
this matter.

MR OoLD (Katanning—Minister for
Agriculture) [3.13 p.m.]: I thank the three mem-
bers far their support—somewhat qualified in
some instances—for this Bill. I will make a few
comments and answer some of the points that
have been raised.

The member for Warten, who was the lead
speaker on the Bill—

Mr Watt: For the Opposition.

Mr OLD: The member for Albany is quite
right—mentioned that the number of chickens
slaughtered in the State has declined; and that is
quite true. While we do not have records, as the
member rightly said, of the number of chickens
imported, certainly we have seen an influx of
chickens from the Eastern States. This has been
brought about by a matter of economics on the
part of the retailers of chickens—and probably
the processors; I do not know. Under section 92 of
the Commonwealth Constitution, we can do
nothing in the world to stop the processors from
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importing chickens, unless there is some health
hazard. Then, of course, the appropriate action
can be taken.

It is a very dicey situation and this is a matter
of which the producer members of the committee
are aware. Their big fear is that if they continue
to seek higher and higher growing fees, if the ar-
biters appointed agree higher and higher growing
fees should be allowed and the processors say the
fees are too high or the retailers say the prices
charged by the processors are 100 high, they, in
turn, will import the chickens from the Eastern
States where the growing fee is lower.

Good reasons exist for the growing fee in West-
ern Australia being higher than that in the East-
ern States. One reason is that the industry here is
smaller and it must be remembered also that a
number of processes have been involved. There-
fore, increased costs occur when a greater number
of processing people must be paid.

As was ¢nunciated by the member for Warren,
the problem started as a result of shedding. This
was brought about by the fact that a medium size
processor who was a factor in the industry was
bought out by another processor. The problem
started here inasmuch as some shedding was al-
lowed to be allocated and it was surplus to the
amount of shedding required. [ have no quarrel
with the fact that that occurred. However, the
chicken meat industry commitiee did not have
control of shedding and that is where the base of
the problem lies. As a result of the proposed
amendment, the committee will have control over
shedding.

Mr Evans: But you have control over shedding,

Mr OLD: No; I assure the member the com-
mittec will have control over shedding and, if he
reads the Bill, he will realise that.

It has been alleged the constitution of the com-

mittee under the proposed amendment will result -

in virtyally the same situation as that which
existed previously. The allegation was made to the
effect that the proposed committee will comprise
two processors, two growers, and two independent
people and that those iwo independent peopie will
control whether the indusiry progresses. However,
that is nol quite correct, because previously the
committee was made up of three processors, three
growers, and a chairman who was an officer of
the Department of Agriculture. Under the com-
mittee proposed in the Bill, the chairman will not
necessarily be an officer of the Department of
Agriculture. It is true also that the chairman will
not necessarily be an officer of the department;
but he will have a vote.
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It was suggested to me previously that we could
overcome the problems evident in the chicken
meat industry by giving the chairman a vote, but
that would then have created the position where
an officer of the Department of Agriculture with
a casting vote, would virtually become the de-
cision-maker in the industry. Not only would that
be unfair on the industry, but also it would be
grossly unfair on the chairman, because whatever
he did would be wrong.

Mr Pearce: | accept that, but adding two people
does not help.

Mr OLD: I am seeking to add three people.
The chairman has a vote now and so will the
other iwo people; therefore, we will have three
people against two people against two people. The
same result would be achieved if you had 25
people.

Mr Pearce: Of course it would; that was the
point I was making.

Mr OLD: What is the answer?

Mr Pearce: The suggestion we are putting 1o
you is that, although the proposed committee is
better than the situation which has pertained in
the past which has turned out to be hopeless and
we accept that—that is why we are not voting
against the Bill—this will turn out to be a short-
term answer to the industry's problems, because
in the end you are giving those three people the
power to control the industry and the industry will
not be happy about it.

Mr OLD: 1 do not agree that it is a short-term
answer. A sunset clause has been included in the
Bill and the member for Gosnells has indicated
that because of this action this represents a short-
term answer o the problems of the industry. That
was not the reason for the sunset clause.The
reason is that now the chicken industry is a much
more closed industry than it was previously and
the people who will get the greatest advantage
from the closure of the industry are the growers
and processors; it may well be that protection will
lead to an inefficient industry and, if it does, in
the future the Parliament will be able to decide
whether the industry should carry on as a closed
shop.

As the Opposition has said on many occasions
in regard to sunset clauses, and I am sure the
member for Gosaells would agree, reviews should
occur and this sunset clause provides the oppor-
tunity for a review in five years' time.

Let me assure members we have not just sat
down and decided the best way, by numbers, to do
the job. Extensive inquiries have been made and
much discussion has taken place between pro-
cessors and growers. I am under no illusions about
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the fact that two factions exist in the indus-
try—the growers and the processors. 1 have
spoken to same of the people from the member for
" Gosnells® electorate and it is clear some of them
have been treated very badly in relation to conti-
nuity of contracts.

The member for Warren stated that the threat
10 withdraw their licences had not been retracted,
but my understanding is the matter has been re-
solved amicably, the growers have negotiated with
the processors, and 1hose licences will not be can-
celled now.

Mr Evans: That must have happened within a
day or so.

Mr OLD: No; 1 was advised of this by the
chairman of the growers’ committee some three
weeks ago. He told me very definitely an arrange-
ment had been made whereby those people would
retain their licences. This occurred as a result of
negotiations on the growing fee.

One of the biggest problems in the industry is
the fluctuation of success amongst the processors.
Not long ago the processor who is on top now was
being defeated by another processor, and so it
goes on. Much of this relates to marketing and
demand from the people being supplied, which
amount to the same thing.

In the past 1 have had meetings with the pro-
cessors when they have agreed between them-
selves to even up the situation by redistributing
the growers. Unfortunately, however, that spirit
of co-operation has died, so the committee will
now be able to decide these matters as well as
whether a surplus of shedding has occurred and
matters relating to the number of batches, etc,

Today we have two major processors, one of
which is able to provide a greater turnover than
the other. While the price may be constant be-
tween the growers who are growing for both pro-
cessors, the number of batches being turned over
per year is quite different and obviously, there-
fore, the income to the growers in the two camps
is quite different.

The running of the chicken meat industry now
will be handled by the committee, not by the
growers or processors. Decisions will be made by
the committee. The two independent members
will be appointed by the Minister and they will
have some soct of commercial expertise. The
member for Gosnells voiced the fact that rumour
had it one of the independent members would
have agricultural expertise and the other would
have commercial expertise. That is not necessarily
right ar wrong. [t is possible an accountant and a
lawyer would be appoinied; but the arbitration as-
pect of the Bill will be completely removed. We
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would expect the decisions made by the com-
mittee to be in the best interests of the industry. If
those decisions are disadvantageous to a grower,
some growers, or some processors, that person or
body has the opportunity under the Act now to
appeal to a court.

I think this is a much fairer way to do this than
to go through arbitration which, when all is said
and done, produced 2 decision on growing
fees—the only matter that went to arbi-
tration—and if the arbitrator’s decision meant
that the processors thought they could not afford
the fee, that was the end of the line and we had a
stand-off situation. At least now we will have an
avenue of appeal against the decision by the com-
mittee.

Mr Evans: An appeal to the Minister.

Mr OLD: No; the producers can appeal
through the courts; I will not be a decision maker
at all.

While I can understand the Opposition’s reser-
vation, I firmly believe that when this committee
gets going—it will be formed very shortly pro-
vided the Bill is passed—we will see an
improvement in the industry; I do not think it will
be a short-term improvement. Once the com-
mittee gets going I am sure the industry will settle
down; if it does not we will have to do something
about it. I will be very disappointed if the com-
mittee does not solve most of the problems
currently facing the industry. Obviously, we will
have some problems as we go aleng, bearing in
mind that we do have a definition in the regu-
lations of an “efficient grower". If a person is not
an efficient grower he will be penalised or tipped
out of the industry. Obviously, such a person
would have a chip on his shoulder and might try
to gain political clout to overcome his problem.
This sort of thing must be faced all the time, and
there is no way it can be overcome by legislation,

The contracts and the real negotiating part of
the industry will be handled by regulations. The
Act provides purely the framework within which
the committee will work. The committee will de-
cide by regulation what an efficient grower is and
will decide on matters such as growing fees, shed-
ding, and so on.

I believe the Bill goes just about all the way (o
overcome the problems in this important industry,
although we could never expect to get it 100 per
cent right and so solve all its problems. It would
be very disadvantageous to the State generally,
and to the producers in Western Australia in
particular, if we reached the stage where the
retailers and processors were importing their
chicken requirements from the Eastern States,
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which is the big threat we face. When considering
the growing fees in the Eastern States and their
payments 1o producers, we must remember that
those people are working on a larger scale than
are people here in Western Australia. I am sure
the Opposition and the Government are in total
agreement in the wish for a stable industry in this
State whch can support successful producers.

Mr Evans: We would be happy to give it a2 go
for 12 months to see how it works, but are you
certain those five growers who received notices of
termination have been reprieved?

Mr OLD: That is the information transmitted
to me by the chairman of the growers’ association.
My comments were based on what he told me. I
understand those growers have been successful
and have been given another breath of life to con-
tinue in the industry.

Mr Evans: We will not proceed to ask for a Sel-
ect Committec if that is so.

Mr OLD: Perhaps the member for Whitford
could comment—although 1 know [ am supposed
te be addressing you, Mr Acting Speaker. How-
ever, | understand that the growers concerned
have been assured their licences will not be sus-
pended.

Mr Nanovich: That is my understanding, also.

Mr OLD: I will check on this and advise the
member for Warren accordingly.

Mr Evans: If the five growers are no longer in
jeopardy, we are prepared to allow this measure
10 take effect for 12 months and then review it at
that time to see whether it is working in the man-
ner in which the Minister and we hope it will.

Mr OLD: I will check on this matter immedi-
ately and if what I have said is incorrect there will
be an opportunity to do something about it in
another place.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, elc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr QOld
(Minister for Agriculture), and transmitted to the
Council.
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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REV-
ENUE FUND) BILL

In Committece

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Blaikie) in the
Chair; Mr O’Connor (Treasurer) in charge of the
Bill.

Division 2: Legislative Council, $332 000—
Progress was reported on Division 2.

Mr BRYCE: I take this opportunily to voice
my concern about a lack of provision in the
Budget 1o plug Parliament into the next century. |
will explain for the Premier’s benefit what I mean
by that comment.

Mr Tonkin: For a start, why don't you refer to
bringing it up to the 19th century?

Mr BRYCE: It has been suggested to me in a
somewhat facetious manner by one of my friends
and colleagues that when someone expresses his
concern about the lack of modern hardware and
software about this institution, he ought to refer
to bringing the Parliament up to date with the last
decade or so rather than with this one. I draw at-
tention in this debate to my disappointment that
no zllocation has been provided in the Budget that
would suggest that we as an institution are
preparing {0 project the Parliament into the elec-
tronic age.

We have been passed well and truly by the rest
of the community. Year after year seems to roll
by without very much evidence appearing to
suggest that very much serious thought and
planning has been engaged in in this institution to
bring it uwp to date. I will demonstrate what 1
mean.

It seems that members of this place are quite
happy for the rest of the community to pass them
by in the sense that a great many changes are oc-
curring outside the Parliament which affect the
methodology, efficiency, and productivity of
businesses, Government departments, and
Government agencies, but the Parliament seems
to stand still.

Mr Coyne: Yes, exactly; I think the first thing
you have to do with Parliament House is
restructure its management. It is the worst man-
aged place in this State.

Mr Jamieson: Under this vote you are saying
we should bring the Legislative Council up to
date. Surely we dan't want to do that. | would be
interested in this on the next vote.

Mr BRYCE: | am happy to use the platform
this vote gives me because the platform involves
both Houses. If I discussed this matter under the
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vole relating to the next House [ may fall between
two stoals.

I sugpest to the Premier it is time serious con-
tingency plans were made to examine the ef-
ficiency and productivity of the most famous
QANGO of them all—this place.

Opposition members; Hear, hear!
Mr Coyne: 1 will support you all the way.

Mr BRYCE: It is true a great deal is said in
this place about the 300 to 500 QANGOs in this
State, yet rarely is there any sense of serious
analysis of the efficiency and productivity of this
institution.

Mr Bertram: That is precisely right.

Mr Coyne: There
authorities.

Mr Bertram: They just keep adding every day
to the membership of the place.

Mr BRYCE: [ have indicated how interesting it
is that no allocation has been made in the Budget
for the provision of so much of the hardware ap-
plied to so many businesses in the community. ]
know there may be members on my side of the
House who do not altogether agree with me, but |
suspect some members on the other side of the
House do agree with me. This question should be
approached on the basis of our interest and con-
cern for this institution.

We have entered the information society. If
there is one important institution in this com-
munity which is a critically important part of the
information sociely, it is clearly this Parliament.
Yet the supply of information to this place, and
the way we handle it and organise our use of that
information, is quite pathetic, especially if we
reflect upon the fact that we have arrived in the
year nineteen hundred and eighty two.

The Parliament should be a highly efficient
arm of government, and we should be able to
point to the Parliament as an institution and say,
“There is the model for the rest of the com-
munity”. But, of course, in a whole number of
ways this institution lags sadly behind the rest of
the community.

Precedents exist in Parliaments in other parts
of the world and, I undersiand, even in Parlia-
ments within our own nation, where fairly serious
action already is under way to transform the
existing situation. Certainly significant precedents
have been established in some of our important
Government departments with regard to the com-
puterisation of activities. That computerisation is
designed 10 increase the efficiency and pro-
ductivity of, and to save time and money in, the
activities of those departments.

are four managing
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1 draw to the attention of members that our
State Treasury introduced in 1967 a form of com-
puterisation, and likewise the SEC in 1972, the
Medical Department in 1976, and the Police De-
partment in 1978,

A member: Is it the electoral or the electrical
syslem you want to bring up to date?

Mr Gordon Hill: It is the basic information
system, and how we handle it.

Mr ('Connor: Have you discussed it or have
you had anyone discuss it with the House Com-
mittee? | am just asking.

Mr BRYCE: In all seriousness, | have raised it
in conversation with a whole heap of individuals,
and I happen to know some decision makers in the
senior levels of management of this institution are
very keen 1o have a look at this question. I give
them my encouragement, and 1 hope the Govern-
ment, after our brief discussion on this aspect of
the Estimates, will provide similar encouragement
to the people of this institution who would like to
see it modernised, at least, in the avenue 1 have
suggested. Probably quite a number of ways are
available to modernise and improve the efficiency
and productivity of this institution,

Mr Coyne: Do you know who blocks that off
every time? Do you know who stifles it? It is the
members themselves, they don’t want to be
intruded upon. They don’t want their rights and
privileges intruded upon.

Mr BRYCE: I have never found myself at one
with the House Committee; and [ suspect that if
we start to look for the culprit we will find that
the House Committee has been responsible for
unbelievably staid attitudes.

Mr Tonkin: | don’t think you have a right to
say that about all its members.

Mr Gordon Hill: It has wanted to maintain the
status quo.

Mr Cayne: Four or five years aga we had con-
sultants in to do this, and they lasted about three
days. They made a few inquiries, but they were
blocked completely by members.

Several members interjected. -

Mr BRYCE: If I may, with the assistance of
my friends and colleagues, 1 will continue. 1 will
identify some of the facets of our operations
which fairly obviously lend themselves to com-
puterisation and thereby improved productivity.

The finance and personnel section of this
institution deals with a considerable amount of
money, and makes a significant number of
transactions. The payments and accounts associ-
ated with members of Parliament personally, plus
all the accounting associated with the activitics of
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both Houses, including the catering service, could
well be adapted to this new process.

I will not stand here today and pretend that I
am a suitably qualified individual to suggest to
the Premier what sort of hardware or software
would be best selected to do the job. I have
friends in the industry, however, who visit me in
this place from time to time and find it absolutely
extraordinary that this institution is so far behind
the rest of society.

Perhaps | can remind the Premier that at a re-
cent seminar attended by his Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Development and
me, along with about 300 others in the audience,
the leading speaker of the day posed the rhetori-
cal question, *“Which one of us could say that our
work place has not been significantly affected by
the electronic revolution in the last five or six
years?"”

The Minister for Industrial, Commercial and
Regional Development and I looked at each other
and smiled. We realised we were probably the
only two in the room qualified to be able to stand
up and say, “Please Sir, our place of work has not
been affected in any way by the electronic revol-
ution.”

Since returning to this institution 1 have been
reminded that a digital clock has been installed in
the Legislative Assembly—one we appreciate very
much. Therefore, it is not true to say we have not
been affected at all, but we are a long way be-
hind.

Mr Young: We palished up the hour glass.
Mr Gordon Hill: A giant step forward.

The CHAIRMAN: 1 suggest the member does
not need the assistance of others.

Mr BRYCE: We must consider the question of
the operations of the Houses of Parliament and
the direct connection between this place and the
other place with the Government Printing Office.
It is a significant one as far as the efficiency of
our operations concerned.

The preparation of our notice paper, the re-
cordings of proceedings, the drafting of Bills, etc.,
are all essentially the preparation of information
and the processing of information, yet we are
using tools of the last century to do it.

There are a number of ways in which our
methods could be significantly modernised and
the productivity and efficiency of this place
significantly improved. Most of this work can be
done on discs and sent 1o the Government Print-
ing Office, and time could be saved in proof read-
ing.
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There are many ways in which efficiencies
could be eifected. The computerisation of our
Statutes is something which will be done this dec-
ade and | would like to think it would be done
sooner than later. I saw the effect of having Siat-
utes computerised, when I visited North America
about 18 months ago, in the Siate Assembly
building in Minneapolis, St. Paul. | was engaged
in a discussion on this matter with some of the
local congressmen and we looked at a Statute
which was called up on the screen. We discussed
that piece of legislation and to make the point
they called up on the same screen comparative
Statutes of four other States of the United States
simply for the purpose of making comparisons
and useful analyses.

Everyone in this place would appreciate that
when we legislate we are inclined to ask ourselves
leading questions as to what is happening in the
rest of the world and what has happened in com-
parable communities. One of the reasons we
rarely obtain an answer to that question in our
daily legislative process in this place is that we
cannot get hold of the information.

I will suggest to the Premier the specific
example of what occurred in the past and which
would have been of great interest to members on
both sides of the Chamber. When we were debat-
ing section S4B of the Police Act, it would have
been interesting and relevant, as well as appropri-
ate, to have been able to readily call up infor-
mation from all the other States of Australia and
some of the States of the United States of
America to make a valid comparison and to dis-
cover how those communities dealt with problems
concerning the laws of assembly. That is only one
of hundreds of examples I could have made which
would have improved the quality of information
available to members in this place and improved
the quality of the debate itself.

The library is another area that would be affec-
ted by technology. It we had a computerised link
in our Parliamentary Library, it would give us ac-
cess to all the libraries in our Government and
private sector, in the immediate community,
which are going on line, and access to the data
systems that are being established.

The strongest comment [ can make on the im-
portance of having this facility in a Parliamentary
Library is that it would give us, in a short space of
time, access to communication satellites, Many
people in the community have not thought about
it, tet alone become serious enough to plan for it.
However, if we do not, we will be in a world
which will rapidly fall into two categories: the in-
formation rich and the information poor. We shall
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rapidly beceme part of the community designated
“information poor.”

If it is good enough for our Government
departments to  exercise some degree of
supervision over a vast supply of up-to-date
information, it is certainly good enough for
Parliament to be well informed and to have
information available at our fingertips.

1 witnessed a most extraordinary exhibition of
the OTC Midas system not s0 many months ago
where it was possible to electronically communi-
cate with a computerised data bank in New York
and to receive information on a screen, from thou-
sands of kilometres away. We then set the printer
going and received a hard copy of the infor-
mation. The information couid be transferred so
readily, and at a minimal cost, from one side of
the world 1o the other. If we decided we wanted
access to that sort of information system and to
receive 2 hard copy, in our hand, of a Statute
from California or New York State or anywhere
else in the world, we would have it in a few hours.

At the moment we tend to bring down the
intetlectual or mental shutters and imagine the
rest of the world is beyond our reach. Perhaps I
may draw the Premier’s attention to another
example with the debate we had in this place 12
months ago on the diamond industry. The Oppo-
sition was given one week to study a 165-page Bill
and | have no hesitation in saying that my tele-
phone account was significantly inflated because I
rang the South African Mines Department in
arder 10 discover how things are done with regard
to royalties and other matters there. Those 1ele-
phone costs would not have been necessary if that
sort of information was readily obtained through
the sort of information system | have described.

Mr Rushton: When West Trade Centre was es-
tablished as a data bank to plug into the business
world, it was not at all successful. You would
have thought that would be an example of the de-
mands of the commercial world and its need for
information. It makes it a large challenge when
we think of establishing a similar facility.

Mr BRYCE: | am not sure at what stage the
business community and the community at large
will wake up and realise the signficiance of their
having access to that information which is the
best and most up to date. It is part and parcel of
our geographic isolation, I am sure.

Mr O’Connor: You are speaking luturistically
rather than in the present.

Mr BRYCE: The Australian satellite will be in
the air shortly.

Mr O’Connor: In three years, | think.

[ASSEMBLY]

Mr BRYCE: Those data banks developed in
the United States and in western Europe are
significant indeed and I believe that funds will not
fall out of the sky in one allocation to enable us to
do this. I would like planning to commence now
because this would give encouragement to those
people who want to see it happen and | would like
some of the cabweb thinking to be pushed aside.

Mr Rushton: You could have a central system
where anyone who wanted to connect to the ter-
minals would be able to do so.

Mr BRYCE: | have no doubt that in future
years we will all have terminals in our parliamen-
tary offices and whether they will be linked to a
computerised data base or a central source within
the building will depend on the advice we receive
about the system. It concerns me that we are not
making plans and provisions to enable this to
occur.

Mr Pearce: You are before your time. I tried to
get microfilm in the library and I was told by the
member for Cottesloe that 1 was 10 years before
my time.

Mr Rushton: You are four or five months be-
fore the end of your time.

Mr BRYCE: With the help of my colleagues, [
will just about be able to wind up the comments |
wanied to make an this matter by emphasising
that the cost involved is not a dramatic amount
when you consider the actual size of the Budget.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRYCE: The amount of money involved in
this Budget is $4.6 million and a fairly reasonable
estimate of what would be involved to bring us up
to date in a sound way would be somewhat less
than $400 000. No-one could be dogmatic about
that sort of figure. | have spoken to a number of
people who are interested in this subject and it ap-
pears we would be looking at a figure in the
vicinity of $250 000 to $400 000 for Parliament
Hause to be brought screaming into this century.

Mr Rushton: The member for Gosnells indi-
cated he was going to resign his seat. | wonder
whether he will reapply at election time.

Mr BRYCE: Wiil the Deputy Premier be good
enough to accommodate me and address his
interjections, which are highly out of order, to the
subject under discussion rather than try to set up
a diversion to it?

This figure is fairly modest, but it will grow
and the question will become increasingly com-
plex, more difficult, and more expensive if we do
not take action now rather than stall a decision
for a number of years.
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Progress
Progress reported and leave given 1o sit again at
a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Pearce.
QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REV-
ENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
The Chairman of Committees {Mr Blaikie) in the
Chair; Mr O’Connor (Treasurer) in charge of the
Bill.

Division 2: Legislative Council, $332 000—

Progress was reported after Division 2 had been
partly considered.

Mr TONKIN: I desire to comment on this div-
ision, which is **Legislative Council””; however, as
in the case of the Depulty Leader of the Oppo-
sition, 1 would be happy to make comment more
generally on Parliament itself rather than divide
my comments on the two Houses.

I am concerned about the standards shown in
this House particularly by Government Ministers
who have made errors. If a person makes an error,
he should be able to admit he has done so, but
that practice is quite contrary and foreign to
many Ministers in this place. This is a very bad
state of affairs and is not in the best traditions of
the Westminsier system.

On 23 September this year the Minister for
Consumer Affairs replied 10 a question in the fol-
lowing manner, “The consumers therefore are en-
titled to a refund from the trader”. 1 then asked a
subsequent question of the Minister 10 ascertain
whether this meant the consumers were entitled to
a cash refund, to which the Minister replied, “No,
1 am not saying they are entitled 10 a cash re-
fund”. The Minister is either a Lar or a fool.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are now speak-
ing to Division 2, “Legislative Council™.

Mr TONKIN: Mr Chairman, if you had not
been speaking 10 someone else at the time | rose,
you would have heard me indicate that, as the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition had referred 10
Parliament generally in his remarks to this div-
ision as we do not have a general “Parliament™
division, 1 would do the same. If you want me 10
make half my comments on the Council and half
on the Assembly, I will be happy to do so. 1 do not
see that it makes much difference when referring
to ministerial responsibility if 1 speak 1o this div-
ision, because there are Ministers in this
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Chamber. I am talking about the operation of
Parliament.

Mr O'Connor: You don’t get the opportunity
for a2 general debate here; it is only for Council
matters.

Mr TONKIN: The Deputy Leader of the Op-
position was allowed to speak about Parliament
generally.

Mr O’Connor: If you do it that way we will
have a major debate all the way through.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 ask the member
for Morley to resume his seat.

Mr TONKIN: Could yon do something about
my time? .

The CHAIRMAN: The member’s time will be
recorded.

When the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
spoke on this division he talked about more soph-
isticated aids and I believe he related that to the
Legislative Council, although speaking in a gen-
eral vein.

Mr Tonkin: He was talking about Parliament
generally.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Morley in-
dicated he was referring to questions asked in the
Legislative Assembly, but Division 2 relates
specifically to the Legislative Council. Division 3
relates to the Legislative Assembly. Although it
may appear tedious to speak to two parts, that is
precisely the rule we will need 1o follow.

I would like to read to the Chamber a ruling
given by the Chairman last year when dealing
with this matter. I quote as follows—

The CHAIRMAN: Before [ begin, I
should like to make a bricf statement. Since
we last dealt with an Appropriation Bill in
Committee, the Standing Orders have been
changed. The effect of the change should be
twofold and, in the main, members will be
given a greater opporiunity to speak on mat-
ters which come within the Estimates. When
I call the first part, which deals with Parlia-
ment, | shall immediately call the first div-
ision. In the past, free-ranging and broad de-
bate was allowed on the part and, sub-
sequently when the division was called, many
members used item | as a means to have a
general debate.

The wish of the Standing Orders Com-
mitiee, which has now been carried out, is
that members have the opportunity, when the
division is called, to have a general debate.
That will be the opportunity for everybody to
speak within the parameters of that particu-
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lar division and the part will no longer be a
place for general debate.

Members will understand that, in the first
part which deals with Parliament, there are
approximately 20 divisions, s0 a person could
speak 20 times in a general nature on the div-
isions, whereas previously he had to en-
compass his general comments when |
spoke for 30 minutes on the part. When we
get 1o the items, debate must be confined to
the matter under consideration. No long
will a person be able to use an item 1, as
members have done in the past, as an oppor-
tunity to have a free-ranging discussion.

When we get to the items, members will
have to be much more relevant and specific
than they were previously. As Chairman, 1
shall have to restrain members if they seek to
wander away from the specific item. Of
course members will have a much greater op-
portunity to speak generally when the div-
ision is called and there will be many more
opportunities to do so, because, for example,
as [ have stated, in the first part there are 20
divisions. However, when dealing with the
items, members will have to be specific in
their comments, because the new Standing
Orders are now designed in that way.

The Chairman made that ruling following the
amendment of Standing Orders, and that was the
practice followed last year. Although the member
for Morley has said it could well be that he will be
obliged to speak for double the time if he must
speak separately on the Legislative Council and
then on the Legislative Assembly, so be it.

Point of Qrder

Mr PEARCE: When the new Standing Orders
were adopted, it was on the understanding that
the general debate would be carried into moare
specific areas; there was an implicit understand-
ing that members would not be disadvantaged in
that sense. Mr Chairman, you will appreciate, as
the Chairman did last year, that in debates on the
topic of Parliament, or indeed on any other area
where there are separate divisions, overlapping
will occur. Last year the discretion was given to
allow general debate on the Parliament to be con-
ducted under the first of the parliamentary div-
isions, which is the Legislative Council. If you are
to reject that procedure and to say we cannot
speak about Parlitament generally and we must
comment firstly on the Council and then make the
same comments later on the Assembly, much time
will be lost and members will have lost the right
to have a general debate. I believe you should ex-
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ercise the discretion shown by the Chairman last
year.

The CHAIRMAN: The procedure | outlined
was accepted and adopted last year. Although the
member for Gosnells has sought the discretion of
the Chairman to allow a flow of general com-
ment, it would be quite unworkable in other div-
isions. The member would be well aware that the
Standing Orders were amended and accepted to
prevent this general debate. If the member would

"like to place his submission before the Standing

Orders Committee, I am sure it could consider it;
but the practice of the House has been estab-
lished. I call the member for Morley.

Committee Resumed

Mr TONKIN: The lack of consistency in
rulings is absolutely appalling. I am happy 1o fol-
low your ruling if it is to apply to other members,
but only an hour ago you did allow the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to speak about Parlia-
ment generally and the need to plug it into the
electronic age. At the beginning you should have
set the parameters and standards so that we knew
where we were. The member for Ascot was not
talking about the Legislative Council, but about
the Parliament generally, and I thought I would
follow suit. I am quite happy to talk about the
Legislative Council, about that wretched and
anachronistic place.

The cost of the Legislative Council is an absol-
ute scandal; it is a place not needed at ali in this
institution. The only purpose it serves is to rubber
stamp Government business when the Liberal
Party is in Government, and to act as a House of
obstruction when the Labor Party is in Govern-
ment,

Mr Shalders: You would have a Federal Labor
Government get rid of both Houses. That would
be even better, wouldn't it! Do you think that’s a
good idea? Of course, it is what the Whitlam
Government had in mind.

Mr TONKIN: It is not at all what we have in
mind, little man. The present situation is that we
in this State have clectoral malapportionment
worse than that in Queensland. This Liberal Party
has shown its contempt for the people; it does not
care how many people want an ALP Government,
it cares only about maintaining the Legislative
Council to block legislation of ALP Governments.
Not one piece of legislation is on the Statute book
of this State which represents the complete
intention of an ALP Government. That situation
has existed for 92 years—since responsible
government has existed in this State—and is an
example of the Liberal Party’s utter contempt for
the people of this State. No wonder the Minister
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for Community Welfare smirks; his party has
been so successful at achieving its desired end.

Mr Shalders: It is probably why the State is
doing so well, actually.

Mr TONKIN: 1 am glad it is on record that the
Minister says the people of this State do not have
the right to choose a Government which has the
same legislative power as this Government.

Mr Shalders: I didn’t say that at all.

Mr TONKIN: The Liberal Party achieves
power in both Houses of Pacliament by creating
more members of Parliament, and has done 50 es-
pecially during the last two years.

Mr Shalders: You are like a cork screw; you
keep twisting words.

Mr TONKIN: This Government at its will bur-
dens this State with extra members of Parliament.
Should it be trusted with absolute power? Whati-
ever legislation it wanis to put through the As-
sembly and the Council, it ensures that legislation
is put through. But the Minister sits over there
and says with blatant dishonesty that the people
of this State do not have a right—

Mr Shalders: There is no-one more dishonest in
this House in the way he twisis slatements than
you.

Mr TONKIN: Is that a fact? 1 ask the Minis-
ter to tell me how [ twisted his stalements.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr Shalders: Two minutes ago you twisted my
slatements.

Mr TONKIN: | ask the Minister to tell me
how.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! [ suggest the mem-
ber for Morley address the Chair.

Mr TONKIN: Mr Chairman, if you allow un-
truc interjections, what kind of justice is that? |
am answering an untrue statement of this Minis-
ter that two minutes ago ¥ twisted his statements.
I would like an answer from him.

Mr Shalders; You read Hansard.

Mr TONKIN: The Minister said 1 am dis-
honest, and that | twisted his statemenis, but
when 1 asked him 10 tell me how | twisted his
statements he said 1 should read Hansard. He
knows [ have not twisted his statements.

Mr Shalders: That is absolute rubbish. When 1
made a comment about something you had said
previously—

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Minister will
keep arder! The member for Marley will make
pragress by directing his remarks to the Chair.
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Mr TONKIN: The point I make is that we in
this State are not making any progress at all. Our
electorates are gerrymandered so that metropoli-
tan areas are deemed to be country areas. For
example, the Mundaring electorate is regarded as
a country electorate, and the member for
Mundaring feels very smug because he has been
able to hang on to his electorate; but that is only
through cheating in the way his boundary is
drawn. Qur Speaker is able to hang on to his full
seat only as a result of the way his boundaries are
drawn. If that is not true, why does the Govern-
ment not draw the boundaries in a fair and
reasonable way? Of course, a fair and reasonable
way—

Mr Herzfeld: What is this business about my
cheating? Either prove it or withdraw it.

Mr TONKIN: Is the electorate of Mundaring

regarded as a country or metropolitan electorate?
Mr Herzfeld: Either prove it or withdraw it.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr TONKIN: Is -the Mundaring electorate a
country or metropolitan electorate?

Mr Herzfeld: Tell the truth.

Mr TONKIN: 1 am telling the truth. The
member for Mundaring knows very well that he
has drawn a dishonest linc on the map—

Mr Herzfeld: 1 have not.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr TONKIN: He knows he has.

Mr Herzfeld: | have never drawn such a line.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Chamber will
come to order! The matter the Chamber is debat-
ing happens to be related to the Legislative Coun-
cil. I ask the member for Morley to direct his re-
marks to matters concerning the Legislative
Council.

Mr TONKIN: The line that says the metropoli-
tan area cxcludes Mundaring and Kalamunda,
and excludes areas in Dale and Darling Range,
was drawn by the Liberal Party, of which the
member for Mundaring is a member.

Mr Parker: He voted for it.

Mr TONKIN: That line was drawn and ap-
proved by this Parliament; it was drawn and ap-
proved by a crooked Parliament elected on the
basis of crooked boundaries. That is how this line
was drawn.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr O'CONNOR: I was under the impression
that members arc not allowed to refiect against
the Parliament. I ask for your ruling.
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Mr Herzfeld: They are not allowed to reflect
against members either.

Mr Tonkin: You reflect on yourself with dirty
tricks.

Mr Herzfeld: You reflect on yourself.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Mundaring will keep order! The member for
Morley made a reflection on the Chamber, and I
ask him to withdraw it.

Mr Tenkin: Which reflection is that?

The CHAIRMAN: It is the reflection you
made on the Chamber.

Mr Tonkin: Which reflection?

Mr P. V. Jones: You know the reflection you
made.

Mr Tonkin: | have said a lot of things.

The CHAIRMAN: The reflection you made on
the Chamber was that you used the words
“crooked Parliament”, and I ask you to withdraw
that reflection.

Mr TONKIN; I withdraw it and point out, to
you and other members of your party, that the
Liberal Party is responsible for these statements
having to be made.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Morley has been a member of this Chamber for
some time. He would realise that the withdrawal
of a remark is made without qualification.

Mr TONKIN: [ withdraw it
qualification.

without

Committee Resumed

Mr TONKIN: I point out, however, that this
Pacliament drew a line—when 1 say
“Parliament”, [ mean the Liberal Party—to ex-
clude certain areas from the metropolitan area,
and include certain areas in the metrapolitan
area. The only reason the Parliament reflects the
actions of the Liberal Party is ihat the lines
drawn on the map create a “Catch 22" situation
whereby members of this place are not represen-
tative in a proper way of the people of this State.

Mr Sibson: What about the Bunbury seat?

Mr TONKIN: The line has been drawn to
bring Rockingham into the metropolitan area,
when it should be regarded as a country elector-
ate.

Mr Shalders: You have a chip on your shoulder
as big as the head of Mr Bartholomaeus.

Mr TONKIN: The line leaves out Kalamunda
and Mundaring from the metropolitan area, but
members of this Government squeal when I use
the word “crooked”.

[ASSEMBLY)

Point of Order
Mr TRETHOWAN: I fail to see the relevance
of the member's commenting on seats of the
Legislative Assembly when the appropriation
before us relates to the Legislative Council.

Mr Tonkin: That's because you are dim.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I accept that point
of order and ask the member for Morley, if he is
to continue his remarks, to relate them to the
Legislative Council.

Committee Resumed

Mr TONKIN: In case there are more dim-
witted members who do not understand the elec-
toral situation, I indicate that the fact of the mai-
ter is that Mundaring is part of a Legislative
Council pravince, and the line drawn so dis-
honestly on the map to exclude certain metropoli-
tan areas, and to include in the metropolitan area
certain country areas, causes the Legislative
Councii to be elected in a certain way. The rele-
vance of Mundaring to the matter before us is ob-
vious. We have the situation of members opposite
complaining about remarks that a crooked Parlia-
ment—

Mr Herzfeld: You didn’t complain about
Mundaring when you held it.

Mr TONKIN: Oh, yes, we did; we introduced
legislation so that equal electorates would make
up this Parliament. That occurred when Mr Jim
Moiler, the then member for Toodyay, a member
of the Labor Party, supported this proposition. He
was strongly in favour of the legislation. That
shows that the member for Mundaring does not
know his history, or is telling untruths.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr TONKIN: The Tonkin Government
introduced legislation into this Chamber—you,
Mr Chairman, and | were members then—to give
one-vote-one-value to the people of this State. The
Liberal Party voted against that legislation.

Mr Rushion: And so it should have been voted
against because it was totally unjust.

Mr TONKIN: The Deputy Premier would not
be able to win his seat fairly.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 suggest 1o the
member for Morley that he should not canvass
matters relating to Assembly seats.

Mr TONKIN: Mr Chairman, it is your fault
that this—

Mr Parker interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Morley will not reflect at all on the Chair; that is
a Standing Order of this place,

Mr Parker interjected.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Fremantle will keep order!

Mr TONKIN: The reason we have a dis-
honestly elected Legislative Council which, ever
since responsible government in 1980 has been in
the hands of the conservatives, is that various
elecloral devices have been used by the conserva-
tives of this State 10 prevent the people from
having a fair and proper choice.

As | have said before, even though the people
of Western Australia have voted overwhelmingly
for an ALP Government—for example, between
1933-47, 1953-59, 1971-74 and in the 1920s—and
in spite of that preference, the ALP Government
has never had the control of the Legislative Coun-
cil.

Several members interjected.

Mr TONKIN: The reason for that is that if
certain provinces are kept out of the metropolitan
area—such as the provinces based at Mundaring,
Kalamunda, and Armadale—they remain a full
seat, but, if they are brought into the metropoli-
tan arca, they become part of a province. That is
how the conservatives have determined the power
of the Legislative Council and the Liberal Party.

When the member for Mundaring says he has
never drawn a line on a map, that is untrue. The
Liberal Party draws up the metropolitan area, by
a majority in this House. Because of the system of
voting, it has passed that as law, That is a sad
situation.

We have a situation in Western Australia
where the people are told, “You may have a vote,
but it won’t do you any good because we have
rigged the electoral boundaries and you will not
be able 10 elect the ALP majority in the Legislat-
ive Councii.” That is absolute power, unlike most
upper Houses. It is unlike the House of Lords
which was formed in 1911,

The Legislative Council is an expensive House
and consists of 32 members whose job is to
frustrate the wishes of the people who vote for the
ALP.

We have a situation where people have to pay
for the Legislative Council to frustrate their
wishes. What a wicked, dishonest system that is.
The people have to pay enormous sums of money
and if they happen to decide they have had
enough of the Libera) Party and want the ALP in
Government, their wishes will be frustrated. What
kind af a system is that?

1 hope when the history of this State is written,
it will be written in true and proper fashion so
that people are aware of the way in which the
conservatives have riveted upon the people of this
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State a tyranny by drawing lines on a map. | hope
when that history is written, there will be not too
much quaint nonsense in it with what 1 call gossip
which some people think is history. I hope it will
deal with the dynamics of society which has led to
this fundamentally undemocratic system.

The member for Murchison-Eyre said that |
called this place a kangaroo court and had no
right to talk about the standards of Parliament
because [ have criticised it. Of course | have criti-
cised this place; any decent person would have
done that. If members do not wish to be called
corrupt and dishonest, they should reform the
Parliament to ensure the will of the people pre-
vails,

It amazes me how people can squeal when they
are called dishonest, especially when they are act-
ing dishonestly. What the Minister for Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development and the
Minister for Consumer Affairs have said would be
called lies outside this Parliament, but in this
place these comments cannot be called lies.

The CHAIRMAN: I suggest the member
would have had ample opportunity to discuss that
under division 3.

Mr TONKIN: If Government members object
1o terms such as “dishonest” and “acting dis-
honestly”, they should set about acting in a
proper way. The Legislative Council cannot be an
instrument of good laws because any instrument
which is faulty can produce nothing other than
that which is faulty. If we have an instrument
which has flaws, the legisfation of that instrument
must also have flaws. If one were to measure with
a tape which is incorrect, the measurements
would be incorrect. If we have a Parliament which
does not reflect the will of the people and which is
dishonestly elected, we will have bad laws because
of a dishonest and corrupt Legislative Council. It
cannot go forth with honest and uncorrupted
taws. That is the simple fact,

Of course we can be self-righteous and refer to
the Soviet Union and its one party-system of
Government. The Government members in this
State are close relatives of the Government of the
Soviet Union because they have riveted upon the
people a one-party system with these electoral
laws in Western Australia.

When people are told they can vote at an elec-
tion, but it is made difficult for them to change
the governing party in both Houses, they do not
have the absolute system as they have in the
Soviet Union—with a one-party system—but this
Government has gone as clase as it will dare in
Australia.
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How can Government members feel self-
righteous about the disgraceful situation that per-
tain in the Soviet Union or the Communist bloc
countries? Government members are blood
brothers because they have exercised their powers
1o keep themselves in Government, irrespective of
the wishes of the people. Government members
are no different from Khrushchev, Stalin, Lenin,
and Brezhnev.

The Government has done the same thing. I
guess its members have a sense of smug self-satis-
faction that they have been able to do that. They
understand what has been done by those people I
mentioned and they have done the same thing.

We have scen today that the Western Aus-
tralian people would have extraordinary difficulty
if they were 1o lift the yoke of conservative
government in the Legislative Council which has
been unbroken right back to the last century. [ do
not know how members opposite can prattle on
about democracy when they know very well that
that crooked line is on the map.

Mr Rushton: The KGB is not working too well.
If it were, you would not be there spouting about
that.

Mr TONKIN: What does that mean?
The CHAIRMAN: Qrder!

Mr Rushton: The secret service of the Russian
sysiem is not working too well.

Mr TONKIN: In this country?

Mr Rushton: You would not be talking like
that il it were. You should be appreciative of the
fact that you can talk about that.

Mr TONKIN: Does the Deputy Premier mean
that one cannot be acquainted with Communists
because one cannot protest?

Mr Rushton: You have the freedom to do what
you like.

Mr TONKIN: I accept that. [ am certainly not
saying that we in this country have the kind of
dictatorship that exists in the Soviet Union. The
parallel | am drawing is that in the Soviet Union
it is impossible for people to change the Govern-
ment; and this Government has made it extremely
difficult for the people to change the Government
in this State. It is true that we have far greater
freedom here. | am able to speak like this,
whereas in the Soviet Union, if I disagreed with
the system, [ could not do the same.

I am not suggesting that we are similar to the
Soviet Union in those areas. However, 1 still
maintain that my comparison is valid to this de-
gree: the party that rules the Soviet Union has
made it very difficult for the Russian people to
change its Government; and in the same way this
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Government has made it difficelt-—not as diffi-
cult—for the Western Australian people to
change the Government in both Houses. Remem-
ber that, without having a majority in the Legis-
lative Council, the ALP can inhabit the Treasury
benches and an ALP member can be a Minister
of the Crown. However, not one piece of legis-
lation on the Statute book of Western Australia is
ALP legislation. The only legislation that the
ALP has had put on the Statute book has been
with the permission of the Liberal Party.

Mr Gordon Hill: Shame!

Mr TONKIN: 1 do not believe members ap-
posite have a sense of shame; and that is an unfor-
tunate state of affairs.

Mr Coyne: You are inconsistent. The Labor
Party does not follow the one-vote-cne-value
system throughout its organisation.

Mr TONKIN: Would the member for
Murchison-Eyre like to tell me how?

Mr Coyne: It does not work.

Mt TONKIN: It is an untrue observation.
Mr Coyne: I do not want to go into it.

Mr TONKIN: That is an untrue statement.
Mr Coyne: I stick by it.

Mr TONKIN: The member for Murchison-
Eyre can stick by it, but he cannot substantiate it.

We in the Australian Labor Party have
democracy. [, as a member of Parliament, have
the same vote in my branch and on the State
Executive as does any other member of the party.
Therefore, the situation within the ALP is demo-
cratic and the member for Murchison-Eyre’s ob-
servation is untrue. 1 guess that is why, when 1
asked him to substantiate his comments, he was
unable to do so.

I make a plea to the people of WA to stop
wasting money on the Legislative Council. If the
people change the Government, the Liberal Party
will see that the legislation goes through, anyway.
For example, during the time of the Brand
Government-—approximately 12 years—I am not
sure whether even one Bill was rejected.

Mr Gordan Hill: Just one.

Mr TONKIN: In the time of the Tonkin
Government—three years—many Bills were re-
jected and many others were massacred.

Mr Parker: They have not rejected one single
Bill.

Mr TONKIN: Not onc single Bill in seven
years. The situation is that the Legislative Coun-
cil is an expensive anachronism which exists only
to frustrate the people if they should ever wish to
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have an ALP Government; and that situation is
unsatisfactory, unacceptable, and undemocratic.

Mr PARKER: The appropriation for the Legis-
lative Council reveals a number of very
interesting points. For the first time, the appropri-
ation has taken into account the fact that the
number of members of the Legislative Council
has been increased by two as a result of the gerry-
mander Bill which to some extent has been
referred 10 by the member for Morley, and which
was passed by this House and Parliament last
year,

A result of the Bill was to increase the mem-
bers of the Legislative Council from 32 to 34; and
that has been reflected in the appropriation for
the Legislative Council. In 1977, we had the situ-
ation where the number of members in the Legis-
lative Council was increased from 30 to 32.
Therefore, in a period of only four to five years,
the membership of the Council has increased by
four.

[t is interesting that this Government felt the
need to increase the membership of the Council
by four while other Legislative Councils through-
out Australia operate with fewer members. South
Australia, which has a population almost identical
to that of WA, has been able to operate its coun-
cil with only 20 members; and one would suggest
that that State has not been disadvantaged.

Yictoria has 44 members in the Legislative
Council, but, of course, that is a State which has
a population of four or five times that of WA,
New South Wales, with a population five or six
times that of WA, recently reduced the number of
members in its Legislative Council from 60 to 45
and it is able to operate on that basis. The
Queensland Government has operated without a
Legistative Council for some time and it does not
seem to have done that Staie any harm. There is
no justification for the increase in numbers in the
Council in WA,

Al the time that the number of members was
increased, the Government introduced a consti-
tutional amendment which prohibits the reduction
in the number of members in the Legislative
Council without a referendum. That might be of
some merit, but it would be of far greater merit if
the constitutional provision were that there should
be no increase in the membership of the Legislat-
ive Council or the Legislative Assembly without a
referendum, The public would be prepared 10 ac-
cept this move which would receive considerable
support. Were the Government prepared to
introduce such a constitutional amendment, it
would ceriainly receive the support of the Labor
Party. However, it is highly unlikely that the
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Government would make that move; and 1 would
be prepared to wager a considerable sum of
money on whether the Government would support
this.

Over the last few years, we have scen Govern-
ment members seeking political advantage by
giving up their salary increases for a short period
in an endeavour to show the community that
somehow they are exercising some constraint in
regard 1o the money taken from the public purse.
These figures reveal that it is only a transitory ad-
vantage credited o the State by a few members
giving up increases for a few weeks compared
with the funds that are required to accommodate
new members in the Legislative Council—if 1
were able to mention the new members in the As-
sembly I would do so.

The Government undertook to provide for the
increase to take effect with the new Parliament
which is to be elected whenever the Premier
chooses to call an election. It is fortuitous that at
the time of this debate we should receive a copy of
the extract of questions and answers on Tuesday
in which the Chief Secretary, in answer 0 a
question by Mr Berinson, gave the figures for the
electorates in this State. Because of the
ruling—and I will have to make another speech |
had not intended to make—1I will refer only to the
figures for the Legislative Council.

It is interesting to see that the smallest seat,
Lower North, has an electoral enrolment of 6 270,
and the largest seat, North-East Metropolitan—a
Labor-held seat—has an electoral population of
82812, a discrepancy factor of more than 13:1.
The total number of voters enrolled in the State is
729832, If we had one-vote-one-value as the
member for Morley suggested-——and 1 fully agree
with that—we would have—

Mr Sibson: A lot of people would not agree.

Mr PARKER: —seats which would be quite
fair even by the Government’s standards of what
is a fair size for a country electorate. The member
for Bunbury interjected, and he represents a seat
which forms part of a Legislative Council prov-
ince and contains 8 253 electors. That figure is
reflected in the figure for the province which
comes into the area—South-West Province. In
contrast, the member for Kimberley, who rep-
resents a far more remote and far larger area of
the State than does the member for Bunbury, and
whose Assembly seat forms part of the North
Province, represents 14 584 electors, according to
the figures presented last Tuesday by the Chief
Secretary. If it can be said there is some disad-
vantage in a member's representing country
constituencies and therefore a need exists for
some recognition of that fact, how can it be said
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there is a greater disadvantage—to a factor of
about 80 per cent—in a member’s representing
the electorate of Bunbury or the upper House seat
which includes the seat of Bunbury than in a
member’s representing the seat of Kimberley or
the upper House seat which corresponds to it?
There is no logic in that argument.

Mr Court: Under your principles would you put
Port Hedland into the seat of Kimberley?

Mr PARKER: No, because if we had one-vote-
one-value, the seat of Kimberley would be
reduced in size and it would be closer to what it
was before the gerrymander which 100k place last
year.

The figures reveal that with 729 000 people on
the roll, if one-vote-one-value existed and 57 seats
were to be filled in the lower House after the next
State electian, the quota for each electorate would
be 12700 with a factor downwards to about
11 000, and a factor upwards to about 14 000.

Mr Sibson: What would happen in Murchison-
Eyre and Gascoyne?

Mr PARKER: Those seats would be absorbed
into the neighbouring seats.

Mr Sibson: But what would happen to them?
What sort of seats would they be?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):
Order! [ remind the member for Fremantle that
the Chairman has ruled it is not possible 10 speak
about various individual Assembly electorates.
The member must relate his remarks to the Legis-
lative Council.

Mr PARKER: 1 was careful on each occasion 1
mentioned an Assembly seat to relate it to the
fact that the member for Bunbury’s district, for
example, is part of South-West Province, the
member for Kimberley's seat is part of North
Province, and so on. The member for Nedlands’
seat is part of Metropolitan Province, and if you
want me to continue with the same charade, [ am
happy to do so.

Mr Sibson: What about Murchisan-Eyre and
Gascoyne?

Mr PARKER: They are part of the most gerry-
mandered seat—Lower North Province—which is
one-thirteenth of the size of Neorth-East Metro-
politan Province.

Mr Sibson: How much is the seat of Bunbury?

Mr PARKER: It has 8 200.

Mr Sibson: How is it gerrymandered?

Mr PARKER: The member’s seat is only half
the size. | know it is difficult for him to under-

stand these things, particularly numbers which
run into four figures.

[ASSEMBLY)

Mr Stephens: Be patient.

Mr PARKER: I recognise it is difficult to get
these things through to the member for Bunbury,
but | point cut thai the upper House seat in his
electorate has 26 338 eclectors. By comparison,
North-East Metropolitan has 82 812 electors—a
factor of 4:1 in favour of the areca represecnted in
the Legislative Assembly by the member for
Bunbury, and in the upper House, by his col-
leagues. Absolutely no justification at all exists
for that, particularly when one considers that the
area represented by the member for Bunbury is
not dissimilar in size to the area I represent in the
metropolitan area. The arca of the seat rep-
resented by the member for Bunbury is not much
different from the size of the seat I represent or
those represented by a number of metropolitan
members. However, the member for Kimberley
and the two members for North Province rep-
resent an area so much greater in size with nearly
double the number of electors as the area rep-
resented by the member for Bunbury and his
upper House colleagues. 1 regard that as an extra-
ordinary position.

The Government used to say the justification
for the absence of one-vote-one-value was the fact
that these sparsely populated clectorates were
much more difficult to represent, and the electors
needed to have some relationship with their mem-
ber. The Government has destroyed its argument
by the gerrymander put through last year which
has created a situation where one of the biggest
seats, in terms of electors as well as area, is
Kimberley and its upper House counterpart,
North Province. At the same time seats like Dar-
ling Range and Kalamunda and their upper
House counterpart, West Province, are so much
smaller. That is the fact of the matter. The
Governmeni has destroyed any internal logic,
such as it was, contained in its argument.

The quota for Assembly electorates would be
12 700, with a corresponding quota for Council
seals, depending on the number of seats in that
House. If we had one-vote-one-value, it would not
result in any major changes in the distribution of
seats except that the Kimberley electorate and
North Province would become less gerryman-
dered. | remind members that the former member
for North Province (Bill Withers) described the
gerrymander in that area as being the worst in the
western world. The seat and the province would
become smaller and easier for the members to
represent. Seats like that represented by the mem-
ber for Bunbury would become bigger in terms of
numbers of electors, and slightly bigger in terms
of population, but probably not as big as some
metropolitan seats.



[Thursday, 28

Mr Sibson: There is a good reason. If you could
do that you could make it a Labor seat.

Mr  Bryce:
Bunbury.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Wau)
Order!

Mr PARKER: With respect to the member for
Bunbury, he will soon see us make Bunbury and
its neighbouring seat a Labor seat in short order.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):
Order! I remind the member for Fremantle of the
previous request.

Mr PARKER: I am responding to the member
for Bunbury.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: | suggest the
member for Fremantle does not do that.

Mr PARKER: If you suggest to the member
for Bunbury that he not interject, 1 will be quite
happy not to respond to him.

Another factor revealed by the answer given by
the Chiefl Secretary in respect of enrolments for
Legislative Council provinces—which, coinciden-
tally, happened in its totality to be the same
number of enrolmenis for the Legislative As-
sembly districts—is that 729 682 people are on
the roll. Recently I was reading The Advertiser
from Adelaide in the library, and I discovered
that the number of people eligible to vote for both
the lower and upper Houses in the South Aus-
tralian election on Saturday week is something
like 846 000. For some time Opposition members
have pointed to the discrepancy between the State
and Federal electoral rolls in relation to the
number of people enrolled for the Legislative As-
sembly and the Legislative Council. We have a
discrepancy of about 50000 between those two
rolls.

So you have gerrymandered

As the Premier proudly said—and | share his
pride—the population of the State of Western
Australia now slightly exceeds that of the Siate of
South Australia, and yet about 120000 more
people are entitled to vote for the Legislative
Council of South Australia than are entitled to
vote for the Legislative Council in Western Aus-
tralia.

I am not suggesting that the figures will ever be
exactly the same, even though the total population
is similar, because the nature of the population
may be different in terms of the number of mi-
grants, the age distribution, and things of that
nature. However, [ suggest that 120 000 is quite a
dramatic difference and is worthy of comment
and note.

Mr Bryce: Thai is a big figure, is it not?

October 1982] 4441

Mr PARKER: It is a matter of very serious
concern which gives rise to our wondering
whether the system for the election of members of
the Legislative Council—and, incidentally, mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly—is adequate,
and whether the mechanisms are sufficient. We
have pointed to that on several occasions; and we
have talked about the need for electoral censuses,
and so on.

South Australia and Western Australia have
virtually identical populations although the States
are not completely identical in terms of distances,
communications, and so on. However, it is a
serious matter that the number of electors in the
two Stiates is so different.

If we had Legislative Assembly districts with
12700 voters each, and commensurate sized
Legislative Council provinces, we would have a
democratic State for the first time in its history.
All members would be able to represent their
electors adequately, because the member for
Kimberley and his upper House counterparts can
represent 14 000 electors adequately, and there-
fore the members for Darling Range, Bunbury,
Mundaring, Dale, and Kalamunda could rep-
resent 12 700 people adequately—

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt): | am
sorry to have to keep reminding the member for
Fremantle that he should limit his remarks to the
Division before us. Il he wants to discuss the elec-
toral position, he must relate it to the Legislative
Council, which is the matter under discussion.

Mr PARKER: | have made my point in that re-
spect.

In relation to another matter, the member for
Mit. Hawthorn has advised me that he asked
either the Treasurer or the Speaker a considerable
time ago about the cost of the cetebrations earlier
this year for the 150th anniversary of the Legis-
lative Council.

Mr O'Connor: He asked the Speaker, and 1
thought a reply came back.

Mr PARKER: According to the member for
Mt. Hawthern, no reply has been received. Look-
ing at the Estimates for the Legislative Council, |
am finding it difficult to work out the cost of that
exercise. It may be that the Treasurer is not able
to answer this at the moment; and if he is not, he
should undertake to obtain the information and
provide it to the Committee so that we know the
cost of the 150th celebrations for the Legislative
Council which took place in February of this year,
and during a few weeks before and after that.

While [ am talking about the cost of things in
the Legislative Council, 1 will raise a couple of
matlers, one of which 1 hope will be of some con-
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cern to you, Mr Deputy Chairman, as well as to
us, and which relates to the number of siaff
available 1o the Legislative Council.

According to the Estimates before us, during
the 1981-82 financial year the staffing costs of the
Legislative Council were $146 702, which com-
pared with the Legislative Assembly cost of
$147 668. The Legislative Assembly was in front
by about $300, an insignificani amount.

For this year, by contrast, the staffing cost of
the Legislative Council has risen to $215 000,
compared with the estimate for the Legislative
Assembly—I am sorry to mention the Assembly,
but 1 am doing it for comparative purposes—of
$185000. The Assembly consists of many more
members; and in one year it was about $900 in
front of the Council. Now we have the situation in
which the Assembly will be $40 000 behind the
Council.

Part of the reason for this, I suggest, comes
under item 1 of the Division, provision for new
appoiniments, $46 000. T do not know what the
new appointments for the Legislative Council
involve, but possibly the Treasurer can tell us
about them. Interestingly, when one compares
that with the vote for the Legislative Assembly,
one finds there is no provision for new appoint-
ments in the Legislative Assembly.

I understand that it was close to being agreed
that the Public Accounts Committee, which has
been in desperate need of research staff for a con-
siderable time and which has been using an
officer on secondment from the Treasury, would
obtain the services of a staff member on the
Legislative Assembly staff. I understood that was
the way in which things were developing; and 1
thought the Under Treasurer had agreed to that
and the secondment from the Treasury took place
50 that things could be got moving fairly quickly.
Everyone an the commitiee was grateful for that;
but when the time came for the Budget to be
drawn up, no provision was made for a staff mem-
ber for the Public Accounts Committee-—a person
who would serve the commitiee, but who would be
an employee of the Legislative Assembly. There is
no provision for that in the Assembly vote; but we
find that there is a huge increase in the staffing
level in the Council vote.

I do not know the reason for that. It may be
that ample justification can be provided for the
increase in staffing levels in the Legislative Coun-
cil; but I suggest, in view of the comparative im-
portance of the Legislative Council and the Legis-
lative Assembly—everybody would agree that the
Council is of far less importance than the As-
sembly, and the Constitution makes that clear—it
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is extraordinary that the Council should be so
well served by staff to serve 32 members or,
shortly, 34 members, when there is no provision
for increased staffing levels in the Legislative As-
sembly.

I know that one of the aspects of 1he increase in
the vote for the Legislative Council—I do not
know what item number it comes under—is the
appointment of the secretary, research officer, or
executive officer, ar whatever his title is, of the
so-called QANGO commitiee. It is a very good
idea for the extra staff member for that com-
mittee to be an employee of the Legislative Coun-
cil.

Mr Pearce: They seem 10 be acting as a
QANGO themselves.

Mr PARKER: If that is good enough for the
Legislative Council, 1 cannot understand why
such a provision has not been made for the Legis-
lative Assembly.

1 have more specific matters to raise when we
deal with the items; but I suggest that the Legis-
lative Council appears to have received far more
favourable treatment in terms of the staff mem-
bers ratio compared with the Legislative As-
sembly. That is somewhat of a travesty consider-
ing the relative size and relative importance of the
two Chambers.

Mr O'CONNOR: | thank members for their
comments in connection with these issues. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred to the
facilities of the House and 1 do not intend to
justify the present position by referring to what
pertained in the past. However, when 1 first came
into the House approximately 24 years ago we
had one room outside the Chamber where all the
members congregated, because they had nowhere
else to go. Where the patio is now, Hansard
worked in a corrugated iron building. Therefore,
members will see improvements have been made,
but it is necessary that we continue to upgrade fa-
cilities and the best way to do this is through the
Joint House Committee. All members should lean
on the members of that committee in an endeav-
our to put forward their points of view.

Mr Bryce: The Joint House Committee is so
preoccupied with such petty matters week in and
week out that it does not look at some of these im-
poriant matters.

Mt O'CONNOR: The Joint House Committee
has effected some improvements, such as the pur-
chase of electric typewriters.

Mr Parker: Perhaps we should set up a separale
ad hoc committee.
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Mr O'CONNOR: A committee has been
formed and it is made up of the members for
Perth and Welshpool and a couple of Government
members. They looked at various matters such as
electric typewriters and the like in an endeavour
to improve facilities.

It is important that standards be maintained,
but we must recognise at the same time that it is
essential 10 exercise restraint and remain within
the Budget. 1 do not object to these sorts of mat-
ters being brought to my attention and they will
be considered again in next year's Budget.

1 assure the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
that the points he raised will be considered by me.
Although some members may feel the Joint
House Committee does not do all it should, 1 indi-
cate that the members of the committee work
hard and they are consistently in touch with me
about various problems within the House.

I indicate to the member for Fremantle that the
cost of the Legislative Council’s anniversary cel-
ebration was $15 000. In fact the celebration cost
more than that, but funds were raised through the
sale of wine and other activities.

Mr Parker: What area is that costed against?

Mr O'CONNOR: 1t is costed against the
Treasury.

The reason the cost of an assistant for the Pub-
lic Accounts Committce was not shown in the
Legislative Assembly budget was that, because a
full-time person was not required, a Treasury
officer carries out the work as and when required.
[f that system does not work satisfactorily, we
could include the sum in the Legislative Assembly
budget at a later date.

I have had discussions with the Chairman of
the Public Accounts Committee and with
Treasury people to ascertain the best way 1o deal
with this matter. It was indicated that a full-time
person was not required and, 10 ensure we do not
overspend in this area, it was decided a Treasury
officer would [ill the position on a part-time basis.

Mr Parker: What about the large increase in
the staff of the Legislative Council?

Mr O'CONNOR: Two additional people have
been appointed in the Legislative Council. One
has been employed in connection with the
QANGO committee, and the allocation for those
appointments is $46 000. If the member wants
any further information, 1 shall be happy to try 10
obtain it for him.

The other provisions related to an expenditure
of $13000 to cover additional award increases;
$10000 to cover the full year's cost of award in-
creases; $5 898 to cover other increases; and an
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anticipated saving through change of staff or staff
turnover of $6 600, making a total of $68 298.

I am aware members opposite are not in com-
plete agreement with us as to the province
boundaries of the Legislative Council. However,
we have debated that matter extensively in the
past and we will not achieve a great deal by
debating it further now.

It is essential that we continue to improve the
standards and facilties of the Parliament, particu-
larly bearing in mind that standards have been
very poor in the past. The extension to the build-
ing agreed to by Sir David Brand provided better
facilities for members and we also now have elec-
torate offices.

Mr Bryce: Have you been to the Parliament
House in Sydney? Have you seen the new build-
ing there?

Mr O'CONNOR: No, I have not seen the new
Parliament in Sydney. Queensland has a new Par-

liament also and the facilities there are extremely
good.

Mr Bryce: | have not dared to suggest that.

Mr O’CONNOR: 1 agree it is essential that we
continue to improve our facilities and maintain a
high standard in the Parliament.

Item 2: Other Staffing Costs—

Mr PARKER: The Treasurer has explained
that the $46 000 appropriation in item | was for
two new staff members in the Legislative Council.
[ would appreciate it if the Treasurer could give
me the details of the second staff member, as he
was not able to do so previously.

In 1981-82 the vote for this item was $6 C00. In
fact $10 838 was expended in thai year and this
year the amount budgeted is $25 000.

Bearing in mind that the two new Council
officers and what one might call the “permanemt
officers’ are catered for in item 1, might | inquire
of the Treasurer, firstly, why was the figure of
$6 000 estimated for 1981-82 exceeded by almost
$5 000; and, secondly, what is the reason for more
than doubling that allocation to the Legislative
Council for the forthcoming year?

Mr O’CONNOR: The increase provides mainly
for higher payroll tax which will amoum to
£3 500 based on estimated salaries for the coming
year. An additional 35000 was to enable an
officer to attend a programme of attachment at
the House of Commons. The balance of the in-
creased provision is attributed to transfer of ex-
penditure from item 4 which is services and con-
tracts.
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Item 4: Services and Contracts—

Mr PARKER: The 1981-82 estimate of expen-
diture on this item was $29 000, but $38 000 was
expended. Could the Premier give me the reason
for that large overrun when this year's estimated
expenditure is $30 0007 The Treasurer has just
indicated the reason for the decrease this year
compared with last year’s actual expenditure to
the effect that a portion has been transferred into
item 2. Which aspect of services and contracts has
been transferred to item 2, and what does
“services and contracts” now contain?

Mr O'CONNOR: We¢ have a decrease of
£8 409 in the allocation this year, and this reflects
the reduced printing requirements of $3 500 for
1982-83, The $5 000 covers travel, laundry, ad-
vertising, and other staffing costs.

Mr Parker: What is the reason for the $10 000
overrun in the 1981-82 period?

Mr O'CONNOR: [ cannot say offhand.
Mr Parker: Could you get the information?
Mr O’CONNCR: Certainly.

ftem 8: Standing, Select and other Com-
mittees—

Mr PARKER: Last year the vote for this item
was $96 000 and only $15000 was expended
which, I guess, is commendable. However, this
year the vote is for $50 000. Bearing in mind we
already know the executive officers of the com-
mittees are catered for in the staffing budget, one
can assume only that the $50 000 relates to such
things as travel costs, recognising the extensive
travelling undertaken by the Hon. Sandy Lewis
and his committee when busying themselves to see
various aspects of culture and sport throughout
the Commonwealth and, indeed, other parts of the
world. Would the Treasurer indicate what the
$50 000 is provided for?

Mr O'CONNOR: Although only $15 000 was
expended last year, this year’s allowance is for ad-
ditional commiitees expected 10 be appointed; we
have budgeted for what we anticipate will occur.
There may even be a Select Committee this year.
1t would be unwise not to prepare ourselves in ad-
vance.

Mr Parker: Are you going to support my call
for a.Select Committee on the industrial arbi-
tration legislation?

Mr O’CONNOR: Not necessarily. As I said, it
would be unwise not to have an amount set aside
for possible committees.

Division 2 put and passed.
Division 3; Legislative Assembly, $303 000—

Mr PJ\RKER: Most of the points 1 wanted to
make about the Legislative Assembly | managed
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to make when speaking about the Legislative
Council.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt): I no-
ticed. That is quite an admission.

Mr PARKER: [t shows [ am able to deal with
Standing Orders reasonably well. It scems to me
that the Legislative Assembly is treated less
favourably. than is the Legislative Council, and
that seems to be a remarkable position. The
Treasurer already has indicated that the Legislat-
ive Council has a vote to cover likely Select Com-
mittees, but I notice no budgetary allocation has
been made for Select Committees appointed by
this House. As well as that there does not seem to
be any allocation for the continuation of the dairy
industry Select Committee, which commenced
last year and is continuing now in the form of an
Honorary Royal Commission. There may be an
allocation somewhere and perhaps the Treasurer
could advise me where it is.

No provision is made for the appointment of
new staff to the Legistative Assembly. Further, no
provision has been made for the Legislative As-
sembly to set up committees and if, as the
Treasurer suggested, the Legislative Assembly
were to appoint a Select Commitiee, we would
find a substantial deficiency in the vote for the
Legislative Assembly.

The Assembly does appear to be ireated in a
far worse way than the Council. It seems that if
the Council wants something, it merely asks for it
and gets it; if the Hon. Sandy Lewis wants a trip
around the world, he gets it. If the Legistative As-
sembly wanted to do something, it could not do it
because no money is available.

Mr O’CONNOR: The Government considers
that one House is treated the same as the other. If
there are overruns in these areas, they are covered
by the Treasury, as has occurred in the past. If
Parliameni decides a Select Committee is necess-
ary, any overrun is covered by the Treasury. The
Legislative Council has no more right than has
the Legislative Assembly to appoint a Select
Committee. The member for Vasse was appointed
chairman of a Select Committee which has been
appointed an Honorary Royal Commission. I
understand it is covered by Treasury funding.

Mr Pearce: 1t should appear somewhere in the
Budget.

Mr O’CONNOR: I will find out where it does
appear. | repeat: Any overruns are covered by the
Treasury.

Division 3 put and passed.

Division 4  Joint
$3 061 000—

Mr PEARCE: | wish to raise a petty matter.
Last Wednesday my brother, who is the President
of the Shire of Wanneroo, came up to Parliament

House  Committee,
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House to have lunch with me and a third party in
order to discuss a number of matters, so it could
be considered a business lunch. My brother has
been to the House before so I did not think to
warn him that people must dress for the occasion.

My brother was removed from the dining room
under the direction of the head steward because
he was not wearing a coat. He had to stand in the
corridor until a coat was brought to him from the
nether regions, and it appeared that the coat had
resided in those nether regions for a very long
time.

The President of the Shire of Wanneroo came
here well dressed with a casual open-necked shirt;
his clothes would have allowed him 10 go any-
where in Perth. He was forced 10 add to his light-
coloured casual gear a coat which was black and
scungy and which, in the words of the member for
Victoria Park said made him look like an unem-
ployed scarecrow. Forcing him to wear that coat
lowered the tone of the parliamentary dining
room.

This matter has been raised before, but the
dress requirements around this place are reaching
the stage of absurdity. It is not necessary to wear
a tie into the dining room, but one must wear a
coal. In 1this Chamber we do not have to wear a
coal provided we enter the Chamber wearing one.
It can be taken off and hung on a hook provided
we have on a tie.

Mr Brian Burke: In the Legislative Council
they are allowed to wear safari suits.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, they can dress up like

Jungle Jim, as the Chiel Secretary does quite
often.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I regard
the comments the member is making as more ap-
propriate for the annual general meeting of the
Joint House Committee. | will not stop him con-
tinuing his remarks, but I ask him to draw them
to a hasty conclusion.

Mr PEARCE: I am entitled to discuss the
responsibilities and decisions made by the Joint
House Commiztee.

Mr Sibson: | keep a very nice red coat in my
room.

Me PEARCE: The member’s green coat is
rather better known, particularly in New
Zealand.

in this general debate ! am entitled to complain
about decisions made by the Joint House Com-
mittee. The dress regulations established by the
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Joint House Committee were, regrettably, con-
firmed at the annual general meeting held only a
week or 50 ago. An effort was made then for a
rather more modern and up-to-date approach to
be taken, but I regret 1o say that one of the net
outcomes of the gerrymander in this State is ihe
very heavy imbalance of conservative members in
the Legisiative Council, which means that the
Joint House Committee, as with every other joint
arrangement around this place, is heavily stacked
with conservative members from the other place.
One would think these people have shares in a
company manufacturing coats by the way they
vole on those occasions. The Western Australian
climate, and the attitudes and lifestyle of Western
Australians, make it ridiculous for us to enforce
regulations that require coats to be worn.

The regulation covering our dining room has
caused embarrassment to dozens of members’
guests, and members themselves.

Mr Sibson: That is the fault of members. They
know very well what the regulation is. As I said, |
have a coat in my office that anyone can use.

Mr Parker: 1 have seen in the dining room the
President of the Legislative Council have guests
who were not wearing coats. It doesn’t worry me,
but he is the arch supporter of the present regu-
lation.

Mr Brian Burke: It should be that people are
allowed 1o use the dining room so long as they are
neatly and tidily attired.

Mr PEARCE: We should not have these 19th
century rules. It is unfair that dining room staff
are required 1o enforce these rules.

Mr Sibson: That is by unthoughtful members.

Mr PEARCE: 1 did not intend to carry on with
this matter, but interjections have been made. We
have discovered in the past that dining room rules
are flouted even by Ministers, but that is not
taken up because we have not felt that the dining
room staff should be required to enforce the rules
in the case of Ministers flouting those rules—that
would put dining room staff in a difficult situ-
ation.

At one time the rule was that members could
not invite guests to lunch or dinner when the Par-
liament was sitting, but that rule has been re-
laxed. However, when that rule was enforced, this
Minister for Police and Prisons was often seen
with a guest who should not have been invited at
that time. Other Ministers can be put in the same
boat. I have sat a1 tables where some people have
made a cemplaint to the head steward about that
breach of the rules, but other people at that table
have said quite rightly that it was unfair 1o lay ~
the charge of enforcing the rule on the staff of the
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dining room, or the head steward, when the per-
son breaching the rule was a Minister or a senior
officer of the Parliament. The dining room staff
would have been placed in a most invidious pos-
ition. However, that is a minor peint.

Mr Court: What about cigarette smoking?

Mr PEARCE: | do not smoke cigarettes, but
the rule prohibiting cigarette smoking seems to
nte 10 be a fairly silly one.

Mr Coyne: [ think it's a good rule.
Mr O'Connor: It is a good rule,

Mr PEARCE: Dining rooms all over the werld
have non-smoking rules because many peaple ob-
ject to being subjected to cigarette smoke while
eating their meals,

The interesting point about our dress rules is
that there are no such rules for women, 1 suppose
a woman could go topless into the dining room.

Mes Craig: [ wouldn't.

Mr PEARCE: If the Minister did, probably |
would lodge a protest with the Joint House Com-
mittee.

Mr Brian Burke: T think that is a bit of an af-
{ront 1o the Minister.

Mr PEARCE: As the Leader of the Opposition
interjecled earlier, the requirement ought to be
merely that people are attired neatly and tidily. It
is ridiculous that a man can go into the dining
room wearing a coat, but not a tie.

Mr Hassell: It is very difficult to have rules
that work with people with your attitude, because
your attitude is that rules are there to be evaded
or got around. You should get on with just
carrying them out.

Mr PEARCE: This Minister should be the last
person to talk about others breaking rules. What
about discretionary enforcement? His attitude to
gambling and other such things in the com-
munity—

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):
Order! That remark is entirely inappropriate. 1
ask the member to confine his remarks 10 matters
relating to the Joint House Committee.

Mr PEARCE: | was defending myself against
the suggestion by the Minister that I do not obey
rules.

Mr Hassell: You made statements earlier on
which you didn’t back up with any facts.

Mr PEARCE: Is that why the Minister became
involved in this issue? Why does he not cast his
attention to Liberal Party’s fund raising
functions.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order!
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Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The
member will resume his seat.

Mr Parker interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt)

Order! Members know full well it is relatively un-
usual for the Chairman or Deputy Chairman of
Committees to rise to his feet, and that he does so
only when provoked by unusual occurrences.
Members know also that when the Chairman,
Deputy Chairman, or Speaker calls for order
members are expected to remain silent. Members
know also that when he rises to his feet it is highly
disorderly for a member 10 continue to interject,
as the member for Fremantle just did. If | ask
members to stop interjecting or to stop shouting
across the Chamber and to proceed with the de-
bate on the matter before the Chair, 1 expect
them to do so. I call the member for Gosnells.

Mr PEARCE: [ had not intended to debate this
matter for a lengthy period, but many
interjections have been made. It is ridiculous in
this day and age, in a State like Western Aus-
tealia, which has the climate it has, to have the re-
quirement that people cannot use the dining room
of this place unless they wear a coat.

The general tone of dress standards in the com-
munity is quite acceptable. Guests of members
often wear acceptable clothes, but are not allowed
to use our dining room until they are fitted with
someone else’s coat, which makes them appear to
wear a shrunken shroud. That situation lowers
the general tone of the whole place. It never
ceases to surprise me that certain people for-
mulate a rule and require all others to stick by it
rigidly. It is about time we had a more modern
and progressive attitude towards these matters.

Several members interjected.

Mr PARKER: If members refrain from
interjecting, they will find that 1 am on my feet
for a short period.

Mr Young: That’s blackmail.

Mr PARKER: [ support the remarks of the
member for Gosnells. Tonight it is good enough
for me to stand in this place to speak without
wearing a coat, but if | went to the dining room, I
would be asked 10 leave. It is acceptable that |
stand in this, the Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia, without wearing a coat, but [ cannot go to
our dining room dressed like this.

The member for Gosnells pointed to other ab-
surdities inherent in our rules. So long as I am a
member of Parliament, 1 will abide by whatever
rules are laid down for this Parliament; for the
three years I have been here [ have done just that.
However, | have invited people to lunch, but have
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forgotien to tell them that they must wear a
jacket. | must admil that I sometimes forget be-
cause, quite frankiy, that rule is not uppermost in
my mind!

About 18 months ago | invited someone to
lunch. He is a respectable member of the com-
munity, who arrived straight from his place of
employment dressed neatly in a shirt, tie, and
trousers; but when he arrived, he was asked to
leave. We went through the process to which the
member for Gosnells referred of obtaining some-
one else’s coal. At that time ! said to the Sec-
retary of the Joint House Commitiee that
although | would abide by the rules of this place,
| would not have my guests subjected 10 such
indignities. Since that cccasion | have had one or
two of my puests fail to wear a jacket, but they
have not been dealt with as the member for
Gosnells suggested others have been dealt with.

It is about time members ensured that their
guests do not suffer any longer the indignities that
they have suffered.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is difficult to reply be-
cause this is a matter for the Joint House Com-
mittee. 1 advise the members who have spoken
that they are not the only ones who have had such
difficulties, [ have invited people to be guests in
the House for lunch, but they have not worn a tie
s0 | have taken them to a restaurant.

We ought to have a standard of dress which is
in keeping with the requirements of this House,
but this is a matter for the consideration of the
Joint House Committee.

Item 8: Electorate Offices—

Mr STEPHENS: I thought Electorate Offices
were called parliamentary offices now. An allow-
ance of $372 000 was made in the vote for 1981-
82 and the actual expenditure was $232 495. An
estimate of $352 000 has been made for 1982-83,
which is in excess of what was actually spent in
the previous year. Can the Treasurer indicate the
reason for this considerable increase?

Mr O'CONNOR: Sixty electorate offices have
been set up, which was not the case last year, and
the sum of 366 000 has been set aside for electric
typewriters in electorate offices. The additional
sum of $40 000 has been set aside for new offices.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On matters of facilities
for members, [ find this Premier much easier to
deal with than his predecessor. 1 think that is a
good thing. However, 1 think it appears to be time
to look realistically to the facilities available in
members’ offices. For example, no allowance has
been made for photocopying in electorate offices
and | do not believe the s1affing facilities are ad-
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equate. In some cases the payment of staff’ is not
commensurate with the work that has to be done.

We have problems in many areas where mem-
bers cannot do their jobs properly withoui the
facilities they need.

If we look to Division 5—Joint Printing Com-
mitice—we note that the Chief Hansard Reporter
earns more than a member of Parliament. I do
not deny that the Chief Hansard Reporter is
worth that amount of money and works hard, but
[ would say that all members of Parliament work
hard also—at least most of them. 1t seems odd
that people who work in positions such as the
Chief Hansard Reporter, and similar positions,
actually receive more money for doing their job
than do members of Parliament.

The assistanis in electorate offices are not paid
as much as they should be paid and there are
areas in which the facilities available to members
are deficient. We should have electorate offices
that can provide the service that people come to
expect from them. | hope the Premier will con-
tinue to entertain sympathetically the requests
that are put to him on this matter.

In the scheme aof things the expenditure in elec-
torate offices is nat really great in terms of the
services members are able to give to their elector-
ate, but they are certainly major items which
should be considered.

Mr O’CONNOR: [ thank the Leader of the
Opposition for his comments. I have held dis-
cussions on these matters with members of his
party and my party. The secretaries at the elec-
torate offices have received a considerable in-
crease in the last few months as a result of press-
ures put upon the Public Service Commissioner
and it was felt there was justification for those in-
creases. However, it is still felt by some that there
has been some unfair treatment. If we continue in
the co-operative way we have been operating, we
will achieve the things we require. Electric
typewriters are used in most business offices and
it is pleasing that they are now in our offices,

Me Pearce: 1 give you credit for that.
Mr O’CONNOR: It was a matter under dis-

cussion and with co-operation we will endeavour
to keep things that way.

Division 4 put and passed.

Division 5: Joint
$562 000—

Item 2: Other Staffing Costs—

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Recently, the Legislative
Council sat through the night into the next morn-
ing and as a result the Legislative Assembly,
answering a perfectly proper request from the

Printing Committee,
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Hansard staff, decided it would adjourn almost
immediately upon meeting.

It seems to me that we ought to be able to
make other arrangements with perhaps sup-
plementary staff or more suitable hours of meet-
ing so that we do not have a situation in which the
Hansard staff has 10 be under such pressure
firstly, but secondly in which it is not possible for
one Chamber of the Parliament to meet simply
because the facilities have been overstretched. It
seems to be not beyond the scope of Government
in 1982 to be able to make auxiliary arrange-
ments so that when this does happen in the future
a supplementary staff will be available.

Mr Sodeman: When has this happened before?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is the only time we
have not been able to sit, but [ can remember
many times when the Hansard reporters have
been absolutely wilting at their pens and 1 can re-
member times when the House has been ad-
journed after a discussion about the effects on
Hansard staff. | can remember occasions, too,
when the meeting time of Parliament has been ad-
justed backwards to take into account the rest
period needed by Hansard reporters.

This may occur only once, but once is sufficient
to alert people to the need to eliminate the chance
of its happening again.

Division 5 put and passed.

Divisions 6 and 7—Joint Library Committee,
$145 000; Parliamentary Commissioner for Ad-
ministrative [nvestigations, $266 000—put and
passed.

Sitting suspended from 6.14 to 7.30 p.m.
Divison 8: Premier’s Department, $2 434 000—

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I want to raise one or
two matters that I think are very important and in
times of financial stringency certainly they are
questions that need to be addressed. I am
referring 1o what the Opposition these days labels
as the Premier’s public relations juggernaut.

I notice that in 1982 the Premier’s Department
had five public relations officers costing in 1981-
82 a total of $136 343 and in 1982-83, $149 000.
[t is clear to us that what perhaps was a good
idea—and that was the notion that the Govern-
ment needed to be able to convey information to
the public generally, and to specific interested
groups precisely—has outgrown itself and has be-
come something of a political mentor. I cannot see
why the Premier, engaging and good natured as
he is, needs the assistance of five public relations
people. It is symptomatic of what is happening
throughout this Government and throughout its
departments. Never before in the history of this
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State has any Government been paying so many
professional public relations people as is this
Government.

It detracts from a Government to have public
relations people so thick on the ground with so
broad an attitude about whether the picture being
painted is one that actually reflects the substance.
If one is an astute waicher of the Premier’s public
performances one will see that the picture painted
by the public relations people is different from
what he is, He does not change, but because of
the public relations people who paint a picture of
the Premier, the people in Western Australia
would have seen that, in the last three weeks, he
has entered his aggressive phase. They are writing
all sorts of things that do not fit into the Premier’s
demeanour.

Several questions must be raised: firstly, the
need for these public relations people; secondly,
the work they are doing; and thirdly, the cost to
the State of the army of public relations people
that the Ministers and their departments as well
command. While it does not apply to the Prem-
ier's Department, it is certainly true that, while
the Minister for Fuel and Energy has a very ex-
pert public relations backup, some of those statu-
tory authorities for which he is responsible are
seeking in their own right highly paid professional
public relations people who demand salaries in ex-
cess of $34000. I creally think it is time this
Government rethought the dimensions of its pub-
lic relations needs and the dimension of the bur-
den that those needs impose on the community.

It is all very well to say we must have someone
who will make sure that those who want infor-
mation have access to it readily. 1 do not believe it
is the case—in fact, 1 believe it is indefen-
sible—that we should have such a plethora of
public relations people as to raise serious doubts
about the political nature of the work in which
they are involving themselves.

Let me be more specific so that members are
not under any misapprehension of what I am
talking about. I refer specifically to the guru of
the public relations people who resides in the
Premier’s Department and for all intents and pur-
poses works on a basis that is mainly political. |
understand this public relations guru, Mr Leggoe,
is a man who sought the Chief Executive position
in the Liberal Party in NSW and that he is also
responsible for State Repori. Members who have
seen State Report will be aware that it has really
degenerated. It does not even pretend now to be
factual as it was previously. It is filled with politi-
cal matter that would more éasily find its home in
a publication paid for by the Liberal Party. That
is the truth and that is what the people are say-
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ing—even those professional public relations
people who comment on State Report see it as
propaganda sheet.

Without wanting to labour the point unnecess-
arily, the Opposition is concerned about the size
and cost of the Press corps now attached within
the Government in this State. At a time when
people do not have jobs, we should not be adding
supernumeries to the crew in the way that appears
to have been done in the case of the public re-
lations corps commanded by the Government. We
are seriously concerned that the public relations
people working for the Government are, in many
cases, involving themselves in the political aspects
of the work that they do and not confining them-
selves to what is the justification put forward for
their endeavours 1o disseminate information
quickly and impartially.

We are also concerned that this Government
really has become a captain of its public relations
corps. The Government appears to lose its identity
and Ministers go through changes in their images
within the public consciousness, certainly as con-
veyed by newspapers and television.

I do not know why the Premier has entered this
new aggressive phase. The Opposition does not
really mind—it has nothing to do with it—but if
it is something the taxpayers are paying for in the
way of salaries for the public relations people it
daes not think it is proper.

We say quite sincerely all Governments in
times of stringency should look to those areas be-
cause in the long term, and the immediate term,
these rebound on the instigators. State Report has
done nothing but harm for the Government. If it
was intended to match Econemic Outlook which
we put out and pay for, it has failed dismally be-
cause people are aware of how the money is being
spent. | say that quite sincerely in respect of State
Report. 1 hesilate to guess whether State Report
might not have got off the drawing board, par-
ticularly in its present form, had the Premier had
the opportunity to rethink that proposition.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the
Opposition must realise that I can look after PR
for myself as well as anyone eise. 1 do not know
what he meant by “aggressive attitude”. [ attack
each item and issue as [ see it. If I think it necess-
ary to attack the Commonwealth aggressively, 1
will do so. 1 have done that on a number of oc-
casions recently. It is necessary to have a PR op-
eration to ensure that the Siate is served properly.
We have to sell Western Australia in the best way
we can. The State Report issue mentioned by the
Leader of the Opposition is one for which there
has been a great dea) of demand, and an increas-
(145}
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ing demand in recent times. I will be watching ex-
penditure in each of the areas referred to, and |
will make sure we do not have to spend any more
than is necessary.

Division 8 put and passed.
Division 9: Executive Council, $10—
Progress

Progress reported, and leave given to sit again,
on motion by Mr Williams.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 27 October.

MR GORDON HILL (Swan) (7.43 p.m.]: It is
no coincidence that the Government has
introduced this [egislation in October 1982, just
as it was no coincidence that it introduced similar
legislation in QOctober-November [979. On the
latter occasion the legislation was introduced just
prior to the 1980 State election, and now this Bill
is before us just prior to the 1983 State election.
Clearly, as many of the Opposition's speakers
have said, this legislation is designed to be pro-
vocative and to result in industrial disputation
which may, the Government thinks, give it some
advantage at the time of the election; but, as the
Leader of the Opposition said last night, the
Government will rue the day it introduced this
legislation because the situation the Government
foresees will not occur.

In 1974, the Heath Government in the United
Kingdom was brought down because of its de-
structive policies which caused industrial dispu-
tation in the community. If the Government in
Western Australia believes this legislation will
give it some advantage in an election campaign, it
will soon find out that that is not the case. The
people of Western Australia will not be fooled:
they realise who will be to blame for any dispu-
tation that may occur in the future.

This legislation is undoubtedly the work of
right-wing eclements in the Liberal Party—the
faceless men of the party. It is an example of the
prevailing political stance of the leadership of the
party in Western Australia—perhaps more appro-
priately, the people behind the leadership of the
Liberal Party in Western Australia.

It is a sad state of affairs when any political
party in this State goes 1o the extreme that the
Liberal Party has gone in bringing forward this
legislation. The real leaders of the Liberal Party
in WA are people like Denis Horgan, Bill
Mitchell, Bill Hassell, and Clarko the Minister
for Education.
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Mr Bryce: And Crichton-Browne.®

Mr GORDON HILL: And Crichton-Browne
and others—the extreme right-wing element of
the Liberal Paty in 1his Siate. The evidence can
be seen in the Minister's second reading speech
which clearly is not the writings of the Minister,
but rather of someone who is taking an extreme
right-wing political stance. The speech is full of
unsubstantiated claims; it talks of coercive behav-
iour, but does not substantiate the allegations in
the speech. [t is full of rhetoric and extravagant
language which serves only a political purpose.

Members of the Australian Labor Party and
the union movement are not the only ones who be-
lieve this legislation is rotten and designed to
bring about confrontation and disputation before
the 1983 Siate elections. That view also is held by
the Confederation of Western Australian [ndustry
and other employer organisations; it is held also
by the Australian Road Transport Association
and by The West Austraiian. 1 would like to
quote some of the comments contained in The
West Australian’s editorial on 18 September 1982
as follows—

THE PEOPLE of WA have good reason to
wonder what the State Government is trying
to achieve with its amendments to the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act.

It goes on—

Good government requires a balance between
ideology and practicality, but there is no
trace of such a balance in the amendments.

Clearly, The West Australian believes also that
this is just an ideological document; one not de-
signed to be put into practice; not for the purpose
of law making, but to bring about industrial dis-
putation.

The editorial goes on—

At a time when the economy is far from
healthy, legislation that could prompt mass-
ive strikes and penalise employers severely is
hardly in the national interest.

The Government has, in 2 sense, tried to
legislate against industrial reality.

It goes on—

Their scope and the size of the penalties
suggest an attack not on the closed shop but
on the whole union movement. It is a silly ap-
proach; trade unions are an essential part of
the industrial relations system, and to try to
limit their role is to step into the industrial
dark ages.

If the motivation behind the Bill is suspect,

its practicalities are doubly so. It flies in the
face of accepted concepts of natural justice
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and its penal provisions are so draconian as
to be unenforceable. The idea of imposing
massive fines on every member of a dis-
senting union is untenable.

It goes on at some Jength talking about the diffi-
culties which will arise as a result of this legis-
lation. The Government talks about the principle
of the freedom of the individual; what about the
freedom of an employer to employ only members
of trade unions if he so desires? Those employers
can be penalised by this lepislation; they are re-
stricted considerably.

In 1979 the then Minister for Industrial Re-
lations who, at the time perhaps more appropri-
atety should have been known as the Minister re-
sponsible for unemployment, and who is now
Premier, said, in speaking on the second reading
debate of legislation introduced on 16 October
1979—

The Industrial Commission is to be pre-
vented from awarding ecither compulsory
unionism or preference to unionists, and such
provisions in any existing awards and indus-
trial agreements will be nullified. As a conse-
quence, no provision is necessary for exemp-
tion from union membership. This will give
persons the freedom of choice to be or not to
be 2 member of a union.

That was a comment made by the then Minister
for Labaur and Industry in 1979, reported at page
3621 of Hansard. Clearly, that is one of the
justifications the Minister for Health now uses in
introducing the legislation this month. If that is
the case, the legislation now introduced is su-
perfluous because, if the 1979 legislation had per-
formed that role, there would have been no need
at this time to introduce legislation to perform the
same role.

The Minister had other interesting things to say
in his second reading speech in 1979, and I would
like to comment on some of them. With reference
to the industrial relations system he said that if
people who are involved in the industrial relations
system—

... attempt to gain the benefits of the system
without acknowledging the obligations im-
posed, there are two clear choices. Either
they should be removed from being able to
obtain the benefit which the system provides,
or, if they are to remain in the system, they
musi face penalties to enforce compliance;

That was a comment in 1979. What double stan-
dards! Today the Premier and others are saying
that, if people do not wish to belong to a union,
they should not have 10, they should be given the
opportunity to bludge on their mates if they want
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to. They do not have to contribute by paying
union fees, but they can obtain the bcneﬁts of
that union membership.

When he was the Minister for Labour and In-
dustry, the Premier also stated in 1979, referring

to employers employing union and non-union
labour—

Similarly, provisions have been incorpor-
ated 1o ensure that the employment of both
union members and non-unionists is not
prejudiced by the unilateral action of an em-
ployer.

Again, that is one of the justifications put forward
far introducing this legislation in 1982. If that is
the case, there seems to be no point in repeating
it; clearly it must be for political purposes.

I do not want to dwell on only one Government
member’s comments®at that time. | would like to
refer 1o the comments made by the current At-
torney General (the Hon. 1. G. Medcalf) in 1973
as justification for defeating legislation of the
Tonkin Labor Government on long service leave.
Again, a question of double standards on the part
of a Liberal Minister. Mr Medcalf said—

[ must most firmly state that [ do not be-
lieve in taking industrial matters out of the
hands of industrial tribunals.

Further on he said—

I do not believe that Parliament is the best
place 1o decide industrial matters. One may
ask ...

“How qualified are members of Parlia-
ment to decide industrial matters or, indeed,
how qualified are they to determine any mat-
ters?”

As far as the member for Bunbury is concerned,
that is probably correct. 1 continue—

. how qualified are they to determine
any matters?”

Further on he says—

I believe that few members of Parliament
arc skilled in industrial relations, although 1
do subscribe to the fact that Parliament does
have jurisdiction in this matter—

That is the case on this occasion, and the political
pressure Lhat faces the Government at this time is
the ground swell of opinion within the electorate
to oppose the Liberal Party at the next State elec-
tion.

We have seen the double standards of the
Premier in 1979 when he said that people
participating in an industrial relations system
should not participate in it—should not belong to
unions in effect—and if they do not meet their
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membership fee obligations they should not re-
ceive the benefits of the system. Today we have a
different story. The Government is saying that
people should not necessarily belong to unions and
they they should bludge on their mates. What has
happened to the Australian tradition of “‘not
bludging on your mates”? That is what this legis-
lation imposes on the people of Western Aus-
tralia.

Prior 10 1979, employees could opt out of mem-
bership of trade unions. They could apply to opt
out by registering as conscientious objectors, in
which case they were required to pay the equiva-
lent of their union fees 10 a charitable organis-
ation. If the system worked very well, why has the
Government decided 10 change it? In the year
ended 30 June 1978, | 300 applications for
exemption were made, of which 918 were granted.
The remaining 339 did not proceed for the simple
reason that those who decided to apply for exemp-
tion in the initial stages then discovered that they
were required to pay the equivalent of their union
fees to a charitable organisation. If they had to
pay the money, anyway, they decided 10 make the
contribution to the union. 1n subsequent years the
number of people applying for exemption de-
creased.

I would like to make a comment about the stan-
dard of living in countries where there is notl a
very strong trade union movement. In the United
States, in the State of Michigan, where there is 40
per cent unionism, the average weekly wage is
$285. In Mississippi, where there is only 13 per
cent unionism, the average weekly wage is $125.
Clearly in that State there is no organised labour,
the trade union movement is not strong, the level
of union membership is not high, and the stan-
dard of living has dropped. It seems 10 be the
intention of the Government of Western Australia
to achieve that situation.

I would like to turn to specific clauses of the
Bill. Proposed new section 96E suggests that the
onus of proof should rest not with the complain-
ant, but with the defendant. Whoever heard of
that sort of justice? That is a fine example of
justice if ever [ have heard one. The proposed sec-
tion will say—

. it shall be taken to be proved that a
reason for that dismissal, injury, hindrance,
prevention, refusal or alteration, as the case’
requires, was the reason that the employee or
person was or was not such a member, was
such an officer or was so entitled, unless the
contrary is proved.

This clearly suggests the onus rests on the com-
plainant 1o prove dismissal or prevention from-
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working. What sort of legal wizard designed that
clause of the Bill? Obviously, someone adopting a
political stance—it may well have been the Presi-
dent of the Liberal Party (lan Warner); I under-
stand he is a lawyer.

Mr Young: Would you like me to go through
all the Tonkin legistation that contained the same
clauses?

Mr GORDON HILL: Yes.

Mr Young: As a matter of fact, I will produce a
few for you tomorrow.

Mr GORDON HILL: In due course, 1 would
like to hear them.

Mr Young: [ will. In fact, 1 can remember get-
ting up and saying the same thing you did from
the same seat.

Mr GORDON HILL: If the Minister can give
me the exact cases, I will be interested to hear
them.

Mt Pearce: Does that mean you have changed
your attitude since you changed your side of the
House?

Mr Young: It is rather a ubiguitous exercise.

Mr Pearce: You look embarrassed. That shows
a bit of decency, actually, doesn’t it?

Mr GORDON HILL: Clause 19—

The SPEAKER: Order! [ ask the member to
resume his seat. Ample opportunity will be pro-
vided to the member for Swan, and any other
member, to debate individual clauses in the Com-
mittee stage. | remind the member for Swan that,
as far as the second reading debate is concerned,
he must confine his remarks to the peneral thrust
of the Bill and not debate individua! clauses.

Mr Pearce: If you do that the Minister for
Health demands that you talk about the Bill.

Mr Bryce: And some of his back-benchers.

Mr GORDON HILL: A number of the clauses
in 1he Bill are quite draconian and it is difficult to
address myself to them without being more
specific, but 1 shall attempt to do so.

The SPEAKER: | do not want to deny the
member the right to debate the clauses of the Bill,
but a more appropriate time would be in Com-
mittee.

Mr GORDON HILL: There is no point in
there being an appeal provision, if the operation
of an order cannot be stayed. The reason I say
that is that a situation could arise where trade
unionists have been required to return to work;
they can lodge an appeal, but no provision is
made for a stay of operation of that order if they
consider it to be unjust. That position is analogous
"10 a person being found guilty of murder in a
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criminal court and sentenced to hanging and
being hanged before the appeal is heard. If no
stay of appeal is provided in that case, justice does
not exist in that provision.

A further provision in the Bill is similar to that
in the Race Relations Act of South Africa. The
clause in the Bil] to which I refer indicates that if
anybody issues a threat or does something that
can be deemed to be regarded or interpreted as a
threat, he has committed an affence. At the same
time, if a newspaper reports comments made by
any person, and those commenis may be
interpreted as a threat, the newspaper is deemed
to have commitied an offence. That provision is
similar to a provision in the Race Relations Act in
South Africa. Recently a newspaper editor in
South Africa was gaoled as a result of comments
made in an editorial,

That sort of situation could prevail in Western
Australia as a result of this legislation which is
draconian in the extreme and creates an industrial
police force. The Bill represents a dangerous
breach of civil liberties.

The proposed amendment to section 98 of the
Act is perhaps the most abhorrent provision in the
Bill, because it seeks to create such an industrial
police force. The powers given to industrial in-
spectors under that provision are similar to the
powers of health inspectors under the Noise
Abatement Act, where an inspector need only
take the word of a third person that an infringe-
ment has occurred to be empowered to enter a
house or premises.

In the case of the Bill under discussion, an in-
dustrial inspector may enter any structure, build-
ing, or vehicle if he has reasonable grounds to sus-
pect it contains any item which is contrary to the
provisions of the Bill.

This legislation, section 54B of the Police Act,
and other draconian legislation introduced by this
Government are putting Western Australia years
behind the other States and the rest of the world,
This Government has gone almost as far as the
Polish military Government which is preventing
the continued operation of Solidarity.

This Government would like to prohibit totally
the trade union movement and it continually
applies squeezes and restraints on it in the hope
that it will stamp it out.

This legislation is an industrial con trick and it
will be used in the election campaign. If passed,
the Bill will make the industrial system totally un-
workable, so it is not surprising that it has been
condemned by a cross-section of the community.

The Government seeks shelter in the United
Nations Declaration of Human Rights, but it is
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very seleclive when quoting from that document.
It refers 1o freedom of speech and association, but
does not take any notice of the Opposition when it
emphasises the section of that document relating
to equal suffrage. This Government has imposed
crooked electoral laws on Western Australians
and is now seeking to impose crooked industrial
laws on them also.

This Government believes corrupt legislation
ought (o be the norm. It is 2 Government which
rejects the criticism of the Opposition in relation
to electoral boundaries and accepts that people in
one part of the State ought to have a far greater
say in the voting system than people in other parts
of the State. It is a Government which is prepared
to go to any lengths Lo bring the State of Western
Australia to its knees, if necessary, to try to create
a climate for its re-election. On this occasion the
Government will fail.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [8.05 pm.]): It
would be remiss of me if | did not add my strong
condemnation of this piece of legislation, because
members would be aware I came to this place
from the trade union movement and that 1 was
the secretary of the Collie coalminers’ union for
17 years before 1 arrived here.

Since [ have been a member of this place, 1
have seen many changes. ! have opposed a
number of measures introduced by successive Lib-
eral Governments, which measures 1 saw as being
attacks on the trade union movement in this
State. 1 view this piece of legislation in the same
light.

1 wonder whether, in introducing this legis-
lation, Ministers of the Crown realise the impli-
cations which could flow from it. 1 also query the
experience of Ministers of the Crown in the indus-
trial field.

Last night after listening 1o the speech of the
member of East Melville—who admitted in reply
to an interjection that he had never been a
member of a union and who spelt out what, in his
opinion, should be the rules for trade unions in
Western Australia—it was clear 10 me that he
had had no experience in industrial matters. The
same could be said for the member for Nedlands,
who preceded the member for East Melvilie in the
debate. Neither of those members has had an
industrial background. If we look at the front
benches of the present Government, we see that is
the general position.

Mr Trethowan: You can have an industrial
background without being a member of a union.

Mr T. H. JONES: One needs to know the
workings of a t.nade union and the only way 1o ob-
tain that know‘cdge is to be involved in a union.
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Otherwise it is like going onto a football field
when one has never played a game of football and
expecting to be able to contribute to the game. 1t
is like suggesting that a man do a striptease act
when he has never done one before. In that case,
the man probably would not fit in for a number of
reasons—

Several members interjected,

Mr T. H. JONES: It is quite apparent | am
going to be subjected to interjections. 1 have had a
rather busy day at another place and 1 thought
perhaps tonight 1 would get a free go and give the
Government a few ideas about this Bill.

I is very easy for members without any experi-
ence at all to get to their feet and say what ought
to occur in the trade union movement. During my
17 years as secretary of the Collie miners® union [
saw dramatic changes take place, and I will ex-
plain why they took place. Previously we had one
of the worst records of any trade union in the
State, but there were good reasons for this, and
not all attributable to the union.

Firstly, I am disturbed to understand that this
legislation has been designed to attack the trade
union movement in Western Australia and for no
other purpose. 1 read with interest this morning a
suggestion that the motive for the introduction of
the Bill could be found in the Government’s low
stocks. Only time will tell whether we will see in-
dustrial disruption as a result of this legislation
being placed on the Statute book.

I had discussions yesterday with representatives
of a union in my area. They were concerned about
strong rumours circulating that a union would be
sct up before the next State clection. These arc
very strong rumours. Only time will tell whether
the rumours are ill-founded, but this is the sort of
thing I am hearing. Different groups of workers
have indicated to me that the Government has in
mind the promation of industrial unrest prior to
the nexi State election because it knows its stocks
are low at the moment.

I would commend the Government if this Bill
were aimed at conciliation. Of course, this is
where our whole arbitration system is breaking
down. Most members would know the experience
of the Collie coalfields where the industry has lost
only three days’ work over the last 21 years. Two
days were lost because of a national stoppage and
one was lost because of a problem between the
union and the employers.

As 1 said at the beginning of my remarks, no-
one could deny that the record of industrial dis-
putes on the Collie coalfields were not good be-
tween the late 1930s and the early 1950s. When 1
was secretary of the union we had the situation
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where one company would call in the president
and me to the office just before every Christmas
holiday and make demands on the union. The
company would say that if its demands were not
met, when the workers returned from leave,
hundreds of them would be retrenched. 1 am not
hiding behind parliamentary privilege when [ say
this; T am quite prepared to say this outside. The
Amalgamated Collieries Ltd. company, through
Mr Downing and Mr Victor Johnson, would call
us in and make those demands without any
thought of conciliation. This went on year after
year to the extent that we were forced to work
through the holiday period in order to reach an
agreement with the company.

It is well known that some strikes on the Collie
coalfields caused chaos throughout the State. The
biggest strike that every took place on the coal-
fields occurred in 1949 and it caused this State to
be placed in darkness for many weeks. It was a
nasty incident and involved a safety issue rather
than an industrial matter. A horse had been un-
able to adapt itself to the underground conditions.
Mr Speaker, you would be aware of this, having
been around at the time, but some of the younger
members might not know what 1 am talking
about. Other members longer in the tooth would
know that the State was in a terrible mess for sev-
eral weeks.

However, in 1961, when Amalgamated
Collieries Ltd. was left out of the Government
contract, the union representatives and the
representatives of the two  operating
companies—Western Collieries Ltd. and Griffin
Coal Mining Co. Ltd.—sat around a table and
discussed the issues. After that, industrial
relations on the coalfields improved. Only three
working days have been lost in the ensuing 21
years, and very few unions, if any, could match
that record.

Of course, the coalmining industry is a hazard-
ous one with peculiarities which do not affect the
general trade union movement in Western Aus-
tralia. -

Mr McPharlin: Tell us how that came about.

Mr T. H. JONES:; | was the only industrial
officer there and I went to the company and
suggested we enter into a spirit of conciliation
rather than have the company make demands on
the union. I asked that we talk out our problems
around a table before either party took action. As
a result we have achieved good industrial relations
as shown by just three days lost in 21 years. That
is the sort of thing this Government should be
doing, but by no stretch of the imagination can
the Government be said to have done that with
the introduction of this Bill, which will impose
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more penalties on employers and workers, but
particularly the workers; and this is its weakness.
The Government should be trying to achieve what
has been achieved on the Collie coalfields. We
have proved that it can be done.

Perhaps it would be wise were the Government
to introduce the idea of a separate tribunal for
other industries. Some years ago the Government
spoke of establishing a tribunal to look after the
interests of the iron ore industry, but since then
we have heard no more about it. If a dispute oc-
curs in the Pilbara now the industrial machinery
must be put into motion from down here. It would
be far preferable to have a tribuna} established in
the Pilbara which would be on site. It would have
a knowledge of the peculiarities associated with
the iron ore industry and be able to nip in the bud
any problem before it got out of hand. No-one on
the Government side could argue against that.
Even the Minister for Health, who is handling
this Bill, would know of the success of indepen-
dent tribunals such as the tribunal handling the
coalmining industry. The people on that tribunal
have a good knowledge of what is involved in this
area and can deal with problems as they arise.
Rather than introduce repressive legislation, the
Government should be seeking to introduce more
conciliatory measures to help industrial relations
in this State.

The Minister used strong words when
introducing the Bill and made a number of accu-
sations against trade unions and employers, but
without providing any supporting evidence. If any
member can point to the evidence to support the
Minister’s accusations, I will pause to let him in-
form me of them. The Minister condemned both
employers and unionists for their actions, but gave
not a scrap of evidence to back up his statements.

Mr Sodeman: The Industrial Commission has
quite 2 bit of evidence.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Minister did not indi-
cate that in his second reading speech.

As 1 said earlier, this legislation will achieve
nothing other than to cause industrial unrest in
this State. [ have demonstrated clearly what can
occur when the right type of understanding and
legislation is adopted. 1 take the Minister to task
for this statement in his second reading speech—

Originally, the aim of industrial legisiation
in Australia was protection from the excess-
ive use of employer power against the indi-
vidual. Now, we are necessarily strengthen-
ing protection from the excessive use of union
power against the individual.
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What are the examples of this excessive use of
union power? Did the Minister give any examples
in his second reading speech?

Mr Young: | will give you some in Commiitee.

Mr T. H. JONES: He may give me some, but
he should do so in the Parliament.

Mr Young: We will hold the Committee in the
Parliament!

Mr T. H. JONES: Of course we will hold it in
the Parliament. | have been here longer than has
this Minister.

Mr‘Young: 1 know you have.

Mr T. H. JONES: 1 do not think anyone couid
call me a slow learner.

Mr Young: No way!
Mr Old: No way!

Mr T. H. JONES: | have been here a lot longer
than has this Minister, and certainly know much
more about industrial relations than he knows.

Mr Bridge: Certainly you will be here after the
next election.

Mr T. H. JONES: | have no worries about
that.

Mr Sibson: What about the Collie coalminers’
union?

Mr T. H. JONES: Now the member for
Bunbury will jump in.

Mr Sibson: I was going to add something.

Mr T. H. JONES: | doubt it would be sensible.

Mr Sibson: The Collie coalminers’ union is a
model of what we should look for in all unions.
The good history of that union is almost unpre-
cedented.

Mr T. H. JONES: For the edification of the
member for Bunbury, that situation came about
when he resigned from the union and left Collie
for Bunbury. However, [ do not deny that what he
said is correct, but | suggest to him that we
should try to implement legislation that would
foster good industrial relations as they exist at
Collie. Is there anything wrong with that sugges-
tion?

Mr Bridge: There is nothing whatsoever wrong
with it.

Mr T. H. JONES: Of course, this legislation
falls far short of achieving that end. The Minister
for Health interjected to say that he will give us
examples of trade unions which use excessive
power, bul it was the responsibility of the Minis-
ter for Labour and Industry to give those
examples when he introduced the legislation in
the Legislative Council. That was when examples
should have been spelt out, not at this stage. I do
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not think the Minister would argue with that
proposition, and of course he cannot. At the mo-
ment he is silent.

It serves the Government’s political purposes 10
introduce this legislation and to condemn the
trade union movement without its supplying sup-
portive evidence. Surely that is not playing the
game as it should be played. The second reading
speech refers to the 1979 amendments to the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act. Members who were here
at that time would be well aware of those amend-
ments. Substantial recommendations had been
made by Senior Commissioner Kelly, but the
Government did not accept all of them. The Min-
ister for Health would know that, and wonld
know that that is why the amendmenis fell down.
Although the Government accepted some recom-
mendations, it did not accept them all, and that is
why, after 1979, the whole system broke down.

The Minister for Health would know, as would
other members, that Senior Commissioner Kelly
placed strong emphasis on provisions to allow con-
ciliation, but a recommendation in those terms
was not accepted by the then Government—a
Liberal Government. If it had accepted those
recommendations it would have gone a long way
towards overcoming the problems that existed,
and still exist today.

The Minister went on to say in his second read-
ing speech—
The principal features of the new law
are—

Stronger protection of the rights of in-
dividuals 1o choose whether or not to
join a union, free of compulsion from
union, employer or anyone else;

I want it to be on record that | am opposed to this
concept of unionism. If it is good enough for indi-
viduals to accept the benefits gained by unions, it
is good enough for those individuals 10 make a
contribution to those unions. No-one can argue
with that principle. It is wrong in principle for
anyone (o go into an industry, accept the benefits
applying in that industry, but not be willing to
contribute to the organisation which made those
benefits possible. For example, the coalmining in-
dustry has a 35-hour week, and in fact the Collie
Coal Miners’ Industrial Union was the first union
to obtain a 35-hour week. That was in 1968,

It is completely wrong for any worker to accept
those conditions without making a contribution to
the achievement of those conditions. Of course,
that principle cannot be argued against. Last
night I asked the member for East Melville what
would happen if he did not pay his contribution to
the Liberal Party.



4456

Mr Shalders: He would be out; he would no
longer be a member of the Liberal Party.

Mr T. H. JONES: Is the Minister saying that a
person can be a member of a trade union without
paying his contribution? Would that situation be
all right?

Mr Sodeman; 11 is a2 bad analogy. If he does not
pay his dues, he cannot be a member of the union;
it is as simple as that.

Mr T. H. JONES: But should he obtain the
benefits gained by that union? If 1 wanted to
enter the members’ arca at the Belmont Race-
course, | could not do so unless 1 was a member.
All members here would know that. Could I go to
-any football club, walk in freely, and use the
amenities available?

Mr Tubby: You can if you want to be a mem-
ber.

Mr T. H. JONES: That is the point [ wanted
someone to make. The member agrees with me.

Mr Shalders: You don’t have to be a member of
a club to go to the football or to the races,

Mr T. H. JONES: | am talking about the use
of the facilities of a club.

Mr Shalders: If an individual doesn’t want to
use the facilities of a union, he doesn’t have to,
and he can't if he is not a member. That is quite
reasonable.

Mr T. H. JONES: But an individual should not
use the benefits a union has attained. Does the
Minister think that the mining companies went to
their employees and said, “Here is the 35-hour
week. Do you want it?” Of course those
companies did not. On at least three occasions |
appeared before the then Arbitration Court be-
fore that condition could become a reality in
1968. Members are aware of the process, and of
the fact that it costs thousands of dollars to take a
case to the commission, which requires that the
right type of case be presented.

I place on record my complete opposition to the
provisions in this legislation relaling to union
membership. No proper principles are contained
in this legislation, and again | say i1 is wrong for
any individueal 10 accept what the trade union
movement has achieved without making some
contributian to that movement.

Employees would not knock back wages a union
has pained for them. Anti-union people—that is
all one can call them—would not knock back a
$50-a-week increase because they have not con-
tribuied to the union that has obtained that in-
crease. Of course they will accept it with open
arms. It is completely unjust and unfair that anti-
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union people should obtain the benefits gained by
unions.

Mr Sodeman: It is fair,

Mr T. H. JONES: How can it work? As the
member for Avon said last night, no-one can say
that a member of the Collie Coal Miners' Indus-
triai Union would go underground with a non-
unionist. Members opposite must understand how
the trade union movement works, and must
understand the thinking of men.

1 am sure Mr Speaker has been a member of a
union, and [ am sure that as a member of a union
he would not have werked alongside a non-union-
ist. If members opposite are honest with them-
selves, they will accept that this situation must
prevail.

Mr Stephens: The miners might have to go
underground with a chap who happens to be a
member of the Liberal Party.

Mr T. H. JONES: That is a possibility 100, but
that is their worry. This type of legislation will
provoke industrial unrest. | cannot speak strongly
enough about it because I have had 17 years’ ex-
perience in a union. I have had more experience in
a union than has anyone in this place.

Mr Rushton: I have had more than you then.

Mr T. H. JONES: For what union was the
Deputy Premier secretary?

Mr Rushton: I was not.

Mr T. H. JONES: I said “experience” in a
union—as a union secretary. Of what union was
the Minister a secretary? Of course, they would
not have him. The Minister may have received a
ticket to the Liberal Party, but he would not be
acceptable to the trade union movement with his
outlook and ill-founded philosophy.

The Minister should be doing something be-
cause he knows the legislation will create indus-
trial unrest. The employers have spoken out
strongly against it.

Mr Rushton: Do you think the dictatorial atti-
tude that prevails should continue?

Mr T. H. JONES: | have never heard the Con-
federation of WA Industry come out so strongly
against something in all my history. in the trade
union movement.

Mr McPharlin: When did Latter ledve the
mining union?

Mr T. H. JONES: He came to Perth in 1962.
We had a ballot and | defeated him in 1961.

Mr Stephens: That is enough.

Mr Sibson: A very wise choice by the miners’
union.
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Mr McPharlin: The member has condemned
me on a number of occasions.

Mr T. H. JONES: What the miners wanted to
do was their business. If the ship painters and
dockers' union wanted to keep the late Paddy
Troy as their union leader for years, that was its
business too; just as it is the business of the
Bunbury people, if they wish to keep Mr Sibson
there. They might wake up as the Collie miners
did. That is something in store for the member for
Bunbury.

In his second reading speech, the Minister
said—

Like the parent Act of 1979, this is a law
to strengthen and uphold the rights of indi-
viduals in the workplace. It is a law to stop
standover men from usurping these rights.

Where are all these standover men? Once again
we have no evidence. Do these men operate with
axes or tomahawks? What do they do? 1 would
like to know who they are. [ am sure the trade
union movement would like to know who they are,
also.

This is repressive legislation just as the legis-
lation 10 alter section 54B was. We saw the
amendment to the Police Act and the amendment
to the fuel and energy legislation. No-one can tell
us that they were not designed to work against the
trade unions—alt repressive legislation!

It is time the Government introduced some con-
ciliatory mecasures to bring about the situation
which occurs in Collie.

Mr Rushton: You gave me the impression when
1 was at Collie opening a new shire office that you
controlled Callie. When 1 commenced my speech,
the microphone was turned off, and when | fin-
ished, it was wurned on, and you said you con-
trolled Collie.

Mr T. H. JONES: I said that? [ said that |
controlled Collie?

Mr Rushton: 1 think that was fairly standover.

Mr T. H. JONES: I control Collic and all the
ladies, too?

A Government member: Except your wife!

Mr T. H. JONES: | hopec my wife does not find
out about this because 1 will have proceedings
instituted against me in the morning. I suggest I

have made a reasonable contribution to Collie in
the time 1 have teen 2 member of Parliament.

I was responsible for the good industrial har-
mony in the town and while I have been a mem-
ber of this place I have been a good fighter for the
town I love and respect.

Government members: Hear, hear!
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Mr Young: We all recognise it, too.

Mr Coyne; There will be a statue in the middle
of Collie for you.

Mr MacKinnon: It will be underground.
Mr T. H. JONES: When I am dead?

To continue with the remarks of the Minister:
He said—

However, too often, empire-building
unions have resorted not only to threats but
aiso to violence. Too often, some employers
have willingly or unwillingly collaborated.

It is understood that the wnions and employers
have co-operated. If members were to ask the
unions involved in the coalfields whether they
were willing to have the trade unions abolished,
they would say *“No.” Il ever a union decided to
deregister itsell and bargain for itself, we would
finish up in a hopeless mess. It is wrong to suggest
that there is anything wrong with the industrial
relations in some quarters where unions and em-
ployers are involved.

The Minister said further in his second reading
speech—

The Government has been appalled at the
examples of intimidation, extortion, and
standover tactics perpetrated by power
hungry unions such as the Builders
Labourers’ Federation and the Transport
Workers” Union. Just as employees have
been forced to join uniens by such tactics,
subcontractors, owner drivers, agents, and
others engaged in the workplace have been
forced to join . . .

The late W. 1. Wallwork found, in a determi-
nation on the Collie coalfield when there was a
dispute belween the owner drivers, the Collie
miners’ union and the Transport Workers™ Union,
that the workers were subcantractors, working in
the Collie mining industry. They used their trucks
to cart overburden for a certain yardage rate.

Mr Sibson: They were paid holiday pay, also.

Mr T. H. JONES: They were still contractors
in their own right and of course the Government
cannot help shooting at the Transport Workers’
Unton. It has overridden a decision which has
been placed in the industrial Statutes in this
State.

The member for Bunbury would know that the
coal industry tribunral found that the
subcontractors were workers under the meaning
of the Act and as a consequence were required to
join a union.

Mr Sibson: It referred to the coalfieid.
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Mr T. H. JONES: [ am giving an example of a
determination which was brought down by an in-
dustrial authority in WA. It is contrary to the re-
marks of the Minister for Labour and Industry
and shows the Minister’s complete ignorance of
the situation in this State. Of course workers
should join unions, and that is what the late W. ],
Wallwork found.

Mr Sibson: The reason was holiday pay and
long service leave entitlements were not normally
with the subcontractor.

Mr T. H. JONES: It was held as far as the
transport association was concerned. The honour-
able member would recall the argument as well as
I. It was an incident that occurred at the Collie
coalfield because men were permitted 10 work on
the field without belonging to a union. The mem-
ber for Bunbury says they were workers under the
Act.

Mr Sibson: Because of those other clauses.

Mr T. H. JONES: They were subcontractors
employed in the coalmining industry. The mem-
ber for Bunbury can say what he likes.

The question | would like to raise with the Min-
ister for Health, who is handling the Bill in this
place, is whether this Bill will have any impact on
the operations of the Western Australian Coal In-
dustry Tribunal Act.

Mr Young: [t is certainly not intended to. [f
there is any doubt about that, we would clear it
up.

Mr T. H. JONES: If it is found that, once this
Bill becomes law, it overrides the provisions of the
Western Australian Coal Industry Tribunal Act,
will the Government take immediate steps to rec-
tify the situation?

Mr Young: That would be the intention and the
Gaovernment does not intend that the tribunal Act
will be affected in respect of this Bill.

Mr T. H. JONES: There was no reference to
this matter in the Bill and the Opposition con-
siders that it will have an overriding authority
over the tribunal Act. 1 ask the Minister whether
1 can convey his comments to the workers in the
coalfield.

Mt Young: You can give them the assurance
that it is certainly not the Government’s intention
for the tribunal Act to be affected by this legis-
lation. We do not think it is, but if there is any
doubt at a later stage, we would certainly discuss
the matter and take the necessary action.

Mr T. H. JONES: I will have the opportunity
to discuss this matter further in the Committee
stage. 1 have made my points clear as have other
members of the Opposition. The Government has
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been warned that the legislation will not work and
it will cause discontent among the workers in the
trade union movement. The Government does not
know what it is talking about.

The members for East Melville and Nedlands
lack industrial experience to be able to gauge the
feeling within the trade union movement. In order
to be able to do this, one must have been a
member of a trade union organisation at some
time during one’s life. This legislation will not
work; it will provoke industrial unrest. When the
Opposition becomes the Government, it will be
looking towards introducing legislation that will
promote industrial conciliation rather than
provoke industrial unrest.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Nanovich.
House adjourned at 8.45 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS
Tenders
1820. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

Referring to his undertaking to hasten

the calling of tenders for capital works,

will he please provide details of—

(a) each tender involved and its value;

(b) the date tenders were to be called
originally;

(c) when the tenders will now be called;

(d) in each tender, where expenditure
will exceed $100 000?

Mr O’'CONNOR replicd:

{a) to (d) The answer is hereby tabled.
The reply was tabled (see paper No. 528).

1824. This question was further postponed.

HOSPITALS: ROYAL PERTH AND SIR
CHARLES GAIRDNER

Computer Tomography Scanners
1846. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) (a) When the computer tomography
{CT) scanner at the Royal Perth
Hospital is being serviced, are all
Royal Perth Hospital patients re-
quiring CT scans of the brain sent
to the Queen Elizabeth IT medical
centre for scanning;

(b) if not, why not?
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(2) (a) Are any patients of the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital referred 10 pri-
vately owned CT scanners,

(b) if “Yes”, why?

(3) (a) Is the CT scanner located at Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital con-
sidered adequate for all the needs of
that hospital;

{b) how old is the CT scanner at Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital;

{c) are there any plans to purchase a
new CT scanner?

(4) Is the CT scanner at Royal Perth Hospi-
tal working to maximum capacity most
of the time?

(5) Is it a fact that the Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital is the universily teaching hospi-
tal for neurosurgery and the centre for
all elective neurosurgery?

(6) If Government hospital patients, par-
ticularly “hospital service patients™, are
referred to privately owned CT scanners,
who pays for the cost of the service and
the transport costs?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) (a) and (b) As far as is possible within
its capacity, the Queen Elizabeth II
-Medical Cenire caters for all Royal
Perth Hospital patients requiring
emergency brain scaaning during
servicing of the Royal Perth Hospi-
tal scanner.

(2) (a) and (b) Patients are referred to pri-
vately owned scanners if scanners of
both Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
and Royal Perth Hospital are being
serviced.

(3) (a) The brain scanner of Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospitat and the body
scanner af the Royal Perth Hospital
are sufficient for the teaching hos-
pitals of Perth;

(b) seven-and-a-half vyears; scanners
can be updated from time to time,
and this has been done;

(c) there are no immediate plans to re-
place the scanner.

(4) and (5) Yes.

(6) Where appropriate, the hospital pays for
the cost of the service and transport,

CONSERVATION AND THE ENV|RON-

MENT: LESCHENAULT INLET
Laporte Australia Lid.: Effluent Disposal

1847. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Re-

sources Development:

(1)} Where is the land located which it is
proposed to obtain for the purpose of
disposal of effluent from the Laporte
factory at Australind?

(2) Will he provide a map which shows the
location of this land?

(3) Is it intended to change the method of
disposal of effluent from the Laporte
factory?

(4) (a) If “Yes” to (3), precisely what
changes will be made;

{b) when will such changes be im-
plemented?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) On the Leschenault Peninsula immedi-
ately to the north of the existing disposal
area,

(2) and (3) Yes.

(4) (a) The report identifies a number of
management options for disposal of
the effluent, the most promising of
which involves splitting the effluent,
with the small quantity of strong ef-
fluent being discharged into the
dunes, and the larger volume of
weak effluent being discharged off-
shore through a leng marine pipe-
line; detailed studies are now pro-
ceeding to allow selection of the op-
timum management option;

(b) no firm timetable has yet been es-
tablished, but planning is proceed-
ing so it will be possible to construct
the marine pipeline in 1985-86, if
this option is selected.

The map was tabled (see tabled paper No.
529).

HEALTH: TOBACCO
Juveniles

1848. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister rep-

resenting the Chief Secretary:

(1) Are juveniles under the age of eighteen
years allowed to purchase cigarettes?
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{2) If “Yes", what is the age limit they are
restricted to 10 purchase cigarettes?

(3) If “No” to (1), what regulations or
legislation applies to prevent cigarette
selling outlets to juveniles?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

{3) Section 10 of the Sale of Tobacco Act
provides that any person shall rot sell,
give, or supply tobacco in any form or
cigareite paper to or for the use of any
person under the age of 18 years.

WATER RESOURCES
Balingup

1849. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Will he outline the plans for the new
water supply for Balingup?

* (2) Will he guarantee that the water that
will be available from the new source
will be fit for household consumption?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

{1} The Balingup water supply is to be aug-
mented this summer with water pumped
from the Dumpling Gully Dam, the
source of water for the Greenbushes
town water supply. Arrangements have
been made to supplement this storage to
ensure an adeguate supply to both
Greenbushes and Balingup.

The works involve the construction of a
pumping station and a chlorinator, two
225 cubic metre concrete tanks and 3.5
kilometres of 100 millimetre and 1.9
kitometres of 80 millimetre diameter AC
pipeline.

(2) Testing by the Public Works Depart-
ment has shown that the Greenbushes
supply complies with the guidelines for
the desirable quality of domestic water.
There have been some taste problems
that have been investigated by the de-
partment; and action has commenced to
treat the water to overcome this prob-
lem.
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RAILWAYS
Collie

1850. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

When is it anticipated that the railway
goods sheds at Collie will be shifted to
west Collie?

Mr RUSHTOCN replied:

I am advised that Total West is leasing
the Collie goods shed and, consequently,
Westrail has no proposal for its demo-
lition at this stage.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE
Retirement

1851. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Attorney-General:

(1) Are people who are appointed as
Justices of the Peace required to retire
at a certain age?

(2) If “Yes”, what is the age requirement?

(3) If answer to (1) is “No”, should not
some retirement age be introduced in
the interest of justice?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) To deny the community the benefit of
the long experience of justices of the
peace by withdrawing their commissions
on the grounds of age alone would be
difficult to justify.

Justices in country areas are listed for

court duties only by arrangement with
magistrates and for clerks of court.

LAND AMENDMENT BILL
Easements

1852. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

(1) Is he aware that the Land Amendment
Bill gives the Governor power to grant
easements over Crown lands, including
reserves set aside for conservation pur-
poses, to any person?
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(2) Has he discussed with his departmental
heads and the WA Wildlife Authority,
the possible detrimental effects on con-
servation reserves of the implementation
of the powers contained in the Bill?

(3) If “No" to (2), why not?

(4) IT “Yes"”, what steps has he taken to
minimise the adverse effects on conser-
vation reserves of the granting of ease-

ments as contained in the Bill?

Will the holder of an easement be re-
quired 10 compensaie the WA Wildlife
Authority and/or the Fisheries and
Wildlife Department for extra reserve
management costs which may result
{from the granting ol an easement?

(5)

If “Yes” to (5), how will compensation
be assessed?

(6)

(N
(8)

If “No”, why not?

How will the WA Wildlife Authority
and the Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife meet the extra costs which may
be incurred in management as a result
of granting of an easement?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.

(3) Consultation with and the approval of
the vestee must be obtained before an
easement may be granted.

(4) Not applicable.

(5) and (6) As consultation will be required
in each case, the question of compen-
sation would be a matter for negotiation.

(7) Not applicable.
(8) Refer to answer to {5) and (6).

LAND AMENDMENT BILL
Easements

1853. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Forests:

(1) Is he aware thal the granting of an ease-
ment as contained in the Land Amend-
ment Bill may have a detrimental effect
on the environment?
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(2) If “Yes”, what action will he take in in-
stances where it can be shown that the
granting of an easement in State forest
will have a detrimental effect on the en-
vironment?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) Yes.

{2) In the event of it being shown that the
granting of an easement in State forest
will have a detrimental effect on the en-
vironment it will be referred to the EPA,
in line with current pracedure.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS
North- West Shelf: Dampier- Wagerup Pipeline
1854, Mr EVANS, 10 the Minister for Lands:

Referring to the report that construction
and laying of the Dampier to Wagerup
natural gas pipeline is due to start in
January, would he please table—

(2) maps of the Crown lands showing
the proposed route of the pipeline;

(b) the number, vesting and purpose of
all Crown reserves through which
the pipeline is proposed to pass;

{c) the date on which notification was
given to each of the bodies respon-
sible for Crown land through which
the pipeline is proposed to pass?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
{a) to (c) The information will take some
time to collate and 1 will advise the

member in writing as soon as this is
available.

LAND AMENDMENT BILL
Easements

1855. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Conser-
vation and the Environment:

{1) Is he aware that the granting of an ease-
ment as contained in the Land Amend-
ment Bill may have a detrimental effect
on the environment?
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(2) If “Yes”, what action will he take in in-
stances where it can be shown that the
granting of an easement in reserves
under his control will have a detrimental
effect on the environment?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) and (2) I draw the member’s attention
to the proposed section 134B(2){(c)
which clearly provides that no easement
can be granted without the consent of
the person or authority having contral of
the land. Any proposal for an easement
across reserves under my control will be
examined and allowed only if the pur-
pose of the reserve will not be unduly af-
fected.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK
Walpole-Nornalup: Easement

1856. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

{1) Referring to the power line constructed
through Walpole-Nornalup National
Park, did the State Energy Commission
negotiate with the National Parks Auth-
ority on the easement through the park?

(2) If “Yes”, how long did negotiations
take?

(3) Were the negotiations satisfactory to the
State Energy Commission?

(4) (a) Is the State Energy Commission re-
sponsible for maintenance of the
easement;

(b) if *No”, who is responsible?
(5) (a) Is the State Energy Commission re-
sponsible for the costs of mainten-
ance of the easement;

(b) if *“No”, who is responsible?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Yes. The route through the Walpole-
Nornalup National Park was negotiated
with the National Parks Authority
under conditions contained within the
State Energy Commission Act 1979.

{2) Two months.

{(3) Yes.
(4) (a) Yes;

(b} not applicable.
(5) (a} Yes;

(b} not applicable.
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CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
MENT

State Energy Commission

1857. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) What environmental protection con-
ditions is the State Energy Commission
required to comply with when working
on tand which has been set aside for con-
servation purposes?

{2) Who is responsible for monitoring en-
vironmental protection measures which
the commission is required to comply
with?

(3) Are penalties enforceable for non-com-
pliance?

(4) Who is responsible for enforcement?

(5) Have any instances occurred where the
commission has failed to comply with
environmental protection conditions?

(6) If “Yes™ 10 (5), would he provide details
of these instances?

(7} Were penalties imposed?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1} The commission actively endeavours to
avoid reserves for conservation in re-
lation to the siting of its power gener-
ation and other facilities. However, in
the event that a transmission line, for
example, has to traverse such a reserve,
specific site criteria for management of
the particular facility are adopted in
conjunction with the statutory or regu-
latory authority in which the reserve is
vested.

(2) The relevant statutory or regulatory
authority.

(3) Yes.

(4) The relevant stawutory or regulatory
authority.

(5) and (6) To my knowledge, the com-
mission’s performance has always been
acceplable to the relevant statutory or
regulatory authorities.

{7) To my knowledge, no penalities have
ever been imposed.

HOUSING: FLATS
Granny
1858. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) How much has been allowed in the
1982-83 Budget 10 be allocated for loans
under the “granny flat” scheme?
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(2) In which particular Budget item is this
amount included?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) and (2) No specific provision has been
made in the Estimates for this purpose
as the level of demand for these loans
has yet to be established.

Loans will be provided from the com-
mission’s internal funds and balances as
required.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR YEHICLES
Dealers: Unlicensed

1859, Mr WILSON, to the Premier:

(1) For what additional period have the two
investigators inquiring into the activities
of unlicensed used vehicle dealers been
appointed, and when does this period ex-
pire?

(2) How many prosecutions against un-
licensed dealers have been instituted as a
result of inguiries carried out by these
twp investigators since their appoint-
ment?

(3) Is consideration being given to the
methods to be followed for continuous
enforcement of the legislation when the
present special investigatlors' appoint-
ments are concluded?

(4) If “Yes" to (3), when does he expect to
be able 10 announce a permanent ar-
rangement for the continuous enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Act against
unlicensed dealers?

Mr O’'CONNOR replied:

(1) Twelve months, with a review of the
situation at the end of that period. One
investigator’s appointment expires on 17
August 1983, and the other’s expires on
28 Seplember 1983.

(2) 33

(3) and (4) See answer to (1).

HOUSING: GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES'

HOUSING AUTHORITY
Lease-back Arrangements

1860. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-

ing:

(1) What are the advantages gained by the
Government Employees’ Housing Auth-
ority in raising funds to finance its
building programme by selling houses to
the Superannuation Board on a
leaseback arrangement?

(2) What is the estimated cost to the auth-
ority of the lease payments and maintea-
ance and all outgoings on the units being
leased from the Superannuation Board
in 1982-837?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) The advantages of this scheme are that
additional funds are made available to
the authority, thus enabling further
dwellings to be constructed.

{2) The estimated cost of lease payments in
1982-83 is $4.3 million. The estimated
cost of maintenance and outgoings is
$1.8 million.

TOWN PLANNING: HOME UNIT DEVEL-

OPMENT
Yokine

1861. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Urban

Development and Town Planning:

(1) Can she confirm that on 5 October 1982
her department received a hand de-
livered appeal from concerned residents
of Kathleen Street, Yokine, apgainst a
decision by the Metrapolitan Region
Planning Authority to allow access to an
18 unit development at lot 70 Wanneroo
Road, Yokine from Kathleen Street?

{2} If “Yes"”, when does she expect to be
able to give consideration to this appeal
and advise the concerned residents of
her decision?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) An appeal has not been received.
(2) Answered by (1).

WATER RESOURCES: COUNTRY AREAS

Accounis: Restriction of Supply

1862. Mr L. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for

Works:

(1) Is it fact that the Public Works Depart-
ment cuts off the water supply of con-
sumers for the non-payment of accounts,
rather than adopting the Metropolitan
Water Authority practice of inserting a
restrictor disc in the supply line?

(2) If “Yes"—
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(a) why does the Public Works Depart-
ment adopt such an approach;

(b) is an approach in line with the
Metropolitan Water  Authority's
practice under consideration?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

{1} Yes.

(2) (a) According to legal advice there
were some doubts as to the depart-
ment’s precise powers 1o restrict
supply: although I did not necess-
arily agree with this, 1 could not
take the responsibility to act against
il; recently, amendments to the
Country Areas Water Supply Act
cleared the situation;

(b) yes.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS
Heritage Legislation

1863. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Cultural Affairs:

(1) Is the final draft of the State Heritage
legislation completed?
(2) Hf not—
(a)} what is the reason for the delay;
{b) when will the draft be completed?
(3) When will it be introduced into Parlia-
ment?

Mr HASSELL replied:

{1) No.

{2) (a) and (b) It is still under consider-
ation.

(3) When consideration is complete.

EDUCATION
Milien Special School

1864. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

What work will be done in regard to
new buildings and improvement of
grounds at the Millen special school,
Carson Street, East Victoria Park, this
financial year?

Mr CLARKO replied:

A start will be made on classroom ad-
ditions, manual aris extensions, pro-
vision of more administration and
storage areas, together with carparking,
covered area, a hit-up wall, and some
modification to the existing outdoor
area,

[ASSEMBLY])

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: WANNEROO
SHIRE COUNCIL

Rating System

1865. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Adverting to question 623 of 1982 with-
out notice, relating to rating systems,
will she detail the “distortion of the
truth” to which she referred?

(2) Is it a fact that the Wanneroo Shire
Council made a detailed submission to
the McCusker inquiry with respect to
two-component rating?

(3) If so, how can she say that the council
has not made a reasoned submission in
support of two-component rating?

(4) Is she aware that the recommendations
of the McCusker report closely resemble
the proposals made by the council?

{5) Has Mr Bill Jefferies of the rural rate-
payers association of the Shire of
Wanneroo had a meeting with the Prem-
ier to discuss the two-component rating
system?

(6) If “Yes™ to (5), how does she justify her
refusal to meet the clected councillors of
the shire on the same issuc?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

{1) 1 rather would have thought that
that was self-evident from the
answer which I have given already.

On 12 October 1982, the Shire of
Wanneroo published an advertise-
ment on the question of secession
which, in part, announced, “The
Shire of Wanneroo has the answer
to the rating problem in its two-
component rating system but the
Government has not seen fit to
allow us to use that system".

The facts are that at that date—

(2) the shire had not, and still has

not, informed me in any
detailed way how its two-
component  rating  system

would operate;

(b) the Government does not have
the power simply to allow the
introduction of new rating
systems; new legislation would
be required for the purpose;
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(c) on 18 October 1982 1 re-
sponded to a letter from the
shire about two-component
raling by explaining what it
would nced 10 do before any
proposal for legislative change
could be seriously considered;
it should be noted that that let-
ter was sent after the date of
Lthe shire's advertisement.

My reference to the shire’s having
distorted the truth was about the
most charitable way in which [
could describe its glib announce-
ment.

(2) 1 do not know. However, the
McCusker commiitee report does
not record that any such submission
was received from the Shire of
Wanneroo.

(3) I have not seen such a submission.

{4) The council has not provided me
with details of its proposal.

{5) and (6) 1 do not know whether the
Premier has had any such meeting.
However, whether he has or not, 1
repeat that | have given the Shire of
Wanneroo a full explanation as to
the steps it should take for a pro-
posal for legislative change 1o be
properly considered.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

HOSPITALS
Funds: Budget Allocations
Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Treasurer:

I assume the Treasurer is aware that at
a lime when the inflation rate is running
at about 12 per cent the increased op-
erating funds this year to Fremantle
Hospital is only 5.8 per cent, Royal
Perth Hospital, 3.7 per cent; King
Edward Memorial Hospital, 3.2 per
cent; and Princess Margaret Hospital
3.4 per cent. That is by way of preface
to my question which is as follows—

(1) In light of these figures how can
these hospitals reasonably be ex-
pected 10 honour their undertaking
of service to the public?

698.
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(2) If it can be shown to the Treasurer
that services to Lthe public are being
reduced by those hospitals, will he
make an additional allocation to en-
able the services to be retained?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) The Leader of the Oppasition
should know that the Budget does not
allow for additional income into those
areas. The average increase allowed in
the Department of Health budget is in
the vicinity of 14 per cent and is above
the inflation rate. If he had checked on
this matter he would have found that
out.

Mr Parker: We are talking about hospitais.

Mr O’CONNOR: It does not allow for ad-
ditional increases in that particular area.

Mr Young: It guarantees increases in wages.

Mr O’CONNOR: The fligures given by the
Leader of the Opposition are mislead-
ing—they do not include the total in-
come that will go to hospitals.

HORTICULTURISTS: LEASE
Turner River Borefield

Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister

Works:

{1) Who are the parties to the proposed hor-
ticultural lease on the Turner River
borefield?

{2) When will the lease be drawn up and
ready for signing?

(3) Will copies of the lease be available to
the public, if requested?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1} Messrs Delroy, Young, and Groves and
the Minister for Waorks.

(2) It is anticipated that the lease to be
drawn up by the Crown Law Depari-
ment will be available for sealing
within the next two months.

(3) No.

for

DEVALUATION
Government View

699. Mr TONKIN, to the Treasurer:

In his comments published in this morn-
ing's issue of The West Australian, he
criticised the Leader of the Opposition
for his comments on a devaluation of
five to 10 per cent. Could he explain to
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the House why he opposes this measure Mrs CRAIG replied:

when it would bring such benefits to this )
State’s major industries including agri- H
cultural and mining industries?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

While this particular devaluation would

bring benefits to some industries, it

would disbenefit others. What 1 criti-

cised was the Leader of the Opposition’s

attempt to prance on the national stage

and make some impact in this area. (2)
When the Leader of the Opposition
commenied on this matter he suggested

a five per cent or possibly a 10 per cent
devaluation of the Australian dollar.

Mr Tonkin: What are the benefits?
Mr Pearce: What is the disbenefit?
Mr O'CONNOR: The member is foolish.

Mr Pearce: There is no such word as
“disbenefit”.

{(a) Yes; '

(b) the South Perth City Council has
approached the Metropolitan Re-
gion Planning Authority to develop
the area or grant council a nominal
lease 10 generally control the land,

(c) and (d) yes;

1 am prepared to approach the South
Perth City Council on this matter,
although 1 suspect the Manning Road
site is too far removed from Sir James
Mitchell Park to substitute for the active
uses proposed on the South Perth fore-
shore.

DEVALUATION

Mr OQ’CONNOR: Members opposite de not Consolidated Revenue Fund: Effect

even know what they are laughing about
and what is more they do not care,

The reason 1 mentioned this was that
the difference between five per cent and
10 per cent in a devaluation could easily
be much greater than the total Budget
of this State.

701. Mr L F. TAYLOR, to the Treasurer:

Further to a previous question, how does
he relate the so-called “disbenefits” of
devaluation to the CRF Budget Esti-
mates, and the cost of devaluation 10
those Estimates?

TOWN PLANNING Mr O’CONNOR replied:

Manning
700. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:
(1) Isit a fact that—

(a) the old tip at the corner of Goss
Avenue and Manning Road,
Manning, is filled and ready for de-

I cannot give full details. If we had bor-
rowed overseas in US dollars or in yen,
it would have a considerable effect as far
as repayments are concerned, as the
member knows.

VCIOPT_""-_'“; CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
(b) negotiations currently are under MENT: LESCHENAULT INLET

way with the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority for this land to
be vested in the City of South

Laporte Australia Ltd.: Studies

Perth: 702. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Conser-

{c) the land is reserved for “‘parks and
recreation™ in the metropolitan re-

vation and the Environment:

gion scheme; (1) Have the studies by the Environmental

(d) the land in question comprises
22.3310 hectares?

(2) Will the Minister explore with the South
Perth City Council the possibility of de-
veloping the area for organised sport in- (2)
stead of proceeding with the present pro-
posal to use Sir James Mitchell Park,
South Perth, for such a purpose?

Protection Authority into effluent dis-
charge by Laporte Australia Ltd. into
Geographe Bay been concluded?

If not, what further studies are contem-
plated, and can he give any details of the
nature of the matters requiring further
investigation?
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Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) and (2) The EFA has not conducted any
studies into effluent discharge into
Geographe Bay. The investigations were
undertaken by the Public Works De-
partment and the company under guid-
ance by a committee chaired by a senior
officer of the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment. The authority
is currently reviewing the report of these
and other studies and will make recom-
mendations to me in due course.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North-West Shelf: Contract
703. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Resources
Development:

In view of the importance of the LNG
project to Western Australia and Aus-
tralia, and in view of the statement
made by the Minister on 6 August
1981 that 2 sales contract was being
finalised, and his statement of 20
October 1981—a year ago—in which
he said “Discussions are proceeding
quite satisfactorily in an endeavour to
tidy up the remaining four items under
consideration”, I ask— i

(1) What specifically is holding up
finalisation of this contract?

(2) When can the public of Western
Australia expect that this contract
will be signed?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) The member is very selective in
quoting information.

Mr Grill: They are your words.

Mr P. V. JONES: | accept that. If the mem-
ber quotes the remaining information, or
some of the information 1 have given
him from time to time, he will be able to
quote the lact that I indicated the talks
and negotiations have been in abeyance
for some time due to the difficulties that
Woodside has been having. It is also due
1o the fact that, while some peneral dis-
cussions have been continuing on mat-
ters of mechanical aspects—il 1 can use
that term—relating to shipping and gen-
eral operating aspects, the very detailed
contractual negotiations have been
interfered with, or have not been able to
continue at the pace we had hoped—the
pace at which they were continuing in
the latier part of last year and earlier
this year—because of the difficultics

Woodside has had in its financing ar-
rangements.

The member will recall that | reminded
him on one occasion of comments con-
tained in Woodside’s annual report. If
my memory serves me correctly, it was
in April. In that report, the company
said it was entering into arrangements
with BHP and Shell regarding the sale
of its share of the LNG. That came 10
nothing. If the member would like some
further explanation of that, 1 indicate
that  yesterday's The  Australian
Financial Review discusses that topic. It
provides some of the background.

The first discussions which were an-
nounced earlier this year did not eventu-
ate, and [ think Woodside was a little
slow in grasping the reality of its pos-
ition. In the discussions we had with it,
the other producers, and the Japanese,
the situation has been reached now
where there is some understanding
which can lead—as 1 have explained in
the last two days—to a Japanese equity
participation of one-sixth in the specific
parts of the LNG project—of the ship-
ping and the LNG operations—which
will not affect the domestic gas phase. It
will not affect Woodside's status as op-
erator of the project, but will allow us to
get back into the detailed negotiations
and finalise the points which are out-
standing. Even that really cannot con-
tinue until everything is locked in place.

The member asked me yesterday how I
reconciled the statement | made then
with a statement I made the day before,
or with a statement the Premier had
made. | remind him that the agreement
that has now been reached—or the
understanding-~does not of itself consti-
tute a final equity participation position
for the Japanese. 1t signals the frame-
work which is being put together.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL
Microcomputers

704. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Education:

Can the Minister indicate what progress
has been made in the purchase of
microcomputers in order to facilitate the
teaching of computing as part of the
TAFE small business courses?
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Mr CLARKO replied:

I thank the member for some notice of
this question, the answer to which is as
follows—

Requirements have been finalised,
and are in passage through the
Government endarsement and pur-
chase system.

SMOKING AND TOBACCO PRODUCTS
ADVERTISEMENTS BILL

Lobbying
705. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Why is he lobbying Government mem-
bers so strongly, urging them to defeat
the private members’ Bill currently be-
fore the House 1o stop the promotion of
tobacco products?

(2) TIs it a fact that earlier this week he held
a meeting or meetings with a representa-
tive or representatives of the tobacco in-
dustry tobby?

{3) What undertakings did he give at that
meeting and what undertakings did he
receive in return?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

(1) to (3) I do not know where the member
gets his information. 1 have not done the
lobbying to which he referred. 1 have
had discussions with people involved
with the tobacco industry, I have had
discussions with doctors. The dctails of
the discussions are a matter between
those people and me, and not between
the member for Mt. Hawthorn and me.

DEVALUATION
Consolidated Revenue Fund: Effect
706. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Treasurer:

| hate to keep emphasising the point, but
the Treasurer really has an obligation to
explain what he means when he talks
about devaluation and the CRF.

Mr O'Connor: Of the CRF?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: And the CRF. That is
what the Treasurer has been talking
about. | ask—

(1) Does he understand that the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund does not
involve borrowings in yen or dollars,
or anything else that a devalualion
could affect?

[ASSEMBLY]

(2) Would the Treasurer explain what
he means by the difference between
a devaluation of five and 10 per
cent being an amount equal to the
Budget?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) The question the Leader of the
Opposition asked me was in connection
with the statement I made following his
statement that he would move to have
the dollar devalued by five per cent or
possibly 10 per cent. To my knowledge,
there was no discussion regarding the
Consolidated Revenue Fund involved in
the issue,

Mr Brian Burke: In your column there is.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition asks how this affects the CRF. As
members know, the State Energy Com-
mission is a large borrower, and much of
its money comes from loan funds; but we
are borrowing overseas in yen and in
American dollars. In this particular
area, if there were 10 be a devaluation of
the dollar, it would have some effect.

Mr Brian Burke: What did you mean by
“equal to the Budget”? That is what 1
am trying to ask.

Mr O'CONNOR: I did not say it was equal
10 the Budget.

Mr Brian Burke: You said it in the paper this
morning.

Mr C'CONNOR: Again misleading. What 1
said was that the difference between five
per ceat and 10 per cent—the variation
between the amounts the member
sugpested, whether it be a five per cent
devaluation or a 10 per cent devaluation;
the difference in that currency—<could
be greater than our Budget—and it
could be.

The SPEAKER: The member for Pilbara.

Mr Brian Burke: That does not make any
sense.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Pilbara.

ROADHOUSE
Cape Keraudren

707. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for
Lands:
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(1) Have applications been called for the
leasing of a roadhouse site at Cape
Keraudren?

Mr Brian Burke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Brian Burke: | am sorey for doing it,
you know; but I just do not follow.

Mr O’Connor: You cannot follow any-
thing.

Mr Brian Burke: Don’t be silly. You have
no idea.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Pilbara.

Mr SODEMAN: To continue—

{2} If so, what is the term of the lease,
annual rental, and closing date for
applications?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) and (2) Yes. A site comprising four hec-
tares has been surveyed out of the
Pardoo pastoral lease, and has been
identified as Pardu location 18.

The Department of Lands and Surveys
is seeking applications presently from
interested parties to develop the site. A
21-year lease at an annual rental of
$500 is being offered as security of ten-
ure.

Freehold options will be made available
10 any prospective developer, subject to
compliance with developmental plans
and conditions. These conditions are
available upon request at the Depart-
ment of Lands and Surveys offices.

The closing date for applications is 8
December 1982.

There has been considerable interest in
the release of a site for a roadhouse-type
operation between Port Hedland and
Broome, in addition to the one that
already exists on the road. As members
know, following the completion of the
scaling of the road last year, there has
been a tremendous step-up in visitor
traffic along the road; and a demand for
this type of service has been shown.

I would have liked the site to be released
earlier, but unfortunately we had diffi-
culty in locating the pastoralist to gain
the release of the land from the pastoral
station.

The intention is that a service station-
roadhouse will be built; and land should
be available for an associated caravan

park 10 be developed on the same site.
As | have indicated, when this develop-
ment has been carried out by the suc-
cessful applicant, frechold title will
issue.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: WANNEROO
SHIRE COUNCIL

Rating System

708. Mr TONKIN, to the Premier:

This relates to question 1865 which I
asked of the Minister for Local Govern-
ment today. In reply, she said that she
was not aware whether the Premier had
had a meeting with Mr Bill Jefferies in
rclation to two-component ratings. |
ask—

(1) Did he in fact have a meeting with
Mr Bill Jefferies of the rural rate-
payers' association of the Shire of
Wanneroo at which he discussed
the two-component rating system?

(2) If he had such a meeting, how
would he describe the Minister’s re-
fusal to meet with the Council of
the Shire of Wanneroo which, after
all, is the body elected by the rate-
payers of the area, to discuss two-
component rating?

Mr O'Connor; You had better ask the
Minister that question.

Mr TONKIN: To continue—

How does the Premier account for
the fact that the Minister refused to
meet with the council when he, in
fact, met with someone who is not
representative of the ratepayers?

(3) Will he take steps to sce that the
Minister is available for represen-
tations made by the elected rep-
resentatives in Wanneroo?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes, I did have a meeting with Mr
Jefferies. He is a friend 1 have
known for 30-odd vyears. He
requested that he come and meet
with me. 1 saw him a number of
times.

(2) In connection with the Minister’s
not meeting with the council, there
could be very good reasons for her
refusal. I am happy to look into the
matter, find out the reasons, and
discuss them with the Minister.
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(3) 1 will not give an undertaking that a
meeting will be held.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Subsidies

709. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

In view of the Government's commit-
ment to assisting industrial and domestic
electricity customers in northern and
rural areas of Western Australia by
subsidising electricity costs to those
areas, is he aware—

{a) of Opposition concern at this com-
mitment;

(b) of suggestions that this policy and

general assistance of this type
would be removed?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

(a)

(b)

Yes; | am aware of published concern at
this policy which will involve some 350
million being available from State
Energy Commission income to provide
standard domestic 1ariffs throughout
Waestern Australia;

yes; the Leader of the Oppaosition indi-
cated the following in the Pilbara Times
on 15 July 1982—

The long term energy subsidies paid
for by the State Energy Com-
mission's domestic and  other
business customers would not be ac-
ceptable 1o a future government.

Mr Laurance: The ALP involvement with the

country stops at Midland Junction!

EDUCATION: COLLEGE OF ADVANCED

EDUCATION
Mt Lawley

T10. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1

(2)

What is the likelihoed of the Western
Australian Academy of Performing Arts
being amalgamated with the Mt. Lawley
campus of the WA College of Advanced
Education?

Is he aware of the great concern which
exists as to such a likelihood?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) and (2) It is my understanding—and

Mr

Mr

perhaps the member can confirm
this—that while the Academy of Per-
forming Arts is independent, it has a
close association with the Mt. Lawley
college.

Davies: They are on the same block of
land, and they use the same cafeteria.
That is about as far as they go.

CLARKO: 1 know there is close
interaction between the two organis-
ations. There is no proposal before me
for an amalgamation. Obviously il one
were put in front of me, 1 would consider
it.

1 must say | am impressed with what the
academy has done to date. [ have visited
it; and it is worthwhile. My view is that
we should expand some of the activities
of the academy.

Pearce: Have you seen the Liddelow re-
port recommendation on that?

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

AND MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Travel: Country

Mr CARR, to the Premier:

(i) Has he recently issued an instruction or

a request to his Ministers and/or to
Government members asking that they
not travel to the country while Parlia-
ment is sitting?

(2) If so, would he give me the details, and

Mr

indicate the reasons for this instruction?
O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) I will give this information to

the member when he supplies me with
Caucus minutes and details from them.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Hampton

712. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Has his attention been drawn to the re-

port in today’s Daily News alleging a
strike by some students of the Hampton
Senior High School?

(2) If so, what action has he taken?

Mr

Mr Tonkin: That is my electorate. Keep out.

CLARKO replied:
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and (2) On seeing the article in the
paper, I contacted the Director of
Schools; and he indicated that it had
come o the notice of the department
that some difficulties were experienced
at the school yesterday. He said that he
had made contact with the school, and
that he was seeking a report from it.

I would expect, as a result of that report,
to then determine whether this matter
should be taken further. It is unfortu-
nate that pupils at any school should
strike, because that is not an appropriate
way Lo resolve a matter of this sort,

The report in the newspaper indicated
that perhaps this matter would be re-
solved internally. A situation of this sart
cannot be resolved internally; it must be
resolved as a result of the standard pro-
cedures which involve the central office
of the department.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS
North-West Shelfl: South Koreans

713. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Resources
Development:

(H

()

Mr
(n

Is the Minister aware that the South
Koreans are in the process of finalising
an agreemeni with the Indonesians for
the annual supply of LNG at a rate of
approximately $600 million a year?

In view of the fact that the Government
has given the South Koreans preferential
treatment in quite questionable circum-
stances in relation to the Dampier-Perth
pipeline construction contract, what ac-
tion has the Government taken in
interesting the Koreans in taking gas
from Western Australia?

P. V. JONES replied:

and (2) Under no circumstances has a
formal commitment been made yet, so
obviously the member’s question is
irrelevant.

HOSPITALS
Radiologists

714. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Mr

Will the Minister advise what action he
has taken or proposes to take 1o end the
radiology rip-off I outlined to him last
Thursday during the Budget debate?

YOUNG replied:

Immediately following the commenis
made by the member for Melville 1 ex-
plained to the Press the fact that the
shortage of radiologists was a world-
wide problem and that in Western Aus-
tralia—

Mr Hodge: There is no shortage in this State.

Mr YOUNG: 1 had intended to go into the
matter in some detail when debating the
Estimates, as no doubt the member for
Melville will raise the question again
then; but as he wants the information
now, | shall give it to him.

For the information of members, the
position which has to be clarified first is
the fact that the radiologists 10 whom
the member for Melville referred are not
employed by the hospital system. The
payments mentioned by the member
were fees for services and they were paid
to private practitioners who gave those
services 1o our patients in the hospital
system.

I said that, in my opinion, the price we
pay is too high. Generally speaking,
radiologists receive too high a fee, but
the best position has been negotiated
from time to time with the radiologists
through the Australian Medical Associ-
ation. In other words, according to the
supply and demand situation that pre-
vails in respect of those particular
specialists, we are getting the deal that
we can best negotiate with them. |
would rather it was cheaper and their in-
comes were lower, but that is the best
we can do under the circumstances.

Mr Hodge: You took a very different stance
when the nurses asked for a pay rise,
You were not quite so easy going with
them. You cracked down on them!

Mr YOUNG: The member for Melviliec does
not really understand the difference be-
tween people who are employed and
those with whom one must negotiate,

Mr Brian Burke: I think he understands.

Mr YOUNG: For the edification of the
Leader of the Opposition and the mem-
ber for Melville, 1 will point out in the
clearest terms what it would mean,
firstly, if the member for Melville were
to take the step he said he was interested
in taking in respect of this matter if ever
he had the opportunity and, secondly,
what would happen if I were to take the
step that the member for Melville thinks
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1 ought to take. In his statements the
member for Melville has been quite
explicit that I ought 1o go to the
radiologists and say, “You are going to
get a lower amount of money and, if you
do not like it, you can lump it.” If 1 did
that and radiology services were cut off
in the northern towns of this State and
most of the country towns and regional
centres—

Mr Brian Burke: If?
Several members interjected.

Mr YOUNG: If services were cut off, we
know what the member for Melville and
the Leader of the Opposition would say
about that. [ do not intend to get to the
stage where | take that sort of action—

Mr Tenkin: Or any action!

Mr YOUNG: —and put the radiology ser-
vices of this Stale in jeopardy by going
head on inte conflict with a group of
people.

Mr Parker: Who are ripping off the system.

Mr YOUNG: They are not ripping off the
syslem.

Mr Parker: A quarter of a million dollars!

Mr YOUNG: Members opposite should not
accept the figures given to them without
knowing the net sum received by the
radiologists under the present situation,
1 say again that the radiologists prob-
ably get too much, but one cannot say
something is a rip-off if someone nego-
tiates with the Government and says,
“That is our price.” | believe it is too
high, but the Government of Western
Australia has to pay it to provide radi-
ology services to the citizens of this
State about whom the Opposition is con-
tinually carping in respect of my
responsibilities.

Several members interjected.

Mr Brian Burke: Rubbish!

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition
says, “Rubbish!” In other words, the
Leader of the Opposition is saying that I
de not have the obligation to provide
these services for the people of this
State.

Mr Brian Burke: I did not say that. I said
you did not have to pay for it in their
terms. You have no backbone!

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

{ASSEMBLY]

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition
adopts the attitude that [ should simply
walk down to the AMA and say, “The
member for Melville does not like these
prices, nor do L.

Several members interjected.

Mr YOUNG: Members opposite should let.
me finish.

Mr Brian Burke: Don’t be so silly. Go down
there and say, “You are being paid (o0
much. Let’s talk about it.”

Mr YOUNG: | have just tried to explain to
the Leader of the Opposition, who is as
thick as three short planks, that—

Mr Pearce: It takes onc to know one!

Mr YOUNG: —from time to time we sit
down and talk about the matter when
we are negotiating those sorts of fees—

Mr Brian Burke: With no result.

Mr YOUNG: —through the AMA. The
Leader of the Opposition says, “Sit
down and talk about it” and when the
negotiations have been completed, he
says, “but with no result.” In other
words, the Leader of the Opposition—

Mr Brian Burke: You are not happy with the
result; you said so yourself,

Mr YOUNG: I said that.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, you said you were not
happy with the result.

Mr YOUNG: Well, what does the Leader of
the Opposition expect me to do?

Mr Brian Burke: Talk to them.

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition
says that [ should talk to them.

Mr Brian Burke: That is right.

Mr YOUNG: [ point out to the Leader of
the Opposition that he does not under-
stand that, when one has negotiated a
situation and obtained the best deal,
when one still needs the service, one
must pay for it. | would rather pay less.

Mr Brian Burke: But you can't achieve a re-
sult.

Mr YOUNG: I am not going to put in jeop-
ardy this service which is provided to the
people of Western Australia by taking
the sort of attitude the Leader of the
Opposition would take. He would go
down there in his bully-boy way, do a
typical Falstaff act and say, *You can
all go to hell?”

Several members interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order! 1 ask the Minister to
bring his answer to a conclusion, be-
cause it appears he is just restating the
points he made earlier.

Mr Parker: He is stealing money from the
peaple of this State.

Several members interjected.

Mr YOUNG: Very well, Mr Speaker.

EDUCATION: COLLEGE OF ADVANCED
EDUCATION

Mt. Lawley

715. Mr PEARCE, 10 the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Further to the question asked by the
member for Victoria Park, | ask—

(1) Would the Minister concede that
the recommendations of the

Liddelow report go quite some way
towards providing for much greater
integration of the Academy of Per-
forming Arts with the WA College
of Advanced Education and, in-
deed, set the scene for a takeover of
the academy by the college?

(2) If the Minister is aware of that,
would he indicate how far down the
line he has reached in considering
the recommendations of the
Liddelow report with regard to that
particular issue and also in a more
general sense?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) and (2) 1 received a copy of the
Liddelow report several weeks aga. |
quickly scan read it and then referred it
to the Chairman of WAPSEC for con-
sideration. 1 am awaiting a reply and
when 1 receive it I shall take the necess-
ary action.



