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The PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths) took
the Chair at 11.00 a.m., and read prayers.

ELECTORAL: LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
Membership: Petition

On motions by the Hon. Tom Knight, the fol-
lowing petition bearing the signatures of 17 per-
sons was received, read, and ordered to lie upon
the Table of the House-

The H-onourable the President and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Council of the Parlia-
mnti Of WesItn Australia in Parliament as-
sembled.

WE, the undersigned citizens of Western
Australia:

Recognise that proposals to reduce the
numbers of the Western Australian House of
Review by 12 Members at the same time as
proposals are being considered to increase by
36 the size of the Federal Parliament are not
only inconsistent, but also dangerous to
Western Australia in that ordinary West
Australians would see more elected personnel
in Canberra and fewer elected personnel in
their local Parliament.

And request the Western Australian
Upper House to reject the proposals of the
State Government and thus ensure a proper
measure of political representation in the
State Parliament for ordinary West Aus-
tralians.

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

(See paper No. 555.)

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT (FINANCIAL
INTERESTS) BILL

Second Reading: Defeated

Debate resumed from 29 November.
HON. JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan)

111t.07 a.m.]. I rise to speak on this Bill duly con-
scious of the fact that 13 members of the Govern-
ment will support this measure and some mem-
bers on this side may well support it. Some mem-
bers on this side may well not support it. No mat-
ter what I do, I cannot convince the Government
that the Bill is a bad Bill. I will define my use of

the word "bad" in a moment, but I hope to con-
vince some of my colleagues at least that this Bill
should not be considered in its present form. It is
a bad Bill in that while it attempts to do some-
thing which in some people's opinion is laudable it
does not achieve that. It does not achieve it in any
way whatever.

Firstly, there is inherent in the Bill a purred-up
importance about backbenchers in the Parlia-
ment. The amount of influence backbenchers have
on outside agencies and the chance of corruption
is extremely remote. I ask the Attorney whether
he will bring to notice any Minister or
backbencher of the Parliament of this State who
has ever been charged with any form of corrup-
tion using parliamentary privilege. I ask him that
not rhetorically, but in order that he might
answer it when he replies.

Secondly, the implication inherent in the Bill is
that the only people with influence on the public
in the whole State are members of the Parlia-
ment; they are the only ones who have these
chances. I would suggest to the Attorney General
that for some God-forsaken reason, more lawyers
have fiddled their trust funds than members of
Parliament have been charged with corruption in
the performance of their public duties. That is not
to say that all lawyers are corrupt:, they are not.

But it has been mooted that a person should
look at this register-and this comes frm both
sides, I point out to the Attorney; I am not just
criticising the Government-and that the Chief
Justice shall be the be-all and end-all of all the
holdings Of the registers that will come about if
this legislation is passed. Why the Chief Justice?
Why not the Archbishop of Perth? Why not both
of them? Perhaps their moral corruption is be-
yond doubt.

It is a peculiar aspect that we like the backing
of the legal profession to make things "squeaky
clean" around the place. Surely, if a judge was oF
such a mind-and our judges are not-he would
have more influence in a case in the courts than a
backbencher in the Parliament. How about
journalists, the editors of the daily papers and the
editors and station managers of television chan-
nels? Do they have no influence on the public
Whatsoever? What a lot of tommyrot! I suggest
very humbly that those people have more chance
of influencing the public than backbenchers of the
Parliament.

Hon. Graham Edwards: But they are not
elected to hold public office.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Yet they are serving
the public.
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Hon. Graham Edwards: There is a big differ-
en ce.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: There is no differ-
ence whatsoever; they are serving the public and
the Attorney General said that those people in the
public eye must not shrink from the fact that their
private matters have now become public. I am not
disagreeing with the sentiments; I am disagreeing
with the content of the Bill. It is a badly put
together Bill.

1 refer to the case of a person who comes into
this Parliament, and who was prior to entering
Parliament-and there are a number of them
presently in the Parliament-a highly successful
businessman. They worked hard and, in doing so,
accumulated wealth. There is nothing wrong with
that. Lots of people would try to persuade us that
there is something wrong with that. But having
gained that wealth, the moment they are elected
to public office, all they have done in the past
must be registered.

Hon. Kay H-allahan interjected.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Do not talk to me
about shame; there is no shame to proclaiming
either wealth or poverty. The Premier of this
State has set a new benchmark in proclaiming his
poverty and I do not know how much lower we
are going to go in that scale, because the
benchmark is now-

Hon. P. G. Pendal interjected.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: -at 380 000. That
is the benchmark, and it relieves me, because I
thought I was the poorest man in Parliament; it
relieves me tremendously.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Yes, but he's a lot
richer in other terms.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: So am 1; culturally,
in age, and anything else the member cares to
mention; but I will not be deviatei by remarks
like that.

The benchmark is $80 000 at the poverty line
and no doubt some of our members may be able
to go past that. Then we have the others whose
names are mentioned or bandied about in the
Press at over the million mark.

As I see it, one of the grave deficiencies of the
Bill has been the expunging or, at least, the
cleaning out of the clause which now says only the
member has to disclose his interests, If someone
comes along and gives my son-and I wish to God
someone would-$20 000 and says, "Get your
Dad to vote on this Bill this way, will you?" and
my son says to me "Dad, there is $20 000 for you,
vote this way on that Bill", and I do it, there is no
corruption; my son has given me the money, and I

do not have to disclose that a sum of money-in
this case4 $20 000-has been given to me.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Do you think we should
take the Bill further?

A member: I don't think some of your members
would want you to.

Several members interjected.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I would not mind
taking the Bill as far as the honourable member
would want to go, but there certainly should be a
great big cleaning out of the Bill and its clauses as
they stand.

We are not here as an Opposition-and we are
accused of it-to block Government legislation.

Let us pass this legislation back to the Govern-
ment and say, "Look, we agree in principle with
certain parts but go away and rewrite it. We have
not the time to bring your legislation up to a nice
stage of perfection where it would be acceptable".
In the name of God, why go outside this Parlia-
menit to get somebody to judge what we are
doing? If it is good enough for the House of Com-
mons to have a standing committee which looks at
all members' interests-and if members want me
to go through the appropriate Act I have it
here-it is good enough for us. If members are
willing to do that, perhaps they will listen. A
standing committee of both Houses of this Parlia-
ment should be established. Why use the Clerks?
Why should they not have their interests regis-
tered? They bear tremendous influence upon the
members. Every member in this House from time
to time goes to the Clerks and asks for their op-
inion or advice. Those Clerks are powerful people;
they have influence in public office, and they have
the influence to get members to understand.

Hon. Graham Edwards: They are still not
elected to public office.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: What is confusing
the issue, of course, is the fact that none of us
here has any chance of going to the Minister (or
Works and influencing him in this contract and in
that contract. This can happen, and indeed hap-
pens in local government.

Let me take members back to 1802, when the
first decision about pecuniary interests was made.
In 1802, if my files on the matter are correct, this
question was raised in the House of Commons.
When it was raised there the question was what
was a pecuniary interest and what could a mem-
ber speak on and what might he not speak on?

Let us consider a question asked of the Speaker
of the House of Commons, as recorded in
Hansard of 3 February 1932. The question was
asked by Mr Mander-later Sir Geoffrey
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Mander-the first member of Parliament I ever
knew because he was the member for the constitu-
ency in which 1 lived. It reads as follows-

On a point of Order, I wish to ask your
guidance, Mr Speaker, on a matter of con-
siderable public importance, and that is as to
how far it has been in accordance with the
Rules and customs of the House for a Mem-
ber to vote in connection with a matter in
which he is specifically and personally
interested? One of the articles dealt with in
the Schedule affects met quite clearly from a
business point of view. I ask your guidance,
and I daresay it will affect a great many
other Members as to how far one could, in
accordance with precedent, record a vote on
a question of that kind?

Mr Speaker replied in the following way-
This question has often been raised before.

Indeed, it has been put to me on several oc-
casions. I have had always to remind Hon.
Members that they individually must be the
judges themselves on the question of personal
interest; but, as a general Ruling-

I emphasise the word "general"-

-1 would give the following.
The interest of a Member of a general or

remote character on any Question before the
House would not operate as a disqualifi-
cation. The interest to disqualify must be im-
mediate and personal.

There is a ruling given by one of my prede-
cessors a very long time ago-

As an aside, I point out that he is about to men-
tion Speaker Charles Abbot, who took up the
speakership of the House in 1802. Mr Speaker
Abbot used these words, and they are just as ap-
plicable today as they were then-

This interst-that is, the interest of mem-
bers-must be a direct pecuniary interest
and separately belonging to the persons
voting and not in common with the rest of
His Majesty's subjects or on a matter of pol-
icy.

The Speaker continued-
Thai means, of course, that an Hon. Mem-

ber, although he may benefit by some Act of
Parliament as, a matter of general policy
would not be precluded from voting thereon.
1 take an instance. As a farmer I am not pre-
eluded from voting on a measure directly de-
signed to benefit agriculture, although that
measure might benefit me and the industry
in which I was engaged. That instance shows
how, although to a certain extent I am

interested, I should not be disqualified from
exercising my vote.

Things went on from 1932 until in 1956 the
House of Commons decided that it would follow
up this matter of pecuniary interest, and it went
to it.

It is not my intention, Mr President, to labour
the House with all that occurred there. I show the
House a number of iles I have relevant to that
debate in the House and what went on because of
it. It would be time consuming and, in point of
fact, wasteful of precious time, to quote that.
Everybody in this Chamber is aware of how
pecuniary interests arc registered in the House of
Commons.

Having said that, I now come to a part which
greatly interests me. First of all, I do not believe
that the Bill is set out properly. I do not believe
the proposed registr-and there is going to be a
register-is proper. I think this should be done by
a standing committee of the Parliament, and the
Government should address itself to that idea.

H-on. J. M. Berinson: What would that add to
the system? You understand that the Clerk under
the scheme of this Bill simply has the role of col-
lating the material and safeguarding it?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I am talking about
the disclosures. The Clerk of the House of Com-
mons, or a Clerk in the House of Commons, is re-
garded as the recorder or registrar, and the stand-
ing committee decides what is allowable in the
register and what is not allowable in the register.
Perhaps it is all right for the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the Ministers of the Crown to have to
register their interests, as indeed is done in Feder-
al Parliament; although look at the terrible
deficiencies that occurred in the Federal Parlia-
ment due to a misunderstanding.

I appreciate that this register of pecuniary
interest is part of the socialist policy. It is clearly
enunciated and it is being done at Federal level.
Now, answer me why, at the Federal level, only
Ministers-

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Does Mrs Thatcher opw
pose the British system?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: No, not at all. I will
tell the Attorney something else. Mr Enoch
Powell has not registered his interests, and
nothing has been done about it.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. 3. M. Rerinson: He is telling me it is -a

socialist plot.
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Hon, JOHN WILLIAMS: it is not a socialist
plot. I said it was clearly a part of the Govern-
ment's enunciated policies. That is what I said.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: The Attorney General obvi-
ously does not understand.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I did not call it a
plot, because members opposite are all aware of
it. A plot is something no-one knows anything
about.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Mr Berinson did; a
Freudian slip.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I think the declar-
ation should be restricted to Ministers of the
Crown. their spouses, their family trusts, and all
their interests. God only knows why they should
have to do it, because I would suggest to the At-
torney General, in a kind and in not a sneering
way, that before he entered Parliament, he was
one or these very successful businessmen to whom
Irefer. He probably worked jolly hard, too. While

he did not amass a multinmillion dollar fortune, I
would suggest his bank manager smiles more
graciously on him than he would on me.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are going to get a big
shock if you pass this Bill.

H-on. JOHN WILLIAMS: I am going to get a
big shock if we do.

Several members interjected.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: However, there are

certain other aspects of the Bill which leave me
more than apprehensive, because I believe there is
a constitutional defect in the Bill. I think it is su-
perfluous to our requirements because of what is
already safeguarded within the Acts enshrined in
this State.

I always remember that the Attorney once
chastised me before; so I ask one of the attendants
to hand this document to him and, with your in-
dulgence, Mr President, I would like to read an
opinion I have as to the deficiences, in clauses 20
and 21 of this Bill. I need to read it now because I
also have an opinion in respect of pecuniary
interests. I am sorry I do not have a copy of that
one for the Attorney. I quote as follows-

The issue concerns clauses 20, 21 of the
Members of Parliament (Financial Interests)
Bill and the propriety of that part of the
clauses which provides for vacation of a
member's seat.

At the outset, it should be observed that
the provision is probably redundant for the
reasons stated below. However, I assume for
the purpose of argument that it is not.

The first point is to draw a distinction be-
tween "disqualification" and "vacation". A

person is disqualified when, judged by prede-
termined standards or requirements he either
lacks the necessary requirements ab inirio or,
because of some other act or omission on his
part, he ceases to meet those require-
menits. "Vacation" is somewhat different in
the sense that in most eases, it follows upon
action instigated with the object of securing
the vacancy. A person may still be qualified
to hold a certain office yet suffers a declar-
ation of vacancy.

It is probably for this reason that the pro-
visions are not to be inserted in section 38 of
the Constitution Acts Amendment Act which
relates to the disqualification for mem-
berhship of the Parliament. Conversely, too
much should not be made by way of a techni-
cal distinction between "disqualification"
and "vacation" (see section I7 of the Consti-
tution Act).

Whether clauses 20, 21 are
"'constitutional" begs the question. The
State's "Constitution" is an Act capable of
amendment or total repeal by another Act
except to the extent that manner and form
are prescribed for certain types of amend-
ments by section 73. It is certainly consti-
totional for Parliament to amend its own
Acts or declare new law which may run
counter to constitutional conventions. Such is
the strength and weakness of a Westminster-
type Parliament functioning in [he absence of
an organic law.

Nevertheless, the two provisions may be
objected to because:
(a) they are superfluous.
(b) they are disproportionate to the "wrong"

in issue.
As to (a), section I of the Parliamentary

Privileges Act 1891 gives each House of the
WA Parliament the powers, etc., or the
House of Commons. One of the powers so
conferred is that of expulsion. (see May 20th
ed. 139). If, under the circumstances, the
House concluded that a member's refusal to
make disclosure was a contempt, the ultimate
sanction would be to expel that member by
resolution. The question must be asked why
is it necessary to confer by Statute a power
already derived from common law by an em-
powering Act?

This is what we have here in this Statute that we
are considering now. To continue-

It must also be asked whether the punish-
menits provided for in clauses 20, 21 are
intended to exclude a House imposing some
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other form of punishment. eg. censure or re-
primand or imprisonment. The point is moot
but it should be noted that in the absence of
provision clearly excluding common law
powers, those powers continue to subsist and
be capable of exercise.

As to (b). it may be suggested that a mem-
her might be suspended from the House for
so long as disclosure is refused rather than
vacation. In this regard. I note that there is
nothing in WA law that will prevent a mem-
ber whose seat is vacated from being re-
elected whereupon the saga would be re-en-
acted should the member remain obdurate.

That, Mr President, is one opinion 1 have stating
quite clearly that this requirement is superfluous
to the safeguards we already have in our law and.
as such, to include it in this Bill makes the Bill a
bad one. It is superfluous.

H-on. J. M. Berinson: Mr Williams, can I just
clarify this: That part or your argument only goes
against clauses 20 and 21. Is that correct?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Thai is correct. I
have another opinion on pecuniary interests, as
follows-

The Government announced recently that
it will legislate to compel all state Members
of Parliament to publicly disclose their
financial interests.

It was further stated that the penalties for
non-comnpliance with the legislation would in-
clude a fine of up to £2 000 or esplusion
fromt Parliament.

That has gone to £5 000 since this was written. To
continue-

it is therefore assumed that the proposed
legislation will take the form of that enacted
in Victoria (1978)-the Members of Parlia-
meni (Register of Interest) Act rather than
the form of the Bill which Mr A. R. Tonkin
introduced into the Western Australian Par-
liament in 1975.

The Victorian stales: part Ill. general-
Patrt Ill -GeneralI
Any wilful contravention of any of the

requirements of this Act by any person
shall be a contempt of the Parliament
and may be dealt with accordingly, and
in addition to any other punishment that
may be awarded by either House of the
Parliament for a contempt of the House
of which the Member is at member of the
House may impose a fine upon the
Memiber of such amount not exceeding
£2 000 as it determines.

10 In default Of the payment of any
fine imposed on a Member under section
9 to the Consolidated Fund within the
time ordered by the House, the seat of
the member shall become vacant.

That is the Victorian one. There were no pro-
visions for expulsion in Mr Tonkin's 1975 Bill.
Section 6 of the Victorian Act states-

Any Member who--
(a) furnishes any disclosure that is, to his

knowledge, false or misleading in a ma-
terial particular: or

(b) fails without reasonable excuse to
furnish a disclosure as required by sec-
tion 3 of this Act;

commits an offence.
Penalty: One thousand dollars.

The opinion continues-
The Western Australian Constitution and

the Standing Orders make no allowance for
the expulsion of a Member in contempt of
Parliament. Section 6 of the Constitution
simply states:

6 No member of the Legislative
Council shall hold any office of profit
under the Crown other than such as is
liable to be vacated on political grounds.
or than that of an officer of Her Maj-
esty's sea or land forces on full, half, or
retired pay.

Section 106 of the Standing Orders
States-

If any member has
(a) persistently and wilfully obstructed

t he busi ness of t he H ouse; or
(b) been guilty of disorderly conduct;
(e) used objectionable words, which he

has refused to withdraw; or
(d) persistently and wilfully refused to

conform to any standing order; or
(e) persistently and wilfully disre-

garded the authority of the Chair-
There then follows a list of penalties to be im-
posed for the above contempt of the House. The
extent of the penalties is contained in section 8 of
the Parliamentary Privileges Bill, which states-

Any person declared guilty of contempt
consisting of an offcee definied by Section 8
of "~An Act for defining Privileges,
Immunities and Powers of the Legislative
Council and Legislative Assembly of West-
ern Australia respectively." may, on the res-
olution of the Assembly, be fined in a penalty
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of such amount as the Assembly may, in its
discretion, think lit; and in the event of any
such fine not being immediately paid, the
offender may be imprisoned in the custody of
the Sergeant-at-Arms, in such a place within
the State as the Assembly may direct, until
such fine shall have been paid, or until the
end of the then existing session or any
portion thereof.

It therefore appears to be unconstitutional to
expel a member of Parliament. However that is
what is in the Bill-a provision to expel a member
of Parliament. The advice I have been given is
that it is unconstitutional to include that.

I say this to the Attorney General: I give that
opinion with the full knowledge that I am not a
lawyer; I have taken advice from various
people-not all lawyers I might add-and if there
is any deficiency in what 1 say I make no apolo-
gies for it, because I am not well-versed in the
practice of the law. However, this brings me back
to my original point: This Bill is a bad Bill and
things that are unconstitutional, even if they are
arguable, should not be presented to this House in
a Bill.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Mr Williams, just to
clarify the position again, am I right that still
nothing that you have said goes to an objection to
the register itself; you seem to be arguing, so far,
against the penalties?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: That is right.
Hon. J. M. Berinson: Can I take it from that,

that with the change in penalties you would not
have an objection to the register, or do you oppose
that on independence?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I oppose the register
on other grounds, not on the ground that it is a
public register. I oppose it on the grounds that it
is not kept by the people I would like to see keep
it, and that it does not go far enough. Indeed, I
envisage members would be at risk in that they
could well launder money without let or hin-
drance. After all, if a relative passes money to
them they will not have to disclose that. To
suggest that honourable members could be sus-
ceptible to corruption is to suggest that, yes, we
are human beings and we could have failings; but
there is a whole gamut of people outside the range
of Parliament who have greater influence on the
community in their decision-making than do
backbenchers of Parliament.

Indeed, I am doubtful about the great powers
attributed to Ministers of the Crown. I have never
known a Minister of the Crown knowingly do
anything that was corrupt. I know of no reason at
all that such a register should be maintained; 1

think it casts a reflection upon members. It is said
that we should not mind people intruding into our
private lives, because we have been elected to a
public office. By implication, this type of Bill ac-
cuses every member of Parliament of a basic dis-
honesty, but such is not the case in the State of
Western Australia. Certainly that has not been
proved to my satisfaction to be the case.

Hon. Graham Edwards: But didn't you say that
was your proposition about local government?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: No, what I said was
that declarations of pecuniary interest at local
government level, because of the nature of the
work in which councillors and their senior officers
are engaged, could lead, and has led in times gone
by, to bribery and corruption. Therefore as they
deal with contractors almost on a one-to-one
basis, and are in a much smaller community than
87 members of Parliament, there is a reason for a
councillor to say," I have a pecuniary interest"
and to walk out, like the fellow at Mandurah who
walked out and tied the vote.

In 1971 in this Parliament, I raised the question
of pecuniary interests with the then President. My
question concerned the re-zoning of some four or
five acres of land in a part of Swan, and one of
the then officials concerned with the zoning was a
late member of this Parliament. I thought he had
some considerable influence on the outcome, be-
cause he was the chairman of a Select Committee
of which you. Mr President, were a member.

1 rose and asked the then President about his
position and his ruling as recorded in the Presi-
dent's rulings book, was "No; there is no question
that the member should not be able to vote, be-
cause there is no direct pecuniary interest".

The other fascinating thing about the Bill is the
limitation on the amounts of money. That always
fascinates me; I think from memory the British
House of Commons has such. a provision in re-
spect of gifts valued at not more than £500.

We come back then to the situation that Minis-
ters of the Crown at the Federal level-certainly
not at the State level-are invited to perform
certain tasks like opening a building or launching
a ship. The Attorney General will well remember
a furore in our Federal Parliament not long
ago-I do not know whether it was during his
term of office there-when a brooch was given to
the wife of a Minister of the Crown.

One can imagine the situation: The Minister
standing on the dais launching the ship: the ship-
owners wishing to express their gratitude and
handing him a gift-Stavros Niarchos and such
people would give him a gift-and the Minister
opening it, and immediately seeing that it was
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worth well in excess of $10 000. To shipowners it
is petty cash. A furore was created because the
value of the diamond brooch at this launching ex-
ceeded $5 000. In those circumstances a Minister
has two options. He can hand back the gift and
say, "Sorry. I can't take that"; or he can say,
"Don't do that: under the Western Australian law
I must register that. Hand it to my daughter, will
you, and she will give it to her mother and myself
later on".

This is a bad Bill. I am not saying it is badly
drafted, but it is bad. I have presented the facts.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Mr Williams, I won-
der if you can tell me what happens under clause
20 if the fellow's seat is declared vacant and he
stands at the election and wins again?

I-on. JOHN WILLIAMS: This is the merry-
go-round we are on. He can do it time and time
again. Expulsion of a member is a very difficult
thing; it is one thing for us to expel a member, but
according to our natural law a member can be ex-
pelled from Parliament on only two grounds, and
they are an act of God or his death, or his elector-
ale turning around and saying they do not want
him any more. To give an example we do not have
to go any further than Mr John Stonehouse, the
member of Parliament for Walsall North, in the
House of Commons some years ago. He commit-
ted what I consider to be a considerable outrage.
He left his clothing on a beach and disappeared
into the ocean, only to be picked up about two
and a half years later in Melbourne, living with
his a-secretary.

I-on. Garry Kelly: It was a long swim!

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Tough guy. He per-
sisted and he went back to the House of Com-
mons which did not have the power to expel him.
He was the Labor member for Walsall North and
the division that elected him supported him and
said, "You arc the fellow we voted into the Parlia-
ment; you still have a couple of years to go, you
have been a bad lad. Go back there".

H-on. J. M. Berinson: And work out your pen-
ance.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: That is right. His
penance is to be a member. That is the answer to
the Hon. Graham MacKinnon. it is that we would
be on a merry-go-round forever. One could be re-
elected and expelled and re-elected and expelled.
and then we would have to introduce another
amendment to the law and do something about it.

I have commented only very briefly-and I do
not wish to delay the House-because this is a
question which can bc retreaded in a dozen differ-
ent ways. Suffice it to say that as far as I am con-
cerned, 1 recommend to the House that it reject

this Bill, and ask the Government to take it back
and have another look at it, and listen to what
other members have to say about it. This matter
was considered in 1976 when the Leader or the
House was a member of a joint committee which
looked at it. If we are keen on consensus, particu-
larly in respect of personal matters relating to
members, perhaps it would be not a bad thing if
the Government took the Bill back to a working
party of both Houses and arrived at a solution
with which every member felt he could live.

There is absolutely no question of fiddling,
bribery, or corruption, and if we have to appear to
be "squeaky clean" to satisfy the Press, let the
Press know we should also include editors, senior
journalists, and managing directors. We should
include the judiciary and senior public servants;
we will look at all those categories because this
Parliament is niot an isolated body with complete
charge of public opinion; that day and age has
long gone. I suggest it has been gone as long ago
as Mr Speaker Abbott was appointed-about
1802.

We do not need the Bill in this form, but I im-
plore the Government, if it is sincere and if it
wishes to go on with the Bill, for goodness sake to
consult other members. I could tell the Govern-
ment right now-I will not go through the notes I
have here-of the differences between us and
other States already. The New South Wales'
register is not formed under an Act, it is an
amendment to the Constitution. It took 16 months
to put it in.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Nonetheless the pro-
visions of our Bill run almost exactly parallel to
the New South Wales provisions. Are you saying
that you find the New South Wales provisions ac-
ceptable?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: My whole point is
that New South Wales has done this and made it
punitive by amending the Constitution, not by
making another statutory form whereby members
can be expelled, imprisoned, fined, or whatever. I
do not really want to go through all the compari-
sons, but if the Attorney wishes, I could do so
quite easily.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: I am not encouraging you
to do that.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I am sure the At-
torney is not.

Hon. J. M'. Berinson: Could 1 ask you to do one
thing: You have obviously thought about this
question on previous occasions and for some time.
Rather than just leave it on the basis that we
ought to think more about it, have you got some
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lead you can give us on the sort of register you
would find acceptable?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Just at the moment,
no- The Attorney has caught me off guard; I have
the whole theory in the back of my mind. I im-
plore the Government, if it wants a lead, to lay
down the terms of reference for a joint committee
of both Houses to investigate and to report by a
fixed date. The committee should investigate not
just parliamentary privilege and the pecuniary
interests of members of Parliament, but also those
of other important people within the community.
Thai is why I will not suggest that we have a
register of members' interests. Who will keep that
register if we include those people in the com-
munity? I do not know, perhaps the Archangel
Gabriel would be the only one above suspicion.
However, if it is to relate to parliamentarians only
a standing committee of the Parliament should
control it.

If it includes provision for the pecuniary
interests of people outside the Parliament to be
declared, the Government will get my backing
next time it brings such a proposition to this
House. As this Bill stands at present I cannot sup-
port it and I sincerely ask my colleagues not to
support it, I know mny appeal to the Government
is quite useless and I appreciate the reasons for
that.

Hon. Kay H-allahan: Can you put in an amend-
ment?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I have not the time
to work that out. With those few remarks, I op-
pose the Bill.

HON. MARGARET MeALEER (Upper West)
[11.48 a.m.]: If one were to take the Minister's
second reading speech at face value and look at it
apart from the Bill which it is supposed to ex-
plain, one mnight conclude one was dealing with a
disarming piece of legislation which is designed to
bring openness to the process of government. 1
quote the Attorney General as follows-

The Government believes that members of
Parliament as trustees of the public confi-
dence ought to disclose their financial
interests to demonstrate to the electorate that
they have not been nor will be influenced by
considerations of private personal gain.

It is a brave attempt, one would say, to prove to
the public that politicians are not as black as they
are painted. Even if the Bill required a much
more thorough disclosure of Financial intere~s
than it does, I wonder whether it would in fact do
anything of the sort. Would it reassure the elec-
torate at large or any member's own electorate to
know that he or she has an array of mortgages

and overdrafts, for instance? The more canny
members of the public might bring to mind the
adage that a bank never lends money unless it
knows that the person does not need it. and be re-
assured by that.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You have noted that
debts to a bank or similar institution in the ordi-
nary course of business do not require to be regis-
tered?

Hon. MARGARET McALEER: I understand
that. I think I will make it a little clearer as I go
on.

Hon. J. Mt Berinson: To that extent the Premier
was simply volunteering information.

Hon. MARGARET MeALEER: I understand.
I will refer to this as I go on.

Others will complain that such and such a
member seems to have been lent a very large sum
of money on what appears to be an inadequate
asset and is being unduly favoured because of his
or her position. I know, as the Attorney has
pointed out, that the Bill does not require one to
quantify one's liabilities and assets. Clause 15
invites one to do so and the Premier has set us all
an example.

Would the Bill convince people that members
of Parliament are not nearly as well off as they
are thought tn be? That is unlikely, because if a
member has nothing much to declare people will
imagine something is being concealed, and that at
the very least the wives and families of members
are the repository of their true interests. On the
other band if people concede there is nothing
much to a member's credit, one wonders whether
they will be reassured by that to any great degree.

I have often noticed that people tend to assume
that other people are far better off than them-
selves and in most cases far better off than they
actually are. The possession of a comfortable
house or an exotic ear is often taken as a sure in-
dication of possession of money when in fact they
may be the only assets their owners have. I have
often also noticed that people tend to be reassured
if they think, however mistakenly, that their
members of Parliament have adequate private
means. They believe it puts them out of the way
of self-seeking and that they can afford to deal
honestly in politics because they areniot dependent
on the job. A member of Parliament's salary
and allowances seem pretty large in themselves to
a lot of people and are very often considered to
constitute the chief attraction of political life.

By and large people do not in my opinion think
that members of Parliament have much oppor-
tunity as back-benchers to make extra money be-
cause they realise that they lack power and influ-
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ence. Ministers may be thought to be in another
category beca use they do have power and influ-
ence and access to information to a greater or
lesser degree, depending partly on the sort of port-
folios they hold.

But if people, including members of Parlia-
ment, have an interest in and a flair for business.
they will make money, and there is no reason to
suppose they make it dishonestly. If they do not
have a flair for business but still have the interest
they will not make money, but they are no more
or less open to temptations of dishonesty. If they
have neither interest nor flair they will not make
money either, but what does that prove? Probably
the most common ambition and goal of any mem-
ber of Parliament, as I have often heard one of
my senior, respected colleagues say, is power, and
the things that one might do to get it would not
show up in a list of financial interests. No such
list would go any way towards demonstrating a
member's honesty, or keeping him honest.

Many of my electors already have a rough idea
of my financial interests because they know where
I live and where I was brought up. They possibly
over-rate them, but they have or can have a fair
idea of my nature, just as they can have a reason-
able idea for good or bad, of my character. I do
not believe, except in moments of idle curiosity,
that they require to know any more, but if they
did it would not worry me. I acknowledge ac-
countability to my electorate for my political ac-
tions and beliefs, and that accounting certainly
takes place at every election. The electors have
every opportunity then to deprive me of my seat. I
do not acknowledge the Government's right to set
tup an arbitrary and spurious system of accounting
of my financial interests which, while harmless in
itself, is not only largely useless, but also carries
the sanction of depriving me of my seat without
any reference to my electors who voted me in. The
Government never tires of talking about democ-
racy, but it seems to me there is nothing demo-
cratic about this particular proposal. I cannot im-
agine on what basis the Government thinks it
could have the right to legislate in this way.

I would remind the Government that when it
says, for instance that "disclosures of Financial
interest are a desirable and necessary step, if the
public arc to be confident that their elected rep-
resentatives are discharging their public duties
without bias or the influence of private interests
or personal gains", its members, members of the
Australian Labor Party are, or appear to be cap-
tives of the most powerful vested interest in Aus-
tralia-the trade union movement.

This appears to be so, since the ALP rules de-
cree that both State council and annual confer-

enee should be constituted by not less than 60 per
cent of trade union delegates, and since the rules
also decree that affiliation fees based on the
numerical strength of unions are payable to the
party annually in advance. These rules certainly
give the strong impression that the Labor Party
and, consequently, the parliamentary members of
the party, are at the disposal of this extremely
powerful vested interest. It is hardly necessary for
Government members to declare any other
interests than this.

While the intention in this Bill may be good, it
is too loosely drafted to achieve its aim and I can-
not believe the Government is unaware of that.
Furthermore, the sanction of depriving a member
of his seat is both inappropriate and, to my mind,
in line with the views of the Hon. John Williams,
unconstitutional and should not be supported.

HON. TOM KNIGHT (South) [11.56 a.m.]:-
My two colleagues have expressed many of the
thoughts that I wish to put to this House, and I do
not want to keep the House in any way not know-
ing how I intend to vote on this Bill. I make it
clear I am fully opposed to it. I believe it is a ter-
rible Bitl to introduce; it discredits members of
Parliament and is biased against them by asking
them and not other people in the public sector to
disclose their financial interests for public scru-
tiny. This is one of the aspects that I believe is so
terribly wrong.

Every person in this community has something
of his own that he does not wish to disclose. I am
not interested in telling anyone what my over-
drafts are. I believe a lot of the people I represent
think I am successful, and I want them to keep on
thinking that way. However, after looking at the
second reading speech made by the Attorney Gen-
eral I believe that no-one has the right to publicly
scrutinise what I have done with my life. Laws
have been made in the country so that, if one
steps outside that law in any way whatever, one's
activity can be serutinised by a legal authority
and one can be taken to court. I believe that
applies to anything we do in the life we lead in
this country. The Attorney's speech said that pub-
lic disclosure of members of Parliament's
Financial interests is a longstanding commitment
of the Labor Party, both at State and Federal
level That is the reason I oppose the Bill; I am
not a member of the Labor Party. I do not care
what its commitments are. There is no way in the
world I have to go along with the beliefs, the
wishes and the future policies of the Labor Party.
That is another reason I will vote against this Bill.

The Minister said the Government believed
that members of Parliament are trustees of the
public confidence and ought to disclose their
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financial interest to demonstrate to the electorate
that they have not been, nor will be influenced by
considerations of private personal gain. We win
seats by pre-selection and through the confidence
of people in us. They are not interested at that
particular stage in the details of our private lives.
However, every opportunity exists for them to
find that out. People know what a member does
when he lives in an electorate, otherwise they will
not vote for him. On that basis the party will not
give one pre-seleetion to allow one to become
elected because every candidate has a background
and people living in an area know of that back-
ground. As far as I am concerned, we are the ones
who live up to that situation. If we have the confi-
dence of the people we will win a seat. If we are
seen as successful people, it appears that that is
what the public want. They want people who have
been a success in their private lives, in their pri-
vate business, to go into a Parliament which is
nothing other than big business. Their members
act as a board of directors to see that that big
business is run carefully, properly, and success-
fully. That is how I believe people elect members
to this Parliament.

The Attorney's speech goes on-
The disclosure of interest by members of

Parliament is a desirable and necessary step
if the public are to be confident that their
elected representatives are discharging their
public duties without bias and free of the in-
fluence of private interests or personal gain.

I believe that that in itself is a slur on every mem-
ber sitting in these two Houses of Parliament. It
indicates that someone believes that we are taking
bribes. I take exception to that... It says "without
bias and free of the influence". it almost indicates
we are taking bribes and that we have to come
forward and show our financial and personal
interests to prove that we are not. These are the
sort of things that I am so strongly against in this
Bill. The speech goes on to say-

Public confidence which a measure of this
kind will encourage is an important part of a
healthy parliamentary democracy.

The public believe it is most unfair. People I have
talked to have said "How are you going to get
people to go into Parliament?" because everyone
believes that something of their own is entitled to
be kept to themselves and not to be thrown open
to public scrutiny. I believe strongly in the fact
that the business people I have talked to have said
in no way do they want their business back-
grounds thrown open to public scrutiny, and nor
should members of Parliament who have been in
business before.

I believe it will also eliminate a lot of successful
business people who possibly would not seek pre-
selection for Parliament if they feel they have to
throw open everything they have done before. I
am not saying that any of it was illegal or
improper or immoral; it is a fact that they have
run a business and they expect to keep it going in
a lot of cases. I believe that to be a healthy situ-
ation, because too many potential members of
Parliament have only the one source of income
and therefore perhaps they have to toe the party
line and do things that are against their personal
conscience, because if they lose their seat they
l ose their job.

Hon. S. M. Piancadosi: Mr Knight-
Hon. TOM KNIGHT: I am giving this speech;

the member will have a chance to speak in a few
minutes if he is allowed.

It means if someone has an income other than
from Parliament that person cannot be
intimidated or tied down and I believe that it is a
very important factor that we should have a Par-
liament with members who do not rely wholly on
their parliamentary income to see that they pay
off their house, to see that their children are edu-
cated, and so on. I think members know what I
mean.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: How come other Parliaments
in the British Commonwealth have passed this
sort of legislation?

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: The member likewise
will have her opportunity. I am not prepared to
answer her questions on this. I intend to say what
I believe. There is nothing to stop the I-en. Lyla
Elliott and the members on her side publicly
going down to The West Australian today and
saying, "Here is my whole background detail and
everything", and having it printed. If Government
members believe it would put them up there in the
public eye, they can do it; but do not expect me or
other people to do it.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. TOM KNIGHT: It is not just the Labor

Party or this Government which has seen the need
for public disclosure of members of Parliament's
interests; disclosure has increasingly become rec-
ognised as a necessary part of parliamentary
democracy within Australia and overseas, in most
cases brought in by socialist-type Governments.
As far as I am concerned it is the new fad that is
sweeping the world. Western Australia is a pro-
gressive State: it has been seen as the Cinderella
State of Australia; it has been seen by countries
all around the world that here is a good place in
which to invest and to get something done.
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Why should we follow what is being done all
over the world? We have brains, we know what
we are doing; let us stay Western Australian and
do what we think is right for this State. Damn the
rest of the world! Let them do what they wish as
they wish. We do not have to follow along, cap in
hand, and follow everything that is done in Parlia-
ments and countries all over the world. We should
be different by leading. As far as I am concerned,
the Labor Party is jumping on the bandwagon for
philosophies and policies that are brought in
worldwide on a socialistic basis.

Several members interjected.
Hon. TOM KNIGHT: Members will have their

turn. I am sure they will want to get up and have
a lot to say, so let them sit and listen to me. The
member can declare what he likes publicly.

Since the mid-70s members of the British
House of Commons have been required to register
specified Financial interests-again. Mr President,
introduced by a Labor Government. In the United
States, the Ethics in Government Act 1978 re-
quires disclosure of specified financial interests by
members of Congress. We are now jumping on
the bandwagon of what the American Govern-
ment does. Yet we can go back before the last
Federal elections and the Australian Government
or the Labor Party at that time were anti-
American in all ways.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Are you talking-
Hon. TOM KNIGHT: No. I remember the

philosophies of Mr Hawke and the Labor Party
were completely anti-American; they were against
nuclear ships, Americans coming here and setting
up bases, and American investment in Australia;
"Don't let us become Americanised. We are fol-
lowing the Yanks too much. Yanks go home"
Now members opposite start quoting the
philosophies of American legislation to support
their arguments.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: When did you last hear
Hawke say that?

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: Not since he became
Prime Minister because he realised that he was so
wrong and did not have the support of the
Australian public.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask honourable
members to cease those interjections and I ask the
honourable member to address his comments to
the Chair and to talk about things in this Bill.

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: Thank you, Mr Presi-
dent. I was slightly distracted, and that was a
comment I could not afford not to make; it had to
be made because I was in America when the

Prime Minister was there and I was stunned at
some of the things he said to be on side with the
Americans.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. TOM KNIGHT: It was worth a try. Mr

President.
The Minister's speech says-

The background is as follows. Prompted no
doubt by the Liberal land scandals of the
period in 1978 the Victorian Liberal Govern-
ment legislated in this field.

I have said before, Mr President, all the avenues
of law are open if anyone has stepped outside that
law, whether he be a member of Parliament, a
member of the Royal family, or a man in the
street. The legal aspects of the law in this country
leave us all open to the scrutiny of the law courts.
This Bill is superfluous to the Constitution and to
the needs of Australia. The law lays down that
any one of us can go before a court. The Aus-
tralian Taxation Office knows my situation; there
is one Government department that knows my
background, what I do, how much tax I pay, how
much I own. Why does not the Labor Govern-
ment, if it wants to, make arrangements, as it has
done in respect of so many other things, to get all
my information from the Australian Taxation
Office?

That would be another violation of human
rights. The Australian Taxation Office is sworn to
secrecy. We talk about phone taps; I daresay if
the Government wants to tap my phone it can
find out through my discussions with the people I
deal with exactly how I operate and what I do.

There is no need for this Bill whatsoever, as far
as I am concerned.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: I think they should do
that too.

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: I quote the following-
Before dealing with the details of the Bill I

refer to an assertion commonly made against
such legislation, that to require members to
publicly register their financial interests is an
invasion of privacy.

All I can say is, so it is. There is no other expla-
nation, Mr President. This is exactly what it is, an
invasion of privacy, whether it be the privacy of
members of this House or another place, members
of the public, or business people.

Let us look at the fact that in the Federal
Government details of wives' and families'
interests are requested. I often wonder why the
Government has not brought that in here. Maybe
it creates an embarrassment; I do not know. If I
am going to be checked out, the Government may
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as well have the whole lot. I believe it is incorrect
and improper that it should do that.

The Minister said that part of the responsibility
and one of the results of public life is that one's
private affairs become subject to greater public
scrutiny than would otherwise be the case. That
pecuniary interest should be declared is all laid
out in the "Acts and Other Information Relating
to Parliament". If members like to look under sec-
tions 32, 33. and 34 of the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act they will Find that if they involve
themselves in any improper act or any dealing
with a Government which will give them a second
income apart from their parliamentary salary
from the Government, they forfeit or lose their
seats. If we are running a business outside, that
business cannot deal with the Government.

We already have in the Constitution sufficient
safeguards to cover this Bill. There is the other
fact that taking a bribe is illegal, regardless of
where it happens. If I am brought before the pub-
lic scrutiny because Tom, Dick or Harry out there
believe that I as a member of Parliament have
been bribed, the matter can be placed before the
Fraud Squad; it will be investigated and I will be
taken to court and tried. Fraud and such offences
arc well and aptly covered by the laws we have in
this land. If the Government believes that they
are not, let it bring in something to see that they
are-something that covers every member of this
State, every member of society and the com-
munity, rather than just a selected few who the
people on the other side believe should be thrown
open to public scrutiny.

That is their view. I have my view: I intend to
vote against the Bill. I intend to make it as obvi-
ous as I can that that is my intention. It is my be-
lief that there arc enough laws; there is enough
back-up to show that we cannot step out of line
because, as I pointed out, we are under public
scrutiny as members. We are dealing with the
public at all times-24 hours a day in some eases.
I believe that the public will not let members get
away with anything. If we try to do something
that is illegal in this State or in this country, there
is always someone around the next corner or si- 
ting at the next table who knows us and we have
not got a hope. We must be extremely careful, be-
cause we are more vulnerable than any other
member of this community that we call the Aus-
tralian society because as members we are well
known.

I oppose the Bill, and I wish that to be clearly
known.

HON. P. G. PENDAL (South Central Metro-
politan) [12.11 p.m.]: Mr President, I am sure

that you will be greatly comforted to know that
the people of Davenport in South Australia have
been sleeping easily in their beds for several
months now, in the knowledge that their local
member was able to make, amongst other things,
the disclosure that he wears a size IOEE
Florsheim shoe. That illustrates the absurdity of
the legislation before this House. The report from
which that is taken is one to which I intend to
refer in some detail later.

In the meantime, let me make my position
clear. The legislation that the Burke Government
has brought into this House in my opinion is no
more than a very crude attempt to give the
impression to the people of this State that some-
thing important is being achieved, when indeed
we are dealing with trivialities.

The Labor Party, I believe, fully expects this
legislation to be thrown out and, indeed, it has
been introduced into the Parliament as part of
that deliberate plan to "take on" the Legislative
Council.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is not true and you
have a prime opportunity to prove it.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The Attorney General
therefore may not be disappointed in a few min-
ute's time, or whenever the vote is taken, to find
that may well be the case. I do not know what is
going to be the case but I certainly intend to op-
pose the legislation.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Some weeks ago in this

House the same Minister introduced legislation
concerning referendums.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the honourable
members on the backbenches, particularly, to
cease their conversations from one end of the
Chamber to the other.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Mr President, a few
weeks ago, the same Minister introduced into this
House legislation for a Referendums Bill, and one
of the questions that the Opposition asked in re-
lation to that Bill was why it was needed in the
first place. The Opposition asserted that in the
absence of any malpractice having been shown in
the past by way of referendums why was it that
we needed a Referendums Bill? The Opposition
further went on to suggest that in the absence of
any suggestion that the people of Western Aus-
tralia had been denied access to referendums,
there was no need for the Bill. On both those
counts, and others, the Government failed
miserably to give any sort of rationale as to why
we needed a piece of legislation to do what has
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been done successfully in this State, without such
legislation, for almost t0O years.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: I thought the answer was
quite persuasive and that was why the House
passed the Bill.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The House passed the
Bill for other reasons entirely, not to do with those
answers given then by the Attorney General, be-
cause had it depended on the answers given by the
Attorney General, that Bill would have been con-
signed to the scrap heap as well. I say that by way
of a parallel to be drawn with the legislation deal-
ing with members' pecuniary interests that is now
before the House.

Hon. Kay H-allahan: It should have been
passed.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The member who is
interjecting clearly has not understood the paral-
lel.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: The point that I make is
that there has been no evidence whatsoever to
suggest that there is a need for legislation of this
kind to come before the Parliament. I ask the
question: Where is the evidence of any malprac-
tice on the part of any member of Parliament or
Minister?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: What about Victoria?
Hon. P.OG. PEN DAL: iust a minute. I will get

to Victoria shortly. At the moment we are dealing
with Western Australia. Where is the evidence
that the members of Parliament in this State have
abused the trust placed in them by the people or
by the Parliament'? There is no evidence, and the
Australian Labor Party has made no attempt
whatsoever to put forward any kind of evidence to
justify the need for this type of Act-no more evi-
dence, indeed, than it put forward in respect of
the Referendums Bill a few weeks ago. It has
gone legislation mad; it is bringing Bills into this
House for the sake of legislating, when indeed
there are other matters orfFar more concern to the
people of Western Australia that should be
tackled by this Government.

I turn now to the report to which I referred in
my opening remarks, because members will be
aware that only recently, as was mentioned by the
Attorney General, the South Australian Parlia-
ment legislated along not dissimilar lines. I will
agree with the Attorney General that it is not the
same Bill, and is I understand it, the Western
Australian Bill is aligned more with that in New
South Wales. But, nonetheless, the principle is the
same.

Only recently in the South Australian Parlia-
ment, the register of members' interests was
tabled for members of both Houses of Parliament,
and again I refer to that rather absurd declaration
that was made. It was absurd because it was done,
I am sure deliberately, to show up the point-
lessness of the sort of declarations-limited in
their nature as they are-that this Government
expects to be made as a result of the Western
Australian legislation. There we had in South
Australia one member who, apart from telling us
what were his trust beneficial interests and what
were his land beneficial interests, and the fact
that he was in debt to certain people and corpor-
ations, was good enough to offer the additional in-
formation that he wears a size WQEE Florsheim
shoe.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: I bet he was a Liberal.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Mr McKenzie is dead

right, because no member of the Labor Party
would have the creativity to do that, for a start.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The same report shows

up a number of situations like that. For example,
one o(her member-and in case Mr McKenzie
wants to know the party designation of the lady to
whom this refers, she is a Liberal-gave the ad-
ditional information that-

My spouse declines to disclose to me de-
tails of his interests for publication under the
Act.

Perhaps Miss Elliott and the Hon. Kay Hallahan
and others would be prepared to support that sort
of argument on the grounds that a woman, or in-
deed a man, for that matter, will not be held re-
sponsible for the private financial affairs of her
spouse. The lady went on-

He is prepared to disclose those details, on
a confidential basis to the registrar and the
Premier.

Again, the point I make there is what use is it? It
is sheer window-dressing in South Australia, as
indeed this is sheer window-dressing, to placate
those people within the Labor Party who believe
that all of these trivialities need to be carried out,
ahead of the more pressing and serious social con-
siderations that confront the people of Western
Australia.

Another member in the same Parliament, and
again showing up the absurdity of the laws in this
regard, said-

My wife and I are members of the unin-
corporated semi-professional band, the Jazz
Bandits.
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I am sure the people of South Australia ind that
riveting information. To continue-

My wife accepts payments for engage-
ments I do not. However, any surplus from
engagements i.e. over and above what goes in
goes to the paid members of the band and is
put into a bank account registered in my
wife's name.

In other words, he also is saying that these people
can put that sort of argument where the monkey
put the peanut.

I refer to another one, Stephen John Baker,
who lists his sources of income as including the
South Australian Parliament and Flinders Uni-
versity and says-

Other sources may include games of
chance, extraneous windfalls.

Again, the contempt with which members of Par-
liament are being forced to regard stupid laws like
this that are totally unenforceable is evident in
that sort of remark. Another member obviously
wanting to set the example to members of Parlia-
ment in this State and to make it patently clear to
the people of South Australia what interests he
has, wants it understood by them that when he
votes he may or may not be influenced as a result
of his connections with the following bodies: The
AN] Tailem. Bend Rowing Club; the Ashville
Hall Committee; the Australian Institute of Man-
agement: the Anglican Church-

Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Would it save you
time if I sent my copy around to other members?

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I think I will continue
just to make the point, but Mr MacKinnon is
right because the list goes on for pages. Let us
listen to same of them because they are very im-
portant organisations. I refer to the Borrika Sheep
Dog Trials Association; one would never know
how membership of that body would influence
one's vote in the South Australian Parliament.

To continue with the list: Browns Well Football
Club; Coonalpyn Branch of the Liberal Party:
Coonalpyn Agricultural and Horticultural So-
ciety:, Coomandook Pastime Club; Coomandook
Area School; Cookes Plains CFS; Geranium
Bowling Club and Geranium Rural Youth; Ger-
anium Branch of the Liberal Party; Geranium
School Parents and Friends Association; Ger-
anium Football Club; .Jervois Football Club;
Jervois Bawling Club: Jallarah Homes; Kingston
Area School; Karoonda Football Club; Karoonda
RSL: Keith Branch of the Liberal Party; Keith
and District Bowling Club; Keith CFS; Mallee
Community and Educational Broadcasters As-
sociation-, Melaleuca Crafts; Nildottie Creenway
Progress Association; -Back to Paruna" Organis-

ing Committee;, Pinnaroo CFS; Paruna Golf Club;
Robe Branch of the Liberal Party; Rural Media
Association;, Safeol; Strathalbyn Rotary Club;
and for every one I mention I am jumping over
about 10.

We can see how seriously this member took the
charge that was placed upon him by the Act to
ensure that the people of South Australia were in
no doubt that when this man went into Parlia-
ment to vote on certain matters he may be under
some diabolical influence of the people from the
Tailemn Bend RSL or the South Australian Parlia-
mentary Christian Fellowship, or the Tailem
Bend Food and Wine Club;, Tailem Bend Golf
Club; Tailem Bend Rotoract Club; or the Tatiara
on Farm Training Scheme; and so it goes on.

I ask any reasonable and sensible member of
this House, or indeed anyone in Western Aus-
tralia, how much will that help; how honest will
that make a Parliament and how honest will that
make individual members of Parliament? The in-
stances of corruption in Australian political life in
the last, say, half century. have invariably centred
around non-financial-

I-on. Mark Nevill: The Liberal Party.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Not the Liberal Party.

Would the member like me to start with "Red
Ted" Theodore? I could give him about an hour
on that. Let us not get off onto those silly
tangents.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: As Mr MacKinnon lies
rightly said, if we stuck with Mr Whitlam's
Government, we would be here for the next fort-
night.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: My point is that the his-

tory of political corruption in this country
invariably has centred around corruption of a
non-financial nature. That has applied across
party boundaries. In other words, the bulk of the
corrupt practices in which politicians whether
backbcnchers or members of Cabinet, have been
involved, have been of a non-financial nature.

It is quite pointless therefore to suggest that by
the declaration of a member's interests and by
parading that in front of the public we will some-
how magically avoid the situation of those people
acting in a corrupt and improper way. For
example, would the colour television scandal
involving two Federal Ministers have been
avoided by the sort of legislation we arc dealing
with? Of course it would not have been avoided
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because those members could have been part of a
register system to disclose their interests and still
as a separate exercise altogether, have engaged in
that dishonest practice of bringing in a colour
television set to avoid customs duties. It would not
have helped one iota to have had a register of that
member's financial interests.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: Just irrelevant.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The Minister in his sec-

ond reading speech said-
In the United States the Ethics in Govern-

ment Act-
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: To continue-

In the United States the Ethics in Govern-
ment Act 1978 requires disclosure of speci-
fled Financial interest by members of Con-
gress. The register is supervised by the Office
of Government Ethics and is also open to the
public.

So far, so good. I ask: Has that move in the
United States slopped in the years since 1978 the
sort of corruption that has become embedded in
the United States system? Of course not, because
almost weekly in the United States, almost as part
of their system and unlike Australia, some form
of corruption on the part of public officials is ex-
posed, despite the fact that all of these phoney
window-dressing-type laws exist that do nothing
to get to the root cause of the corruption.

Sit iing suspended fromn 12.30 to 2.15 p m'
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Perhaps the most im-

portant rationale in the Government's mind for
legislation concerning the declaration of members'
pecuniary interests is that situation which arose in
Victoria. Those are not my words, but the words
of the Government. Indeed, in the second reading
speech of the Attorney General we heard,
"Australia, Victoria, New South Wales, South
Australia and the Northern Territory, all require
disclosure of members of Parliament's interests".

I ask members to note the first example which
was given by the Attorney General on behalf of
his colleague in another place to justify the legis-
lation in this State. He said, "The background is
as fillows. Prompted no doubt by the Liberal land
scandals of the period, in 1978 the Victorian Lib-
eral Government legislated in this Field". That is
untruthful. I ask members to note those words in
the First part of the paragraph, because we must
bear in mind that it is upon this basis that the
Govcrnment builds its case for legislation in this
State. He said, ". . . prompted no doubt by the
Liberal land scandals".

That is a clear assumption, because he has
qualified within his own words that it is an as-
sumption that the Victorian Liberal Government
of the day brought down legislation governing
members' pecuniary interests because of the land
scandals. Is not there an obligation on the At-
torney General in this place, and the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform in the other
place, to not come into this Parliament with as-
sumptions? If they want us to agree to legislation,
they should bring us actual eases, not assump-
tions.

During the lunch break I took the trouble to
ring Victoria to ind out why it was that the legis-
lation was introduced in 1978 by the then Hamer
Liberal Government. I wanted to know what
prompted the Government of the day to bring in
legislation governing the pecuniary interests of
members of the Victorian Parliament.

The answer was that it had nothing whatsoever
to do with the land scandals of that decade-
nothing. I was informed as late as half an hour
ago that the legislation was introduced in Victoria
because of what was called the pot of glue inci-
dent.

Hon. V. J. Ferry: There were sticky ingers in
the Assembly some years ago.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I did not know that half
an hour ago, and certainly the Attorney General
and the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform in the other place could not have known
because of the blatantly misleading and untruth-
ful information contained in that paragraph I
have just read.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: If they did not know, it
would not be blatantly misleading. You cannot
have it both ways.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The member has not
listened, because I am saying that the Govern-
ment came into this place and said that the Vic-
torian legislation of 1978 was prompted by the
land scandals of the period-and they are the
words of the Attorney General-and I am putting
to this place that that had nothing whatsoever to
do with it.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. D. K. Dans: I gather that your infor-

mation from Victoria is from an impeccable
source.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: It was from the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition in Victoria. who was a
member of the pecuniary interests committee of
the Parliament which brought forward the legis-
lation in 1978.
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Hon. D. K. Dans: That is all right.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I am certainly

interested and I want to hear the member.
Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: The pot of glue incident

is of direct relevance to this Bill on these grounds:
I understand on an occasion in the mid-i970s
some members of the Victorian Parliament were
dirctors of a company which had dealings in the
sale of glue to the Public Works Department. It
was ultimately suggested, and properly so, that
there was an unhealthy link between that
company and a Government department. It was
not done deliberately and I have not heard of any
member of Parliament anywhere in the world
trying to gain pecuniary benefits through glue
supplies. However, it was felt at the time that suf-
ficient concern was generated to ensure that the
situation should not be permitted to grow into
something of more momentous concern. That was
the rationale for the legislation in Victoria in
1978. not as is contained in the words of the Min-
ister, "the legislation was prompted no doubt by
the Liberal land scandals of that period". We are
entitled to demand more of senior Cabinet Minis-
ters in this State than that they come into Parlia-
ment and present legislation based upon assump-
tions, which has occurred in this situation.

A further series of assumptions has taken place
in quoting from the passage. It is implied in the
reference to the Victorian land scandals that
members of Parliament or Ministers were
involved in a pecuniary sense. Some members of
the House would have memories sufficiently long
to be able to recall those days. One of the Minis-
ters was Mr Dickie. At no stage was there any
suggestion that Ministers or members of Parlia-
menit of Victoria gained any Financial or other
benefit from the land scandals. Certain alle-
gations were made of maladministration on the
part of several people, but there was never any
suggestion of any kind that members of Parlia-
ment or a member of the Victorian Cabinet had
gained any pecuniary benefit.

Hon, Kay Hallahan: There were suggestions.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: No allegations whatso-

ever were put before the two Royal Commisions
which inquired into the situation. If the Hon. Kay
H-allahan is talking about pub rumour on which
the Labor Party seems to put great reliance-

Hon. Kay H-allahan: That is nonsense.
I-on. P. G. PEiNDAL: I have proved beyond

any doubt that the statement read by the At-
torney General is untruthful. This information
was supplied by a member in another place who is
getting darn near paranoid about many of these

things of which the Royal Commission in that
State found no evidence. No allegation was made
that the land scandals in that State were in any
way beneficial to members of Parliament whether
backbenchers or members of the Cabinet. This,
therefore, is the worst sort of legislation we can
have before the Parliament, because it ls based on
an untruthful statement.

Withdrawal of Remark

The PRESIDENT: Order! I allowed the
honourable member some licence in respect of the
use of the term "untruthful". I let it go the first
time but it is not my intention to let it go this
time. It is an unparliamentary term and I ask the
honourable member to withdraw it and not to
Continue to use the term.

Hon. P. G. PEN DAL: I withdraw that word.

Debate Resumed

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The information con-
tamned in that paragraph is totally misleading. If I
could think of a stronger term which is parliamen-
tary I would use it. In fact, the Victorian land
scandals had nothing to do with the legislation en-
acted in Victoria. The incident to which I referred
and the legislation predated that situation.

I do not think it is good enough for members to
be asked to legislate on information which is de-
monstrably inaccurate. The proof of that is not in
what I have said or based on remarks of my in-
formant, as Mr Dans referred to him during the
lunch break. It is based on the report of the Royal
Cornmission.

One could take the Victorian position a step
further to draw out a further analogy. Members
would be aware that only this year a member of
the Victorian Labor Government, Mr Bill
Landeryou. resigned pending the outcome of alle-
gations regarding the sum of $167 000, I think,
received as an interest-free loan by way of his
union. Despite the fact that Victoria has legis-
lation of this kind, it is interesting to note that the
legislation was apparently not good enough to
prevent the Landeryou situation occurring. This is
one of the points I was trying to stress before the
lunch suspension.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Of course the Victorian
register is not available to the public.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: What difference does
the Minister think that makes in, this ease"

Hon. 1. M. Berinson: Perhaps if the matter had
been on the register and open to perusal it may
have come to light sooner.
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Hon, P, G. PENDAL: Therein lies the most
important comment the Attorney General has
made in the entire debate. The public register
would have made absolutely no difference, be-
cause I am told that the $167 000 interest-free
loan was made to Mr Landeryou without any
documentation being drawn up.

Therefore, the Bill paves the way for the
most insidious abuse. I am not suggesting that he
abused the situation; I raise it only because the
Attorney General by interjection said that some
sort of public disclosure would have made that
situation preventable, when in fact it would not
have made one jot of difference because the
$167 000 interest-free loan was not made the sub-
ject of any documentation-no mortgage docu-
ments or anything of the kind were involved.

IHon, 1. G. Pratt: Wasn't it initially denied, too?
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I understand it was.
If someone in our game wants to be dis-

honest-here I am making comments apart from
Mr Landcryou-in the course of our public
duties, there are ways to be found to be dishonest
that will probably never be tracked down. Legis-
lation of this kind, therefore, is mere window-
dressing. It is a token throw-out to the people of
Western Australia. trying to pretend to them that
the problem is being solved by legislation of that
kind.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Many things start in a
small way, and get refined, and if one does not do
anything about the abuse, it continues.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Let us move from Vic-
toria, because that was suggested by the Attorney
General, to New South Wales to draw another
parallel in relation to the points I made before the
luncheon suspension. On page 3 of the second
reading speech, the following appears-

In May this year the Government of New
South Wales. pursuant to the New South
Wales Constitution Act 1902 gazetted regu-
lations which require public disclusure of
members' financial interests.

That sounds very impressive on the surface, but
did it stop the alleged corrupt practices of Mr Rex
Jackson, the Minister for Corrective Services in
the New South Wales Parliament? Of course, it
did not. If Mr Jackson did anything that was
wrong, as I understand it, that has yet to be
proved. He has merely resigned his portfolio and
sits in the Parliament of New South Wales as a
backbcncher. If it is possible for Ministers to be
charged with those sorts of accusations -and to be
made to resign from the Cabinet when there is
already legislation, again one is entitled to ask

what is the purpose of having the legislation in the
first place?

On page 4 of the Minister's second reading
speech,' reference is made to the situation in the
Federal Parliament. Would this sort of legislation
have made any difference whatever to the resig-
nation of Mick Young as the Special Minister of
State in the Federal Government? The simple
answer is that it would not have made a scrap of
difference.

That is a good back-up to the point I made
earlier, that the history of corrupt practice in poli-
tics in this country over generations has invariably
been of a non-financial nature. To my knowledge,
we will never find any legislation chat will stop a
crooked man from doing something crooked. If
people want to do the wrong thing in public life,
they will find a way around it, and they will not
be constrained by legislation.

It is a great irony that the legislation before the
Parliament has been sponsored by a Government
which, in the past, has hailed itself as the great
civil libertarian for the Australian people; yet on
every occasion that the Australian Labor Party
has been tested on the fundamental issue of civil
liberties, it has been found wanting in a most dis-
gusting way.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What rubbish!
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The Hon. Kay Hallahan

should go and ask David Combe how he feels-
Hon. Kay Hallahan: One example.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: -about civil liberties.
When the interests of the corporate State were
seen to be more important than the interests of
one individual in Australia, the Federal Labor
Government soon found out which side it was on,
and it dumped the bloke-could not get rid of
him quickly enough. Now he has been left with
nothing to see him through life from here on.

Hon. D. K. Dans; I think we should wait until
the results of the Hope Royal Commission appear
before we make those assertions.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Mr Dans should pass
that advice on to his Federal colleagues, because
they have said publicly the same things as I have
just said. They have said that Mr Combe has been
denied-

Hon. D. K. Dans: You are on shaky ground
when you have to go to the Labor Party for sup-
port.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the
House will come to order. I suggest to all mem-
bers that they cease their interjections and come
to order when I call upon them to do so. I suggest
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to the Hon, Phillip Pendal that this particular
business has nothing to do with the Dill.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: It has a bearing on the
Bill before us-

Hon. D. K. Dans: I do not see that it has. We
are talking about a matter of national security
and Cambe's involvement. I believe everyone
should wait for the result of the Royai Com-
mission.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The Australian Labor

Party has held itself up as the great protector of
the rights of individuals and the civil liberties of
ordinary Australians. We have heard that year in,
year out.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: And it is true.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: David Combe certainly

does not think so now; yet he was one of the archi-
tects of that policy.

While the Australian Labor Party is committed
to that belier on paper, it has done nothing about
implementing it. Indeed, it has done the opposite.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: That is rubbish.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: This legislation is an in-

fringement of the rights of ordinary individuals,
because it demands of members of Parliament
something which is not being demanded of other
-power brokers" in the community.

Hon. Graham Edwards: What about the rights
of the people who elect us?

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: My colleague, the Hon.
John Williams, referred to journalists and, having
been one, I am glad he mentioned them. On many
occasions, a journalist comes upon information
that could be used to his or her advantage; yet I
do not know of any occasion when that access to
information has been abused. I do not know of
any occasion when a journalist has abused infor-
mation given to him or her, to advance his or her
pecuniary interest. However, journalists have the
opportunity and the capacity to influence public
opinion, and to inform the public. Why has the
Government not seen fit to include journalists
within the ambit of this legislation?

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Would you like to move
an amendment?

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: By way of interjection
the Hon. Graham MacKinnon referred to the
power exercised by senior civil servants. That is a
very relevant comment to make in this debate.
The Departments of Mines, Economic Develop-
ment and Technology, and Town Planning all
have senior public servants involved in making
commercial decisions, not for peanuts, not for

hundreds of dollars, not for thousands of dollars,
but for hundreds of millions of dollars. One could
easily say there was an enormous gap in this legis-
lation because it makes no attempt to impose on
senior civil servants the constraints that would be
imposed on members of Parliament.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Aren't those con-
straints a condition of employment?

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: They may be. In fact,
senior public servants are even bound by secrecy
provisions of Acts of Parliament. If the member
were to look at the FID Bill, he would know the
answer to that silly question. But constraints are
also placed on Cabinet Ministers. Members
should consider the oath of office a Cabinet Min-
ister takes as a member of Executive Council. Mr
Dans would know that.

There is no logic in the notion that we should
impose on members of Parliament a set of rules
arid conditions which the Government is not pre-
pared to impose on other people in the community
who have the power to influence events to their
benefit.

I will finish on this note: I believe this Bill is
just window-dressing. It is an action being taken
by a Government to placate a minority within its
followers who feel they can perhaps cut down
some of the tall poppies. I guess they have to be
careful that some of their own are not within
those ranks. This Bill is to placate a stupid and
emotional suggestion that members of Parliament
and Ministers of the Crown are somehow in-
herently less honest than other leaders in the com-
munity.

Again, no evidence has been produced to
suggest this is a good base on which to bring in
this legislation. Things would be a lot different if
there had been shown to be a history of members
of Parliament and Ministers of the Crown abus-
ing positions of trust they occupy. If would be a
lot different if it could be shown that people in
these two categories had made a lot of money on
the side or under the counter as a result of their
actions while they have been in privileged pos-
itions. This Government has failed dismally to
bring any sort of evidence of that sort to the Par-
liament. On those grounds alone, the Bill should
fail.

(Continued on p. 5753.)

5752



[Thursday, 1 December 1983] 55

STANDING COMMITTEE ON GOVERN-
MENT AGENCIES

Report

HON. JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan)
[2.42 p.m.]: Mr President, I seek leave to make a
statement.

The PRESIDENT: It is normal to explain what
the statement is to be about.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I seek leave to pres-
ent a report to the House.

Leave granted.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I have the hon-our to

present the third report of the Standing Com-
mittee on Government Agencies, and I move-

That the report do lie on the Table and be
printed.

The PRESIDENT: I am at a bit of a loss as to
what the honourable member is doing, bearing in
mind we are in the middle of a debate. However,
the House has given the member leave, and as
leave was sought-albeit the basis for his seeking
leave was not explained in any detail, and in my
view it ought to have been-I have no alternative
but to accept that the House has given the mem-
ber leave.

Question put and passed.
The report was tahied (see paper No. 556).

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT (FINANCIAL
INTERESTS) BILL

Second Reading: Defeated

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sit-
ting.

HON. C. C. MacKlNNON (South-West) [2.45
p.m.]: Some interesting speeches have been made
on this Bill and I suppose that everyone could
argue that most of the points have been covered.
If we examine the Bill carefully we must come to
the conclusion that it is one of those fashionable
things Governments are doing these days, but I
will speak more about that a little later.

I suppose that if we were unconscionable
enough, we would be wise to accept this legis-
lation. It seems to be to have been designed to let
everyone out who might have accumulated any
wealth. I suppose it is harsher on those of us who
have been relative failures in the financial stakes.
From my reading of it, it has been carefully de-
signed to ensure that anyone who has accumu-
lated more than the average amount of worldly
goods will be able to avoid making a statement as
to the location and extent of that wealth. How-
ever, it would catch those among us who have a
paucity of such funds, because we would have

very little to declare. One might say that it has
been designed so that we might best fob off the
public. This Bill would be as good a way as any to
do that. Mr Pendal proved that with the lists of
the South Australian members of Parliament. I
examined the lists for the Legislative Council and
the Legislative Assembly of that Parliament.
What earthly good either list would be in deciding
whether a member was on the verge of corruption,
I know not.

What we ought to do when considering this Bill
is refer to the last page of the Minister's speech. I
wonder what Mr Dowding would have made of
this had he been sitting where I am now and I had
been in his seat. I wonder what he would have
said under the present circumstances. Mr Dans
would know precisely to what I am referring and
he would know the habic of that man under the
circumstances. I wonder what capital he would
have made of this legislation.

I-on. D. K. Dans: It is only speculation.
Hon. G. G. MacKINNON: Mr Darts knows

precisely the sort of vituperative comments that
would have flowed from his mouth. But I will say
no more. Perhaps Mr Dans will refer Mr
Dowding to my comments.

The Minister said in his second reading speech
that this will encourage public confidence that
Ministers of Parliament are making decisions for
the public interest and benefit rather than private
gain or personal profit. if this piece of legislation
does that, it is really an insult to the public. The
Minister went on to say that the public will know
when members of Parliament are placed in a con-
flict of interest situation. There ought to be some
sort of examination of the way in which corrup-
tion in Parliament can take place. It is very diffi-
cult, because in what is approaching 30 years of
experience that I have had as a member of Parlia-
ment, I know of no specific instance of corruption
occurring. That really is absolutely amazing.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I am yet to be put to the test.
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: It is an amazing

statement when we consider what has happened in
other parts of the world. Mr Pendal quoted one or
two incidents, but they did not involve financial
matters.

I have. had 12 years' experience as a Minister,
which is a long time and which can be matched
only by the Leader of the Opposition (Mr
O'Connor). In all that time I have overtly been
offered only one bribe, and that was connected
with casinos, a subject which is always likely to
involve this sort of thing.

In no way could a declaration have overcome
that situation. It was suggested that an overseas
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bank account could be opened which could be op-
cratled whenever I went overseas. A sum of money
was suggested that might be placed at my disposal
in the event 1 was not interested. I have always
considered that any bribe must be at least $1
million because it takes $1 million to make a per-
son respectable. 1 have never met a non-respect-
able millionaire. I have not met anyone who has
been prepared to make me a millionaire so I can-
not test my theory.

I can see some sense in this, however, and I
suggest to the Minister that it might be a
worthwhile effort if those persons-there is a way
of defining them-whose positions are liable to
vacation on political grounds, might be put under
some onus to declare their interest by divesting
positions of authority in companies-directorships
and the like. There is some virtue in that.
Strangely enough, even as Minister for Works, in
which position one handres most of the important
tenders that arc put out in this State, one has ex-
tremely limited authority.

I spent six years as Minister for Health-and
that is longer than any other currently serving
member of Parliament has spent in that ca-
paeity.-and only one hospital was built without
reference to the whole range of tender procedures.
That was the original Exmouth Hospital which
was built in very special circumstances and was
excluded from special examination. The people
engaged in building that type of pre-constructed
establishment were satisfied that very good
reasons existed for original tender documents
being neglected and torn up and Readybuilt being
given the contract in order for the hospital to be
built very quickly and also at a reasonable econ-
omic saving.

That was the only time, in all my experience,
that I would have been able, with comparative
ease, to slice a little bit of the cake for my per-
sonal benefit. I can think of no other occasion.
What point is there?

I happened to catch the eye of Mr Piantadosi. I
know that he worked for the water board. At that
level it is possible for a person to move into a
house which has a blockage in the outside main
and to require some work to be done on it. In an
emergency situation the material is perhaps not
accounted for as meticulously as it is at other
times. I know it is possible in those circumstances
for a little bit of extra work to be done.

Hon. S, M. Piantadosi: Did you have some
done?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr Piantadosi
knows better than that.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: I just asked the
question.

Hon. G. C. MacKiNNON: I know the way the
union operates and how closely every Minister
would be watched because unions expect that sort
of thing and watch them like hawks. Mr
Piantadosi's name has been linked to such sugges-
tions and he is well aware of them.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: I have not heard or
them.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The present Minis-
ter has not been linked to such rumours. Those
rumours are easy to start. At that level, as mem-
bers would be well aware, it is a different Matter.
Does it amount to a length of pipe, a sprinkler, or
two or three things like that? Perhaps it is the
bypassing of a Meter, or 2 000 or 3 000 litres of
free water. It is really nothing at all. it is doubtful
that this would occur, but I mentioned it as a
possibility.

This Bill does two things: It insults the
intelligence of the Parliament because it really
has been designed to let out anyone who has made
a success of his private financial affairs to the ex-
tent that his declaration is negligible; secondly, it
insults the public by saying, "That is good enough
to keep them happy; this will encourage public
confidence".

The cessation of members of Parliament talking
about themselves in jocular fashion might do
more good. Most of the stupid jokes around about
members of Parliament emanate from ourselves. I
deplore this habit which suggests that members of
Parliament are corrupt. Strangely enough. I know
of no other place where one has to tell the truth as
meticulously as one does here. The slightest
suggestion that a person is not telling the truth at-
t racts a fa ir a mou nt of com men t-wi tness t he re-
marks of Mr Pendal with regard to Mr Berinson's
second reading speech this afternoon. I know of
no other place where people's opinion has to be
open to the public like Parliament.

When a person has been here for a number of
years he does not bother telling people what he
believes in or what are his views on a certain sub-
ject because they can all be found in H-ansard.
The ordinary person in the street does not have to
make statements about his beliefs on abortion law
reform, the legalisation of marijuana, birth con-
trol, or any other subject. However, in this place
we do. The Profumno scandal was not a matter of
morality; Profurno lied to the Parliament. Mick
Young misled or lied to the Parliament. If mem-
bers of Parliament said and pointed out those
sorts of things more frequently, this sort of face-
saving legislation would not be necessary.
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I repeat: If we want to take the easy way out
we should accept the legislation. I would have to
say I have a share in a house in Bunbury. Per-
haps I would not even declare that. I would just
have to give the addresses 57 Stockley Road,
Bunbury and 87 The Esplanade, South Perth, and
that I have an account with the R & I Bank. I
would not have to say much more.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is after a lifetime of
endeavour.

lHon. G. C. MacKINNON: I am sorry that Mr
Berinson was named inadvertently. I said that
people who are extremely wealthy, for whatever
reason, people who have made a success of their
lives, and who have done very nicely, do rnot have
to list very much.

Hon. J. M. Bcrinson: What do you not have to
list that you think should be listed?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Anything one's
family owns that a member of Parliament has
been able to push off on to them. This could be
organised, particularly by Government members
who knew this legislation was coming. Members
of Parliament could have re-organised their af-
fairs quite speedily.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But you are obliged to list
matters in which you have an interest in a trust
either as trustee or beneficiary.

Hon. G. C. MvacKINNON: In a pretty vague
way.

I-In. J. M. Berinson: In a very direct way.
Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: This legislation

highlights the lack of ability of a number of us
who have been very successful in procuring a fair
and square share of worldly goods. If I were an
elector and I saw one or two names listed with a
host of assets I would say, "By jove, he is a fellow
that I should vote for. He is an extremely success-
ful, capable bloke", whereas I feel if an elector
saw how particularly inept one was at collecting a
fair share of worldly goods, he would say, "My
goodness. I am not going to trust that fellow with
my future".

I think this Bill is more dangerous to those who
class themselves in the inept category. In that
category, on his own admission, I would class the
Premier. He is close to 40-mind you, he has had
a lot of children and they are expensive-but he
puts himself at risk of being classed as inept. It
was his choice that he made up that list. After
having been to war, at his age-he does not have
that excuse-[ admit I was slightly worse off. I
did not have as many children as he has so per-
haps the situation is equal.

The most marked effect of the biggest problems
I have experienced in the field of corruption was
in the 1960s and it involved the battle between the
SP bookies and the TAB. The socialists wanted to
support the private enterprise system of SP
bookies for very good reason, and the Liberal and
Country Party coalition supported the socialist
TAB. The reason the Labor party was supporting
Humphrey and Healy was because it was the time
when multicoloured signs appeared on the elec-
toral scene and were used by the Labor Party.
The signs were paid for by the SP bookies.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: I doubt that.
Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: When the tobacco Bill

was around here there was plenty of money float-
ing around.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is the absol-
ute fact. I fought that election and we won it by
one seat, if members can remember.

Points of Order

HeIn. JOHN WILLIAMS: I find the remark
made by the Hon. Sam Piantadosi most offensive.
Will he produce evidence of proof or withdraw the
remark?

The PRESIDENT: Order! I did not hear the
remark made by the Hon. Sam Piantadosi.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The remark he
made was that when the tobacco Bill was around
here there was plenty of money floating around.

The PRESIDENT: The honourable member
knows that it is out of order to interject and,
further, that it is out of order to interject with an
interjection that is out of order.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: I was clarifying Mr
MacKinnon 's-

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable
member has simply to withdraw the statement.
The honourable member has no opportunity to
make a speech about it. He either withdraws it or
does not withdraw it.

Hon. S. M. PIANTADOSI: May I clarify my
remark?

The PRESIDENT: Order! No.
Hon. S. Mv. PIANTADOSI: I withdraw my re-

mark.
Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: My point of order, Mr

President, is that if Mr Piantadosi's statement is
out of order, so is Mr MacKinnon's statement al-
leging that the ALP had signs paid for by the SP
bookies.

The PRESIDENT: The honourable member
knows that statements about members Of Parlia-
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ment are out of order. Statements and comments
about organisations are not out of order.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: We belong to that organis-
ationl.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is no point of
order.

Debate Resumed

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: My First election
campaign was paid for by Stewart Bovell, now Sir
Stewart Bovell. There is nothing wrong with mak-
ing statements like that. It does not make me or
Sir Stewart Bovell corrupt.

I took part in the 1959 election when we de-
feated the Hawke Government by one seat, and
that was when the multicoloured posters appeared
for the First time. They were used primarily by the
Labor Party and were paid for by the SP book-
makers.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: You do not know that.
Hon. 0. C. MacKiNNON: I do know that, and

I know who paid for mine. There was nothing cor-
rupt about that, either. What I arm pointing out is
the great danger of corruption in politics today,
and that organisations are, in fact, taking over.

There have been dangers of that sort of moral
corruption in many parts of the world where pol-
itical groups have been taken over by one form or

a nother. The campaign in regard to whales was
an example of that. I know that the campaign
concerning kangaroos verges on that sort of press-
ure. This is one area to which we should be ad-
dressing ourselves.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Is it really corruption of a
pressure group to take its efforts to the point of
membership and therefore that membership influ-
ences. a political party?

Hon. G. C. MacKlNNON: It is a difficult
point.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is a different point.

Hon. G. C. MacICINNON: It probably is, but
the point I am making is that possibilities of cor-
ruption in the course of events within a State or
nation by corrupting particular members of Par-
liament is not in itself remote.

This is the second experience that Mr Berinson
has had as a Minister, and with the exception of
Mr Davies he has had more experience than any-
one else in his party. He must know by now the
limitations placed upon him to take unilateral ac-
tion to use his influence to make a course
available for someone else's problems. The situ-
ation is difficult and extremely remote, and this
legislation would not affect it one iota.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: It seems to worry memn-
bers opposite, though.

Several members interjected.
Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: You make accusations

about members in the past, but you are still
worried about it.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The Hon. Sam

Piantadosi is not experienced enough to realise
that because we debate a matter at great length.
it does not necessarily mean we have anything to
hide or anything to lose. That is quite beside the
point. I have no fear about making disclosures.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order?
Hon. 0. C. MacKIN NON: I repeat that I am

of the point of view that if it were possible to run
this House in camera, Mr Berinson would say
that this is a good measure and it has been tail-
ored so that it gets the Government off the hook
with the public-

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Are you saying that the
New South Wales Government also did that?

Hon. G. C. MacI NNON: -so let us go along
with it,

Hon. J. MY. Bierinson: Do you say the same
thing about the House of Commons and the
United States Congress?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: There are marked
differences, but Mr Pendal pointed out carefully,
with meticulous attention to detail, that these
things have not stopped any of the scandals that
have occurred-the scandals in the UK were not
stopped.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: There is a problem there,
we do not know the ones that have been stopped.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! For goodness sake,

honourable members ought to know that they
have to conform to the rules of this House. If any
members want to have a private debate on their
own there are plenty of facilities within the build-
ing for them to do so. They are certainly not en-
titled to do it sitting on the backbenches. There is
only one member of Parliament addressing the
House at the moment, and that is the Hon. G. C.
MacKinnon.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I think at some
time someone should tell members of Parliament
about utterances made in crossfire. They are ac-
tionable just as if they were made outside.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
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Hon. G. C. MacKiNNON: I wonder if, when
the Minister replies, as he ultimately will, he will
explain to us the procedures which will take place
where a member of the House wilfully contra-
venes the clause and has imposed upon him a fine
which may be $2 000, or he may have his seat de-
clared vacant, and so on. Could the Attorney
General make a statement? If, for instance, I re-
fused to declare, or deliberately left out the
ownership of some Property, would my colleagues
and fellow Liberals be expected to vote against
me and determine whether I would be fined $5 or
$2 000?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You are referring to the
contempt provision?

Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: Would the decision
on that be made outside or here?

Hon. J1 M. Berinson: Here.
Hon. 6. C. MacKINNON: Perhaps the At-

torney General could quote the Standing Orders
under which it would be done. I am rather
interested. I have suggested that this is rather an
innocuous piece of paper written to protect the
very rich. We might be wise to accept it, because
it will not go away; it will come back and we may
have a worse measure. I would like to know what
will be the procedures and how we will fine each
other in the case of someone committing an of-
fence.

I notice that the Bill states that income is that
classified for inclusion in the Income Tax Assess-
ment Act. I take it that things like repatriation
pensions and workers' compensation payments are
noi included. One can obtain workers' compen-
sation payments if one was injured before coming
into Parliament. That would not be a source of in-
come.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Are you looking to the
possibility of workers' compensation payments
being made to the member while he is a member
of Parliament?

Hion. G. C. MacKINNON: Say a man had lost
an arm or a leg, or was a repatriation patient as I
am. I am not the only such patient in this House.
Those payments are not excluded. They are not
specifically excluded because of this Bill being in-
come in accordance with the Income Tax Assess-
ment Act.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That answers the
question.

Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: Under the Income
Tax Assessment Act one can exclude everything
received, or it can be included and then deducted
in a different part. One can include all one's elec-
toral allowances, and then send in receipts of ex-

penditure. If one's electoral allowance is $10 000
and the expenditure is $15000, one can either
show an electoral allowance of $10 000 tax free,
or show that as income and submit receipts for
$15 000. Do I make myself clear? In this case one
would have a bigger deduction.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Workers' compensation
and most pensions are assessable income.

Hon. G, C. MacK INNON: They would have to
be counted?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Yes.
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Things like a re-

patriation pension would not?
Hon. J. M. Berinson: My understanding is that

that is assessable.
Hon. G. C. MacK INNON: It is not assessable.

I repeat, if I may, that having had experience as a
private member of Parliament-I am now en-
tering my seventh year since 1956 as a private
member in opposition-I must admit that I can
understand why private members of Parliament
find this quite unnecessary.

The public have an idea that a member of Par-
liament has the ability to influence any sort of ex-
penditure, any sort of beneficial contract. The
quicker the public are disabused of this
impression the better, because I do not think a
private member has any influence there at all- tf
there is any necessity for this legislation it should
be directed at the executive, or at those people
who are appointed on political grounds, those who
have some sort of influence.

We would be infinitely better off if a more
meaningful list of assets and interests of members
of Parliament were kept in a confidential place
where someone could keep an eye on it. For in-
stance, a committee of the House. a committee at-
tached to the Chief Justice, or a committee at-
tached to some person who is beyond suspicion
would be infinitely better than a comparatively
meaningless list here which is open to the public.

I believe this legislation is purely and simply a
sop and will not be effective in what it purports to
do. My objection is that it is not effective and it
ought to be a tougher piece of legislation. In order
to satisfy the other side of it, it should not be open
to the ordinary, rude curiosity of anyone who
wants to seek it. It should be available to a com-
mittee. and if anyone has an inquiry he should be
referred to that committee. That would be more
effective. It is for those reasons that I have every
intention to vote against the Bill.

HON. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South) [3.18
p.mn.]: The suggestion of the disclosure of
financial interests of members has been around
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for a long time. I have always been a little appre-
hensive about it. I have always thought that one's
Financial assets should be one's own business and
not put together for collective public scrutiny. All
the things one does in private life are under a
certain amount of scrutiny, anyway.

I have looked at the legislation produced in
other States and some of the declarations. They
always rather amuse me. One member has read
out a list of interests, including such things as
pubs, agricultural societies, and the like; I recall a
member in Victoria declaring the companies in
which he had shares. He must have been a billion-
aire if he had had significant interests in all the
companies he listed. If he had had one or two
shares in any one of those companies, he could
probably have had something to the tune of
$10000.

Perhaps he could have had a life insurance pol-
icy with the AMP which would give him the
ability to declare he had an interest in all those
companies. Having made that declaration, what
does it mean? If I were to list every company in
Australia in my declaration, what would it mean?.
The only aspect I can see about it is that I could
be charged with having made a false declaration
because someone might prove I did not have an
interest in some of those companies. That is the
hazard I see, rather than any other hazard.

I wonder where the hang-up is in respect of the
necessity to have declarations. I would have
thought if it was within our own community it
would be on the side of (he ALP. No-one has ever
made remarks or representations to me to the ef-
Fect that members of Parliament should disclose
their interests. Wc on this side of the House feel a
need exists for business to be represented in the
Parliament, and it has been beneficial to have suc-
cessful businessmen in the House. However, I be-
lieve members opposite do not share that view.
They are a little suspicious about the academics
taking over the party which is meant to be for the
workers and they are also very suspicious about
anyone who is successful in business suddenly be-
coming influential in the ALP.

It is probably the rank and file of the unions
which want to see this legislation passed so that
they can use it to jockey their way into the Parlia-
ment.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: You have a very
fertile imagination.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Are you getting
worried about your tenancy in this place?

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Not in this re-
gard. because somehow or other before the last
election I was branded by the Press as a million-

aire. I think it was apropos my seeking superant-
nuation if I left the Parliament. Anyway, some-
how or other, I was said to be a millionaire.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: The Attorney feels for you!
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: During the elec-

tion campaign that was used extensively against
me and yet at the election my vote increased by
10 per cent! The only thing that worries me is, if
disclosure ever becomes necessary, My vote might
go down by 20 per cent when it is proved that 1
am really quite a common sort of guy! However, I
do not see any fear on our side of the Parliament
or any evidence from our supporters for such
legislation.

It is rather interesting that if Alan Bond de-
cided he would like to enter Parliament to rep-
resent either side of the House-I am sure both
sides would like to have him as a candidate, be-
cause he would be quite a useful one-it would be
practically impossible for him to comply with this
sort of legislation. Certainly it would frighten off
these sorts of people who feel they might like to
enter Parliament.

We do hear the public saying, "We want better
people in Parliament. We want those who are suc-
cessful in something. We want people who are
successful itn the business world. After all, you are
handling billions of dollars". They are quite right.
How many members of Parliament have ever em-
ployed anyone? We are strong on teachers and
union representation and we have one or two
farmers, but, generally speaking, the majority of
people here have been on salaries most of their
lives. They have never really had any idea about
working in the business world and paying some of
the taxes which are imposed here. I am talking
about both sides of the House now.

We used to have a lot more business people on
this side of the House, but I believe now the
money is on the Opposition side of the Chamber.
I am sufficiently realistic to know that both sides
of the House will be in power at some time and I
am pleased the Labor Party has representatives
who have worked in business and have been suc-
cessful. I hope this legislation does not frighten
them out of the Parliament, because I think that
is what it is designed to do.

It is very disappointing that we, as a Parlia-
ment, particularly in this Chamber where we
know members' backgrounds, have very littie ex-
perience in the real world of employment. I was
rather interested in something which has come to
my attention. It came to me from the Albany Re-
tail Traders' Association. It refers to the details of
a seminar on the difficulties facing business,
which was held in Mandurab recently.
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One of the aspects of the document which
caught my attention was a remark about the
significance of small business. The report said
that there were 400 000 small businesses op-
erating in Australia or which approximately
35 000 were based in this State. It indicated that,
of the business enterprises in Australia, 93 per
cent employed less than 10 people. It went on to
say that the small business sector in this State is
the largest single employer, employing 42 per cent
of the work force.

I have an idea that the Government employs
over 50 per cent of people, so it just makes one re-
alise how significant this is and yet how little rep-
resentation that group receives in Parliament. The
document goes on to say-

The importance of the small business sec-
tor to the State's economy is unquestionable
and goes a long way beyond simply the pro-
vision of employment opportunities.

It continues-
One of the reasons the small business sec-

tor in this State has railed to exercise its
right effectively, to present its view to
Governments or the day in respect of its own
welfare and its vested interest, is the frag-
mentation of the sector itself.

I believe it is not the fragmentation of the sector
itself, but rather its lack of representation in this
place. For your benefit, Sir, I point out I was
quoting the words or none other than the Deputy
Premier or this State (Mr Bryce).

This legislation will frighten members out of
this House. Why should certain people in this
House have to race a hazard different from the
rest of the members of the Chamber? It is easy
for a person who has been on salary all of his life
to come in here and, as the Hon. Graham
MacKinnon has stated, probably has to do little
more than declare the house he owns and the
mortgage on it.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What is difficult about
declaring what one has?

Hon. 0). J1. WORDSWORTH: However, in the
ease or a member like the Hon. Tom Knight who
is in business, it is rather more difficult. We are
lucky to have people like the Hon. Tom Knight in
this House who have given up their business
interests to come in here and share their knowl-
edge and experience. 1 do not think the Hon. Tom
Knight would be embarrassed if I said he had sold
his business interests and put the money into real
estate. He has to declare all of this in this House
and should he inadvertently sell one portion of it
and buy another without indicating that in the
register, he could be accused of being dishonest

and endeavouring to mislead people and we could
fine him. He faces a bigger hazard by being a
member of this House than another person who
does not have investments.

This is particularly the case in respect of a per-
son who puts his money into shares. His share
portfolio will change quite regularfy and yet
somehow or other it is meant to be of some ben-
efit to this House to know where he has his
shares. At best the register will only indicate
where he has them as at 30 June, but they could
change the next day.

Hon. Graham Edwards: I do not mind telling
people the shares I have.

H-on. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I am not
referring to a particular side of the House-, I am
referring to members of Parliament. What good
will that information be if the person changes his
shareholding the next day? It will not do anyone
any goad: it is just a nosey parker thing. I guess
that The Bulletin might run a story on it by
Pie rpont, the person who writes an article every
week about how certain people have gone with
their shareholdings. 1 suppose someone will write
about Mr Berinson when he declares his
shareholdings.

Hon. J. M. Becrinson: It will be a short article.
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: It will probably

be worth a page of The Bulletin.

Hon. J. MI. Derinson: I also do not bet on
horses.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: That is an
interesting comment because it leads me to my
next remark. It is a pity we do not still have many
members carrying on some sort of business while
remaining members of Parliament. We have be-
come professional members of Parliament; we
give our time to the job and seldom are we
involved in outside activities. I think we are
poorer for not having the benefit of that outside
knowledge.

It would not take someone long to become an
investor on the Stock Exchange. All members
have the opportunity to do that, as do members
have the opportunity to bet on horses. It is quite
reasonable that a member of Parliament have a
portfolio of shares, which I am sure would not
cause anyone concern in regard to the activities of
the member in the Parliament. Yet all these
things must be disclosed under this legislation.
Quite frankly, it is unnecessary and it will be of
little benefit to anyone.

I have always abhorred such legislation,
although this legislation does not worry me. I will
fill in the form, although I admit that when 1 was

5759



5760 COUNCIL)

a little more enterprising I had a bigger debt
structure than I have today. Under this Bill I
would have to disclose those sorts of details.

We must face the fact that at any time some-
one has a mortgage on anything the details of it
have to be put in the Government Gazette. There
could not be anything more common than chat. It
is not difficult to determine a person's assets. One
needs only to search a shire rate book to determine
whether someone owns land, and then only to go
to the Titles Office and pay his 50 cents to find out
about the mortgage on the title. The Press are
accustomed to doing this sort of thing. Just re-
cently an article appeared about the 20 richest
men in Australia.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: 1 notice you didn't get in.
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I did not reach

that category. Perhaps we can blame ourselves for
such things, but the point remains that people are
able to research our affairs. If anyone wants to
check on a member in order to argue that the
member has been influenced by something, that
research can be done. But am I a lesser member if
I have some BHP shares and I am voting on a
matter that concerns BHP or one of its competi-
tors?

It is difficult to say what can be done with the
information obtained. Will a shareholding of mine
disenfranchise my electors when it comes to my
voting on matters. We all know what we are
biased on in this House. When one lives as close
as one does with others over long hours these af-
fairs are known. We all know fairly well what
others are on about. If we do niot there are enough
people in the community who will write to our op-
ponents to tell them about our affairs anyway.
Little benefit can be gained in having disclosures,
because little can be done with the information.

I am glad that by this legislation a person
would not have to disclose the financial interests
of his spouse. I purposely did not use the word
"wife" because it might have made at least one
member correct me. Nowadays one's partner
should be allowed to carry out business if the
partner so desires without having that business
bandied around and made public. But this should
not occur just because someone is married to a
member of Parliament. For example, I am sure
the businesswoman who has just married Mr Pea-
cock, a woman who has been carrying on
business on her own account for some time ,should not have to disclose everything she has
done or obtained because she has married a mem-
ber of Parliament. If we do those sorts of things
we will end up with everyone taking on de facto
relationships, although I did notice in the Bill that

it goes into de facto relationships and bastard
children. Certainly the Bill includes some detail
on such matters but I am glad that a member's
wife will not be covered by the legislation.

It is interesting that some of the greatest op-
ponents of this Bill are members' wives. I think
they put up with enough at times being married to
a member of Parliament. We spend time enough
away from them, especially if we have a country
electorate. We keep odd hours and sometimes
come home at 6 o'clock in the morning. Often we
are not available to take our wives to functions to
which they would otherwise be able to go if we
were not members of Parliament. It would be em-
barrassing for a wife to have to declare her
interests and possibly reveal (hat she does not own
her own home.

Kon. S. M. Piantadosi: It might be embarrass-
ing for quite a few.

Hon. G, E. Masters: You don't mean that.
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: A person should

not have to dislose such details. If a member does
not own his own home he would have to disclose
that fact, and certainly would have to disclose the
debts on the home.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Would you be embar-
rassed?

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Is the Minister
intent on just asking questions after just coming
into this Chamber?

Hon. Peter Dowding: I have been listening on
the loudspeaker.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I thought I had

been making as many confessions as Mr Burke.
As I was saying before I was interrupted I know
that in discussions with other members I have
learnt that the wives of members are unhappy
about this legislation, and those comments are not
coming necessarily from the wives of members
who have a number of assets. It probably comes
mainly from those who have the least assets. I re-
iterate that my electors are the ones who deter-
mine whether I am eligible to come to this place.
In country areas no doubt exists about that.
Hundreds of people know the value of my farm
within $50 000.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Your house has been
mentioned in the Press-$l million.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, There are
always enough people in the community to make
information available should it be required or
should a controversy arise.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: The Bill doesn't worry
you then?
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Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: It would not
worry me personally to fill the form in.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: Well, do you support
the Bill?

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I do not believe
it will achieve anything except to embarrass quite
a few people.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: I am sure it will.
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: It will embar-

rass them not necessarily by disclosing what they
have, but rather by disclosing what they do not
have. I do not see any benefit in the Bill.

I refer now to gifts. The provision in the Bill
has rather amused me because it refers to the dec-
laration of gifts worth more than $500. In my ive
years in Cabinet I received a Dinky toy; it was a
truck from the Scania truck company. When I
opened their complex I was given a calculator.
When seeking land south of Perth that well known
Japanese character who is building a tourist resort
for Mr Bjelke- Petersen gave me a calculator.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: It was a waste of live years.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: These are the
sorts of bribes that have been bandied around
Ministers in Western Australia, so it really is
quite a joke to note that one has to declare a gift
which is worth more than $500.

The area of travel gifts concerns me. Ministers
do not usually have to pay for their overseas tours,
anyway and this Bill does not require a member's
wife to declare her trip if she receives such a ben-
efit. The legislation makes a joke of that area
also.

On the more practical side one has only to look
at the letter members of Parliament received
asking whether they would like to subscribe to a
travel magazine and save more than $500 on any
trip overseas. Is that an example of a gift? This
proposal could place a member in an embarrass-
ing position. One could be able to obtain the ben-
efit of a $500 discount on a trip and it could be
the subject of debate in this House. For example I
may use my travelling allowance, and the dis-
count may be more than $500 for a fare between
Perth and Hong Kong.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But it has to be a contri-
bution. You appear to be talking about a dis-
count.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Is it a return fare?

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Mr Piantadosi is prepared
to offer a $1 000 discount, One way.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Bribery again!

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: It could be ar-
gued that it is a gift from the airline. This could
cause some embarrassment because a member
could be caught out if he did not disclose it. The
matter could be made the. subject of a debate and
a member may be embarrassed on purpose in this
House.

A member could be caught out because he had
taken a cheaper flight on a trip overseas or per-
haps may have forgotten to put something in the
disclosure.

I would like the Minister to say how this legis-
lation would affect someone who is carrying on a
business. I do not hide the fact that I am a farmer
and I am carrying on the business of farming. I
believe my electors like to have someone in this
place who is carrying on a business because he
can understand the difficulties that they face in a
rural area.

I am not sure whether I am expected to declare
my debtors and creditors or how many debits and
credits I have. I would not be worried about
declaring this information; my concern is that
someone may make a mistake in his declaration
and it could embarrass him. I think this legis-
lation will discourage business people from
coming to this place.

IHon. J. M. Berinson: Is there any evidence that
this has happened anywhere else?

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: This is the
Government's legislation; I do not know -what has
happened elsewhere.

Hon. J. Mv. Berinson: This is in line with the
provisions in New South Wales and other States.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I have not had
the experience to know whether it is in line with
other States. Mr Pendal has given the example of
scandals and other matters and the information
proved useless. I cannot see any reason for this in-
formation being made available. Perhaps the only
thing to the Government's benefit is that this has
been done in other countries-for example,
England and the United States-and in other
States in Australia. However, I do not know that
it makes politicians more honest; perhaps, it will
make more politicians more dishonest because
they will try to wend their way around all the con-
ditions.

This information has obviously been designed
not to embarrass any Minister or the Crown.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is not designed to em-
barrass anyone.

Hon. D. i. WORDSWORTH: When a Minis-
ter takes up his appointment he gets rid of his
business activities and usually does not hold
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shares. Other Ministers would not like to see him
making a quick buck anyway because their repu-
tation as Ministers and the reputation of the
Cabinet as a whole would be at risk. Certainly,
the Premier takes an interest in what his Minis-
ters hold because he would not like to think that
any of them are taking something on the quiet.

All of us in this House are biased in some way;
I am certainly biased about the rural industry of
the south of this State. Some members of the
Government are biased about the trade union
movement; they are far more biased than would
be a person who has some BHP shares. For those
reasons I have difficulty in supporting this legis-
lation.

Sitting suspended from 3.46 to 4.00 p.m.

lHON. V. J. FERRY (South-West) [4.00 p.m.]:
The Sill before the House contains a useless prop-
osition, in my view. It is really a hollow sham.

During the course of the debate, the Opposition
has exposed the Bill's weaknesses and fallacies.
The Bill presupposes that all members are either
crooks or potential crooks. Obviously, that is com-
pletely false because it has been proved that there
has been no case that we can recollect of malprac-
tice being perpetrated by members of Parliament
that would warrant this sort of legislation.

It seems to me that the Government is trying to
present itself as the white knight in the eyes of the
public. It is trying to dress up all members of Par-
liament in shining armour-squeaky clean, if one
likes-to say, "Look, we have checked the mem-
bers. There is no way they will be corrupt",
notwithstanding the fact that no legislation will
stop corrupt action. Human nature, being as it is,
cannot be changed by legislation.

The Bill is absolute nonsense. It does not de-
serve to be on the Statutes of Western Australia,
and I find it difficult to support. I say that be-
cause, having read and studied the Bill, I believe
that it is likely to cause more contradictions, un-
certainties, and doubts than it hopes to cure. It is
creating a situation rather than doing what it sets
out to do.

I am intrigued, as I have been during the course
of the session, that the Government's sponsoring
this Sill is projecting it as a wonderful move on
the Government's part. Accordingly, the Bill must
have the full support of Government members, yet
we have had only the Minister's speech when he
introduced the Bill. No other member of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party has contributed in any way,
except for animated conversations around the
Chamber which, of course, are not in the best
interests of the workings of this House.

It is a shame that this House does not have the
benefit of a proper contribution from ALP mem-
bers on this and other matters. If they consider it
to be a worthy measure-obviously they support
it-surely it is not asking too much for them to
make a second reading contribution. We would be
grateful to have the benefit of their experience.

Hon. Kay Hallahan interjected.
Hon. V. J. FERRY: I seem to hear another ani-

mated conversation. I invite members of the ALP
to contribute to this debate, if they consider it to
be so important. Obviously it is worthy of their
contribution.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: Members of the
Government or the ALP?

Hon. V. J. FERRY: The Government and the
ALP are one and the same. Members opposite are
not prepared to rise to their feet. If they do rise, I
will congratulate them for their contributions. I
look forward to the benefit of their opinions. I
would not like to think they were denied that op-
portunity by being caucused. That is terribly un-
fair. If they are allowed to rise, I would be
interested to hear their contributions.

HON. 1. C. PRATT (Lower West) [4.06 p.m.]:
I regard this Bill, as the Hon. Victor Ferry just
stated, as an empty shell. It serves no purpose
other than to enable the Government to be seen to
be doing something.

When the Government was in Opposition, it
started screaming for a Bill to disclose the private
interests of members of Parliament. My memory
is that it began some 10 years ago. Certain mem-
bers of the Australian Labor Party became ob-
sessed by the need to try to paint members of the
then Government as corrupt, and they attacked
them and their families. The present deputy
leader in another place was one of the prime
movers in that regard. In the Parliament, under
parliamentary privilege, he made all sorts of as-
sertions. of course, members in the other place
were not game to make those assertions outside
parliamentary privilege although, I understand,
they did considerable research, endeavouring un-
successfully to justify the charges they made. The
reason they were unsuccessful was that the
charges could not be justified.

The charges were put to a test by a journalist
whose name, unfortunately, was Pratt. Graham
Pratt was no relation of mine. I did not know him
at the time, but I have since come to know him as
quite a good chef. He later owned a seafood res-
taurant at Mandurah, at which I dined on many
occasions. The meals there were very good. Un-
fortunately, Graham's journalism was not quite
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up to the standard of his cooking, as far as certain
members of the then Opposition were concerned.

The then Government decided to check the al-
legations, and they were vindicated completely.
There was just no substance to the charges that
were made public, and there was no substance to
the charges that had been made in the Parliament
by members of the ALP who were trying to estab-
lish that some form of corruption existed.

At that time, the Australian Labor Party
started screaming for public disclosure of mem-
bers' interests. It is interesting to recall that at
that time they were also calling for the public dis-
closure of the interests of members' families. My,
haven't things changed? The call for the disclos-
ure of the interests of members' families does not
appear in the legislation now put forward. I will
not go into the reason for that; but it is easy for us
to establish in our own minds why the ALP does
not want the business affairs of members' families
to be published.

As far as rmy own position is concerned, I have
no problems about having my interest published. I
am happy to reveal, to the House that I own a
house on which I have a small mortgage, and I
own a block of land that involves me in a small
personal loan. If we were to extend the question to
my family, my wife owns a block of land, and a
small amount of equipment of some value that she
retains from a business in which she was formerly
involved. Nothing in that could be construed as
involving me in being influenced in my decisions
in this House.

As Mr Masters said by way of interjection, I
object strongly to being made by a Government,
for no better purpose than to try to justify the
filthy muckraking it was involved in 10 years ago,
to disclose-

Several members interjected.
I-on. 1. G. PRATT: And so were the actions of

the people involved. If members read Hansard
they will see the position. I object to being forced
to disclose that, for no better reason than to try to
provide some justification for the filthy muck-
raking exercise the ALP was involved in 10 years
ago.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: Is what you said in
H-ansard?

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: It is on the record in
Hansard and it is also in the legal records of the
State in respect of the court action which took
place which proved this.

Several members interjected.
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: The member has been

interjecting because he is not allowed to speak.

H-e has been asking members on this side of the
House whether they are worried because they
have something to hide. I do not have anything to
hide and I do not believe any members on this
side of the House have anything to hide, so per-
haps he will get up and speak.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. 1. C. PRATT: Perhaps the member might

tell us why he supports the Bill. Perhaps he might
be able to explain that it is not an empty shell and
that it has some purpose.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order-! I am not going to

tolerate any of this crossfire from members who
are not addressing the Chair. I ask members to
cease this continual unruly behaviour. It is behav-
iour such as this which ultimately leads to some-
one saying something that is eventually requested
to be withdrawn. I ask members not to allow
themselves to be drawn into these sorts of situ-
a tions.

There is an opportunity for everyone to make
reasonable interjections and I would suggest that
nobody can accuse the Chair of this House of en-
deavouring to prevent reasonable interjections
being made. However, when the interjections be-
come personal and controversial it is moy intention
to insist that they stop or to take some action.

Paint of Order

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Are you discriminating
against the backbench because every other time
you have named the backbenh-

The PREStDENT: Order! The member knows
there is no point of order. He also knows there is
absolutely no foundation in the comment he has
just made.

Debate Resumed

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: Before my speech was
interrupted by thc point of order, I was making
the point that I have no personal reason, as far as
my own involvement or assets are concerned, to
object to any interests I have being made public.
In fact I stated the assets I have, modest as they
may be. But I said that I objected most strongly-
to being required by law to make such a state-
ment, although I am prepared to do it voluntarily,
purely and simply for the purpose of allowing the
ALP to be seen to be doing something which
justifies the muckraking in which it involved itself
10 years ago. That muckraking outside this House
in the next election went to the distribution of un-
signed pamphlets alleging the same corrup-
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tion that they were trying to establish. Those
pamphlets were distributed around electorates
during the next election. They were unsigned and
the name of the printer was not included. It was
interesting to see the areas in which they were dis-
tributed.

In answer to the interjections, unruly as they
were, that were made on my speech-

Hon. Lyla Elliott: If they were unsigned, how
did you know the ALP was responsible?

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: I would be happy to hear
the people who are interjecting get up and explain
why this Bill is no better than an empty shell, be-
cause they cannot explain that any more than
they can substantiate those trumped-up alle-
gations-allegations they made under parliamen-
tary privilege, and which were then repeated in an
unsigned pamphlet.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: You are doing that
now.

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: I wish the gentleman
would learn something about what we are doing
in this place.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: You alleged that the
ALP distributed pamphlets which were not signed
by the printer.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I do not know
whether the member is deliberately defying the
Chair. I take it that he is not, but if he continues I
shall have no alternative but to assume that he is
intent on defying the Chair. I ask him not to pro-
ceed when I call for order.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The same applies to

the Hon. Philip Lockyer.
Hon. 1. 6. PRATT: I said that the allegations

were made under pariiamentary privilege, that
they were unfounded muckraking, and that is a
fact that can be substantiated by reference to
both Hansard and the record of the court case
which followed eventually. I said that they were
repeated in an unsigned pamphlet which did not
bear the name of the printer and which was dis-
tributed at the iiext election, and that is a fact.

Some members in this place like to interject
without First listening to what is being said. I did
not say that the pamphlets were printed by the
ALP. It is up to members to form their own as-
sumptions as to who printed the pamphlets, but
they contained-

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: You did.
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: -exactly the same content

as the allegations that were made by members of
the ALP in this place.

If any member wishes to suggest that the fact
that I have said they were repeated in the pam-
phlet means that I said they were printed by the
ALP, I suggest he learn something about the
English language, because it is not the same and I
am entitled to say they were repeated in the pam-
phlet. That is what I did say and that is what hap-
pened. It is fact.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: Muckraking!
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: It was disgusting muck-

raking.
Hon. S. Mv. Piantadosi: By you. You are doing

that now.
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: What a funny attitude

some people have. I am muckraking because I am
giving this House an account of what the ALP did
10 years ago! If that is the member's
interpretation of muckraking, I am not going to
waste time on him.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: You denied that a few
minutes ago.

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: We have the same thing
again. The member does not listen and then he
interjects. I said that the ALP carried out that at-
tack in Parliament. 1 did not say that it printed
the pamphlet, but I said quite truthfully, and it
can be substantiated, that the content was re-
peated and if Mr Piantadosi wants to keep
interjecting on me, making me repeat those facts
over and over again, I am quite happy to do so. I
am quite happy, as someone said, to stand here
until Christmas and do it. That is a threat which
has been used in the past by the ALP. I am quite
happy to do that, because I am repeating facts
that can be substantiated.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I hope you are not talking
about a self-fulfilling prophecy in respect of
Christmas.

Hon. L. G. PRATT: If we are looking at what
this Bill does-

Hon. Graham Edwards: It would be nice for
you to do that for a change.

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: It would be nice for some
of the interjecting members to make a speech
rather than to make fatuous interjections.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: Perhaps their party does

not trust them to stand up and make speeches.

Hon. G. E. Masters: I don't think they really
believe the Bill themselves.

Several members interjected.
Hon. 1. G3. PRATT: If we look at what this Bill

does, we see it actually invites corruption. I do not
know of any circumstances where members of
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Parliament in this State have been corrupt in
their actions to do with any influence they may or
may not have in Parliament, and I hope that situ-
ation would never exist; but if this Bill does any-
thing, it invites that sort of corruption. It invites
anyone who might be inclined to be involved in
some corrupt practice to launder their assets
through family and business connections, because
it pays no attention at all to what may be hap-
pening in relation to one's family or to a member
of that family's business connections. If anyone
were going to involve himself in a corrupt prac-
tice, he would have to be a pretty foolish person to
do it through his own bank account.

The legislation would say to any future member
of this Parliament to go away and organise his af-
fairs through his family or his family's associates
because under this legislation nothing could be
done about his taking that course. I do not relate
that comment to members in this place now be-
cause I know they would not do anything as stu-
pid as this Bill tries to stop.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But he would break the
law if he did not indicate his beneficial interests in
any of these arrangements.

Hon. 1. 6. PRATT: That comment shows how
superfluous the Government's whole approach to
this Bill is. If somebody wanted to be crooked, as
Mr MacKinnon pointed out, he would just do so
through his son, daughter, cousin or whoever. The
money could be returned to him as a gift from the
family because nothing in this Bill stops such
gifts. The Bill is an invitation to corruption.

As I have said, I hope that no member now in
this Parliament would involve himself in these
corrupt sorts of practices, but the invitation it
presents is made by the fact that a member may
be shown to be in financial difficulties. If a mem-
ber were in severe financial difficulties he may be
subject to corruption by financial pressure. H-e
may have considerable debts listed in his declar-
ation under this Bill, and I assume that if some-
body felt it was in his interests to try to corrupt a
member of Parliament he would decide that the
first member to approach is the one who has the
most debt because he would be the most likely to
succumb to the financial pressure. Again that in-
dicates this Bill is an invitation to corruption.

H-on'. i. MC Berinson: Have you considered pro-
posed section 13 which excludes a liability to list
debts to banks and similar organisatiops which
might lend a member money in the ordinary
course of business? It would be only the unusual
sort of debt on very special terms that would come
to require registration.

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: A person in severe
financial difficulties may take unusual moves to
get out of those difficulties. I have only a small
mortgage on my home and would not be the sort
of person anyone would try to corrupt because
there is no need for me to be corrupt. But some-
body who has to go out into the marketplace and
really look for money is the person who under the
Bill would be required to make a declaration of
that type of loan. He would not be getting the
money through the usual methods.

A member of Parliament is entitled to civil
rights just the same as anyone else is in this com-
munity. While I have told the House of my
meagre assets I must object to some stickybeak
having the right through an Act of Parliament to
know what my assets are any more than he should
have the right to know what are the assets of my
milkman or the man who is driving the grader to
fix the road outside my house. Do we not have
rights as members of Parliament? Do we not have
privacy? Do members of Parliament cease to be
citizens upon their appointment?

If we pass this Bill we will degrade our pos-
itions compared with the positions of other citi-
zens. We should not do that, and the people who
elected us to this place would not expect us to do
so. Not one person has asked me to support this
Bill or has said he believes my assets should be
disclosed. One person did go to my office and say
that somebody was accusing me of corruption.
When I chased down the cause I found it was
thought I had an involvement in a piece of land
subdivided at Armadale in which the person mak-
ing the accusation had bought a block.

He had the wrong member of Parliament, and
in any case no corruption had occurred. The land
had been owned by the Dawkins family, and had
been bought and subdivided by a company. Some-
how a mix-up occurred. As I was a member of
Parliament representing Armadale it was thought
the land had belonged to me, and that there must
have been something crooked in the deal. The
matter was sorted out by my explanation to the
gentleman who made the accusation. I am not like
another type of gentleman in this place who
threatens to sue anyone who opens his mouth
against him. An apology was sufficient.

That was the only time corruption was men-
tioned in my office, and certainly it has never
been mentioned by any of my electors, who can
believe no corruption exists in the representation
they receive. They believe that their members of
Parliament should not be subject to the type of
degradation to be imposed by this Bill.

5765



5766 (COUNCIL]

This is an empty Bill; it is nothing more than an
attempt by the Labor Party to justify the at-
tempts of some 10 years ago to try to be seen to
be doing something, but what it is trying to do
will not work. The only result will be to degrade
the rights of members of Parliament as citizens.I
oppose the Bill.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [4.26
p.m.J: To put those who will wish to interject out
of their misery I inform them now I will oppose
this Bill We do not need to have interjections. I
will put some ideas to the Attorney which have
not yet been put to him. I ask those who will wish
to make inane interjections to keep quiet.

Hon. J. NI. Berinson: That is not a very good
way of ensuring no interjections,

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I read with amusement the
Premier's comments about his assets, and after-
wards I referred to the Bill again and found that
any member can disclose assets at will. He had
declared his Five children and one on the way.
However, I indicate to him that he may well see
those assets turn into liabilities as they grow and
his costs increase.

This Bill is designed for what reason I do not
know. It is designed to keep businessmen out of
Parliament.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You just said you did not
know.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am speculating. It is de-
signed to help certain people, those who have
property such as paintings and jewellery. As I
understand the provisions of the Bill no declar-
ation will be made of such property. The Attorney
could have a Rembrandt and would not have to
declare his ownership of it; he could put his
money into any such investment. I am sure his
wife would be happy to have more jewellery, but
that jewellery would not have to be declared. He
could build up huge assets of property against
which he could borrow to pay for his real prop-
erty. He could hide under the provisions of this
Bill exactly what his business dealings are. The
Government's register does not require property
to be listed, but when the Attorney disposed of
that property he would have to include it in his
annual report about disposal of ordinary property,
although he would not have had to register the
property from the start. I am sure the Attorney
would agree this represents a peculiar set of cir-
cumstances.

This Bill is wrong. It seems to me that it has
been drawn up in haste, without any consideration
of practical cases.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: What conceivable
function of this Parliament would be inconsistent
with my ownership of the Rembrandt?

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: We are talking about
declaring financial interests. I would have thought
a Rembrandt-al though I am not knowledgeable
like the Attorney on matters of culture and
art-would be something of some value. If he has
a few I will have them any time he would like to
give them to me. Although I am not a relative he
could give them to me because I would not have
to declare them, although they are extremely
valuable.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: But you have to declare
them if they have been a gift to you.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The member need not de-
clare it if he owns it already. There is no place in
the register to declare property as such; real prop-
erty, yes, but not property as such. So we have a
register which lists Mr Wordsworth's farm, his
sheep, his trucks, his cows, and harvesters. Alt
that must be declared but millions of dollars
worth of paintings which he may have do not have
to be declared.

Will we make a better Bill? Is the Labor Party
dinkum? If it were, the Attorney would bring in
the Bill in a proper form.

Several members interjected.
I-on. A. A. LEWIS: The financial interest to

be disclosed under clause 6 relates to real prop-
erty. I wonder how the Attorney can let legal
assets, but not beneficial assets be included in the
trustee provisions, because they are still an asset
of that member.

Let us consider the ALP State platform. It
states on this matter-

Members of Parliament and their depend-
ants and staff, Ministers and shadow Minis-
ters are required to publicly declare their
pecuniary interests and any directorships,
whether remunerative or not.

How many times do we hear the Labor Party say-
ing it. has a mandate to implement its policies? It
ought to put its platform in this Bill because none
of this is in the Bill. I want to know when the At-
torney will bring in a Bill requiring his staff to de-
clare their interests. Do the personal staff right
through to the departmental staff have to declare
their interests? The ALP policy is not clear.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Can you tell me where I
can get a Liberal platform9

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: There is one in the Li-
brary-the same place from which I got the
Labor Party platform.
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The Federal platform-and I hope the Press
people are listening-states-

The public declaration of financial
interests of members of Parliament, terri-
torial and local governments and their im-
mediate families, staff, Ministers and shadow
Ministers and journalists accredited to Par-
liament.

They are probably the richest people in the place.
Hon. P. G. Pendal: I used to be one and I can

tell you that is not true.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The honourable gentleman

made a fortune out of caravans.
Hon. P. G. Pendal: I think you should qualify

that.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Mr Pendal happened to be

a gallery journalist and I was a raw country mem-
ber who did not know where to get a caravan.
Under another Labor Government we had no
offices and 1 had to bring a caravan into the place
and Mr Pendal helped me get one. There are
some amusing stories I could tell the House about
that.

Clause 7(l)(a) states that a member shall dis-
close in a primary return, each source of income
which he reasonably expects to receive in a period
commencing on the first day after the day on
which he was sworn in and ending on the next
succeeding 30 June. 1 have spoken to the Attorney
on this matter and I believe this clause places at a
decided disadvantage a businessman who wishes
to come into this place, because his competitors
would know his business as listed on the register.
His debtors would be listed because any amount
over $500 must be declared. As the Attorney
General knows, a businessman's debts are often
enormous.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: And not from bank or
Financial institutions.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: With regard to
pharmacies, a group often says it will stake the
owner, so that does not mean money from another
place. The loan would not be through a financial
institution so it would have to be declared in this
register.

That would mean a businessman's competitors
would know his business and he would lose out
twofold when coming to this place. I am sure the
Attorney understands the position, but how we
alter it I do not know, It is a worry to me that the
Labor Party does not want to be seen as a party
that is bashing business, because it is.

The Government's consumer affairs legislation
and its taxing legislation are enough, without this

legislation which is another attempt to bash the
businessma n.

Clause 7(2)(a) and (b) is not hard on any
member, but it is hard on the person who is work-
ing for or who is in partnership with the member.
I wonder whether it might have an adverse effect
on a person outside this place who is operating as
a pharmacist or a consultant on a part-time basis.
I wonder whether this would have an adverse ef-
fect on that member being able to get a job, be-
cause he may be the best in the field. The person
wishing to go inco partnership with or employ the
man would be worried that his name would also
go into the register. I believe the Government is
casting its net fairly wide in that area.

I now refer to the part dealing with expenses,
which exclude travel. Under the present Act a
person can be just about paid off in expenses.
Clause 9 does not include any funding or contri-
bution towards travel. It can be seen that this Bill
was drawn up by people who belong to the ALP.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: The contribution to travel
is covered separately in the next clause.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is right. However, it
can be seen by reading clause 10 that it is drawn
up by somebody from the ALP, because clause
10(2)(e) talks about the contribution made by a
political party of which he is a member and travel
undertaken for the purpose of political activity of
the party, or to enable him to represent the party,
within Australia. This situation could arise only in
the Labor Party, because the Liberal Party makes
its members pay their own expenses. The clause is
there to protect ALP members. From long experi-
ence I know that the Liberal Party makes us pay
our own way.

I also wish to know why clause l0(2)(a) states
that travel undertaken in these circumstances
does not have to be declared. We know that the
Government members do not want to make their
travels public.

The Minister for Mines was snagged one day
because we fed him a few minnows and he took
the bait. However, all other Ministers have stu-
diously avoided answering questions on their
travel. Here again they will try to let themselves
out.

I have a further problem relating to clause
II(1)(a) and (b). I query why in each ease a
member is required to list the corporation, a de-
scription of the position held, and the nature of
the interest in each corporation. Clause 11(2)
refers us to the Securities Industry (Western Aus-
tralia) Code and I ask how section 5(10) of that
code applies to this Bill. That provision reads as
follows-
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(10) A relevant interest in securities shall
not be disregarded by reason only of-
(a) its remoteness: or

(b) the manner in which it arose.

I think that is totally different from what the Bill
tries to set out. I wonder why the provision is put
in the Bill. I thank the officers of the House for
obtaining a copy of the code for me. There was no
copy in the House and it took the officers some
time to obtain a copy. I assume those people
interjecting know what is contained within the
Bill and it is interesting to note the difficulty I
had in obtaining a copy of the provision I men-
tioned. I realise the Minister would have been
provided with a copy and would know the con-
tents of this.

In clause 12 a member is required to disclose
the name or each trade union and each pro-
fessional or business association in which he holds
any position, whether remunerated or not.

The clause also requires a description of the
position held in each such union or association. I
make no secret of the odd one I am associated
with. The Hon. Phil Pendal read a long list of a
South Australian member's declaration and 1, too.
would be involved in several organisations.

H-on. J. M. Berinson: This relates only to
business and professional associations. It does not
refer to sporting bodies, etc.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: One professional associ-
ation unfortunately often leads to another. I guess
my list would be closer to seven than 97; 1 think
probably in the region of 20. In talking about pro-
fessional organisations I am drawing a long bow
but it seems crazy that I should have to do this
because of interests in one particular area. One
can be involved, for instance, in the engine re-
pairers' association and because that group is as-
sociated with other interests one becomes further
involved.

I believe that is another invasion, not of my
privacy because I do not mind telling people, but
it is an invasion of the privacy of the organisations
involved. I presume the ALP wants to know with
which organisations one is associated so that it
can infiltrate them, always provided its members
are good enough.

1 now refer to clause 13(3) which says that amember who has a liability to pay a debt need not
disclose it in a primary return or an annual return
if the member is liable to pay the debt to a rela-
tive. I ask why relatives are excluded from this
provision. If it is a debt for $500 it should be in-
cluded, whether it is to a relative or not. I have
many relatives and I do not think I owe them any

money. However, I can find no reason for this ex-
clusion and I have not heard an explanation of
this from the Minister.

I have dealt with the initial declaration on
property. There is no declaration for property but
in respect of disposing of property, clause 14(2)
starts with real property and then goes on to other
property. Clause 14(3) deals with "disposition of
property'. I do not know why it is included in
that, but I would like the Attorney General to ex-
plain it to me because he has not done so in his
second reading speech.

I object to people being able to come to the
Clerk to read the register, and I object even more
to an outsider being able to require the Clerk to
allow him to take a photocopy of any part of
it-in other words, to order him to do it. 1
thought the Clerk or Clerks performed duties for
members of Parliament and I thought they were
the property of the House. I do not think the pub-
lic in general can require the Clerk in his position
to do anything.

This is an ALP type of Bill which has been
brought forward in a hurry to cover some people's
inadequacy. It is sitting there to be shot at. Why,
after the publishing of this information, can a
paper, after being called out for one offence and
being fined $25 000, then use the material with
impunity from then on? lt can be fined in the First
instance, and after then it can use that same in-
formation with impunity and no-one can take any
action against it. Would that be because some
people want to make allegations and they are pre-
pared to pay $25 000 and then continue?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Each time would be a
separate publication.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is not the way this
reads. I realise it has been thrust upon him, but if
the Attorney reads the Bill he will agree with me.

When it comes to vacating seats, I get very jit-
tery indeed. The Attorney is un very rough consti-
tutional ground. I do not think that this Bill
would stand up constitutionally. I am not an ex-
pert; the Attorney is. It is a pity we do not have
other constitutional experts available now. One is
sick, the other we have seen only fleetingly. I hope
the Attorney can give me somre references of
people who are held high in consitutional law
saying that this is constitutionally sound. I do not
believe it is, and I do not think many members on
my side believe it is.

As for assets and liabilities and all the other
nonsense, I think my liabilities would make the
Premier's look like a joke.

KON. G. E. MASTERS (West) [4.53 p.m.]:
My contribution will probably be the shortest in
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the debate today, but I want to make a few brief
comments. First of all, each of us has benefited
from those speakers who have contributed today.
We are disappointed that Government members
have seen fit to stay in their seats and say nothing
on an issue which is of great importance to every-
one.

In making my comments I believe I should
refer to our lead speaker, Mr John Williams, who
made one of the best speeches we have heard for
a long time. He made some particularly telling
points. He opened by saying that this is bad legis-
lation. He brought forward and quoted learned
and legal opinions which backed up those com-
ments. I suppose we on the Opposition side could
be excused [or believing that this is a little win-
dow dressing by the Government, because it
seems to us that the legislation will achieve
nothing. It could even be suggested that it may be
a political stunt. I am putting that forward only
as a possibility. When the Premier tells the House
that he has a mortgage of $70 000 on his home,
he owes $17000 to one bank, and $1000 to
another-all matters which need not be declared
under the legislation brought forward by the
Government-one can only suggest that he is
using it as a gimmick and a stunt rather than any-
thing else.

Let us say there is a genuine desire by the Min-
ister in this House to bring forward this legis-
lation and he believes it will achieve what his sec-
ond reading speech suggests. Many of our mem-
bers have looked thoroughly at the legislation; I
do not think I can recall a piece or legislation of
its size being more thoroughly examined and dis-
cussed in many months. Many holes have been
pointed out to the Attorney General.

A point was made when we were talking about
the possibility of a member of Parliament losing
his or her seat. That is a very difficult situation. I
believe that the Minister himself in his speech
made reference to the possibility of losing his seat
or being threatened with losing his seat. It is very
difficult to imagine this situation could arise, even
if a member refused to fulfil the requirements of
the legislation before us.

References were made to the House of Com-
mons and to Mr Stonehouse. I put it to the Minis-
ter handling the Bill, as a man of integrity, as an
honest man, and a man in the legal profession,
that his answers will be judged by those in the
legal profession. He is under an oath as the At-
torney General. All these things, of course, he ac-
knowledges and we acknowledge. With those de-
mands and obligations in mind, I ask him whether
he is absolutely satisfied beyond a shadow of
doubt that this Bill is constitutionally correct: that

it stands up constitutionally. He has a commit-
ment in this House to make sure that legislation is
constitutionally correct.

Our lead speaker has brought forward a
learned opinion which said there are some strong
doubts about the constitutional correctness of this
legislation. If that is the ease, I would ask the At-
torney General, if there is any doubt whatsoever
in his mind, to withdraw the legislation, or ad-
journ the debate and check on those particular
points so that the public, the Press, and those
people who have taken a great interest will under-
stand the points we have raised and be satisfied
that they are properly answered.

That is an important issue. All the other mat-
ters are very important, but if there are any con-
stitutional doubts in the Attorney's mind or in the
minds of other Ministers, I sincerely urge him to
take the Bill away and have another look at it.

Again I say that it seems to me that this Bill
achieves nothing which is really desired by the
Government. Perhaps it is a bit of a gimmick. We
think it is discriminatory as far as members of
Parliament are concerned, and if the Government
is genuine it should not concern just members of
Parliament but also many other people in the
community who have a responsibility to serve the
public in areas where the public are entitled to
some protection.

Once again I say, because of the doubts about
the constitutional validity of this legislation, I
hope that the Minister will cover those points. I
would rather hear the Minister say that he will
adjourn the debate and check on those very im-
portant matters raised during the debate.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [4.59 p.m.]:
The word "privacy"~ has featured prominently in
this debate. That strikes a chord, because I hap-
pen to value my own privacy as much as anyone,
and probably more than most. That is my frank,
personMl position. But are we entitled to deal with
a matter of this sort from a purely personal point
of view?

The position of the Government is that we are
not so entitled. The fact that we seek public office
puts us in the public arena in a very- special way.
We spend Most of our working lives seeking the
spotlight, and a price has to be paid for that. Part
of the price is that we are likely to feature in the
spotlight even, and perhaps particularly, when we
are nut seeking it at all.

The Opposition's arguments have gone all over
the place. Part of the argument is that the Bill is
intrusive and goes too far. Almost in the same
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breath, members opposite appear to be saying
that it does not go far enough.

Hon. 1. G. Pratt: Which members said it went
too far?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Almost all said it
went too far; almost all said it was an intrusion
into their privacy. In due course I will be happy to
refer the member to the Hansard, which will con-
firm that what I am saying at least in that respect
is certainly correct.

The Hon. John Williams said that a declaration
by a member would be meaningless because an
improper gift could be directed through a mem-
ber's son. If we expanded the group of declarants
to include sons, I am sure he would then say that
a son could be replaced by a close and reliable
friend. The end result would be that a huge
number of people might have their privacy
intruded on with little apparent advantage.

This throws up a common misconception about
the reason for the declaration of interest. The aim
is not restricted solely to keeping dishonest people
honest. A member who is resolved to be dishonest
no doubt can avoid the effect of almost any legis-
lation simply by keeping to his resolve and being
dishonest about his declaration as well. He would
not have to be a genius to do that, no matter how
widely the legislation was drawn.

At least with this Bill a member will be put at a
risk which does not exist now. More than that,
disclosure has a legitimate function in respect of
members who are perfectly honest in all their
dealings and actions. What it does is to allow the
electorate to judge a member's actions and views
in the context of his personal circumstances. Pro-
viding that facility is, on its own, justification for
measures of this type.

Hon. Tom Knight: Surely to goodness some-
one's bank account is his own business.

Hon. J1. M. BERINSON: And so this Bill says.
There is nothing in it to require an ordinary bank
account or bank loan to be disclosed.

The Hon. John Williams complained that the
Bill-to use his term-puffed-up the position of
backbenchcrs and neglected the influence of other
groups of people such as judges, journalists and
editors. This House is not really the right place to
downgrade the potential influence of
backbenchers. particularly those On the other side.

-A simple reference to the voting pattern on the
tobacco Bill will make that point obvious without
any need for me to elaborate on it.

As for editors and journalists, of course they
are influential; but unlike members of Parliament,
they are not elected and they are not in a position,

by virtue of their public office, to be able to estab-
lish or change the law.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: They can influence the
change in that law, and that is equally as import-
ant.

Hon. J. M. BERlNSON: So can all our elec-
tors. So can the very many pressure groups in the
community.

A matter of rather greater weight was
introduced both by the Hon. John Williams and
the Hon. Gordon Masters, and this related to the
possibility of some constitutional defect in clauses
20 and 21. That possibility has previously been
brought to my attention, though not in the terms
of the opinions that were put to the House today.
I have previously initiated action to obtain further
opinions on this point. For that reason I would
propose in the Committee stage that clauses 20
and 21 not be dealt with at that point and that we
revert to them at a later stage.

For a different reason I also indicate that I
would not propose in the Committee Stage to pro-
ceed with clause 19, which relates to publication.
Undertakings about this clause have been given
by the Premier to the Leader of the Opposition.
Also, discussions have been held with representa-
tives of journalists and others who are concerned
about the effect of the publication provisions, and
these also are under review.

Hon. G. U. Masters: So you are admitting very
serious doubts exist about some aspects of the
Bill.

Hon. J. MI. BERINSON: The possibility exists
that the sanctions in their present form might
clash with constitutional requirements. I accept
that we should show enough caution to spend a
day or two in the process of clarifying the issue.

Hon. 0. Ei. Masters: So you have introduced
defective legislation?

H-on. J. MI. BERINSON: I am not conceding
that at all. I am saying that I accept that the
question itself is serious enough to justify further
consideration. That will take a day or two. For
that reason I would not be proposing to take this
Bill through all stages now. Mr Masters would be
well aware that the normal point for the rem-
edying of problems of this sort is in the Com-
mittee stage, and that is the point at which I
would propose to introduce any remedy if that
were found necessary. I do not concede it is
necessary. I am agreeing to the proposition that
the possibility itself is of sufficient importance to
make sure we pay proper attention to it.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: What you are saying is that
because you don't have enough knowledge about
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this, it should be thrown out at the second reading
stage.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I really do not be-
lieve, especially having heard the range of argu-
ments against this Bill, that it will stand or fail on
concerns about its constitutionality. It will stand
or Call on the basic arguments that we put as to
whether members of Parliament ought publicly to
declare their interests.

Several members interjected.
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Let us not hide from

that; let us not run away from that.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Any member op-

posite who is at this stage prepared to indicate
that he will support this Bill subject only to any
constitutional problems of the sanctions being
overcome, will find he will receive a very good
response from the Government.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. i. M. BERINSON: I am inviting any

member opposite to give any sort of indication,
any nod, any wave of the hand, anything at all to
indicate that a single member opposite will sup-
port this Bill provided the sanction provisions are
amended to fully meet any constitutional require-
ments. Such a member will have my most sym-
pathetic and immediate response.

Hon. G. E. Masters: You should not go any
further with this. You have tried to get us to vote
on defective legislation.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Mr President, I am
sure you have noted the searching way in which I
have looked at every single member on the other
side for an indication. You will also know, as I am
sure, that there was no such indication and, of
course, there is not now.

Hon. 1. G. Pratt: It has fallen apart around
your ears.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Let us not beat about
the bush.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Mr Pendal would not
beat about the bush; he is an honest man. Mr
Knight does not beat about the bush. Now I am
getting all the indications. Unless members of the
other side of the House are prepared to indicate
as I have suggested. they are beating about the
bush and they are opposed-

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I indicated that
throughout this debate I would not tolerate this
constant stream of unparliamentary behaviour by
members. I ask the Hon. A. A. Lewis to cease his
constant interjections and I ask the Acting Leader
of the Opposition to do the same.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: That is the long and
short of it. Do we or do we not agree to the prin-
ciple of public disclosure of the interests of mem-
bers of Parliament? It is time to face squarely up
to the responsibility in which this issue involves us
and to establish and to declare our attitude to it
by the vote on the second reading.

1 urge members of the House to support the
second reading of this Bill. Any technical prob-
lems can readily be overcome at a later stage, but
this is the time to establish the principle.

Question put and a division taken with the Fol-
lowing result-

Ayes 10
M-on. J. M. Berinson Hon. Kay Hallahan
Han. D. K. Darn Hon. Robert Hetherington
Han. Peter Dowding Han. Garry Kelly
Hon. Graham Edwards Hon.% S. M.- Pianctadosi
Hon. Lyla Elliott H-In. Fred McKenzie

(Teller)
Noes 16

Hon. W. G, Atkinson Hon. N. F. Moore
Han. C. J. Bell Hon, Neil Oliver
Hon. V. J. Ferry Hon. P. 0. Pendal
Hon. Tom Knight H-In. 1. G3. Pratt
Hon. A. A. Lewis Hon. W. N. Stretch
I-on. P. H. Lockyer Hon. P. H. Wells
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon Hon. John Williams
Hon. G. E. Masters Han. Margaret McAleer

(Teller)
Pairs

Ayes Noes
Hon. Mark Nevill Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. Tom Stephens Hon. 1. G. Medcalf
Hon. J1. M. Brown Han. D. J. Wordsworth

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.
Hon. Peter Dowding: You are gutless!

The PRESIDENT: Order! Would honourable
members kindly resume their seats.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Particularly you.

Hon. G. E. Masters: It is nice to see you at all.

Withdrawal of Remark

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: The Miister for
Mines said the Opposition was gutless and then
said "You in particular", relating to me. I regard
that as a personal insult and ask that he withdraw
it.

The PRESIDENT: if the Minister for Mines
made that statement, I ask him to withdraw it.
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Hon. Peter Dowding: I withdraw the
imputation against the Hon. Phil Lockyer.

Hon. N. F. Moore: And the rest of us?

The PRESIDENT: Order! I said earlier today
that 1 am getting sick and tired of members mak-
ing these unparliamentary interjections to each
other which eventually lead to the situation we
have just had. Wc are all contributing to that by
participating. I give members of the House an ab-
solute guarantee that I will not tolerate it any
longer.

NEW BUSINESS: TIME LIMIT

Suspension or Standing Order No. 11 7
HON. D. K. DANS (South Metropoli-

tan-Leader of the House) [5.18 p.m.]: 1 move-
That Standing Order 117 be suspended

until 30 December 1983.
Question put.

The PRESIDENT: To be carried, this motion
requires an absolute majority. I have counted the
House and there is an absolute majority present.
There being no dissentient voice, I rule the
question carried by an absolute majority.

Question thus passed.

BILLS (18): ASSENT

Message from the Lieu tena nt-Governor and
Administrator received and read notifying assent
to the following Bills-

I. Consumer Affairs Amendment Bill.

2. Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill.

3.
4.

5.

Education Amendment Bill.

Liquor Licensing (Moratorium) Bill.

Indecent Publications and Articles
Amendment Bill.

6. Lotteries (Control) Amendment Bill.
7. Police Amendment Bill.

8. Agriculture and Related Resources Protec-
tion Amendment Bill.

9. Town Planning and Development Amend-
ment Bill.

10. Painters' Registration Amendment Bill.
HI. Trade Associations Registration Repeal

Bill.

12, Liquor Amendment Bill (No. 2).

1 3. Agricultural Produce (Chemical Residues)
Bill.

14. Off-shore (Application of Laws) Amend-
ment Bill.

15. Builders' Registration Amendment Bill.

16. Local Government Superannuation
Amendment Bill.

17. Land Drainage Amendment Bill.
18. Supreme Court Amendment Bill.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Assembly:, and, on mo-

tion by the Hon. i. M. Berinson (Attorney Gen-
eral), read a first time.

Second Reading
HON. J1. M. BERINSON (North Central

Metropolitan-Attorney General) 15.21 p.m.]:I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill seeks to implement a major policy in-
itiative of the Government.

It is a key part of the Government's programme
to assist the growth and development of business
enterprises in Western Australia and to put this
State back on the path of economic growth and
prosperity.

The Government believes that the greatest
challenge in the 1980s and 1990s is to establish
Western Australia as a major developer on its
own terms in the face of mounting foreign compe-
tition. This means maximising Western Aus-
tralian participation in our State's development to
maximise the returns from our economic growth.
It also means reducing the dependency of West-
ern Australian business on overseas capital and
providing greater access to risk sharing equity
capital to underpin growth by reducing the drain
of profits to service borrowings.

The Government acknowledges there is no lack
of normal banking services available to business in
this State and that ample facilities exist through
the banking System for business to obtain access
to borrowed funds both domestically and overseas.
What is lacking is any mechanism through which
a business can obtain access to a package of
equity capital, borrowed funds and advisory sup-
port from a single source which has, as its pri-
mary objective, the promotion of business in this
State. The absence of such support can be seen in
the extent to which local equity in resource and
other developments in this State is farmed out to
other interests in Australia and overseas, even
though the basic resource, the initiative, and the
initial venture capital may have all been Western
Australian. It can also be seen in the constant
problems encountered by small and medium sized
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businesses in seeking the capital needed to under-
pin rapid growth.

Because of the inability to obtain a reasonable
mix of equity capital and term debt, businesses
are forced into a situation of being over-geared
and saddled with interest liabilities on term debt
which they struggle to meet. As a consequence in
the early years they become needlessly exposed to
cash flow problems which would not arise if they
had ant adequate cushion of equity capital on
which dividends could be deferred.

At bottom, the problem stemns from the limited
sources of equity capital within this State and the
inability of the smaller and medium sized
investors to identify opportunities and assess risks.
Those institutions which do provide investment
services for clients and make equity investments
tend, for obvious prudential reasons, to invest in
listed shares of established companies.

One of the primary functions oif the develop-
ment corporation will be to provide that missing
link and assist businesses to put in place a capital
mix which maximises prospects for growth with
financial stability.

It should be noted that the previous Govern-
ment also saw the need for such a facility to be
provided for Western Australian business, but
took no action in the matter in all the years it was
in office. It was only belatedly and in response to
the Australian Labor Party's announcement of
this policy initiative that the Liberal Party policy
speech included a proposal to have the Rural and
Industries Bank provide equity capital in addition
to lending to businesses. That hastily devised ap-
proach is not the way to go. While the bank could
well be involved in the development corporation as
a shareholder-and with its liabilities limited ac-
cordingly-il is not appropriate for a trading
bank to mix venture capital investment with nor-
mal banking business.

In contrast, the Governmentfs proposals for the
establishment of a development corporation have
undergone more than three years of careful
planning, since they were first presented publicly
in a major announcement prior to the February
1980 State elections. Every major element of the
corporation proposed in the Bill is almost ident-
ical to the financial institution proposed by the
Australian Labor Party in its 1980 policy docu-
ment.

The concept of development corporations is not
a recent phenomenon. They have been established
in Australia, and also comparable overseas econ-
omies over the last two decades. For example. de-
velopment corporations have been established by

conservative Federal and Provincial Governments
in Canada, especially during the 1970s.

In Australia, the Australian Industries Devel-
opment Corporation-the AIDC-was estab-
lished in 1970 by the Gorton Liberal/Country
Party Government following the passing of legis-
lation introduced by the Leader of the Country
Party and Minister for Trade and Industry, the
late Hon. John MeEwan.

The functions and powers proposed in the
Western Australian Development Corporation
Bill are very similar to the provisions of the AIDC
legislation established by conservative Common-
wealth Governments over 13 years ago. In par-
ticular, attention is drawn to section 6 of the
Gorton Government's legislation. Similar agencies
have been established by State Governments in
Australia.

In 1981, the Hamer Liberal Government estab-
lished the Victorian Economic Development Cor-
poration under legislation Similar to the AIDC
with quite diverse powers and functions.

Only recently, the Gray Liberal Government in
Tasmania announced that it would shortly estab-
lish a Tasmanian development authority to adopt
a private enterprise approach to the provision of
financial resources and other services to business.
Legislation to constitute the authority is expected
to be introduced when the Tasmanian Parliament
resumes towards the end of this month.

In addition, the South Australian Government
is also expected to make an announcement on pro-
posals for a similar institution in that State in the
near future.

With Western Australia's vast resources,
wealth and potential. the development corpor-
ation, as proposed by the Government, is even
more fundamental to our State's economic growth
and to increasing the benefits of development to
our community.

The Bill provides for the establishment of a
financial institution with the flexibility to Meet
the needs of Western Australians at this stage of
their State's development. In a world of change,
we have to look to our own institutions to see
whether they are relevant to the needs of today.
The Western Australian development corporation
is the product of that process of 're-appraisal
which has continued since the Government was
elected and is evident in the small shift in the
form of financial institution proposed in the Bill.

Prior to the last State election, the proposed
corporation was promoted in the form of a devel-
opment bank following a review of the policy pro-
posals with respect to the emerging trend towards
deregulation and the recommendations of the
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final report of the inquiry into the Australian
financial system. In particular, the shift in em-
phasis largely occurred as a response to the possi-
bility of the early issue of new banking licences by
the Commonwealth Government and the
opportunities in a mare competitive environment
for new domestic banks,

The rate of deregulation of the financial system
and the creation of new banking licences is now
largely dependent upon the outcome of the Com-
monwealth's review of the Campbell committee's
recommendations. In any event, the process is
likely to involve a more gradual progression of
competition with more emphasis on Australian
participation in any new domestic banks.

Nevertheless, the Government has indepen-
dently evaluated the findings of the Campbell
committee and decided to recognise all the major
recommendations in respect of Government-
owned financial institutions in formulating the
Western Australian Development Corporation
Bill.

In particular this means-
The corporation will be required to operate

on a purely commercial basis;
advantages arising from Government

ownership are to be neutralised; for
example-in addition to equivalent tax pro-
visions to its private sector counterparts, the
corporation will be charged a fee for the ad-
vantages arising from its Government back-
ing;

the corporation is expected to earn a re-
turn on its capital and to pay a dividend to
the State; and

the commercial activities of the corpor-
ation are not to be subject to political
interference.

In the final analysis, the institutional frame-work
adopted by the Government reflects the cautious
approach to the finance industry in the establish-
ment and management of a new finiancial
intermediary while being prepared to take advan-
tage of development and financial opportunities
for the benefit of our State.

Provisions in the Bill outline the role of the cor-
poration and its functions. In a nutshell, it might
be described as having been designed to encour-
age and facilitate the development and growth of
Western Australian resources, manufacturing,
processing, and high technology for the benefit of
Western Australians.

To provide the new institution with the flexi-
bility it requires to fulfil its functions, the corpor-
ation is empowered to engage in a variety of ac-

tivities. These are necessary if the unique feature
of the corporation is to be its ability to put
together particular packages to meet the require-
ments of particular developers. For this reason,
the corporation must be able to borrow money, to
participate in a business undertaking if required,
or perhaps to hold shares or debentures in a
company, or it may wish to assist a firm by ap-
pointing a director or officer to it.

There are cases in which a firm with a good re-
cord experiences difficulty for what appears some
inexplicable reason. Experience has shown that
frequently the reason for this lies in the manage-
ment of the business. This is not a criticism of the
industry and capacity of the people running the
business. We live in rapidly changing technologi-
cal times. Those changes may be in manufactur-
ing processes, in marketing techniques, or in
financial management. Often those who are fully
occupied in the day-to-day pressures of keeping a
business running simply do not have the time to
sit back and examine how modern changes may
be able to help them.

Experience around the world has shown that
the services of a person with expertise in a par-
ticular skill, even on a temporary or part-time
basis, may often help a company over a particular
phase in its growth. The development corporation
will be able to help in this way and the Govern-
ment believes from the success of this approach
elsewhere that it is likely to be attractive to some
businesses.

However, it is not intended that this aspect of
the corporation will be a major function, nor will
it be in competition with other Government
agencies which are more particularly interested in
improving the business management of small
firms. Rather, it is seen as a service that could be
available to clients of the corporation.

The Government sees the corporation as a vi-
able enterprise, run on prudent commercial prin-
ciples with the objective of returning a profit on
its capital.

Initially, it wifl have an authorised capital of
$30 million. However, if, in years to come, it is
considered that the capital of the corporation
needs to be increased, this may be done by the
Governor upon the recommendation of the
Treasurer.

At this stage, it is not envisaged there will be a
need to lift the level of authorised capital as with
normal borrowings to capital gearing ratios, the
corporation would be able to carry out its
functions without it. However, a mechanism does
need to be in place to allow for such an eventu-
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ality in the future, just as there is for private cor-
porat ions.

Initially the Government will subscribe $5
million to the development corporation. The pay-
ment will be made from the State development
fund and represents part of the proceeds received
by the State from the Argyle diamond Joint Ven-
turers. This will give the people of Western Aus-
tralia an immediate equity in the corporation and
they will benefit from it, both by way of the pay-
ments it makes to the State in lieu of income tax
and by way of future dividends. Any subsequent
contributions of capital by the State will be made
from moneys appropriated by Parliament for that
purpose.

It is also proposed that the Rural and Indus-
tries Bank of Western Australia and the State
Government Insurance Office will be initial
shareholders in the development corporation.
Their participation would widen the base of West-
ern Australian shareholders and, indirectly, in the
early years, enhance the standing of the corpor-
ation by its association with two successful and
well respected local financial institutions. In the
years ahead we would expect the reputation of
those shareholders to be enhanced by their associ-
ation with the Western Australian development
corporation.

In line with our election undertakings. the Bill
will provide opportunities for small investors as
well as private corporations to take up shares in
the Western Australian development corporation.

These provisions, together with the investment
operations of the corporation and related under-
takings, such as Northern Mining and its partici-
pation in the Argyle diamond project, will greatly
enhance the opportunities for Western Aus-
tralians to invest in and share in the profits from
the development of economic activity in our State.

Additionally, it is emphasised that, as a matter
of Government policy, the shareholding of the
corporation will involve a minimum of 51 per cent
Western Australian ownership. The Government
is pledged to increase the share of local firms
which, in turn, means an increase in local profits
and an increase in local jobs. A Western Aus-
tralian development corporation will help to facili-
tate that.

The corporation will be governed by a board of
directors, one of whom will be the managing di-
rector of the corporation. The shareholders of the
corporation will not have any voting rights, or in-
deed any other powers of control or direction of
the corporation merely because of their
shareholding. Naturally, in appointing directors,
due consideration will be given to the interests of

equity subscribers. But having said that, the
overriding requirement of persons appointed to
the board will be the expertise and capacity they
can bring to achieving the corporate objectives of
the business.

It is proposed to invite the Under Treasurer and
the Chairman of Commissioners of the Rural and
Industries Bank to accept appointments as
inaugural directors.

In carrying out its functions and powers, the
Government is looking to the corporation to act
on sound commercial principles. To this extent it
is not to be protected from local authority rates
and charges nor from State Government or State
Government instrumentalities' taxes or charges.
In lieu of the payment of income tax, it will be re-
quired to contribute a proportion of its profits
each year to the State.

On the basis of the approach adopted by the
State during the formative years of the Rural and
Industries Bank, the proportion of the corpor-
ation's profits to be paid to the State will be de-
termined by the Treasurer. Depending on its re-
sults in the first few years, there may be wisdom
in keeping to a minimum the amount the corpor-
ation is required to contribute in order to consoli-
date its financial position and facilitate steady
growth. If the position is such that greater ben-
efits are to be derived for the State by allowing
the corporation to retain the funds in the business,
as private corporations do in the early stages of
their development, that will be done.

In the final analysis, the corporation will be ex.-
pected to contribute eventually a proportion of its
profits to the State, comparable with that paid by
statutory corporations such as the Rural and In-
dustries Bank and the State Government
insurance office.

Furthermore, the Government believes that in
addition to the specific legislation which has been
referred to with which the corporation must con-
form, there are other laws from which it would be
undesirable to leave it exempt. Areas which come
to mind, for example, are the legal requirements
in respect of shareholdings in listed companies
and particularly substantial shareholdings in
companies.

The provision outlined in the Bill governing the
making of regulations has been expressed in a
way which reflects the Government's intention to
impose the corporation's compliance to commer-
cial or legal practices where they are appropriate
either to its operations or to the prudent conduct
of business in this State.

In conclusion, members' attention is drawn to
the fact that the Government does not have the
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power to interfere in the business or the corpor-
ation. There is a provision under which the Minis-
ter may draw the attention of the board of the
corporation to areas which the Government con-
siders to be of special importance in the develop-
ment of the State. In the event that the board re-
ceives such advice it is required to see whether
there are any opportunities for it to perform any
of its functions.

However, in responding to the Minister, the
corporation is specifically required to have regard
to its obligation under the Bill to act in accord-
ance "with prudent commercial principles".

The establishment of the Western Australian
development corporation is breaking new ground,
It will create a new financial institution providing
the means of maximising Western Australian
involvement in our own State's development. It is
a financial institution which will ensure that funds
are available to Western Australian developers for
investment and participation in the growth of this
State.

It is also envisaged that the Western Australian
development corporation will perform an integral
role in the planned joint venture with the private
sector in the establishment and operation of the
South-East Asian Marketing Corporation. The
marketing corporation will function, among other
things, to maintain and develop export markets
and boost export income to Western Australia.

Profit-sharing arrangements are expected in the
commercial operations of the marketing corpor-
ation which will also provide an important return
of profits from the development of economic ac-
tivity in our State. Pursuing these aims it will
mean that a greater share: of the benefits from de-
velopment in Western Australia will flow to
Western Australian firms and to Western Aus-
tralian workers.

I commend thc Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by the lion. Tom

Knight.

HOSPITALS AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on mo-
tion by the Hon. Peter Dowding (Minister for
Mines), read a first time.

Second Reading

HON. PETER DOWDING (North-Minister
for Mines) [5.37 p.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Medicare is to be introduced on I February 1984.
The Commonwealth Government has now com-

pleted amendments to its health legislation-and
this Bill complements the Commonwealth legis-
lation.

Under section 23F of the Health Insurance
Act, the Commonwealth may enter into an agree-
ment with a State in relation to the provision of
hospital and other health services, on or after I
February 1984, to "eligible persons". The heads
of agreements are specified in the schedule to the
Health lIsurance Act.

The agreement with the Commonwealth will
specify the range of public hospital services that
the State is to provide, without charge, to eligible
persons, together with the financial arrangements
under which the Commonwealth will reimburse
the State for revenue losses and such additional
costs which are incurred in providing such ser-
vices. The State will ensure that care and atten-
tion, of a kind specified in an agreement between
Commonwealth and State, will be available to all
eligible persons without charge, as public patients,
in recognised hospitals.

The Commonwealth Insurance Act defines
those persons who are eligible persons, and
further provides that the Commonwealth Minister
for Health may make written declarations that a
specified person, or every person included in a
specified class of person who would otherwise be
an eligible person for the purposes of the Com-
monwealth Insurance Act, shall or shall in speci-
fied circumstances be treated as if he were not an
eligible person for the purposes of that Act.

Recognised hospitals will be public hospitals
which provide acute care services and will be
listed in the agreement. Nursing homes are not in-
cluded.

Admission to public hospitals will be on a basis
of medical need, without regard to private
insurance status. A fundamental principle of the
Medicare arrangements is that every Australian
resident is entitled to public hospital accommo-
dation and treatment by doctors engaged by the
hospital, without charge.

Eligible persons are to be regarded as public
patients unless they elect to be private patients.

The Bill provides that a public inpatient or a
registered outpatient of a recognised hospital shall
not be liable to pay any fees for medical attention
received and prohibits the medical practitioner
from rendering an account or seeking or accepting
any remuneration or assignment of benefit from
such patient.

There are certain circumstances in which a
public hospital and a medical practitioner may
make an agreement, under strictly defined con-
ditions, to raise charges at or below the schedule
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fee rate for certain prescribed services. Under
such circumstances, the hospital will raise all of
the accounts on behalf of the doctor and retai n a
percentage of the fee for the use of the hospital's
facilities.

Therefore, the Bill provides that "prescribed
items of service" are those items prescribed by the
Commonwealth Government and shall be ren-
dered only in accordance with an approved agree-
ment between the practitioner and the hospital.

Boards constituted under section 15 of the Hos-
pitals Act will be required to comply with any di-
rections issued by the Minister in relation to such
agreements.

Proposed new section 33A will ensure that no
medical practitioner may exercise rights of private
practice in a recognised hospital in respect of pre-
scribed items of service unless permitted to do so
by virtue of an approved agreement, and then
only in accordance with that agreement. This sec-
tion also deals with the reference of patients or
the consignment of specimens to private prac-
titioners for diagnostic services, including patho-
logical investigations.

The Bill provides that if guidelines have been
formulated under section 17(4)(c) of the Health
Insurance Act with which any approved agree-
ment between a practitioner and a recognised hos-
pital shall comply, the State Minister by notice in
the Government Gazette will publish guidelines
for the purpose of giving effect to the Common-
wealth guidelines, and any additional guidelines
which the State Minister may decide.

The Commonwealth Government guidelines on
prescribed items are too lengthy to incorporate in
this speech, and it is my intention to table these
papers at the end of my speech for the benefit of
members.

Section 33B provides that a medical prac-
titioner or dentist shall not engage in private prac-
tice on his own behalf, unless an agreement is in
force between the practitioner and the hospital for
all items other than the prescribed items dealt
with in section 33A.

Medical and dental practitioners providing ser-
vices for public patients in recognised hospitals
may be engaged under a contract of service, on a
full-time, part-time, or sessional basis or under a
contract for services where payment is made on a
modified fee-for-service basis at a rate of 8o per
cent of the schedule fee.

Private medical practitioners do not have the
right of access to public teaching hospitals for the
treatment of public or private patients without an
appointment to the hospital, or in specific in-

stances, the approval of the managing body of the
hospital.

This principle also applies at Perth Dental Hos-
pital and in hospitals such as Sunset and Mt.
Henry which are specialist geriatric hospital ser-
vices.

In non-teaching hospitals in the metropolitan
area, a doctor should not have right of access to
the beds of any hospital that he or she may
choose, from Wanneron to Rockingham.

It is necessary to co-ordinate access to public
non-teaching hospital beds. The number of
specialist medical practitioners appears to be
rising steeply. It is necessary to decide upon who
has access to the use of available beds and re-
sources, particularly to retain a proper balance if
family doctors are also to participate in treatment
of their patients in those hospitals.

Careful consideration will be directed at
whether to allow a private medical practitioner a
right to provide practice in a recognised hospital
where that practitioner declines to provide pro-
fessional services to public patients on the basis of
payment being made by the hospital to the medi-
cal practitioner for such professional services ren-
dered.

Private medical practitioners should not possess
the right to engage in private practice in public
hospitals while, at the same time, refusing to re-
spect the desire of patients to make a free election
to be a public patient.

Section 33B will require doctors to have an
agreement to have access to a public hospital to
treat their private patients.

The management of each hospital has an in-
herent responsibility to ensure the provision of
services by appropriately trained and experienced
medical practitioners, particularly where special-
ised equipment and facilities are used.

A public hospital authority should be in a pos-
ition to protect itself against possible litigation
arising from medical or dental practice within its
hospital.

Granting of rights of private practice by a hos-
pital board to its staff must be consistent with
Government policy and the Bill, therefore, con-
tains powers for the Minister to direct how a pub-
lic hospital shall grant such rights to medical and-
dental practitioners and classes of such prac-
titioners.

The Bill provides that a practitioner shall not
provide services other than in accordance with his
or her agreement.

The Bill contains exemption provisions which
will enable the Minister to exempt medical pray-
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tihioners or dentists generally at a specified hospi-
tal from having to possess an agreement with the
hospital in order to exercise rights of private prac-
tice therein.

It is necessary to ensure adequate regulatory
power in the Hospitals Act so that full effect can
be given to the agreement entered into between
the State and the Commonwealth, and these regu-
latory powers are contained in the Bill.

The Bill also amends section 7A of the Hospi-
tals Act and extends the general powers of the
Minister to enable him to give effect to any agree-
ment entered into between the Commonwealth
and the State and to any guidelines formulated
under section 17 of the Commonwealth Act with
reference to agreements between medical prac-
titioners and recognised hospitals in respect of
prescribed items of service.

Provision is made in the Bill in relation to the
existing powers of the Minister under section 18
of the Act with reference to the determination of
facility charges for the use by practitioners of hos-
pital facilities to ensure that any such determi-
nation is in accordance with any guidelines for-
mulated under the Health Insurance Act in re-
lation to such charges.

In accordance with opinion expressed by the
Crown Solicitor, the Hospitals Act does not ap-
pear to permit the raising of parking fees by pub-
lic hospitals against staff, visitors, Or patients
when they utilise facilities provided by the hospi-
tal.

The Bill provides specific extension to by-law
making power of public hospitals in connection
with the driving, use, standing, and parking of ve-
hicles and the imposing of charges in respect of
parking where desired.

As there are no "wards in public hospitals
where medical and surgical work is largely per-
formed by an honorary medical staff and where
patients admitted to those wards are such as are
unable to pay the ordinary fees of medical prac-
titioners". the Bill provides for the deletion of
these provisions from subsection 3 1(2) of the Hos-
pitals Act.

Patients are not accommodated in wards on the
basis of their ability to pay medical fees or
otherwise but in accordance with their medical
need. Under Medicare, patients who are treated
as public inpatients in recognised hospitals will be
provided with necessary professional services by
medical practitioners without charge. The activi-
ties of honorary medical staff in public hospitals
have all but disappeared. The proviso to subsec-
tion 31(2) has been retained which provides that

nothing shall prevent the admission of any person
in urgent need of medical or nursing attention.

Subsection 31 (1 ) of the Hospitals Act dealing
with the qualifications of persons for admission to
hospital contains a proviso that "any person re-
ceiving treatment shall, if he is able to pay the
fees for medical or surgical attention by the medi-
cal practitioner bestowing such attention, be
liable to such practitioner accordingly in addition
to the payment for hospital service".

This provision is outdated as practitioners may
raise a charge against patients in the exercise of
private practice and in accordance with the class
of patient being treated.

Under the Medicare arrangements, all Aus-
traliani residents will be covered by universal
health insurance and medical practitioner charges
are not related to the patients' ability to pay
medical fees. Provision is therefore made in this
Bill for the deletion of the proviso to subsection
3](1).

1 commend the Bill to the House and seek leave
to table the papers referred to earlier in my
speech.

Leave granted.
The papers were tabled (see paper No. 55 7).
Debate adjourned, on motion by the H-on. John

Williams.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sit ling suspended from 6. 00 t o 7.30 p. m.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 30 November.
HON. G. E. MASTERS (West) [7.42 p.m.]:

The Opposition supports the Bill before the
House. I have a couple of questions which were
raised with me by bank officers who have a deep
concern over the problem of hold-ups and bank
robberies.

The Bill proposes to delete the words, "if the
offender is armed"; that is, armed with a weapon.
A recent court case decided that a person armed
with a replica gun or rifle is not subject to the
same penalties as a person armed with a real gun
or rifle. I query, on behalf of people who work in
banks, and at the request of a union representa-
tive, whether the words "if the offender is or pre-
tends to be armed" cover a situation I will de-
scribe. Let us say that a person walks into a bank
with a knapsack. A lump of pipe is poking out of
the knapsack and this persons says to the teller, "I
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have a gun and if you don't hand over the money
I will shoot you". Would the person with the
knapsack be liable to the same penalty as if he
had a Frearm? Also, if a person walked into a
bank with a knapsack and told the teller it con-
tained two pounds of gelignite and that if the
teller did not hand over the money without any
Cuss the robber would blow the place up, would
that be classified as being armed? Whether the
weapon carried is a hosepipe or a tin in a knap-
sack, can the offender be caught and prosecuted
as if he were "an offender armed with an offen-
sive weapon"?

I hope the Minister understands my point
although I have not phrased the question very
well. This point is obviously of great concern to
th 'ose people who work in banks and similar
institutions and who are suffering great threat.
The major point is: Will those offenders be re-
garded in the same way as if they were carrying
real firearms and explosives?

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [7.44 p 'm. ]: I
feel obliged to reply but, on the other handi the
honourable member, having confessed he did not
put the question very well, cannot expect the
answer to be much better.

If I understand the question correctly, the
answer would be "Yes". I think that follows from
the terms of the amendment. IC something is
capable oC giving the impression that it is an of-
fensive weapon, and the offender claims or pre-
tends that it is an offensive weapon, it will be
caught under this provision.

However, there is a limit to which one can an-
ticipate circumstances. Somebody pointed two
fingers at me this morning and said, "If I claim
I'm going to shoot you with these fingers, does
that mean anything in connection with this Bill?"
I had to say that one reaches a point with theor-
etical possibilities of not really being able to gi ve
an answer isolated from actual circumstances.

I can only repeat that, to the extent I under-
stand the point of the question, the amendment as
presently provided meets the concern that has
been expressed.

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 the Hon.
J. M. Berinson (Attorney General), and
transmitted to the Assembly.

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN FUND)
DILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 30 November.
HON. P. HI. WELLS (North Metropolitan)

[7.47 p.m.]: The arts in this State, particularly in
the area involving our young people, are to be
strangled in the next year to fulfil the promises of
the Labor Party. Once the mainstream part of the
arts has had its funding doubled, as was promised
before the election by the ALP, only 20 per cent
of the funds from the Instant Lottery will be
available for distribution to the wider aspects of
the arts. In other words, instead of $5.4 million
being available, we will be lucky to have $I
million-perhaps $1.5 million at the outside. The
increase in funds made available to the Western
Australian Arts Council will be lucky to keep
abreast of real money, and therefore the funding
for the ALP's election promises will be taken out
of the ;LDEC, which would mean very little
would be left to distribute to the arts throughout
the State and, in particular, to enlarge the ex-
posure of the arts in the schools.

It is my belief that if schools are to expose the
young people to a wide range of experience, we
must move away from the current situation in
which the only schools which can do so are those
which arc affluent or those which happen to be in
the priority schools range so that they receive sub-
sidised funds. The Government's policies will
strangle the impetus which has been given by the
funding from the Instant Lottery.

Not only is there a lack of funds in terms of
grants from the Western Australian Arts Council,
but also if one looks at the Treasurer's allocations,
one notes that the Australian Ballet Foundation's
allocation is reduced by $15 000. The balance will
probably have to be met by Commonwealth
funding. The allocation to the Australian
Elizabethan Theatre Trust is down by $20 000.

I gather a number of other areas will have to
find their own funding-obtain it from ILDEC if
they can-which means that the funds will not be
available for the smaller groups in each of the
members' electorates. Those groups which have
been struggling have looked to ILDEC for
funding to keep them going. One suggestion
worthy of consideration is that we make greater
use of the capital facilities in the arts field in the
metropolitan area. I advocate bringing the arts
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people together and having a country arts week in
conjunction with the country sports week. When
large numbers of country school children come to
the metropolitan area, they would have the oppor-
tunity to gain experience in the arts. I regard that
as a reasonable programme to receive an allo-
cation of ILDEC funding. That project could
have a good effect on the whole of the State.

Because of the Government's policies that, to a
fair degree, starve the arts of funds to fulfil the
ALP's election promises, there is little hope that
the country schoolchildren, or even the metropoli-
tan children for that matter, can look forward in
the coming years to greater participation in the
arts.

In dealing more broadly with the General Loan
Fund, I will refer to other areas in the arts, and
also to problems within my electorate. Recently I
received, as I suspect most members did, a letter
from the Minister for Employment and Adminis-
trative Services (Mr Parker) in which he listed
the areas which had been provided with funds
from the Commonwealth Government to create
work. One of those was for the production of a
multicultural journal in the Fremantle area, with
an allocation of $71 000.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Are you multiculturalist?
Hon. P. H. WELLS: If the Minister stayed in

his seat and got rid of the ants, he would be less
likely to jump all the time. I am pleased to note
that my mention of this topic has alerted him and
he may listen to me with genuine interest. In fact,
I am inclined to leave this topic to the end or my
speech so I have his undivided attention.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I did not want to extend
your speech. I just wanted a "Yes" or "No"
answer.

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: I have no objection to en-
couraging a journal dealing with ethnic groups.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You are really violently
opposed to Mr Moore's position?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I know the Minister tends
to jump. That is in his nature. I suggest that, if he
jumps blindly, one day he will find that he has
jumped into something that is out of his depth.
When he wvas in Opposition, I noticed that often
he had to leave his seal so he did not get in any
deeper than he was.

I have not investigated that proposition, but it
may be a worthy one. I expect the Minister for
Employment and Administrative Services
investigated the proposition put forward to him,
which proposes that four jobs will be created for
the expenditure of some $71 000. That will pro-
vide a journal for multiculturalism in this State.

As I mentioned earlier, 27 per cent of the popu-
lation of this State is involved in multiculturalism,
and therefore it is reasonable to expend that
money.

My only problem is that I cannot reconcile this
with the Government's policies on the arts. The
arts Field employs many people. However, the
Government wants to kill the major arts magazine
in this State, for the lack of $90 000. What is the
difference between the two cases? If Arilook is
closed down, 12 jobs will be lost, and four will be
provided for the multicultural magazine. It seems
the policy of this Government is to let 12 jobs go,
and start planning something for the people who
pander to the Government and only vote for the
ALP.

It is rather sad that the Government cannot see
its way clear to helping the art world by making
funds available to Arilook magazine. Since
Arilook has been going for some time, it has a
wide circulation, despite the fact that the Govern-
ment interfered with its campaign for more sub-
scribers.

The Government should give consideration to
the needs of the arts people in this State. It should
support Artlook to the same extent as it is pre-
pared to support the multicultural magazine, so
that it gives at least equal recognition to the arts
people. The Government should recognise that
Artloak serves people involved in multicultural
areas as well as those involved in the arts.

Recently I made a visit to the Royal Perth Hos-
pital. It was quite an enlightening visit, and I
found that the people who are employed in the re-
search area and, more importantly, in the life
saving area, very often are accommodated in what
appear to be broom cupboards. One finds that
some sections of the staff work in extremely
cramped areas which, in most members' homes
would most probably be used for storing food or,
in some homes, as dressing areas or bathrooms.

I was staggered that the proposition put for-
ward by the previous Government to complete the
building opposite the Royal Perth Hospital, with
contractors providing the upfront money, was
scrapped by the current Government when it
came into office. The building is still there, look-
ing like a carpark although not being used as one.
That is a great waste while we have great need in
terms of the health of the people in the State. For
every year the monstrosity is delayed, the cost of
completing the building will increase.

The previous Government devised a proposition
to allocate a certain amount of money with
certain flexibility. I acknowledge the limit of
readily available loan funds and operating capital
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funds a State Government may expect to have,
but the previous Government showed it was
willing to meet this commitment, whereas the
present Government has done a disservice to the
people of this State and to their health by delay-
ing the introduction of a proposition to complete
this hospital. The imminent advent of Medicare
will mean an estimated increase of 20 per cent in
the demand placed on public hospitals such as
Royal Perth Hospital. It is a pity the Government
has not found a method to fund the completion of
this project. It should seriously look for ways to
complete it because of this expected increase in
demand. I cannot believe that the present Govern-
ment does not have a desire to provide the best or
the most adequate hospital facilities for Western
Australians. The present shell of the building is a
scar on the city and it will remain so under this
Government's policies.

The Bill touches on a. range of areas of concern
to members in this House and particularly it
touches on areas of concern to me as a member
representing the northern areas of the metropoli-
tan area. My province has special problems in its
need for capital expenditure in the area. If we
were to estimate the amount of money allowed for
education buildings, we might think an adequate
amount had been provided for the northern areas,
but the reality is that a number of the allocations
are to pay for work already completed. I am not
saying all the grants are in that category, but a
good number of them are. When one ignores
those allocations and starts to calculate the actual
increase for new projects in the area, one sees that
the parents and teachers in the northern corridor
face a real problem.

Parents in the area have to transport their chil-
dren a considerable distance to school, although it
might not seem to be a large distance when com-
pared with the travelling required to be under-
taken by country children. Many people in my
area are not blessed with having two cars. Many
mothers have 10 rely on friends to transport their
children to school. This year, $20 000 was made
available for the construction of the Beldon
school; it was provided to meet site costs for the
creation of the school. At the moment, children in
the area have to be accommodated in temporary
classrooms at othef schools. If this school is not
completed and ready by 1985, the adjoining
schools could have as many as I I temporary
buildings acconimodating the expected number of
children who will eventually occupy the Beldon
school.

Again, I realise the problem confronting the
Government in finding the capital funds for the
construction of schools. Bearing in mind the Fed-

eral Government's programme to encourage chil-
dren to stay at school longer, we must urge the
State Government to be prepared to meet the in-
creased pressure likely to be placed on our
schools. I would like the Government to seriously
consider the submission put before it by the
Wanneroo Shire Council, which submission dealt
with the need for additional schools in the shire
area. The Government should also consider the
representations on this subject by various parent
action groups. I realise that the Government can-
not magically find the money required, but the
Government must make representations to the
Federal Government in order to Find a solution, so
that the children in our developing areas are not
deprived of education facilities.

I mention now an excursion into the northern
areas by officers of the Metropolitan Water
Authority in order to hold a briefing on the work-
ings of the Beenyup plant and to explain other ac-
tivities of the authority. On each occasion these
excursions have been to the northern areas, 1 have
not been invited to attend.

On one occasion I received an apology from the
Managing Director of the Metropolitan Water
Authority. On the other occasion, although the
Hon. Graham Edwards was invited to attend, the
Government did not show me the courtesy of
asking me to participate. The previous Govern-
ment always extended this courtesy to members of
either party. Of course, 1 am not always able to
take up an invitation, although I always try to do
so and always have done since I have been a
member of Parliament.

This relates also to the visit by the consumer af-
fairs people to the Mundaring area. The Govern-
ment showed that it was prepared to utilise these
people for political advertising. The visit by these
people to the northern areas was brought to my
attention by an article in the Warnneroo Times
rather than by advice from the Minister. This in-
dicates it was a political exercise.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Are you talking about
the one the member for Joondalup organised?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I gather this visit follows
the one to the Mundaring area.

Hon. Graham Edwards: They were not organ-
ised by the Government.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I assure the honourable
member that I am as well able to initiate such a
suggestion as any other member. Nevertheless, it
would have been common courtesy for the
Government to advise me of a visit to my area by
a Government department. It could have advised
all members rather than arrange a visit for its
members only. All members of Parliament should
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have the opportunity to participate in these brief-
ings, so that they are not seen to be political.

Again, while talking about the northern areas,
let me say that I was pleased to learn the Mitchell
Freeway extensions to the north are to be ready
foar use on 12 December. I am glad the extensions
have moved ahead at this pace. However, I notice
that the information was released by the Minister
in a meeting with his own local members.

The point I want to make is that I hope the
Minister for Transport gives consideration now to
the long-term planning for a rail commuter
system in the northern areas. He should be con-
sidering the types of mono-rail or other systems
that could be used advantageously as a commuter
system in the northern areas. This requires long-
term planning for the system to be used and also
for the land required. The earlier the planning the
fewer the repossessions of homes that will be re-
quired. The Government should be considering
the best worldwide methods of moving people.

Unlike the Perth-Fremantle railway, which is
close to the coast thus limiting the number of
passengers it is ever likely to carry, a system
through the northern corridor could provide an ef-
ficient feeder service from either side, making it
an ideal system as the population in the area in-
creases further. I am aware that for best results
these systems require large populations to be
shifted. As the metropolitan area wanders north.
the population will soon be there, so if planning
does not take place in these early stages we will
never be able to have the best of commuter
systems for people in the northern suburbs, which
already have large populations.

Hon. Peter Dowding: What did your Govern-
ment do about it?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: l am glad the Minister oc-
casionally looks up from what he is doing, perhaps
because of ants in his pants. The Minister can
read Hansard to find what I have said, because he
has more research facilities than I have. I have
been saying that land should be made available
now for a rapid-transit commuter system in the
northern suburbs.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Is that why we got 18 per
cent swings in your area?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: We need long-term
planning to commence now. Surely the Minister is
not saying that we should do nothing until the
population is there, which means that we will
have to tear down houses to make way for a com-
muter system.

Perhaps that is the ALP policy; perhaps it is
like its hotel industry policy, where we saw the
late Herbie Graham coming back from England

with the idea of establishing taverns in walking
distance from people's homes. The idea has been
proved to be a total disaster and has brought
about this Government's moratorium on liquor li-
cences. All this will mean that people in the
northern areas wanting liquor licences will have to
wait and therefore have to pay higher prices.

Hen. Graham Edwards interjected.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: I gather the Hon. Graham

Edwards is saying that the tavern policy was the
right one.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Herbie Graham was a
very well respected man in those areas and he did
a lot of work, and that work will be recognised on
Sunday.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am not saying that he
was a good or bad person. I am talking about a
policy which has brought about a proliferation of
liquor licences and which has forced this Govern-
ment to institute a moratorium on the issuing of
these licences.

Hon. Peter Dowding: That is a naive point of
view.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: This moratorium is a re-
sult of a deliberate ALP policy which saw too
many licences being granted.

Hon. Peter Dowding: The alternative was enor-
mous drinking barns which Herbie Graham
rightly thought were not in the best interests of
the community.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Go and talk to the AHA
now.

Hon. Peter Dowding: They are delighted with
the Labor Government.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am quite interested in
the honourable member's interjection because he
is saying we had a bad policy. I would like to con-
vince a lot of people not to drink at all; then we
would not have many of our present problems. If
what he is saying is correct, his current policy is
that we will revert to large barns as an alterna-
tive. We cannot have it both ways.

Hon. Graham Edwards: How often do you go
to a hotel?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: On an average, three to
five times a week, because I attend many meet-
ings in hotels and have organised clubs which
meet in hotels.

Hon. Graham Edwards: You prefer the liquor
barns, you do?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Hotels are a great service
industry; they service this State very well.
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Hon. Graham Edwards: If you think what we
have now is a disaster, what we had then was a
worse disaster.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. Robert

H et herington): Order!
Hon. P. H. WELLS: We cannot have it both

ways. If it is not a disaster, why have a mora-
torium?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I suggest that
the honourable member speaks a little more
slowly so that both I and the Hansard reporter
might hear him a little better.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I realise the pressure that
is being put on by the current Government which
is extremely unfair to the Hansard staff. 1 Will try
to accommodate his commendable suggestion.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I suggest the
member sticks to the Bill,

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: I gather that the Bill pro-
vides the money to pay the Hansard staff as well
as others.

I notice a number or remarks made about the
WA Fire Brigades Board. Certainly it services our
State very well. Sad to say, many members do not
realise the benefit to be gained from emergency
services such as the fire brigades. It is a bit like
health insurance: it is nice to pay for it, but it is
nicer to never have to use it. 1 had occasion to call
upon the services of the fire brigade when the
back part of my house was burnt down.

I am particularly interested in the provision far
fire stations in the northern area. 1 was present at
the opening of the Wangara Fire Station, which
was a major capital work in the previous year. An
additional allowance of $57 000 has been made
this year for minor works. I make these remarks
because we should seriously look at this area in
terms of funding.

The Leader of the House tried to make an un-
charitable attack on me the other night when I
mentioned the areas that I wanted to see
improved. I realise we ha've a problem in terms of
funding the fire brigades. I do not want to run
away from that funding problem. However, that
does not mean to say that the need for various
services does not exist. As the member for that
area, I have a responsibility in terms oF raising
funds for it. Great debate has developed in the
northern Corridor on the fact that once the free-
way is built the coastal area will be cut off from
adequate. quick fire services:, so there is a need to
plan an additional fire station to cover the coastal
areas, particularly the WhitFords and adjacent
areas, which will be affected by the freeway. Ve-

hidles travelling to a fire would have to travel via
that freeway. -

A second problem relates to the fire area. I
raised this matter the other evening. if, for in-
stance, we use the emergency services of the fire
brigades to attend road accidents to use the jaws
of life io release people trapped in ye-
hicles-certainly they have some expertise in that
area for which I commend them-we will need to
look at the authority given to them. Perhaps there
may need to be some change to the legislation.
There certainly will need to be some acceptance
of another method of funding that service because
it is not a fair charge against, for instance, hous-
ing insurance. It is not the responsibility of hous-
ing insurance to pay for this service. It may be
that we have to find a more equitable method of
funding that area.

More importantly, as I mentioned in the House
the other evening, there needs to be a variation in
positioning those vehicles because in the metro-
politan area they have to cater for great increases
in traffic. We continually find the situation where
a brigade is sent from Perth to the Wanneroo
area and the only one available then has to come
from the Fremantle area, and those two brigades
are expected to cover the whole metropolitan
area. In terms of the WA Fire Brigades Board,
particularly relating to its move into the emerg-
ency services area, there is a need to revise the
funding.

Hon. Neil Oliver: I presume you mean the
metropolitan area?

H-on. P. H. WELLS: In terms of the metropoli-
tan area and country areas. We need to consider
what type of equipment should be provided at
strategic places for emergency services through-
out the State. Some equipment could be provided
to local fire stations that could be used in an
emergency during certain accidents which do not
happen in the metropolitan area.

When 1 was in Norseman, local mining
companies had to attend to accidents on the Eyre
Highway. I am not saying the metropolitan area
is the only area where people need to be assisted
after accidents. Most people think fire brigades
are responsible only for putting out fires. How-
ever, they have other responsibilities and in some
areas this responsibility has been put onto the
police. 1 will not argue With that. There could be a
dual use of this service, but we need to find the
appropriate method of funding it.

The other area in my electorate where I want
funds provided is in respect of the the Joondalup
Development Corporation and the development of
the Coonda lee Estate north of the Whitfords. area.
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This estate will come on stream in 1984 and will
bring about an increase in. building in the more
northern part of the corridor and increased traffic
along Marmion Avenue, which will certainly
bring increased demands for transport and facili-
ties. It will make it desirable for stages five and
six of the freeway to move at a more rapid pace to
accommodate the large number of people who will
choose to live in the best part of the State, the
coastal areas of the northern suburbs. I know the
Hon. Neil Oliver might say it is nicer to live in
the hills, but if he goes to Wanneroo he will find,
as the slogan says, that, "Living is great in
Wanneroo".

Hon. Neil Oliver: By the way, we do not have a
metropolitan fire brigade.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: A town fire brigade would
be available. The development of the Coondalee
Estate reminds me of the guarded crosswalks re-
quested over Marmion Avenue. Additional devel-
opment will increase traffic and the increased
number of vehicles will bring these guarded cross-
walks into being. I have written to the Minister
concerned hoping that despite the fact that the
current Budget only allows for the same number
of guarded crosswalks as the previ ous year,
Budget restraints will not cause any of those
guarded crosswalks that were requested in my
area to be knocked back.

I have awaited with interest the development
and building of the music studies and orchestra-
auditorium complex at the WA Academy of Per-
forming Arts. I note in the current Budget an al-
lowance of $691 000 has been made for the devel-
opment of this complex. If it were not for the fact
that the Leader of the House decided we would sit
tonight, I would have had the opportunity of de-
lighting in the services of the academy by seeing
"Hiawatha".

Hon. D. K. Darts: If you want to knock off now
I will let you go.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Instead of going on and on.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: I wonder if the Leader of

the House would inform the House that he is pre-
pared to give me a couple of pairs.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I reckon we'd get a ma-
jority for it.

Hon. D. K. Duns: Put it to the vote.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: Certainly the academy is

taking a major place in terms of the development
of the interest of many people in this State in a
wide range of the arts. I wonder if there have
been any realistic studies in terms of where these
people will go when they leave the academy, be-
cause it appears with the decrease in funds in

certain areas of the arts not enough positions will
be available in this State for many of the
students. They may have to leave WA to find jobs
in the areas in which they are trained. Two things
are likely to happen: Firstly, there is a danger that
we will have a talent drain out of this State, be-
cause we certainly do not provide enough
opportunities for these people to get further ex-
perience; and, secondly, the academy could suffer
in terms of attracting the calibre and level of per-
son best fitted to train people who choose to use
the academy for their development. That area is
worthy of some consideration and investigation.

I mention the subject of transport in my elec-
torate. I notice that varying amounts of money
have been made available under the business
undertakings of the Government for the MTT.
The depots at Joondalup and Trigg have been
catered for in the Budget. The allowance for the
Joondalup depot, commenced under the previous
Government with a capital allowance of
$1 393 145, has now been cut to $362 000. The
Trigg depot received an initial grant of $80 000.
The northern area is certainly developing into an
area to which many families are moving. This af-
fects transport because when the breadwinners of
these families go to work they use the transport
system. Certainly only a slow system is available
to commuters in that area and the demand for the
service will increase.

The transfer stations developed under the pre-
vious Government have certainly been a success. I
note that additional work has been done at the
Innaloo transfer station and this has not only en-
abled the arrival of buses from various areas, but
also has enhanced the park and ride system
introduced by the previous Minister, not only on
the metropolitan bus system, but also on the rail
system, to a fair degree. I go past many of these
stations.

One area that concerns me in the Budget is the
Government Printing Office. I wonder whether
the current Government will continue the previous
Government's policy of, rather than increasing
large capital works such as the GPO, putting
work out to tender to private enterprise, because
the printing industry business, in a smaller sense,
is competitive.

I understand from people in the printing
business that over the years the Government has
put out printing work to tender. As a result the
Government has benefited because it has been
much cheaper than having the work done at the
Government Printing Office. I hope that the pres-
ent Government will continue that policy, es-
pecially in the interests of small business which
employs a large number of people.
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I suggested to the previous Government that it
should put out to tender its aerial photography
work. The Federal Government has done this and
if a person in Western Australia wants an aerial
photograph urgently it is possible for it to be
available within 48 hours. Under normal circum-
stances it would be available within one week. In
Western Australia aerial photographs are obtain-
able from the Department of Lands and Surveys
and when I used the service it took up to three
weeks for photographs to be made available.

I suggest to the Government that it give con-
sideration to using private enterprise in this re-
gard. I have advocated this for a number of years,
but have been unsuccessful. I believe the Govern-
ment would do a service to this State if it followed
the lead of the Federal Government rather than
buying additional photographic equipment which,
I believe, occurred recently. At least two
companies in Western Australia could adequately
compete for this work. They would provide a far
better service than the Department of Lands and
Surveys currently provides. It would be of benefit
not only to the Government, but also to the
mining industry and those people who require
aerial photographs. I am sure that if private en-
terprise undertook this work, photographs would
be available in one-third of the time it currently
takes.

The Police Force in this State has been put
under certain pressures at various times, and one
would tend to believe that this Government would
support it. However, at times it has allowed the
Police Force to be attacked and sometimes several
weeks have passed before the Government has
gone to its defence. I believe the Government
should undertake an investigation of the police
stations in the northern metropolitan area.

Hon. D. K. Dans: We are increasing the size of
the Police Force; that is something the previous
Government did not do.

H-on. P. H. WELLS: I am glad to hear that
suggestion-

Hon. D. K. Dans: It is not a suggestion; it is a
happening.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: If the Government allows
the Police Force to be abused openly before it
goes to its defence the morale of the force will be
destroyed. I believe the Government should de-
fend the Police Force, whose duty it is to enforce
the law.

The Government should give some consider-
ation-I am sure the Hon. Sam Piantadosi would
agree with me-to updating the Nollamara Police
Station. It is a dingy building and it is not air-
conditioned. Members would agree that members

of the Police Force should not be in the office all
the time, but they have to return to the office to
complete reports. It is not very comfortable to
spend any length of time in the Nollamara Police
Station in hot weather. I understand that some of
the work undertaken by the police at the
Nollamlara station is north of the police station.
Some consideration should be given toD either
renovating the police station or relocating it. I am
sure that members of Parliament would not be
happy if they were required to work in offices that
were not air-conditioned. I understand that police
cars are air-conditioned and that is more reason
why the offices should be air-conditioned.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: You were the member
for three years; why didn't you do something?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am aware of the prob-
lems in the Hon. Sam Piantadosi's province. I do
not frequent every police station in the northern
metropolitan area, but I have spent some time at
the Nollamara Police Station. Recently the police
from that station broke a gang of young children
who had stolen something in the order of 150
pushbikes. These enterprising people had set up a
profitable business.

The Warwick station is an excellent building
and is air-conditioned, but a number of order-type
police stations should be redeveloped.

I suggest to the Government that consideration
be given to a courthouse being established in the
northern metropolitan area. Perhaps it could be
situated adjacent to the police station at
Warwick. Presently most of the people who at-
tend court have to travel to the central metropoli-
tan area. A courthouse in the northern metropoli-
tan area would not only service the people in my
electorate, but would also service the people in the
area the Hon. Sam Piantadosi represents.

Hon. D. K. Dans: You can have the Fremantle
prison out there if you like.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Just because the Leader
of the House-

Hon. Peter Dowding: Do not answer the Leader
of the House because he is embarrassed for asking
the question.

Several members interjected.
Hon. P. H-. WELLS: I advise the Leader of the.

House that I have, on a number of occasions,
visited the Fremantle prison.

Several members interjected.
Hon. P. H. WELLS: On a number of occasions

1 have taken part in debates that have been held
at the prison. I can understand the Leader of the
House, because if I were the member for that
area I would probably try to convince the Govern-
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ment to relocate the prison which would result in
some prime real estate being available in
Fremantle.

Funds have been provided for additional stages
at the Duncraig and Warwick High Schools. I
compliment the Government for accepting the
Victorian system in regard to detecting vandals at
Government schools. It is worrying to almost
every parent group and the Government that the
damage caused by vandals at schools is increas-
ing. The new electronic equipment which has re-
cently been installed has a detection rate of some
80 to 90 per cent. I hope that it will bring about a
reduction in this crime. It is soul-destroying for
teachers to turn up at their schools and Find that
vandals have broken into them. This occurred at
the Bambara Primary School recently where
vandals had poured glue all over the floor and had
poured paint over the piano. A large amount of
the children's work had been destroyed. This kind
of thing disrupts a school and the community can
do well without it. I wish the Government well in
regard to the new system it has installed.

There needs to be a greater communication be-
tween the Public Works Department and the prin-
cipals and teachers of schools. The teachers
should have some input into what is required in
new schools that are built. I know of a number of
occasions where principals of new schools have
had to call back the Public Works Department
because various things have not been done prop-
erly. For instance I know of one occasion where a
door was put in the wrong place. It did not allow
access to a storeroom from an activity room, but
required the teacher to go through a schoolroom
and this caused a great deal of disruption. At the
Bambara Primary School PWD workers were
called back to install grills over the skylights in
order to prevent vandals from breaking into the
school. Other things such as shelving, etc., should
be referred to the principals for their comment.

A new school has been built in Kingsley and as
the number of students increase, a major problem
will evolve. The assembly area is far too small and
the school will have to be divided in half in terms
of holding assemblies and school functions. Most
high schools have gymnasiums which are well
used areas. Primary schools should have sufficient
area for students and teachers to gather for
assemblies, etc.

During question time tonight the Minister for
Mines gave a little chuckle when he provided the
information I requested concerning libraries. He
pointed out that the reduction in books was some-
thing like 40 000. This will result in 40 000 fewer
books being available to the whole State. I advise
members that local authorities have received let-

ters indicating that fewer books will be available
for exchange during the year. As a result there
will be 40000 fewer books for circulation to
libraries. One would think that this involves only
a few books when one considers the number of
libraries in this State. However, I have two local
council libaries in my electorate and they are
quite costly to operate. I refer to the libraries op-
erated by the City of Stirling and the Shire of
Wanneroo; they will be deprived of a number of
books this year. If one considers the increase in
population in these areas and the decrease in
available books one sees this will result in quite a
dramatic decrease in the availability of books to
these councils.

I would have thought we were seeking not only
to increase the availability of books but also to at
least maintain the available books on a population
ratio. Certainly, the State Library system, which
is probably the best in Australia, has set itself a
great ideal in terms of trying to provide 1.25
books per head of population. The current de-
crease is regrettable and it is sad to find in art
area of the arts where increased money is
available that some has been syphoned off and the
libraries will be deprived of a number of books.

Hon. Graham Edwards: There has been an in-
crease over the years.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am saying it is sad this
should occur, particularly when the Mirrabooka
Library is opening. The changeover of books is
important for libraries like Stirling and
Wanneroo. That system keeps our libraries up to
date. The Minister for Mines and my colleague
from North Metropolitan Province are having a
talk, but I respect my colleague and I am happy
to stop while they do so.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. Robert
Hetherington), I cannot hear them.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I was urging the member
not to interject because every time he does it ex-
tends Mr Wells' speech by five minutes.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The Min-
ister will not interject.

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: The last point I want to
raise is in connection with moneys available to the
Parliament. I hope the Government will provide
not only the money that has been allocated but
also that required in terms of its undertaking for a
special committee in relation to the 5010. I hope
additional funds will be made available to enable
that committee to adequately carry out its work. I
support the Bill.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [8.48
p.m.j: I begin by quoting from a little magazine
that came into my hands. It states-
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Politicians, in their desire to retain office,
deliberately foster the delusion by making
promises they cannot carry out, We are told
that the rain clouds will disappear if we
change the government.

Does not that remind members of this present
Government and all its promises of reducing
charges, and not increasing charges, and of what
it would do (or the community? After six or seven
months the community realise they have been
conned by misleading advertising and deliberate
attempts to lead them in a certain direction.
There were to be no increases in electricity, water,
sewerage-

Hon. Tom Knight: Licences.
I-on. A. A. LEWIS: Yes, that is a peculiar

thing, and I thank the honourable member for his
remark. The Government and the Hon. Fred
McKenzie will be very interested in this point:
Not only has stamp duty on the purchase of
motor vehicles been increased, but also the
Government has insisted that duty be paid with-
out regard to the date of the transaction.

If one buys a car in October but does not pay
the stamp duty until I November, the increased
duty applies; the Government charges the duty at
the new rate. 1 warn members about this; it hap-
pened to somebody near and dear to me the other
day. When I rang the department involved I was
told. "That is right, Mr Lewis; we have been told
we will charge the new rate of stamp duty". This
is despite the fact that the Government said the
stamp duty would apply to transactions from I
November. The person at the department told me
they had been ordered to charge the new duty
irrespective of when the transaction took place so
long as the duty had not been paid before the end
of October.

We talk about retrospective taxes and all sorts
of things in this House, but here is an example of
the Government increasing the work for a depart-
ment. The department is fair about this matter; I
happened to say in this particular case that a
cheque had been paid before the end of October
but had been returned because the amount was
not enough. I said the department would have the
correspondence and the officer replied, "'You find
the correspondence; we do not find it for you, we
do not have any copies of it".

That is the type of attitude this Government
takes-that the public are there to do its bidding
and for the Government's particular benefit. The
public have woken up, and that is why the polls
now show the ALP on a dangerous slide. It will
slide further as time goes on and as Mr Burke and

his bully boys are found out they will slide into
oblivion.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: That is what happened
to you. I warned you and you did not take any no-
tice.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Mr McKenzie did that.
He should be sitting on the front bench. He is the
sort of perceptive individual who should be sitting
on the front bench, not people who raise taxes and
who do not give a damn. He is a man of the
people who understands and who is fair in all re-
spects.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:. When the
honourable member has finished his eulogy, I
should be glad if he would address the Chair.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am delighted to do that
because the next subject I will talk about is
"truths overlooked". I know you. Mr Deputy
President, helped me on many occasions. I refer to
the magazine which states-

Our standards of living depend on how
much, as a nation, we produce.

Private business enterprise, not govern-
ments, produce most of the WEALTH and
provide most of the jobs (3 out of every 4).

That is something the ALP should take note of.
To continue-

Private business enterprise expands and
gives employment in response to the prospect
of PROFIT.

That is a nasty word to the ALP. To continue-
If the prospect of PROFIT is destroyed or

reduced, by excessive taxes or rising wage
costs, fewer jobs will be provided.

Investors will not risk their money in
profit-earning. ventures unless the expected
return is adequate.

Government monopolies, such as elec-
tricity and water authorities, are under no
compulsion to reduce wastes and
inefficiencies because added costs can be
passed on in higher prices.

Competitive businesses cannot do this be-
cause they lose customers or miss out to
Overseas Firms.

The more government tries to regulate
business, the higher the costs, and therefore
prices.

We have seen this in the Government's glorious
PR exercise on controlling petrol prices. I do not
know whether I am out of order because the
Government has another Bill in another place to
try to muck it up again. It has not come here and
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I can only comment on the Bill passed earlier in
the session. The magazine goes on as follows-

More WELFARE, and better educational
and health facilities, depend on more pro-
duction, not on trying to redistribute
WEALTH that hasn't been produced.

That is something the Labor Party ought to learn.
We have been dealing today with a Bill that re-
lates to that situation. We heard a lot of yakety-
yak from people who were not prepared to discuss
it, but who were prepared to interject. The article
goes on-

Higher real incomes for all can only be
achieved out of more production.

That would not be the first time members have
heard me say that, and year by year I am proved
right and I get more worried about what is going
on in this society.

Earlier the Hon. Peter Wells talked about the
late Herb Graham and the effect he had on the
liquor industry. His term on the Licensing Court
was a disaster for the industry. I do not know
whether Mr Graham was to blame for that be-
cause there was more than one person on the
Licensing Court. I know the hotel industry has
had the guts ripped out of it; more taverns were
built and demands were made for units in hotels
which were not needed and there were more in-
spectorial costs. The ALP should know that be-
cause Mr Parker sent a letter around before the
election asking for £100 from each publican in the
AHA because the then Opposition would cure the
problem.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Now they are curing
the cure.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That may be right. It
showed great faith in the ALP and Mr Parker to
think that a person with limited knowledge of the
industry should be able to believe that $100 from
each publican would cure the industry's problems.
Of course the Government has not done that. It
has introduced a moratorium and instituted an in-
quiry. From scuttlebutt 1 hear it is getting deeper
and deeper into the mire because the problem is a
complex one. Instead of the Government looking
after asbestosis problems, it will be looking after
hotels in the future because the number of hotel-
iers in trouble is legion at the moment.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Mr Lockyer said the
other night that if the strippers were allowed back
in they would not be losing so much.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I did not hear Mr
Lockyer, but as I read the Press that was not
what he said. He said turnover could be increased
if strippers were allowed into hotels. I do not go

to a hotel to see strippers. Some people do; Mr
Loekyer might. 1 go to a hotel usually to get a
bed, a drink, or a meal. At our advanced age we
do not go into hotels to see strippers.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Be careful.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: There is a lot of talk about

technology and about small business and tech-
nology parks. I wish the Deputy Premier were
here so that he could hear just what The Aus-
tralian said about high technology. The leader is
headed, "High Tech or Back to the Farm". I do
not refer only to the Deputy Premier; he is quite a
nice bloke and 1 have always got on well with
him. There are areas where we lead the world in
technology. Take, for instance, three dimensional
photography in the forestry field; we are a leader
in that area. Those sorts of things should be en-
couraged and pushed along.

Because we start technology parks, do we think
we can go into sewing machines in competition
with Japan, Korea, and such countries? We can-
not compete in small radios such as Sony. Firstly
Japan and Korea have a huge market close to pro-
duction, and secondly, a cheaper labour force.

I always remember a bloke called Hawke who
came back from Japan making a profound state-
ment about the production of motor cars and the
automotive workers in Japan who were paid the
same amount of money as ordinary workers in
Australia. What he did not tell us was that they
produced about 20 times as much for that amount
of money. That leads back to the quotes I made
earlier in the speech.

Let us look at an article, because it is fairly
near and dear to me concerning the business of
the farmer and Farms and doing what we can. It is
a report of comments by Mr Richard Sehait, the
senior vice-president of the Union Bank of
Switzerland. I guess he is a Fairly good
businessman to be in that position. The article
says-

AT LAST the point that Australia's poten-
tial lies through its rich mining and agricul-
tural sectors, rather than in fanciful high
technology, has been put into Context by a
prominent Swiss banker, Mr Richard Schait,
senior vice-president of the Union Bank of
Switzerland. He says our future lies with
what we do best: Food and minerals for the
international community.

Agriculture and Mining are now respon-
sible for at least 85 per cent of Australia's
export income and seem certain to retain that
balance as we approach the turn of the
century.
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For instance, our rural industry will play a
far larger role in feeding the world in the
decades to come. The primary industry sec-
tor, which will produce 50 per cent or more
of Australia's export income this year. is on
the verge of a production revolution, which
will enable it to retain its status as Aus-
tralia's single most important industry.

That the Australian farmer is as efficient
as any in the world is indisputable. Today, he
produces food for 70 people a year, while the
United States farmer produces food for 59
people and a Western European farmer will
feed only 19 people.

I will not go on quoting from that. This Govern-
ment under Brian Burke is killing both mining
and rural activities. Day by day we sit in this
place and Bills are brought forward which kill in-
itiative in anybody who is willing to produce, and
which turn investors from our shores. I am sure
the reason that both the Deputy Premier and th e
Minister for Mines have trouble with the alu-
minium smelter is because people can see what
trouble we are in.

We are in trouble with unions; we are in
trouble with Governments. The horrific ETUJ
business costs $11 million a month. I believe it
has not yet been sorted out. The Leader of the
House may say he has further information, but
what has the Government done about it? It has
sat back and done absolutely nothing about it. It
is as though, with all its mandates, it is scared to
sort out the problem.

Is the sort of Government we want in Western
Australia one that is scared to bite the bullet?
That is the Government we have. It would appear
that this Government is quite prepared to knock
small business, farmers, and miners, in all the en-
deavours they make. We will deal next week with
a Bill which will be horrifying in its effect, not
onty on the individual, but also on every business
in this State.

We have had a heap of consumer legislation, all
sorts of regulations, and stultifying claptrap to kill
business in this State. No other Government has
produced in one term a third of the amount which
this Government has presented to the House in six
months of business-killing initiatives. It is a
business murderer. It is not interested in the wel-
fare of this State, it is interested in socialism only.
Socialism must rule the State and everybody must
abide by what this Government hands out.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: You do talk a lot of rubbish.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I thought the member was

told not to interject, and I see her Leader giving

her another gipsy's warning. The Deputy Presi-
dent would not like her to do that either.

I might do a quick run around my electorate, as
the Hon. Tom Knight did. I am horrified to
see-it is not this Government's fault, I assure the
Leader of the House; I do not know whose fault it
is really, but it is bureaucratic bungling in my op-
inion-that the doctor must leave Dumbleyung
because he cannot get a licence to practise. H-e
has a certificate to practise only in the
Dumbleyung Shire under our ancient Medical
Act. The Finding of a replacement doctor will be
on the Government's shoulders. The Government
will not be able to find one easily. Instead of
bringing in all this socialistic claptrap in the Hos-
pitals Amendment Bill, the Government could
look at the Medical Act and provide country
areas with doctors. Not many suggestions have
been made, but some of them are first class in
that people can move out of the major teaching
hospitals and go into the country for a number of
years before returning to those hospitals without
loss of position. A big problem in moving them
out now is that they lose their places on the pro-
motional scale. As the H-on. Graham MacKinnon
would know, this proposition would be one way to
cater for the country areas.

Narrogin High School is a disgrace. One of the
buildings has cracks right through it. I have been
endeavouring to get a Minister for Education to
that school for 15 to I8 months, so I do not blame
only the present Minister, who is trying to kill
another country industry-the school bus contrac-
tors-but also the previous Minister. I believe
teachers or students should not have to put up
with the situation. Perhaps the Minister will say,
"Okay, you cannot have it next year, but the year
after we will build the accommodation". It is not
as though Narrogin has a declining population; it
is increasing.

Perhaps the reason that improvements are not
going to Narrogin is because we want to put
everything into Bunbury and build our 'Bunbury
2000" which has, up to now, been a disaster. The
Government has not been able to bring in a Bill to
set up the south-west development authority, Is
not that interesting? This was used as an election
promise, but has not even got off the ground. The
Government has legislated for nearly everything
else.

Hon. V. J. Ferry: We have no hope of building
new police stations.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: While there are promises
at least there is hope. We know how the Govern-
ment sticks to promises, as we saw with electricity
and other charges. The Government stuck to its
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promise and cut costs in the State Budget to the
bone!

A member: Sarcasm does not scare me.
Hon. A. A, LEWIS: Mr Ferry knows what I

am saying. One cannot talk to [he Government
because it is not interested in people in the
country areas.

Another high school is Donnybrook. There is a
desperate need for this to be made a year 12 high
school Donnybrook is one of the fastest growing
towns in Western Australia. The honourable
member in front of me can look amazed, but it is.
It is a dormitory suburb for Bunbury, and it is
much better than Bunbury because it is out in the
apple country and the rolling hills. People want to
live there. They want a chance to educate their
children there. Although the Labor Party said.
'"Let the people decide", if they want to live out
there, why can we not give them a high school
there?

The Labor Party talks about letting the people
decide. However, it will not let the people of War-
ren decide on the Shannon basin. "Let the people
decide" is a catehcry only when it suits the Labor
Party. Is it not amusing; we notice how quiet
Government members are when the Shannon
River comes up. They know the mess they are in
with it. Each member of the Government knows
the mess the Government is in in respect of the
Shannon River and yet he is bound by an outside
body to support the policy. Government members
cannot make their own decisions; they are told
what to do from outside. It is fascinating that this
trend should continue. Those who have been
around the political scene would recall the 36
faceless men of days gone by and we have now
taken a giant stride ahead and have 45 or more
faceless men who instruct Government members
how to vote. They cannot think for themselves.
All we need is one Government member here to
present the policy, because that is all we ever get.
Government members do not think for them-
selves; they let the Opposition do that!

Finally I shall refer to the west cell land at
Walpole. The previous Government made giant
strides in providing land in Walpole. It is
interesting to note that an ex-Labor member of
Parliament bought the first of the 26 blocks
offered for sale. It was auctioned when the
Government first opened up the area. In under 12
months all the blocks were sold. When a question
was asked as to when the area would be developed
further, the answer received was, "We will review
it in a Budget in the future. We do not have
enough money for it". The Government has only
sold 26 blocks and probably the answer to Mr

Stretch's question is that the SI-C houses have
been sold.

I suggest to the Minister he might buy some of
the Bunnings' houses so that a rental backlog can
be established to help people who need rental
homes. Is the ALP interested in helping people
who want to rent homes? No, it is not. Of course,
the people in Walpole, especially after the de-
cision was made on the Shannon basin, do not like
the ALP at all. Even chat ex- Labor member prob-
ably votes for me now, because he has seen the
error of his ways. That is why he went down there
to live.

We have dealt at some length with national
parks and the Shannon basin. It is interesting to
think that this Government of consensus which
believes in people-this Government which listens
to people and wants all people to deride all
things-has decided, without any local knowledge
or local communication, to spend 5300 000 or
$400 000 in the Shannon basin area.

As I have asked previously: Was the National
Parks Authority asked for its priorities? No, it
was not. Was the local shire asked for its priority?
No, it was not. Were the local representatives of
the Forests Department asked for their priority?
No, they were not.

However, some of the conservationists around
the State decided we needed walking paths in
national parks. Members will recall I had a map
of these paths. is it not fascinating that there is a
golf course at the Shannon which has been there
since the days of the Shannon settlement? One of
the old administration buildings is used as the
clubhouse. What does this Government do? Does
it obtain a consensus of opinion and discuss with
the golf club members where these walking paths
should go? Hell, no. It says, "We will put a road
between fairways I and 9. We shall move your
club house". As a result, the people of the
Shannon golf club do not know where they are be-
cause of this Government and its total disregard
for people, especially people in country areas.

This Government sits here smugly without re-
gard for the problems it is creating for ordinary
people-timber workers and the like-who wish
to play a game of golf, not with the sort of facili-
ties which are offered by golf clubs in the city, but
rather at a golf club they have made for them-
selves. At Government direction a road or a path
has been bashed through the golf course. That is
an example of the sort of consensus Government
that deals with people. The arrogance of it is in-
credible!

Let us look at what this very generous Govern-
ment has given to national parks. The Hon. Fed
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McKenzie must be horrified at this and 1 imagine
the caucus meetings are ringing with his com-
plaints about the way the National Parks Auth-
ority has been treated.

1 want to know why the income from national
parks is to drop by 550 000. Does that indicate
sound management? Does a drop in income of
$50 000 from last year indicate good management
or does it represent iddling the books? Why is
not the money which has been allocated to walk-
ing paths and other unnecessary items in national
parks areas being given to the authority to man-
age instead of allowing a bunch of amateurs to
play around with it? By "amateurs" I mean the
conservationists who run the ALP and demand
these sorts of things.

it is a known fact that only about two per cent
of people who go into national parks move more
than 200 yards away from their motor vehicles,
and yet the Government has chosen to construct
all these walking paths. So many things are
needed desperately in national parks, and this
Government has the info -about them, but it will
not do anything to see that they are done.

It is interesting to note that the wages and
management staff of national parks are the people
who are taking the cut. Here we have a Govern-
ment which is meant to be interested in working
people. Let me inform the House that no person
works harder than a national parks ranger.
Rangers work in a variety of jobs yet their wages
are not even keeping pace with inflation.

However, the Government has seen fit to ap-
point advisers at a cost of millions of dollars.
Most of those advisers are provided with Govern-
ment cars and they now think they will get the
rights of this House. They use members' car
parks, but I shall be putting a stop to that very
quickly, because I hope those advisers who con-
tinue to park in members' car parks will be fined,
as they should be. Like the rest of the bully boys
in the Labor Party, they take this Parliament for
granted. At a later time I shall deal with a Minis-
ter in this place who does the same thing. He
thinks he can do exactly what he likes and treat
this House with contempt.

I turn now to the Forests Department and the
preliminary report of the land resource manage-
menit committee. We shall discuss this at a later
date, but if the Government thinks it is going to
turn the best department in this State-that is the
Forests Department-into a commission, it is
going to have a fight on its hands of which it has
not seen the like previously. The Government has
already demoralised and cut the guts out of the
department. The Forests Department is the most

efficient department in the State and the Govern-
ment has systematically plundered it. It has done
everything in its power to destroy the morale of
the people whom Mr Stretch and I represent. The
Government has caved in to two or three of its
conservation masters. It has moved out a superla-
live conservator and given him another job, be-
cause the conservationists said, "He must go".
The Finger was put on the conservator by the
back-room boys in the Labor Party. The Govern-
ment has purposely left the department without a
conservator. The Hon. Graham Edwards and the
Hon. Lyla Elliott can laugh, because they think it
is funny.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: I am not laughing.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Those members and their

friends have destroyed these people.
Hon. Lyla Elliott: I think you are disgusting. I

am not laughing.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The member may think I

am disgusting. I think her party is disgusting-I
will not get personal-in the way it is treating
members of the Forests Department. It is
emasculating the department in order to follow
Labor Party policy imposed from outside. It is not
following good management practice, but rather
Labor Party policy. It must toe the line. However,
this afternoon Government members were hoist
with their own petard, because they did not follow
Labor Party policy and that is why we had to dis-
card the Bill.

The loss to the town of Nannup already as a re-
sult of money being taken away from the
Donnybrook sunklands is horrifying people in that
town. The followup moves that appear to be hap-
pening with the Minister for Education trying to
move children out of the high school-at least
that is the belief in the town-is horrifying even
more people.

The Premier-this demigod of half-truths and
deception-says consistently that the Government
is going to plant pine trees on land that is unsuit-
able for agriculture. However, occasionally
questions like that slip through and, instead of
being answered by the Premier's advisers, they
are answered by officers of the Forests Depart-
mnent who say, "land that is unsuitable for
agriculture is unsuitable also for growing pine
trees". Let us follow the department's reasoning,
because the department is made up of a highly
professional group of people. Unlike the Premier's
and Ministers' advisers, the officers of the Forests
Departments are professionals, and they know
what they are doing. Once we start planting pine
trees on land which is unsuitable for agricultural
production, as is the Donnybrook sunklands, prob-
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lems will occur. If that is done in west or east
Manjimup there are catcbmena areas off which
the fertiliser will flow and that will eutrophy the
dam sites.

The previous Government, along with the Hion.
Graham MacKinnon, took a strong stand on
clearing restrictions in those areas so that we
could have some fresh water for the future. Yet
this Premier will undergo all this risk by planting
pine trees on land unsuitable for agricultural pro-
duction and, therefore, unsuitable for pine pro-
duction unless fertiliser is used, If it is used it will
ruin the water catchment.

For ALP members in this place I have tried to
make my comments as simple as I could. I have
tried to make them applicable to the people who
do not come from the south-west or other rural
areas. These people if they are trying honestly to
do their jobs in this place will have listened to me
and thought. "Are we making a mistake? Are we
as the ALP Parliamentary Party being led by the
nose?" The Hon. Fred McKenzie knows that they
are, but as a loyal Whip he will not get up to
agree with mec.

H-e does know what I say is true because he has
been to these areas and seen the eutrophication
and other problems in the Pingrup Plains and
other places. The Government will fall as a result
of this issue because it will not listen to the ex-
perts; it thinks that by appointing advisers from
certain parts of the community it will obtain even-
handed advice. The advisers have an unbalanced
approach; virtually not one adviser I can think of
to any Minister has an even-handed approach.
They are nice people as individuals, but have no
even-handed approach such as that used by the
Hon. Fred McKenzie when he worked on our com-
mittee. He asked questions until he was sure he
was right. That is the way answers should be ob-
tained. But this Government is not doing that; it
is flirting with the future water supplies, job
opportunities, forests, agriculture, horticulture
and, incidentally, mining of the south-west.

We get either no answers from the Minister for
Mines or answers which do not relate to the
questions we ask. It is all very good for that Min-
ister to swank about, but he should provide
answers. He gave the Premier some information
the other day, who went to Collie and mouthed
off that information. At least the Premier let us
know he was going to Collie, unlike the Minister
for Mines. He said he has a letter to send to the
Hon. Bill Stretch and myself, but it is probably
still on his table. The letter indicates that he was
in Collie three weeks ago. We want fair and just
notification of these visits. The Deputy Premier
gave fair and just notification but this Minister

for Mines did not. I do not know whether that is
because he is arrogant or ignorant, because he
happens to be both.

What is happening to this State is that the dead
hand of socialism is coming down on it again, and
is overlying everything that happens. I am one of
those people who goes into the community and
visits businesses of all sizes. The number of
businesses in trouble now and getting further into
trouble as a result of the increased costs imposed
by and the attitudes of this Government to small
business is horrifying, It is wrong for this Govern-
ment or the Federal Government to think that
there will be a resurgence in the long term and
that the economy is lifting; the Government had
better take a few of its Ministers aside, not so that
they can consider what people in the United
States and Canada tell them, but so that they can
wander around our community to talk to ordinary
shopkeepers and bank managers, who are so dead
scared about what will happen if the Mexicos and
Brazils go broke that it just does not matter.
Mexico has used all of its future profits out of oil.
An example of graft is that of the spare parts
going to Mexico. The graft is paid at 8 per cent
on an average to Government officials. It is paid
under the table to get spare parts into the country
so that the machines it already has can operate.
To me that does not appear to represent a re-
surgence of an economy.

I am not cynical and do not get depressed about
these things, but I know we must face squarely
what is in front of us, and that is not at all a
pleasant prospect. Not any State or Federal
Government will be able to avoid some of the
consequences of what is happening overseas.

This Government ought to be reining in the
economy instead of throwing money away on fani-
ciful ideas. It should not try to spend its way out
of trouble, which can only work for a Government
if the economy is about to surge. I do not envisage
a surge, and I do not foresee any indication from
the whole of the United States that any surge will
occur. I am not cynical, but I point out that a
presidential election will be held soon in the US.

Some interesting, unnatural things are hap-
pening in the US. Businesses are looking at one
per cent returns on their money and small banks
are going broke. Is that a resurgence? People
point to sales of white goods and motor cars as in-
dicators. The American economy has been trained
to believe that a three-year-old car is out of date,
but people held off purchasing ears for three or
four years until earlier this year. We have heard
about the problems with the motor car industry in
Detroit and similar places, but now people have
decided to buy. New motor car business has been
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generated, but that generation has not gone
through to other industries such as the farm and
mining machinery industries. Only a certain lift
has occurred in the sale of white goods. The whole
future of the US is at a crossroads, and we should
look at its progress carefully.

All of us, and the Government in particular,
should attempt to cut down expenditure and help
those who produce, whether they be in a small
workshop, on a farm or in a mine. We cannot
afford to have differentials of rates of pay for
overtime and weekend work, and we cannot
afford to have 17.5 per cent loadings on holiday
pay. As a nation we cannot afford these things.

Unemployment will not decrease; it is a prob-
lem that will be with us for many years. We must
face that fact. Maybe there are ways to get over
it. Possibly we could move married women out of
the work force or make sure that no weekend
work is done. We could have four-day weeks or
nine-day fortnights, or job sharing. But this
nation as a whole has not concentrated enough on
unemployment in our society. For too long poli-
ticians have raced around the place mouthing sen-
timents about our getting rid of unemployment.
But they have known very well if they have been
honest that that is impossible.

If the Government is to spend money, as it will
have to as a Government, it must consider every
aspect of that expenditure. It most look at the
schemes it has-for example, at the Shannon
River basin-and make sure the money is spent in
the right place. I am sure it can do so if it puts its
mind to that work. There are at least some able
men in the Government who can put their minds
to this work- They cannot be led away from look-
ing after the people and the nation as a whole by
those young Turks in their midst who want to be
smart and make all the running in the Press and
everywhere else. These able men must be like the
old bull; they must work along the track fairly
and squarely for the people of this State, and for-
get the misguided suggestions that come from
outside.

HON C. C. MacKINNON (South-West) [9.43
p.m.]: I will add a few comments to one of the re-
marks made by Mr Lewis. I was at the inaugural
launching of "Bunbury 2000", which was greeted
with a great deal of enthusiasm. A number of
statements were made, but from the outset I was
a little worried when Mr Pearce mentioned that
one new high school site and three new primary
school sites had been identified. That statement
raised alarm bells in my mind because the school
sites committee is ongoing.
1182)

The high school site to which he referred had
been identified along with the primary school sites
way back in 1974. The land had already been se-
cured for them. I must admit that a number of
people in Bunbury are becoming increasingly con-
cerned about the lack of any signs of movement in
the area. We have heard lots of talk about all
sorts of activities such as a small boat harbour for
the Busselton area, but nothing seems to have
eventuated.

There is some talk about a high-speed train ser-
vice from Bunbury to Perth, which is one of the
things that sounds nice in theory. The only prob-
lem is that with the proposed schedule for the
daily run, the people will be able to leave Bunbury
early in the morning and do their shopping in
Perth. The worry is that it may reduce activity in
Bunbury rather than adding to it.

One of the reasons that the people in Bunbury
are becoming a little alarmed is the fact that the
ALP could be repeating the "Bunbury 2000"
scheme in those seats which the present Govern-
ment is anxious to hold or win. I take it that that
could mean the seats of Esperance-Dundas.
Mandurah, Albany, and perhaps Avon.

Hon. D. K. Dans: You have a vivid imagin-
ation.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: These reports come
from reasonably well-informed sources. The
people of Mandurah have already expressed some
concern that this may occur. I would think the
ALP hold in Mandurah is fairly tenuous, so that
area could be the next cab off the rank. As Mr
Bell says, that area has had more visits from the
Minister than the Premier has had clean shirts. I
think that is a pretty picturesque way of express-
ing it. I understand in respect of the seats which
the ALP considers to be marginal, the Govern-
ment will repeat the "Bunbury 2000" exercise.

A few promises have been made about moving
the railway out of the town. I was at the meeting
held in 1971 and was standing at the Koomnbana
caravan park site-

Hon. D. K. Dans: I think you will be consider-
ably surprised in the not-too-distant future.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: We will look for-
ward to that. I am concerned about the disruption
of the tourist industry and about the rumours
with regard to the total disruption of the fisheries
industry. It is an industry which in 1965 was sup-
posed to be finished or wrecked by 1970, because
of the rate of exploitation of the rock lobsters and
the general depredations of those engaged in
undersize fishing. It was considered that by 1970
no fishing industry would be left. However, it has
grown to something in excess of $100 million. It is
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a big primary industry, nothing like beef and
wool, but it is one of the better money-spinners of
this State.

Hon. D. K. Dans: At no cost to the public
purse.

H-on. G. C. MacKINNON: None whatsoever;
and it is an industry in respect of which l am inor-
dinately proud of the part I was able to play in it.
A number of people within the department who
are regarded [or their diligent service believe that
the industry is to be wrecked by the actions of the
Labor Party. This is all grist to the mill, but the
trouble is that once these things happen, a sen-
sible Government on its return cannot undo the
damage done. I will have more to say about this
at another time.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Like what the previous
Government did to the railways?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: There is absolutely
no analogy because the damage done to the rail-
ways was done by people who no longer wanted to
use them. It was started by Harry Strickland, who
was the Ministcr for Railways. He moved for the
cessation of the service, and I was here in Oppo-
sition at the time when that Government closed
the line. They did not close the line because the
Government wanted it; they closed the line be-
cause it had been built one day's travel away. One
could leave the farm, go to the shop, and get
home again with a horse drawn wagon. Many
lines became quite redundant with the passage of
time, and people started to use buses.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: I will withdraw the ob-
jection.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The member for-
gets that I have a reasonably good memory and
have been here a while. Just because I have lost a
few hairs from the top of my head, it does mean I
have lost anything from inside.

There is absolutely no analogy between the
deregulation or the transport industry and the
wrecking of fisheries. The Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife in this State has a research
station second to none at Watermans. The scien-
tific papers published by the department are
sought all over the world, and they rest i n most
libraries throughout the world. The research es-
tablishment at Watermans is a model of its kind,
and thc economic programme is first rate. Don
Hancock is the fisheries scientist and Messrs
Morrissey and Burbidge are experts in their
fields; yet the rumour is that the department is to
be split asunder because of some theoretical wish.
I hope it does not happen because it will be ter-
ribly difficult to re-establish that well established
and well run organisation.

It is not difficult for people to fall for a three
card trick, but Mr I-odge, our Minister for
Health, has done so in respect of the strength of
our whisky. The strength of whisky in this State
has always been different from the strength of
whisky in Victoria and New South Wales. It has
always been a wish that the strength be uniform
throughout Australia. I inherited this problem
from Mr Hutchinson in 1965. Fortunately, in
those days there had not been a lowering of the
age to drink and the fellows who drank whisky
were at least men of 21. Perhaps they were men in
other ways because there was a bit more whisky
consumed then.

For years the Public Health Department has
looked after its sacred responsibility to ensure
that the whisky in Western Australia was of an
international standard strength. The Public
Health Department is responsible for the content,
strength, and the purity of the drink.

For years the whisky and spirit liquor industry
has wanted the standards of spirits across Aus-
tralia to be uniform. The first Minister to fall for
the three card trick is Barry Hodge. Why? The
good Lord only knows. Now, whisky will have to
be blended in this State. Of course the companies
will be able to do the lot in their bond stores in
Melbourne, or wherever.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Will that cost jobs?
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: It will cost jobs and

money.
At one time I asked the gentleman in charge of

the clean air section of the Public Health Depart-
ment, a Dr Macey, who was one of the three or
four best mathematicians in Australia, to work
out mathematically the amount of extra water
which was added to the concentrates that makes
up the whisky. Water is not added to whisky, it is
blended so that initially the strength of whisky is
100 per cent and the balance is broken down
gradually with water. Therefore, it means that
whenever the new strength of whisky is
transported, to get the same amount of essence in
I12 bottles, just over I3 bottles will have to be
carted, Whisky is an essence which is drunk with
water, soda, dry or whatever. It is not like beer
which is drunk straight. Mr Bond and the Swan
Brewery have very successfully produced a low al-
cohol beer-Swan Light. If one wishes a higher
alcohol content one can drink Gold or, for a
greater strength still, Export.

With whisky one adds water to make it the
strength one likes. A few people put it over ice
and drink it straight, and some drink it with ice as
it melts. Then it is not really straight because the
ice dilutes it. Other people drink it with a lot of
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waler as 1 do; but it is an essence, so there can be
no reduction in the alcoholic content.

What it means is one will have to take a good
quantity of whisky when transporting it to Darwin
or Northam to get the same amount of essence.
This move will not be of advantage to anyone; in
fact we will lose. The Minister for Health is not
smarter than anyonc else. No-one can tell me that
Barry Hodge, after six months' experience, is
smarter than Ron Davies, Allan Ridge, Ray
Young. Ross Hutchinson, or me. We have all
strenuously resisted this move and I will bet any-
thing anyone likes to put forward that Mr Hodge
has done this against the advice of his advisers in
the department.

Indeed, so strong is the feeling that a former
Commissioner of Public Health by the name of
Bill Davidson came out of retirement to raise a bit
of Cain. The Minister has decided we must con-
form with Sydney and Melbourne. I am sure the
average person drinking whisky would not know
the difference. It is only those who have become a
little addicted to the produce of the Highlands
who would notice it. I probably would not notice
because I take a little too much water with mine.
It is a shame that after so long a resistance, the
big business boys have managed to have the ALP
fall for this the first time the proposition is put
forward. This is one of the ideological quirks that
this Government seems to go on about with most
of its legislation.

Ihad another look tonight to see how many
Bills this session were related to the real nub of
our problem, which is producing a few extra jobs.
Do not tell me that Secret Harbour is one of
them. It has been in the pipeline and was dis-
cussed by me in 1975 in great detail. I gave it all
the blessing I could at that time. It has just hap-
pened at this stage like a plum which ripens and
Calls off the tree. Most of the things the Govern-
ment has had anything to do with fall into this
category.

I query what initiatives have been brought in
with regard to Bills producing new jobs and get-
ting things moving again.

A member interjected.

Hon. G. C. MacK INNON: It will give a couple
of jobs to the boys but it will not produce new
jobs. It will transfer men out of that area who are
skilful and experienced and it will put a couple of
new ones in as commissioners. It will not produce
new jobs.

I refer to the Bill dealing with the requirement
that members of Parliament disclose their assets
or interests. No jobs are associated with that be-

cause it is just For the ALP. It will look good on
the hustings, and so will most of the other Bills.

For many years I have been against the restric-
tions placed on hawkers because I believe that
these people provide a service in country areas
when they could, for instance, hawk a few fish.
They have been in the sights of most local
authorities for one reason or another. I think they
are worthwhile. However, the ALP is getting be-
hind the move to get rid of those people left in
that field who are trying to make an honest living.
I was interested to read an article in The West
Australian under the heading, "Villains begone",
which read as follows-

For many a long year the good burghers. of
our village have warned against the threat
posed to honest shop-keepers by rogues and
vagabonds audacious enough to seek a living
by peddling their wares from footpaths and
byways.

Butcher and baker, cobbler and copper-
smith, not to mention menswear specialist
and digital-watch purveyor, raise howls of
anguish at the approach of some wastrel
itinerant who has not sought proper licence,
or filled in the right form or paid the desired
tariff. Sometimes the sherifra men are sum-
moned to chase the scoundrel off.

Amid much talk of tithes and taxes, of un-
fair competition and impeded passage, our
village has adopted law upon law to ensure
that the orderly progress of our well-regu-
lated lives is kept safe from disorder and
chaos. Not for us the irksome clamour of un-
fettered enterprise, or the heady atmosphere
of deregulation.

Now everyone, merchant and townsman
alike, may rejoice. Our leaders intend to
smite future mercantile renegades a mighty
blow: $1 000, or half a year in the dungeons!
Dare we presume that penalties of this
magnitude will rid our streets of this godless
menace for good?

If one goes to the major city of the world, New
York, one finds hawkers. When I was in New
York I spoke to a couple who came from liunbury
and were taking out a barrow, fully licensed and
regulated, into the streets of New York to sell
foodstuffs to the passers-by in that magnificienit
city. One can do it in New York but not in Perth.

I can remember a time when you, Mr Presi-
dent, and I stood shoulder to shoulder, metaphor-
ically speaking, to battle the encroachment on the
rights of people to go on the byways and sell their
goods. Ultimately we are to be defeated, not by
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laws passed in this place but by administrative
acts. I think it is a pity and a shame.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Can't you disallow the
regulation?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr McKenzie's
Government would get around it some way or
another.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Mr Dowding wants to talk
to the member for North-East Metropolitan Prov-
ince about disallowing regulations.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: There is no real
discussion. Incidentally I will tell members how
tough it was. The Hon. Jim Craig, who was a
Minister for Police, was also a member of the
winegrowers' association or the Swan Settlers Co-
operative. He was a good Minister and a member
of the Country Party. He was skilled at writing
shorthand and during debates in the Assembly he
made notes of members making cracks and could
quote them verbatim, which upset them a great
deal. He wanted spirits standardised across Aus-
tralia because he represented the Swan Valley
winegrowers.

I also draw the attention of the Attorney Gen-
eral to the strata title situation. I will state my
interest in this area because we have been on the
theme of members' interests today. From time to
time I am chairman of a body corporate for a
strata title group. As the Attorney is aware, the
present Act is so clumsy that it is necessary to
elect a chairman each month at every meeting.
That is only one of the minor disadvantages of
this Act. There are a tremendous number of prob-
lems with regard to lack of clarity, altering things
within the body corporate, and combining two
units into one and other associated problems. The
Act is clumsy for very good reason. When the Act
was passed, the concept of strata titles was new
and we had no experience of it. In fact, there was
little or no experience of the concept in the whole
of Australia. New South Wales has rewritten its
legislation which is better than that in Western
Australia. A worthwhile report has been made on
the WA Act and suggestions have been made, but
no action has been taken. The problems besetting
those people involved in running strata title units
are becoming increasingly difficult, despite the
fact that only 'a small number of people are
involved. I ask the Government to pick up that
question with more alacrity than it has shown so
fa r.

I suggest that if it transferred a little of its en-
thusiasm from one or two of the ideological mat-
ters to more practical affairs such as this, it would
be a great help. Last year I had to ask the Hon.
Phil Pendal to give me some assistance with a

problem we had. The New South Wales Act has
introduced an umpire to whom minor conflicts
can be taken without the need to go to a court of
law.

I now raise the matter of electoral law reform,
on which there has been considerable discussion. I
recently had occasion to say a few words on that
subject and I was pleasantly surprised at the de-
gree of attention those comments received. In the
main it was a favourable response. One aspect re-
ceived more attention than it should have, and
that was a proposal that the Legislative Assembly
should move to a system of proportional represen-
tation. I think it would be a mistake for people to
get enthusiastic about that. I believe a system
should be devised, certainly to reduce the number
of members from 57, whereby members are indi-
vidually responsible directly to a group of electors.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Single member
constituencies?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I think that should
be done and I was drawing a red herring across
the trail expecting someone to pick it up. There
should be several members representing each
area, something like the Tasmanian system, which
has problems. Alternatively the Legislative Coun-
cil could be switched to individual electorate
seats, in which case it would certainly become the
most important House. People tend to react to the
member who represents them personally rather
than members ih a group elected on a pro-
portional representation basis. If there is genuine
feeling on behalf of the Government with regard
to legislative reform-I believe some kind of com-
mittee proposal was put forward during the de-
bate-it might not be a bad idea for some bal-
anced members, such as Mr Dants and Mr
Berinson, to invite two people, without publicity,
with whom they would feel comfortable from this
side of the House, to have a reasonable discussion.
It was made clear in discussions around the sticks
and around Parliament itself that there is no
doubt about the feeling that the stage has been
reached when there should be some reform.

Members who have been here for any length of
time, of course, have seen changes, some for the
better and some not. Some of those changes have
been quite shattering for the individual. In my
own experience since 1956 1 have not fought two
elections on the same boundaries. Every year,
even when I was unopposed, the boundaries have
been dramatically different. My home territory of
Donnybrook, Manjimup and Bridgetown-where
my family, both on my mother's and my father's
side, settled in the 1900s-was removed from my
electorate after 12 years and has never been re-
turned to my electorate. Busselton and Vasse are
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now in my electorate. One is constantly farming
new country.

A Government member: All legislation in terms
of this House makes some change.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I am trying to put
forward a suggestion. I am arguing that the time
has come when there is greater expectation of a
degree of change. It will not be made by people
putting up a proposition in the not very fond hope
of making an Aunt Sally of it and getting it
knocked down. I suggest the previous proposal
bad little other than that to recommend it. It gave
some cockshy practice. There are better ways of
going about reaching a degree of understanding.

I support the Bill.
HON. W. C. ATKINSON (Central) [10.14

p.m.]: I wish to raise a matter which is of particu-
lar concern to the trucking industry of the State
and arises from the revenue funding decisions of
this Government. It refers specifically to the
stamp duty on the sale of trucks. I mentioned this
subject when speaking to the Small Business De-
velopment Corporation Bill in this Chamber on 23
November. At that time I referred to the stamp
duty on motor vehicles as it affected small
business.

I referred then to the huge increase that had
taken placc this year-in fact, the doubling of
stamp duties-thus causing many small
businesses to avoid the stamp duties by consider-
ing the purchase of trucks in the Eastern States. I
mentioned Queensland i n particular as the State
with no stamp duties. Of course, I made a slip of
the tongue there. Queensland has lower stamp
duties, not no stamp duties. Queensland's rate of
stamp duty is two per cent, by comparison with
Western Australia's three per cent.

The problem has arisen in the trucking industry
in the fact that stamp duty has been altered in the
last several Budgets. In 198 1, the stamp duty was
fixed at a rate of $1.50 per $200 value with a
maximum of $900 on any one transaction. In
1982. the rate was doubled to $1.50 per $100
value, with no maximum. In 1983, it doubled
again-$3.00 per $100 value with no maximum.
This affects some of the larger units quite dra-
matically. On a $152 000 vehicle, in 1981, the
stamp duty payable was $900. In 1982, because of
the removal of the maximum value, and the in-
crease to $1.50 on $100 value, the stamp duty on
the unit was $2 280. In 1983, under the current
Government, it doubled again so the same unit
now attracts stamp duty of $4 560. These
examples indicate that the Government probably
was not aware of the impact on the purchase
price, not only of the large units, but also of all

commercial vehicles. These commercial vehicles
are transporting our freight and passengers
around the State; so naturally that will increase
the costs of supplies from the capital cities.

Earlier in the year, the Federal Minister for
Transport, when announcing the national road
freight inquiry, stated that the industry is
currently in crisis. He said that, clearly, there was
something wrong with the structure of the indus-
try if both trucks and trains were losing money.
With that point in mind, we consider the com-
ment that with the industry in its current slump,
further cost increases in addition to those imposed
in the past 12 months or so-fuel levies have in-
creased by 34 per cent, and sales tax has in-
creased from 15 per cent to 20 per cent-mean
the passing of those costs ultimately to the man in
the street. If the cost increases cannot be passed
on, it will simply mean more bankruptcies, which
are already at an abnormally high level, and even
higher unemployment.

The consequence of such moves by the Govern-
ment in the taxation field-not only in stamp
duty, but also in sales tax-is the following fig-
ures for the sale of heavy commercial vehicles. In
1980, 2 580 units were sold; in 1981, 2 808; in
1982, 2 484; and 1983, 2 148. Bearing in mind
that the increased stamp duty does not take effect
until I November, we see a substantial drop
already in 1983. That indicates we can expect an
even heavier drop in 1984. When we consider the
top end of the market where the heaviest trucks
are sold, from 1981 to 1982 the sales dropped by
40 per cent, and from 1982 to 1983, they fell by a
further 30 per cent. The market sales are continu-
ing to fall.

The comments of the Commercial Vehicle In-
dustry Association of WA (Inc.) are pertinent to
the debate. They appear in a letter addressed to
the Premier of the State in his capacity as
Treasurer. The comments are as follows-

You may recall addressing a meeting of
this Association at a luncheon meeting late
last year when you were in opposition. Two
comments you made at that time are at com-
plete variance to the present circumstance.
The first was that if elected you would
undertake to discuss matters with industry
prior to taking action, and the second was
that your Government would be very con-
scious of small business and it's problems.

We wish to place on record our thorough
disgust at the Government's high handed at-
titude and its total disregard for the viability
of an industry which ultimately affects every
West Australian. In these harsh economic

5797



5798 COUNCIL)

times we simply cannot afford to be made the
scapegoat for the Government fund raising
activities.

Once again, the Government has given an under-
taking to industry-a promise in other words. It
promiscd to consult industry. We have heard
much of consensus, not only from this Govern-
ment, but also from the Federal Government.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You would not expect ad-
vance consultation on Budget items would you?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: It has been done. I
recall reading in the Press that the Federal
Government, be it a Liberal- National Party
Government or a Labor Party Government, has
advanced consultations with industry. People are
invited to make representations on the Federal
Budget. I would have presumed a similar type of
consultation would take place with the State
Government.

I can recall reading in the Press that on a
number of occasions the Treasurer said that the
Labor Party was the champion of small
businesses. It would rescue them from the mire
into which they had fallen under the previous Lib-
eral Government. When the present Government
saw fit to double the stamp duty again, that was
hardly helping those people to climb out of the
mire. What the Government is doing is driving
them deeper into it.

The serious effect appears in sales. As the com-
mencement date is I November, it is difficult to
obtain exact figures as to what might happen. The
other day I contacted a few of the firms selling
trucks. While most of them assured me that no
sales were slipping 10 the Eastern States, or at
least not yet, one firm indicated that it had done
three exercises for clients interested in purchasing
a truck from the Eastern States; and one of them
indicated that it had done one exercise. However,
no sales had taken place. One firm informed me
that a sale had fallen through, not to another
truck company through competition, but because
the person interested in purchasing was not
interested in paying the extra $3 900 in stamp
duty on the outfit he was interested in purchasing.'
In other words, he didj not buy the unit because of
the savage increase in stamp duty. Obviously he
postponed buying it, with the idea of using his
present rig for a further time.

It has a multiplier effect, because as the sales of
new units fall, so the demand for labour for the
construction of units falls, which inevitably drives
people deeper and deeper into debt because, as the
units become older, the repair costs become even
higher.

At present, New South Wales and Queensland
have stamp duty of two per cent, and Western
Australia, South Australia, and Victoria have a
rate of three per cent. South Australia is a little
different because it exempts the first $3000 of
the transaction. In effect, Western Australia
ranks as one of the highest in this Field.

To further emphasise the paint that business
could be driven to the Eastern States, I indicate
that most of the firms charge some sort of deliv-
ery fee. It varies from about $1 000 to $1 500, de-
pending on the truck's pick-up point and ultimate
delivery point, as well as accommodation costs.

Taking the example I gave earlier of a truck
costing $150 000. the Queensland duty would be
$3 000 while the Western Australian duty would
be 34 500 on the same outfit, When one adds a
possible SI 000 to $1 500 for the delivery
fee-taking the lower figure-we find a differ-
ence of $2 500 in the price of the outfit. Any
truckie worth his salt must consider that as a
serious proposition. Certainly, if he was buying a
trailer or swapping a trailer he would take the op-
portunity to load it in the Eastern States and
bring it back to Western Australia loaded.

I urge the Government to consider the serious
effect of the doubling of stamp duty on the sales
of trucks.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, Cec.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon.
J. M. Berinson (Attorney General), and passed.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

Procedure

HON. D. K. DANS (South Metropoli-
tan-Leader of the House) [10.2$ p.m.]: I seek
leave of the House to take Orders of the Day
numbers 8, 9, and 10 en bloc.

Leave granted.
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TOWN PLANNING:
URBAN LANDS COUNCIL

Standing Committice on Government Agencies:
Motion

Debate resumed from 19 October.

TOWN PLANNING: BOARD

Standing Committee on Government Agencies:
Motion

Debate resumed from 8 November.

TOWN PLANNING: METROPOLITAN
REGION PLANNING AUTHORITY

Standing Commit tee on Government Agencies:
Motion

Debate resumed from 8 November.

HON. D,. K. DANS (South Metropoli-
tan-Leader of the House) [10.29 p.m.]: We
agree with the motions to refer these three mat-
ters to the Standing Committee on Government
Agencies.

HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [10.30 p.m.]: I
thank the Government for its support.

Questions put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE

HON. D. K. DANS (South Metropoli-
tan-Lecader of the House) [10.31 p.m.]:.
move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Minister for Mines: Attitude
HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) (10.32

p.m.]: I am sorry to delay both H-ansard and the
House, but I believe the Minister for Mines, both
in answer to questions and in his attitude to the
Press, has given very false opinions about this
House. Really, the contempt with which he has
treated this House is such that I think he ought to
resign. If he is not prepared to accept the de-
cisions of this House, he has one course open to
him-he can get out.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: He does have some other
alternatives.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I will continue to speak in
the hope that the obvious will happen. It appears
to me the Minister for Mines has let the vicious
approach he showed when he was in Opposition
continue now that he has his new job.

Road Transport: Disallowance of Dangerous
Goods Regulat(ions

It might seem apparent to some, as they listen
to radio broadcasts and read Press reports, that
absolutely no consideration was given by the Op-
position to rejecting the regulations we discussed
recently. I thought the Opposition was very tem-
perate.

At the time of the debate on the disallowance
of the regulations, two journalists took state-
ments. One taped them and the other did not. In
my statement, I congratulated the Minister for
the hdlp he had given me in all the matters, bar
one. I suggested he had suffered a temporary
lapse with the other small section. I pointed out to
the journalist concerned that I appreciated what
the Minister had done but that I believed this sec-
tion should have been removed.

Another journalist went to air some time later,
not having come to me to discuss the matter, but
having discussed it only with the Minister. I do
not object, but this journalist already has a black
mark against him because he went to air when a
certain member of this House said that the ALP
had won the seat of Lower Central. He did that
without confirming it with someone who might
have known about it. This time he went to air
with the comments of the Minister for Mines,
which was most unfair, and those comments vir-
tually bordered on an untruth.

Over a number of months the Minister has had
the opportunity to ascertain the situation, just as
his predecessor had the opportunity. His prede-
cessor had accepted the proposition in regard to
licensing. The Minister knew, because I told him,
that his predecessor had accepted the idea of
abolishing these licences. The Minister for Mines
went to the Press and said that the previous
Government had accepted the idea when I had
told him he had made no attempt to see the pre-
vious Minister. He went to the Press and know-
ingly made these statements to try to cover his
own incompetence.

When we discussed these regulations, he knew
that by a motion moved in both Houses we could
drop those two clauses to which I objected. They
could have been argued at a different time. They
could have been brought in if we had come to
some compromise. But no; pigheaded and arro-
gant as he is, the Minister had to have the whole
lot. Like a spoilt kid he had to have the whole
packet.

He then went out and tried to blame the Oppo-
sition because some unfortunate forklift driver
had an accident. I can see the absolute shame on
Mr McKenzie's face for having had to support
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this sort of action, because an honourable member
would not do this sort of thing.

During question time today we discussed the
matter as far as we could, and those of us asking
questions tried to obey the rules of the House and
tried not to make speeches when asking questions.
The Minister in his usual flamboyant way
answered by making speech after speech without
actually answering any questions. But he did say
that we had acted on party lines. That is an
interesting statement. If we had made a conscious
party decision to vote out these regulations, a mo-
tion would have been moved in both Houses of
Parliament to disallow them. Of course, as the
honourable Minister has been here such a short
time, he would not realise that. In fact, the
interjections from backbench members of the
Labor Party indicated the Government thought
that when 1 moved to disallow the regulations, I
had no hope of success, because it thought I did
not have the numbers. But this is a House of Re-
view, and it was obvious the moment the Minister
got up to answer that he would have the regu-
lations disallowed because of his arrogance
towards the House. His attitude was, "I want
them; I will have them". We saw his little strut-
ting, pushing out of the chest and his attitude that
he should have exactly what he wanted without
any debate in this House and that he must be
bowed-down to at all times.

We then found that during question time today
the Minister said he had discussed the matter
with the Opposition. I queried whether he had
discussed it with me, but he wiped me aside and
said he would deal with the shadow Minister. The
fact that I had moved the motion in this House
did not seem to have impressed him at all.

When he received the Minister's letter this
evening, he answered it very promptly, far more
promptly than he answered questions from the
Hon. Bill Stretch and me about his visit to Collie.
And did he send a copy of the letter to me? Oh,
no; he sent a copy only to the Hon. Gordon
Atkinson. Having been told at question time that
I had an interest in this and that this was not a
party matter, he just sent a copy to the Hon.
Gordon Atkinson and did not show me the cour-
tesy of supplying me with a copy. I can now see
the people on the front bench blanching, no doubt
because they are worried by the sort of action this
Minister takes.

Let us have a look at this man who goes out
and flaunts himself to the Press. I have said that
these regulations were not approved by the pre-
vious Government.

Hon. Peter Dowding: That is not what the
document showed.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: In July the Minister was
told in his own office, by me, what the case was,
and he needed only to talk with the Hon. Peter
Jones to ascertain the situation. But would he do
that? Oh, no; he could not do that; he was too
busy; he was a Minister of the Crown; he was not
going to check with the Hon. Peter Jones.

He will remember how his officers fumbled and
stumbled when, in my presence, he asked them
whether the previous Government had approved
of this. They did not say, "Yes, Minister". In-
stead, they said there was some debate on the
matter. That does not amount to the previous
Government passing or approving it. So there we
have another misstatement by the Minister to the
Press.

He says he has the consensus of the industry,
but in a little while I will read a letter I received
on this matter, and then perhaps the Minister will
learn to discuss matters with industry and not just
let his officers discuss matters with industry, be-
cause there is a fear of his officers abroad in the
industry. This fear will be seen in the letter I will
read. The Minister should not sit in his ivory
tower. He should go out and talk not just with the
occasional person representing the industry, but
with many people in the industry.

Some people are not game to go to the Minister
for fear of what the department might do to them.
From my reading of last night's Daily News it
would appear the Minister is encouraging one of
his officers to treat this House with contempt. I
will obtain a full transcript of what that officer
said and we can then decide what privileges this
House has. I quote as follows-

Last week the Chief of Inspectors from the
Mines Department paid us a visit to inform
us of all these new proposed regulations that
had been gazetted and were to be im-
plemented as soon as possible. We were also
told that if the vehicles did not conform by
19th December that we would not be allowed
by B P (Aust) P/L, our borrow and load sup-
plier, to load Motor Spirit or Home Kero-
sene.

It is impossible for people like ourselves to
have major works done to half our fleet in
such a short time and is most unreasonable to
be forced into this situation as we could not
possibly afford to have both half our vehicles
off the road as well as our employees sitting
idle.

Members of this House will remember the Minis-
ter talked about hardship and how he was going
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to be "very nice" on that subject. Please remem-
ber that as I continue with this letter. It reads
further-

Some of the new regulations as explained
to us by the Inspector had merit, but others,
and I might add the ones requiring the most
expensive modifications are sheer nonsense,
thought up by a Standards Committee, half
or more of whom have had little or no experi-
ence in the industries they are laying down
regulations for. Also we have been told that
if after the 19th December next, our vehicles
do not conform and we are carrying Motor
Spirit or Home Kerosene, we could be liable
for a fine of $2000.00. We may also be
stopped at any time by either the Police,
Mines Department Officers or Officers from
the Transport Board and if this is correct, I
ask you when are we going to have time to be
able to get on with the job we have been
doing without mishap for the past 20 years?
Why should a tanker trailer or rigid tray top
truck which has been working for a number
of years and been inspected-

Listen to this-
-and approved by Mines Department
Officials in the past (some minor modifi-
cations having been made) all of a sudden no
longer conform and need to have major
modifications made to them to cart the same
product which they have successfully been
doing since their introduction.

At this stage we have been forced to sell
off 2 vehicles, a tanker trailer and a number
of small demountable tanks, and replace
them with a new truck and a new chassis
fixed tank at-

Very little cost? It continues-
-a cost to us of approximately $132 000.

Is this what the Minister wants to happen? The
letter continues-

As it is, if these regulations are passed
through Parliament in their present form, we
will lose two days service from another one of
our larger 32,000 litre tankers to make the
modifications necessary at a cost of $892.00.
an employees wage (S 135.24) and lost money
For the contract we are servicing on behalf of
our Company ($960.00).

It is sheer nonsense for the Minister to say it has
no effect on the industry because it has a severe
financial effect on the industry. That is why I
suggested the way out. I repeat that suggestion
now: The people who deliver the fuel in the
tankers should be responsible for seeing that the

tankers are fit and roadworthy. The Minister has
been making a bit or hay about this and has ac-
cused the Opposition of just about everything. His
chief inspector virtually named us as murderers.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Rubbish; don't be silly.
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Wait a minute. Read the

article and see what the chief inspector said. The
same chief inspector had the gall more than I12
months ago to go to people and tell them they
were to abide by these regulations. The reason I
first took up this challenge was because of the at-
titude of the Minister's departmental officers, the
people that he is pig-headedly supporting, the
people who are bullying, as instanced by that let-
ter. The Minister does not think that is pushing
people around?

Hon. Peter Dowding: I think it is a dreadful
thing to slander loyal public servants who were
just as loyal to your Minister as they are to me. I
think that is pathetic.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Minister must have it
one way or the other. If' they informed the Minis-
ter that the previous Government accepted this,
they are certainly not loyal to the previous
Government because they are not telling the
truth. Let us find out. If a bureaucrat wants to
push the public around, it is up to us as members
of Parliament to see that the public are not
pushed around. It may not be the Minister's idea
of the duty of a member of Parliament to protect
people in this fashion, and to protect the small,
weak, and defenceless. against the bureaucratic
monster, but it is my idea of it. The Minister has
shown that he does not have much concern for
that sort of thing.

I now turn to codes. I will not waste the time of
the House, but earlier today the Minister talked
about the United Nations code and other things.
There is just a little difference between the Aus-
tralian, West Australian, and United Nations
codes-I 3 pages difference! The Minister again
has let his tongue run away from him. The Oppo-
sition is as concerned as the Government about
the packaging of goods and safety from all angles.
I would hazard a guess that members of the Op-
position know more about the practical and
business side than does the Minister or his
officers.

I was talking only about vehicle licences-one
page out of 236; I offered a suggested amendment
to the Minister in this House, and every member
heard it. I offered, not only privately, but in this
House, to modify a motion to delete those parts
which we would have to delete in both Houses so
that we did not have to reject all the regulations.
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The Minister, both privately and in this House,
rejected that suggestion outright.

Any blame for the situation in respect of the
packaging of dangerous goods rests on the head of
the Minister for Mines; he is responsible. Let the
public know he is responsible and do not let him
go out into the public saying that the Opposition
is responsible. The Minister for Mines is respon-
sible because he would not, even in the short term,
accept a small amendment in both Houses. It is a
disgraceful situation, and the disgrace is the Min-
ister's; he must wear it. The Opposition will do
everything possible to bring regulations for the
packaging of dangerous goods back into this
House, even to the stage-and I do not know if I
am allowed to do it-of bringing in regulations of
our own if the Minister is not prepared to do so,
and if he stands fast and lets his personal pride
stand in the way. If the Minister were a man he
would say, "Okay, let us forget about licensing for
a t ime".

Wit hdra wal of Rema rk

The PRESIDENT: Order! 1 think the honour-
able member is out of order in referring to the
Minister in that way and I ask him to withdraw
that statement,

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am sorry, Sir, in which
way?

The PRESIDENT: The reference that you
made about "if the Minister were a man". I ask
you to withdraw that remark.

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Sure. 1 withdraw that re-
mark, Sir.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I think the House under-
stands what I am trying to say. If we can be rid of
pettiness we can go forward with these regu-
lations, we can remove this one situation, and we
can debate it at a later time. Then the Minister
can take his packaged goods and have the safety
he wants; he can take them tomorrow. It is up to
the Minister. If he is prepared to delete those
words and to discuss the matter with the Oppo-
sition in the future, I am sure the Opposition
would have no objections to his packaged goods
regulations.

The fact that the customs department will
allow goods to come in not packaged under
United Nations specifications or under the new
transport regulations will be a huge problem to
the shipping industry at Bunbury, Albany, and
Fremantle. We are prepared to go along with the
Minister on packaged goods and to discuss at a
later date the licensing fees for vehicles. From the

Start of this exercise, that has been our position;
but the pettiness displayed by the M~inister in not
being prepared to discuss them at another time
and remove chose words now shows through con-
tinually in this House.

HON. PETER DOWDING (North-Minister
for Fuel and Energy) [10.57 p.m.J: I regret de-
taining the House, but some response is in order.
The giving and taking of political invective is part
of political life and I suspect I can give as much
as I can take. I found myself somehow embar-
rassed, however, about a personal attack on some-
one who has been a loyal public servant to suc-
cessive Governments. r do not believe that anyone
in this House-not even the Hon Sandy
Lewis-really thinks that Harry Douglas has be-
haved in the way described by the Hon. Sandy
Lewis.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: He never named him.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: Everyone knows

who the chief inspector is.
Hon. P. H. Lockyer: I don't.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: The member may

not, but everyone involved in these regulations
knows.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: I am sure many people in
this House did not know.

Mon. PETER DOWDING: Anyone who reads
Ilansa rd , who knows anything about the transport
of dangerous goods, or who is involved in that
process, knows that Harry Douglas is the chief in-
spector. I know he is a loyal public servant, and to
characterise him in that vile way really insults the
propriety of this House. I do not call public ser-
vants by their names, as does the Hon. Sandy
Lewis.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: I heard your name being
used.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: 1 do not object to
the names of people involved in political life being
used; I made that point. But, for goodness sake, it
is inappropriate to characterise someone who loy-
ally served the Liberal Government as well as a
Labor Government.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: What about Joe Peasley?
Hon. PETER DOW DING: The member might

want to throw in a red herring, but it is
inappropriate. I would have thought that anyone
with any sensibility would agree with that.

My second point is that after the disallowance
of the regulations on 17 November I said to the
Opposition. "Would you please tell me what
changes you want made to these regulations so
that they can be implemented?" From 17
November until today, I have not had any indi-
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cation of the changes the Opposition wants. If the
Hon. Sandy Lewis is serious that a small change
will result in these regulations being passed,
would he please identify the change desired by the
Opposition-

H-Jn. A. A. Lewis: Come off it; they would be
disallowed.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: -so long as it is
not the absolute removal of a licensing fee? I have
made it quite clear that 1 will make amendments,
and I have given the Opposition a copy of the pro-
posed amendments.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: I have not seen it.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: That shows the

lack of liaison in the Hon. Sandy Lewis' party.
Hon. A. A. Lewis: I have not seen it.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: The Hon. Sandy

Lewis has seen it. His tongue will grow a pimple
on it. The Hon. Gordon Atkinson is indicating
that the Hon. Sandy Lewis has seen it.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: I have not seen it.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: I ask the Hon.

Sandy Lewis to be honest with me. I do not be-
lieve that he will mislead me or the House. Does
the Hon, Sandy Lewis now concede that he has
seen the amendment?

Hon. A. A. Lewis: No, I do not; I have not seen
it.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the Minister to
direct his comments to the Chair.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: The honourable
member has seen the document that I had the
parliamentary draughtsman prepare at short no-
tice in order to comply with the spirit of concern
that the Opposition had about the licence fee. I
have since given a copy of that document to the
Opposition and I have repeatedly asked what the
Opposition wants in order to pass these regu-
lations.

As recently as today-5.00 p.m.-i received a
letter from the Opposition which reads as fol-
lows-

As a consequence of this review-
I do not know to what review the Opposition is
referring. The letter continues-

-we would like to put to you that the regu-
lations should be reviewed thoroughly, par-
ticularly with industry representatives, prior
to their re-introduction into the Parliament.

The Opposition then lists five items.
These regulations have not been reviewed for

five years and the industry has been consulted
regularly. The transport of dangerous goods con-

cerns all industry representatives. I have person-
ally met with the representative groups of indus-
try, the Confederation of Western Australian In-
dustry, and the packing organisations, and I have
spoken to the secretary of the fuel agents' body
about these matters. They have all participated in
some form of discussion about these regulations.

I refer now to the five points the Opposition has
asked me to consider in relation to a review of this
matter. The first point is as follows-

Reconsideration of the method of inspec-
tion imposed by the regulations to avoid a
duplication in inspection services, and to cre-
ate a less expensive method of inspection:

I think that refers to the fact that inspections
should be conducted by inspectors and not by the
Police Force. Perhaps Mr Atkinson could confirm
that.

Non. W. G. Atkinson: It also refers to the fact
that in New South Wales they have what are
called authorised inspectors and they are not per-
sonnel of the New South Wales Police Force.
They are trained in garage work.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: Quite frankly. I am
prepared to look at that in a general review after
this has been introduced. Let us acknowledge that
the Liberal Government appointed the inspectors
to carry out this work. They Were appointed last
year.

1-on. W. G. Atkinson: Not under these regu-
lations.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: That is exactly why
they were appointed-for the purpose of these
regulations, and I can assure the Hon. Gordon
Atkinson that that is a matter of clearly docu-
mented truth. They were appointed by the Liberal
Government to get into the swing of these regu-
lations, to conduct inspections and forewarn
people whose rigs require to be changed. They
were appointed for the purpose of these regu-
lations. Of course, I am prepared to review these
regulations when they have had a reasonable time
to be operative. I am also prepared to look at the
desirability of appointing people to inspect
tankers in country areas.

I will not turn around, having reached this
stage, and say we will not introduce the rigu-
lations until we change the whole system of in-
spections that was set up by the Liberal Govern-
ment, and for which it appointed inspectors.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: I am not interested. I am
talking about the regulations.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: The first point that
the Opposition raised as a reason for the delay in
the introduction of the regulations is, in my re-
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speciful opinion, not a ground for such a delay. It
is certainly appropriate to review the operation of
the regulations after a period to ascertain if ad-
ditional opportunities are required for country
people to have their rigs checked. In the early
stages when major changes may be required to
some rigs-not merely procedural checks to make
sure everything is shipshape-the advice must be
supplied by trained people. The Liberal Govern-
ment saw a need for this and appointed inspec-
tors. I do not believe, on any reasonable review of
the matter, that is a ground for delaying the
introduction of these regulations.

The second point raised in the Opposition's let-
ter reads as follows-

Abolition of vehicle licence fee imposed
under these regulations;

Why, when successive Governments have taken
the view that when a consumer is given a service
some fee should be paid for it-and we are
talking about rigs that are worth between
$100000 and $200 000-is it suggested thaot $65
is a hardship? If it is. I am prepared to introduce
an amendment that will take care of it, but not
one representative of the industry with whom I
have spoken has asked me to delete that provision.
Is that really a ground for holding up the
introduction of regulations? If it be the ease after
it has been implemented that the licence fee
causes hardship, it can be reviewed.

The third point raised in the Opposition's letter
reads as follows-

An urgent examination of methods to en-
sure the proper training of drivers of vehicles
transporting dangerous goods;,

An additional licence, and one that is not included
in the regulations. The Opposition wants more
regulations. I do not object to that in principle,
but it has not been thought by moy departmental
officers to be necessary to date. The fuel agents'
body is conducting training courses Car drivers,
and I think that is admirable. Next year when we
have a two-day seminar to review the regulations,
if they arc introduced, we will look at the issue of
driver safety. At the present time additional regu-
lations are not necessary, and the desire for them
by one section of the industry is not sufficient
ground for the Government to hold up the rcgu-
lations.

The fourth point the Opposition referred to me
is-

Consideration to be given to the inclusion
of a phasing in period of two years for the
regulations.

I regret delaying the House while I deal with
these matters in excenso, but it is necessary.

The fourth point raised by the Opposition is a
departmental view supported by the previous
Government, and my Government, that there
should not be a two-year phasing in period. My
Government believes there should be a five-year
phasing in period, and the industry has been ad-
vised accordingly.

1-on. A. A. Lewis: We were told this tonight.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. PETER DOWDING: The departmental

view supported by the Government and the pre-
vious Government is that those people whose ve-
hicles conform to the 1977 Australian safety
standards-which is a fair range-may have five
years to get their gear up to the level of the 1982
standards which are incorporated and adopted by
these regulations. With respect, 1 think that
answers the objection of the Opposition.

I refer to a particular point raised by the Hon.
Sandy Lewis, which I have not asked my depart-
mental officers to check on because the person
concerned did not write to me but to someone
else, and I was given a copy of the letter. I
thought I may be intruding if I sent my depart-
mental officers to discuss the matter with him. If
he wishes to refer the matter to me, I will review
the case personally. I give an undertaking that
anyone whose vehicle conforms with the 1977
Australian safety standards need not do anything
to his vehicle until 19 December.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: That is a change of attitude.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: It is not a change

of attitude, and it is stated in the letter that was
written by the chief inspector to the chairman of
PMOC on 5 May 1983. It reads as follows-

With regard to the upgrading of tanks
which do not conform to AS2O 16, 1982 but
which conform to A52016, 1977 I can assure
you that a policy of non-conforming rights
will apply with respect to structural modifi-
cations for at least a further five years.

Tanks which do not comply with AS2016
of 1977 have now been non-conforming for at
least six years and it would be irresponsible
of me to continue to accept the lesser stan-
dards. Such tanks must now be used to
transport products for which a lesser stan-
dard of safety may be tolerated, e.g., distil-
late and fuel oil.

The evidence does not stack up that there has
been any indication of high-handed activities. If
there has been, I ask members to report it to me
and I will make sure that the officer concerned is
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spoken to. I have the personal assurance of the
chief inspector that it is not his intention to im-
pose obligations on trucks and tanks that conform
to the 1977 standards.

The Final paint raised in the Opposition's letter
states-

(Such a tong period is considered necess-
ary because of the heavy costs involved).

Of course, it is a heavy cost to bring vehicle and
tankers up to standard, but it has a five-year
moratorium, and that answers any concern the
Opposition may have.

I replied to the Opposition today by letter in an
attempt to bring what has become a game to an
end.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: It is not a game to us.
Hon. W. G. Atkinson: You made it a game.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: Perhaps the Hon.

Gordon Atkinson would inform the House by
interjection how many times 1 have asked, since
17 November, For a definitive statement on what
the Opposition requires in regard to these regu-
lations. I would say that 15 would be a fair
number.

Hon, W. G. Atkinson: Probably five.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: I would treble that

figure. However, on five occasions I have not been
given a substantive answer. I do not know what
changes the Opposition requires in order to pass
these regulations.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Go on-you have been told
time and time again.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: If I have, then the
Hon. Sandy Lewis may be kind enough to give me
a short written statement tomorrow and I will
undertake to give it close consideration before
lunch. I am anxious that this House should not
deprive the community of the safety of these regu-
lations. I am always informed by the industry that
it is very concerned about the delay in the im-
plementation of the regulations. The Hon. Gordon
Atkinson must admit that the letter written by the
Opposition spokesman does not indicate what
changes are required. What the Opposition is
asking for is-a-deferral, and the answer to that is,
"No".

Hon. W. G. Atkinson: We are not left defence-
less.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: What is the
answer?

Hon. W. G. Atkinson: We have a set of regu-
lations and they have held in good stead for a
number of years.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: The existing regu-
lations do not cover it. They cover the storage of
flammable liquids, but they do not cover the
transport thereof or the packaging thereof.

They do not cover the packaging for 3 000
items that are classified as dangerous goods in ac-
cordance with the United Nations classifications.
There must be a time when the Opposition knows
it has only to give me a list of amendments and
we will look at them carefully. I repeat my re-
quest to the Opposition not to say "you know", or
"read my speech", but to give me a short list of
the changes it wants and I will see if it is possible
to have them ready For amending legislation on
Tuesday.

Point of Order
Hon. A. A. LEWIS: On a point of order, the

Minister made great play about the Fact that I
had seen the amendments. The Hon. Gordon
Atkinson sent them to me. This is the first time I
have seen the amendments.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

HON. W. G. ATKINSON (Central) [11.17
p.m.J: The Minister invited me during his speech
to make quite a number of comments by way of
interjection. It is a very Serious matter and I have
been very disappointed with his remarks. He in-
itially tried to do the right thing, and the Minister
certainly helped us in the First place by inviting
Harry Douglas to the House to explain some of
the regulations. it is a pretty healthy sort of docu-
ment and one has difficulty in understanding the
technical descriptions written into it. 1 thanked
the Minister at the time and I thank him again
for bringing Mr Douglas here, but it has revealed
that more problems exist with those regulations
than one ever could have dreamed.

In our initial hearing with Harry Douglas we
were assured this document would be very similar
to others across Australia and that the regulations
were taken from the Commonwealth set with
which trouble already is being experienced. It
turns out-and the Hon. Sandy Lewis has already
ra ised this-that there are 13 pages of
inconsistencies between the Western Australian
dangerous goods road transport regulations and
the Australian code for the transport oF dangerous
goods.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Because they are differ-
ent codes.

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: The reason for the
delay-and I have indicated to the Minister he
has probably approached me aot five occasions-is
that we have gone back to the industry and con-
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suited its members. The Government said it had
done that but it is obvious from the comments
made to us that it has not consulted the industry.
We are trying to make sure we get an efficient set
of regulations which will do what they set out to
do.

We believe this set of regulations will not do
the job. I give a simple example. Under these
regulations a fully loaded truck towing a trailer
carrying 50 000 or 60 000 litres of fuel could con-
form to all the regulations, and the trailer and
tanks also could conform. Yet a completely inex-
perienced driver who might have just picked up
his truck driver's licence could get into the cab
and take it as far as he liked. One industry rep-
resentative quoted a case of a man who had a
windfall through a legacy and put the money into
a truck. H-e picked up a truckload of fuel and
went to Muchea and put a trailer behind the
truck. It became a road train and he went to the
north and picked up another road train at
Carnarvon and went on his way. Fortunately, that
person did not have an accident but that is the
sort of thing that can happen.

Hon. Peter Dowding: He can do it whether the
regulations are in force or not, so why hold up the
regulations?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: Our discussions with
the industry have revealed that it is very con-
cerned. We would like to think the industry might
have a voluntary code rather than regulations. 1
dread regulations; it is all too easy to put them on
the table. Members of Parliament do not have
time to go through them or the staff necessary to
do it; we would need a fantastic number. The
Minister has those sort of people available to him.

I refer again to the initial meeting with Harry
Douglas. I asked a number of questions referring
to the effect around the country because I was
trying io get an explanation and to do the right
thing. I was satisfied on a number of points but I
have since learned the regulations are not quite
the same as in other States.

I also asked a question about what would hap-
pen in the case of a small business operator who
handles general goods in the country and who
might want to use a utility to deliver goods to his
clients, for example, the farmers. I was assured by
Harry Douglas-I think his correct title is chief
inspector -that the person would be allowed to
cart five tonnes of chemicals and two tonnes of
petrol which is well over the general utility load.
It turns out to mean-and it came out at the semn-
inar held in Perth from which this Daily News
headline arose- as Harry Douglas admitted in
questioning that there are various conditions on

loads. Six cylinders of propane gas carted on a
utility will make that vehicle liable for a $2 000
Fine because it does not meet the regulations.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Why not put it in the list
of things which require attention instead of telling
us in die House; why not put it in the letter?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: We would need a
long letter and it is beyond the resources of the
few members of the Opposition who are trying to
look at the matter.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You did not point it out
in the letter. You did not say there were areas of
concern; you make them up as you go along.

Hon.. W. G. ATKINSON: This matter was
brought to our attention at a meeting this morn-
ing at 10.45 a.m. We have hardly had time to get
this down in typewritten form for the Minister,
but it was one of the objections raised by those
people.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Who?
Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: Kleenheat Gas.
Hon. Peter Dowding: Are you suggesting it is

against these regulations?
Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: No, I am not, but it

is against some of them.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I bet you don't; you know
they are in favour of them.

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: The Minister is
suggesting that if we are against one regulation
we are against them all. That is not true; many of
the regulations are good. It is a pity we could not
have selected regulations, but it turns out that we
have to knock out the whole lot.

I am prepared to believe the Minister's assur-
ances although he has gone out of his way to
make it a game in the Press.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Withdraw that silly comn-
ment.

F-on. W. G. ATKINSON: I refer to the com-
ment in the Daily News on Wednesday 30
November under the headline, "Danger lurks
among loads".

F-on. Peter Dowding: I did not write the head-
line, did I?

Non. W. G. ATKINSON: It is worth reading
several paragraphs in that article. It states-

WA is set for a disaster following the
Legislative Council's rejection of regulations
for the transport of dangerous goods.

_e a.',idt goes on-
The Chief Inspector of the Explosives and

Dangerous Goods Branch. Mr Harry
Douglas, said: -The Government's current

5806



[Thursday, t December 19831 50

inability to enforce these requirements made
it inevitable that a. disaster will occur in
WA."

How can he assume that will be the case?
Hon. Peter Dowding: What is wrong with that?
Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: It is an assumption.
Hon. Peter Dowding: That is right.
Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: Just as a cyclone

could cross the coast near Perth and be a disaster,
although it would cause more damage.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I would not criticise him
for that.

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: After the regu-
lations were taken out there happened to be an
accident. The Minister is quoted as saying these
regulations would have prevented the accident.

Hon. Peter Dowding: If they were complied
with.

B-on. W. G. ATKINSON: Again, it is an as-
sumption. I do not know from what height con-
tainers have to be dropped to be tested; I presume
there is some test standard. Vehicles are tested by
travelling at a certain speed and crashing into
brick walls. Certainly, a careless operator caused
that accident.

Hon. Peter Dowding: And the packaging was
wrong, wasn't it?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: It was potentially a
very dangerous incident. It would not have been
prevented if these regulations still had been lying
on the Table of the House because they would not
have been in effect long enough to apply. The
packages still have to comply with customs regu-
lations and that is where some problems will arise.

I was assured by Harry Douglas that our regu-
lations would be uniform with the eastern States.
The last part of the newspaper article says-

The Minister for Mines, Mr Dowding.
said: "it is intolerable that the regulations
which have been drawn up under three Prem-
iers, and have received approval of Cabinet
over the past four years,-

I would strongly suspect that statement is comn-
pletely wrong.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Do you want to look at
the Cabinet minutes; they are here?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: I was not privileged
to be in the Cabinet meetings but if all those
regulations were approved why were they not put
on the Table of the House three years ago?

The Minister went on to say in the article-
-should be withheld and that public

safety should not be provided for."

Mr Dowding said he had no doubt that
"one way or another" the provisions would be
brought into force.

He should feel safe on that because I have given
him assurances since he has given them to me. He
has undertaken to have a complete review of the
regulations in the new year and take into account
the views of industry. I am willing to go along
with that.

Hon. Peter Dowding: But not support them?
Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: As a new politician I

did not appreciate the game the Minister was
playing. I am thoroughly inexperienced in hand-
ling the Press but the Minister has learned well in
his brief period in the Parliament because he has
used the Press so well on this. Unfortunately, he is
reducing the chances of co-operation by the Op-
position by doing so.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Be it on your head. You
say you are co-operative.

H-on. W. G. ATKINSON: On the same day in
The West Australian there is evidence of what the
Opposition was trying to do. We consulted indus-
try people and talked to them and tried to Find out
their views to make this a better package. We did
not want to knock out all the regulations; the ma-
jority of them are good and should be enforced.

Hon. Peter Dowding: What do you want to
change? Give mec a list.

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: If we had the staff
available to us we might be able to come up with
a list by tomorrow. There are 1 2 pages of
inconsistencies with the eastern States regu-
lations.

Hon. Peter Dowding: What are the
inconsistencies?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: We have had suf-
ficient time now to consult with industry to know
it is far from happy. That was our aim; we were
not seeking to delay the matter.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What do they want
changed?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: They want quite a
number of things changed and looked at. If the
Hon. Kay Hallahan would like a copy of this
document She Might realise the document is so
technical it would take experts to unravel it.

Hon. Peter Dowding: It does not really: all you
need to do is look and see what the regulations
address. They address different things in different
States. We have given clear assurances to the
packaging industry about the inconsistencies.
They are provided for in the discretionary rem-
edies under regulation 200.
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Hon, W. G. ATKINSON: We will have a look
at it. There will be a letter in your hands
tomorrow; 1 hope it will be typewritten.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I do not care if it is hand-
written; you can tell me verbally if you like.

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: I must go back to
the original meeting. One of the things which
cropped up from that was the licensing fee.
Certainly 1 do not want to get involved in this.
The large carriers on the bulk side of the industry
are not worried about the licence fee. It is not
only an extra licence fee for the truck, it is also an
extra licence fee for the trailer, because that must
come under the inspection as well as the tanks.
Same doubts have been created in the transport
industry because of the new regulations saying
there shall be more and bigger diameter bolt holes
drilled through the chassis for the larger tanks to
be directly attached to the chassis, which may
then be weakened.

Hon. Peter Dowing: Then we wilt change it in
the review next year.

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: We are endangering
the chassis of the truck, which could lead to an
accident because this is going beyond the designed
capacity of the chassis.

I must return to the licensing of vehicles to
carry packaged goods rather than bulk goods.
Although I expressed fears earlier about the fuel
and delivery agents in the country, it is not an
isolated case, as thc Hon. Sandy Lewis men-
tioned. The local agent at Dalwallinu was quoted
$20 000 to bring his tanks up to standard.

Hon. Peter Dlowding: But he has five years to
do it. Do they comply with the old standards?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: Since whenever it
was they were put out of use, it took the Minister
until early this week to assure me that somewhere
in those regulations was a moratorium. It is one of
those things, apart from the letter he wrote, which
I had not seen until tonight.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You never asked me.
Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: We talked about

phasing in these regulations, and the Minister was
seen to get into a frantic rush about things. I am
not surc why, because he knows that a few days'
delay will not prevent a serious accident from
happening tomorrow. If there was a ive-year
moratorium, an accident could still happen.

The Hon. Sandy Lewis has already quoted one
fuel agent. I would like to read to the House some
of the comments the Minister has tended to skip
over in our letter to him today. This was written
by Barry MacKinnon, the shadow Minister for
Mines, Fuel and Energy. We are not suggesting

we should review every clause in the regulations
but we are suggesting that a number of areas need
consideration. This is why 1 am prepared to see
the regulations back on the table, with a few ex-
ceptions, for a discussion and general review in
the meantime;, and when the time for review
comes up we will be well equipped to replace the
relevant regulations.

H-on. Peter Dowding: Are you suggesting we
have nothing till then?

H-on. W. 0. ATKINSON: Some of the matters
which should be part of that review are as fol-
lows-

Reconsideration of the method of inspec-
tion imposed by the regulations to avoid a
duplication in inspection services, and to cre-
ate a less expensive method of inspection;

Abolition of vehicle licence fees imposed
under these regulations;

An urgent examination of methods to en-
sure the proper training of drivers of vehicles
transporting dangerous goods;

Consideration to be given to the inclusion
of a phasing-in period of two years for the
regulations.

(Such a long period is considered necess-
ary because of the heavy costs involved).

Hon. Peter Dowding: I read every one of those.
Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: I am just reading

the lot.
To continue-

We can assure you that it is not our wish
to frustrate the Government's desire to im-
plement these regulations and like you, we
want to achieve effective controls in this
area.

We assure you of our complete co-oper-
ation should you agree to our request for an
immediate review of these regulations.

Hon. Peter Dowding: What are you suggesting?
No regulations until the middle of next year?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: That is not our pro-
posal. 1 said quite frequently during my remarks
that I would be quite happy to see those regu-
lations, minus a few, back on the table so that we
reviewed just regulations Nos. 401 to 412.

Hon. Peter Dowding: That is the first time you
have ever given me a substantive suggestion. You
ought to know that. That is the entire vehicle
licensing section.

Hon. D. K. Dans: There has been a certain
amount of abuse tonight of the adjournment de-
bate, and I will speak about it later.
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Hon. Peter Dowding: The member himself told
me that the industry wanted $5 million insurance,
and he is proposing to delete the $500 000
insurance. That is how logical his position is.

Hon. W, G. ATKINSON: I gave the Minister
time to write that down. The regulations would be
back on the table, minus those numbers, and we
could sit down and talk about them. That is the
proposition which the Opposition wishes to leave
with the Minister. We do not wish to hold up the
general process of the regulations.

I am sorry if I have abused the privilege of the
House in speaking in an adjournment debate in
such a fashion, but it is a very important matter
and it needs cleaning up. Certainly I was brought
into it by the number of times the Minister asked
me to reply by way of interjection. The President
said members were not to talk across the
Chamber, so I thought it was better to rise to my
feet rather than do that.

I hope I now have it clear in the Minister's
mind that we are prepared to put the regulations
back on the table, and then we can sit down and
talk with the industry.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Why could you not have
told me that a week ago?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: I do not want to go
back over various things; it does take time.

Hon. Peter Dowding: So the result is that you
do not know why you disallowed them?

Hon. W. G. ATKINSON: We had strong sus-
picions that there was more in the regulations
than meets the eye.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You did this on strong
suspicions. That really is irresponsible.

INON. D. K. DANS (South Metropoli-
tan-Leader of the House) [11.38 p.m.J: I should
First of all apologise to the Hansard reporters,
who I know are extremely tired. They have my
sympathy.

I do not deny the right of anyone in this House
to speak on an adjournment debate. Members
have been in the House for some time, and they
know well that on a number of occasions moves
have been made in the Standing Orders Com-
mittee to restrict the right to speak on the ad-
journment. I have strongly recommended, and
members know it well, the right of members to
exercise that option open to them. When the mo-
tion is moved to adjourn the House, I must re-
mind the House that although the motion is a
substantive motion which in reality allows mem-
bers to debate anything, convention has it that the
opportunity is used only for those matters which
members have had no opportunity to raise during
the course of the sitting. Tonight, of course, there
was any amount of opportunity, because I
brought on very early in the evening the General
Loan Fund Bill, which allows members to speak
on any subject whatsoever. I think that was prob-
ably the right vehicle to use on a matter such as
this.

I believe that in the not-too-distant future the
Standing Orders Committee should once again
address itself to the question of what should hap-
pen in an adjournment debate.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 11.40 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SOUTH-EAST ASIAN MARKETING
CORPORATION

Structure and Terms of Reference

743. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Mines representing the Minister for Econ-
omic Development and Technology:
(1) When does the Government propose to

announce the terms of reference and the
organisational structure or the South-
East Asian marketing corporation?

(2) When does the Government propose to
commence the operations of the South-
East Asian marketing corporation?

(3) Has the Government included sufficient
funds in the 1983-84 State Budget to fa-
cilitate the operation of the South-East
Asian marketing corporation?

(4) Will the South-East Asian eorporation
take over the role of-
(a) any existing statutory organisations,

e.g., the Western Australian
Overseas Projects Authority;
and/or

(b) any part or whole of any existing
Government departments, e.g. the
Department of Industrial Develop-
ment (including the department's
trade services branch);

and thereby cause them to be
redundant?

(5) Will the South-East Asian marketing
corporation remain independent of all
existing and any proposed marketing or-
ga nisations?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) to (5) No announcements will be made,

or details provided, on the South-East
Asian marketing corporation until the
Western Australian development corpor-
ation is established.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS: LIBRARIES

Books: Reduction

7 51. Hon. P. H. W ELLS, to t he Attorney Gen-
eral representing the Minister for the Arts:
(1) Hats there beecn any reduction in the

number of books available to local
governmntit libraries during 1983-84?

(2) How many books are affected by this
reduction?

(3) Since there is an increase in the Budget,
what is the reason for che decrease in the
number of books available for circu-
lation in libraries?

(4) How much will be saved by the proposed
circulation restriction?.

Hon. J. M. HER I NSON replied:
(1) and (2) At the beginning of this

financial year, there were 1 397 804
books in public libraries in Western
Australia. At the end of this financial
year it is estimated that there will be
1 393 131.

(3) Despite a 10 per cent increase in this
financial year in the amount -available to
the Library Board For the purchase of
new books, there have been sharp in-
creases in book prices and other costs.
There is a regular programme of dis-
carding books to enable stocks in public
libraries to continue to be up to date,
relevant, and in good condition. The dis-
card rate, plus the rate of loss and dam-
age to books, will be slightly greater in
t983-84 than the input rate.

(4) To maintain the number of books in the
State library system at the same level as
in June 1983 would require about
$65 000 more.

RESERVES BILL AND RESERVES
AMENDMENT BILL

Consulta tions

755. Hon. P. G. PEN DAL, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:

I refer to the Reserves Dill introduced
annually into Parliament and ask-
(1) Why is it that while local

authorities apparently are consulted
on the contents of a Reserves Bill,
local members of Parliament are
not?

(2) Will the Minister consider ensuring
that his department in future con-
sults with members when a proposal
affects his or her electoral district
or province?

Hon. D. KC. DANS replied:
(1) and (2) For obvious reasons, it would

not be practicable to consult with parlia-
mentary members on matters pertaining

5910



[Thursday, I December 19831 51

to a Reserves Bill, or for that matter, on
any other reserve amendment or land
matter dealt with by the Department of
Lands and Surveys.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS: LIBRARY

Riverton: Inspection

756. Hon. ROBERT HETHERINGTON, to
the Minister for Industrial Relations:
(1) Did an inspector from the Minister's de-

partment recently visit the Riverton
library'?

(2) If so, did he find conditions satisfactory'?
Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(I) Yes.

(2) The library was found not to be subject
to the jurisdiction of the Factories and
Shops Act.

RECREATION

Western Australian Sports Federation:
Referendum

757. Hon. TOM McNEIL, to the Minister for
Mines representing the Minister for Sport
and Recreation:

Would the Minister advise whether he is
now in a position to provide the infor-
mation requested in question 440 of 21
September 1983 in relation to the West-
ern Australian Sports Federation?

Hion. PETER DOWDING replied:
Yes. The member can expect a written
response within a week.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES

Parking: H-eirisson Island

758. Hon. P. G. PEN DAL, to the Leader of the
I-ouse representing the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) Is it correct that arrangements are in

hand to permit a parking area on
I leirisson Island'?

(2) If so. at whose request is the parking
area being arranged?

(3) Why is it not considered that parking fa-
cilities already installed on the Perth
.side of the Swan River. adjacent to the
island, are adequate for the island's pur-
pose'?

HaIn. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) to (3) Heirisson Island is set apart as

Class "A" Reserve No. 23063 for the
purpose of a public park and is vested in
the City of Perth.
In view of this vesting, it is suggested
that the member direct any further
questions on this niatter to the Minister
for Local Government.

HEALTH

Tronado Mfachine

759. Hon. TOM KNIGHT, to the Attorney
General representing the Minister for
Health:

Further to question 702 of 16 November
1983 with reference to the Tronado
machine-
(1) Why does not the Government have

the information in the Department
of Public Health as to how many
patients in Western Australia are
being treated on the Tronado
machine?

(2) Why cannot the department advise
the cost of treatment?

(3) Why is it that the Department of
Public Health has carried out in-
quiries on the machine over the
years. yet cannot answer questions
in relation to public health in West-
ern Australia?

(4) Further to part (3) of question 702,
has the Minister received a reply
following his approach to the Fed-
eral Minister on health fund pay-
ments for treatment?

(5) Will the Minister follow up the
foregoing points to eliminate the
uncertainty and suffering at this
time being experienced by cancer
patients needing treatment from the
Tronado machine?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) to (3) The answer is the same -as that

given to the member in reply to question
702. The Government and Public Health
Department do not have information
from private practices.

(4) The Minister has not yet received a
reply from the Federal Minister to his
request to review the decision to reduce
benefits for Tronado treatment. A comn-
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munication. outlining how the reduced
benefits will apply, has been received.

(5) The Minister would certainly be most
sympathetic and anxious to eliminate
any such uncertainty or suffering, but as
this is a Federal matter, beyond
rcferring it to the Federal Minister for
Health, there is really nothing further
that he can do.

760. This question was postponed.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Children: Sexual Abuse

761. Hon. P. H-. WELLS. to the Attorney Gen-
eral representing the Minister for Health:
(1) What services are available in Western

Australian hospitals for dealing With
sexually abused children?

(2) What is the number of inquiries handled
by each service?

(3) What funds were allocated in each of
the hospitals' budgets for this service in
the years 1981-82, 1982-83, and 1983-
84?

(4) What services are there in the State
other than at hospitals for sexually
abused children'?

(5) What is the number of inquiries and
costs of services for the years 1981-82,
1982-83, and 1983-84'?

l-Ion. J1. MI. BERINSON replied:
(1) Princess Margaret Hospital for Children

operates a childhood sexual abuse unit.
This team aims to offer a service
whercby a specially trained doctor and
social workers are always available to
give help to children in the form of crisis
intervention. medical care, and the col-
lect ion of Forensic evidence, if appropri-

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital provides
similar services for those over 13 years
ait the sexual assault referral centre.

(2) At Princess; Margaret Hospital there
have been approximately 200 inquiries
since January 1981 to the present time.
This includes 181 actual eases treated.

(3) The approximate cost of the unit at
Princess Margaret Hospital is as fol-
lows-

1981-1982 ....................
1982-1983_ . ..................
1983-1984 ....................

$
9 000

19000
23 000

(4) Services other than at hospitals are
available through the Department for
Community Welfare.

(5) See answer to (4).

STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE

Personal Accident Insurance

762. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Minister for
Mines representing the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(i) What personal accident insurance is

available for volunteers of local State
emergency services, while attending
training or when called out on an emerg-
ency?

(2) Is there any limitation as to who may
qualify for payment of any such
insurance?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) The Western Australian State Emerg-

ency Service holds an insurance policy
through the 5010 to cover personal ac-
cident to volunteers. The policy provides
coverage for volunteers while training or
when called out during emergencies. The
insurance provides for compensation., as
a result of injury to volunteers for-
(a) loss Of Wages UP to Lhe level Of the

average male earning;
(b) death or permanent disablement

through the loss of limbs or other
faculties up to 550 000; and

(c) all medical expenses.
(2) Yes, any person under the age of 16

years or over the age of 65 years does
not qualify.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

TRANSPORT
Dangerous Goods: Regulations

183. Hon. W. G. ATKINSON, to the Minister
for Mines:
(1) Did he travel to Sydney last week to

have discussions concerning the
transport of dangerous goods regulations
in Other States?
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(2) Is it true one of the reasons for those
discussions was to examine the differ-
ences between the regulations on the
transport of dangerous goods between
this State and the other States'?

(3) If so. what was the outcome or those dis-
cussions?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:

(1I) to (3) That is not entirely correct. I went
to Sydney to deliver an address to a
gathering of geoscientists. In talks with
industry the previous week I became
aware that the major packaging group
in Australia was meeting in Sydney on
the Friday on which I would be in
Sydney. and it was to discuss the current
position of the transport of dangerous
goods regulations. In that context I at-
tended the meeting to discuss those
regulations.

I have found in all my discussions with
industries, that no industry group has
sought a deferment of or an amendment
to those regulations, based on the licence
fee, which was the basis in this House of
the disallowance of those regulations.
The only concerns that the industry has
relate to seeing the way in which these
regulations are enforced. People in the
industry have expressed concern about
the differenices which might exist be-
tween those regulations and the Coin-
nionwealth Code P2 and the proposed
Code P3.

Given the assurance that I have made
clear to industry that in the middle of
the next year there will be a general re-
view of the regulations, and if necessary.
amendments- to them to improve the unt-
formnity position. I have htad an unre-
served comment from all the industry
people I 'net with in Sydney. and with
aill of the industry people who have been
into my office in Perth, that the
tra nsport of dangerous goods regulations
which were recently disallowed by this
House would be acceptable in their pres-
ent form.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: MINISTER
FOR MINES

Collie Visit
184. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for

Mines:
Has he as yet had time to talk to his pri-
vate secretary to find out what members
he informed of his visit to Collie?!

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
I have had a chance to talk to my pri-
vate secretary. I instructed my office to
ascertain the position, and I thought
that I would have had a letter for
signature today to go to the member. It
may be outside; if not, I hope it will be
with him by Monday.

TRANSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Regulations
185. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for

Mines:
With reference to his statement quoted
in the Daily News of last night. where
reference is made to his saying other
methods will be used to bring the
transport of dangerous goods regulations
into force, what methods does he intend
to use to bring the regulations into
force'?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
The Opposition has placed the Govern-
ment in, I think, a very difficult position
without intending to do so. But now, its
having been the authors of this situation,
it is not producing any concrete mechan-
isms for solving the problems.
These regulations were disallowed some
time ago-I think, on 17
November-and I have since asked the
Opposition on many occasions to give
inc a list of the amendments to the regu-
lations it would Find necessary in order
to have the passage of the regulations
completed through both Houses of the
Parliament before we rise this silting. I
have not received a single substantive
suggestion from the Opposition as to
what changes it wishes to see in the
regulations, despite my continued re-
quests for its members to get off their
backsides and come up with something
positive. Tonight at 5.00 o'clock I re-
ceived a letter which did not come up
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with a single positive suggestion for
amendment. All it said was that the Op-
position wanted a general postponement
of the introduction of these regulations
for a few months so that people could
consider a number of points. Quite
frankly, that is not a satisfactory situ-
ation. The points I have been asked to
consider show a complete misunder-
standing by the Opposition of the regu-
lations.
The Opposition has askcd for a two year
moratorium; I am prepared to give a five
ycar moratorium. Its members have
asked for particular licensing; they want
truck drivers to have special licences and
special tcsts rather than the present situ-
ation that cxists-thosc drivers can have
"B"-Class licences. I said l would think

about that proposition, and see what the
industry wanted to do about it. In the
general review in the middle of next year
I amn prepared to give that proposition

symathticconsideration.
By and large, there is nothing the Oppo-
sition has put up that is concrete. I can-
not do more than to ask it repeatedly to
give me some indication of the basis on
which it wants the regulations amended.
Industry has been consulting with
Government for five years now on these
regulations.
Two other points have been raised.
Firstly. the Opposition wants a complete
abandonment of the vehicle licence fee. I
have said that is unacceptable, but I
have said I will accept an abandonment
of the fee in any ease where hardship
might occur. On the second point, of in-
spections which police can carry out, I
said that when the previous Govern-
mnt\l' Minister.- were in office it was in-
dicated that because of technicalities
there would have to be an initial inspec-
tion by Mines Department people, but
that subsequent inspections could be
done by subinspectors who would be
police offricers.
livery point the Opposition has raised
has been accommodated, but it has
conic up with nothing satisfactory. We
miust get our teeth into these regulations
thicli cover the transport and packaging
of' 3 0)00 dangerous goods, regulations
which arc now, being held up because
members opposite cannot think of what
would be a substantive change.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the member
to say what question he is answering.

Hon Peter Dowding: It is the question I was
asked.

The PR ES IDENT: I think the member over-
answered it.

TRANSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Regulations

186. Hon A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
M ines:

As the mover of the motion for the disal-
lowance of the transport of dangerous
goods regulations and as a member of
the Opposition, when has he approached
me since the regulations were disallowed
about the matters he has just raised?

IHon. PETER DOWDING replied:
The member's position was made per-
fectly clear to him.

Hon. A, A. Lewis: When?
Hon. PETER DOWDING: Will you belt up!

The position was made perfectly clear to
him when I invited him into my office
and gave him the opportunity to express
his point of view. He said nothing new in
the House and I took it that, in those
circumstances, he had expressed his
complete point of view. I therefore dealt
with the man who calls himself the Op-
position spokesman on these matters. If
I am wrong, and Mr Barry MacKinnon
is not the Opposition spokesman on
these matters, perhaps one of the other
Opposition members could check out Mr
Barry MacKinnon and tell him to stop
misrepresenting the Opposition.

TRA NSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Regulations

187. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Mines:

When will he learn that when he makes
these allegations some of us will listen to
him. If we are approached in the right
way, and not approached as this Minis-
ter does, like a petulant little Lord
Fauntleroy, we would be only too
pleased to oblige him. When has he ap-
proached me. or used my name as a
member of the Opposition in answer to a
question in connection with this matter?
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Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
I was not aware the member was the
Opposition spokesman on this matter. I
assumed his moving for the disallowance
of the regulations was not just a per-
sonal flight of fancy, and since the Op-
position divided and voted together on
this issue. I assumed that was the Oppo-
sition's stance which I had to deal with.
If I wvas wrong, will the member kindly
tell Mr MacKinnon to stop holding him-
self out as the shadow spokesman on
these matters.

TRANSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Kewdale Accident

188. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Minister for
Mines:

I refer to the subject of the disallowance
of the regulations, and I ask-

()Was the Minister responsible for
misleading the Press in saying that
if those regulations had not been
disallowed, the accident at Kewdale
would not have happened?

(2) If those regulations had not been
disallowed would it have had an ef-
fect on the accident at Kewdale?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) and (2) It is, of course, quite an offen-

sive question to ask if I misled the Press.
Of course I did not. Members perhaps
do not realise that these regulations have
been acted upon by most responsible
companies engaged in the transporting
and packaging of dangerous goods. Most
of those companies are already op-
erating on the basis of either Code P2 or
perhaps P3, or to the extent that those
regulations are the same or different
from those operating in Western Aus-
t ra lia.
I said to the Press at the time that these
regulations covered that type of situ-
ation and that had these regulations
been in force, and had they been com-
plied with, they would have prevented
the cyanide spill. I said that this high-
lighted the importance of these regu-
lations and the importance to the State
of having these regulations up and
running and enforceable. Because of the
stance taken by the Opposition, the ma-
jority of the companies who have gone to
the expense of complying with these

regulations, before they physically come
into action, have to charge their
customers an amount equal to the over-
head cost of complying with them.

Hon. A. A- Lewis: You said there were no
overhead costs.

Hon. PETER DOWDING: Mr Lewis has
been carrying on about one small
portion of these regulations. I am now
talking about the packaging and the car-
riage of the cyanide. As any major Firm
would know, it is obliged to comply with
the packaging requirements for cyanide
which would have been appropriate
under these regulations had they been in
force. Had the firm complied with the
requirements the accident would not
have occurred.

MINING: SALT

Lake MacLeod: Contracts and Power Line

189. Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Minister for
for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Is the Minister aware of a Press report

in this morning's issue of The West Aus-
tralian which said that contracts with
Dampier Salt (Operations) Pty. Ltd. at
Carnarvon had been resolved by the
State Government?

(2) Can the Minister tell the House that the
State Energy Commission will provide a
powerline to the operations at Lake
MacLeod and the State Government
will subsidise the company $150000
over a three-year period?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) and (2) To the extent that the SEC of

WA is involved in the discussions with
the company over the power issue, to wit
the construction of power lines and the
cost of supply, I have some responsibility
in negotiating an agreement with the
company. The responsibility for the
agreement as a whole is that of the
Deputy Premier and it would be
inappropriate of me to make an an-
nouncement until or unless he does. I
understand an announcement will be
made, if it has not been made already. I
suggest the member should either ask
his question of the Deputy Premier or
read the Press.
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MINING: SALT

Lake MacLeod: Contracts and Power Line

190. Hon. P. H. LOCKYER. to the Minister for
for Fuel and Energy:

With reference to my previous question,
the Deputy Premier has made a state-
ment to the Legislative Assembly to
which I listened and I have received a
copy of that statement. However, no
mention was made in that statement
concerning the powerline to Lake
MacLeod nor the subsidy of $150 000 to
the company.

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:

As I have indicated, I am aware that the
Deputy Premier is about to. or has
already, made an announcement. Since
it Calls within his ministerial responsi-
bility to co-ordinate the negotiations for
an agreement. I do not believe I should
make a statement on the subject. I do
not propose to do so. If the member
places his question on notice I will seek a
response.

TRA NSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Packaging

191. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Mines:

Is it a fact that neither the Australian
customns nor the ACT have yet insisted
upon the packaging of dangerous goods
and that they are allowed into this
country without the packaging require-
menits of any code at the moment?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:

I am not responsible for the customs de-
partnment nor for the ACT.

The intent of these regulations is to fol-
low not only an Australia-wide Com-
monwealth code, but also an
international code. Had the particular
Airm complied with the regulations
which would not have come into force
until later this month, and with which
most other companies in this State are
now complying. that accident would not
have occurred.

MINING: SALT
Lake MacLeod: Contracts and Power Line

192. Hon. P. H-. LOCKYER, to the Minister for
for Fuel and Energy:

I take cognisanee of the Minister's state-
ment that it is not his responsibility to
make a statement on the Lake MacLeod
situation. However, it is important that I
receive ant indication as to whether or
not there will be a powerline built at
Lake MacLeod. It is not possible for me
to place that question on notice and I re-
quest that he give an answer. A "Yes"
or "'No" answer would be quite suf-
ficient.

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
I do not understand what circumstances
could apply that the member would need
to have that confirmation tonight unless
it is to meet a deadline. I will have a dis-
cussion with the Deputy Premier and if I
can give the member an informal answer
later this evening, I will do so.

TRANSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Regulations

193. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Minister for
Mines;

In connection with the regulations pre-
viously referred to, is it correct that the
Minister could have avoided the situ-
ation under which we voted against the
regulations if he had agreed to publish a
repeal of the two offending clauses
within the regulations?

Hon Peter Dowding: Being what?

Hon P. H. WELLS: One relates to vehicle
licensing.

Hon Peter Dowding: What is the other? I am
sorry I do not understand the question.
Perhaps if the member would amplify
his two points I will answer it.

Hon P. H. WELLS: In terms of the state-
ment made by the Minister, is it correct
that had these regulations been in force
they would not have applied until 90
days after 20 September, the day on
which they were published?

Hon. PETER DOW DING replied:
The member has asked a completely dif-
ferent question instead of amplifying the
first question. I do not know what the
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Opposition wants changed in these regu-
lations. in order to have them in force.
As recently as this evening I have given
the Opposition a letter-of which Mr
Lewis has a copy-in which I have
asked it to specify the changes it wants
made to the regulations in order that
they may be implemented. I ask Oppo-
sition members to give me the answer,
which I cannot make up, and also, I can-
not read their minds. I get the

impression that they are all embarrassed
about the situation in which they have
left the industry. I am surprised the
members will not come clean and specify
the one, 10, or 20 changes they would
like made to the regulations.
I give Opposition members the assur-
ance that the minute they do that I shall
be at the door of the Parliamentary
Draftsman to try to include the legis-
lation in this session.
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