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area, and it is for the people who are
committed to the country that I am try-
ing to get some conslderastion. They are
the people from whom the little com-
plaints are coming in. They were pre-
viously quite happy to live in the country
style, and there must be ways in which we
can improve their general well-being.

One of the greatest problems in country
areas is the cost of transport which makes
everything so much more expensive than
it is in the city, particularly when we
realise that profit is made on the transport,
as well as on the goods, and that sales
tax is also added. The Prices Justification
Tribunal has attempted to identify how it
can make the price structure more relative
to the city. I admit it is very difficult
g) do but I think i} bears some investiga-

on.

The other factor I would like to men-
tion is the cost of air fares. It Is now
almost as expensive to fly from Perth to
Laverton as it is to fly from Perth to
Adelaide. A person living in the Laverton
area who is recommended hy his doctor
to a specialist in Perth does not receive a
concession on his fare. This is an addi-
tional cost that should not have to be
borne by people in remote areas. Surely
they should not have to pay the full fare.
Nearly evervone finds it necessary to make
at least one trip a year to Perth. I believe
this matter of air fares should receive
consideration.

My time has just about expired—

Sir Charles Court: Just before you finish,
could you go back to the qguestion of
School of the Air radios and the $150?

Mr COYNE: This $150 can be used for
any purpose. Sometimes the parents use
it to send the children to the trans.-line
sports or for some other particular pur-
pose, It is a Federal allowance. Many
parents use it to purchase the transceiver
gets for the School of the Air, If they
have two children using the service, it
means that the transceiver set can be paid
off over three years. This is a good idea,
but the allowance is not available to par-
ents who use the set in any way at all
for communication purposes. It is then
considered that the set is used for the
parents’ business and no allowance is paid.

As my time has nearly expired, I will
close on that note.

Debate adjourned, on moticn by Mr A. R.
Tonkin.

House adjourned at 11.42 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT <{(the Hon. A. P.
Griffith) took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and
read DPrayers.
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WEST COAST HIGHWAY
Eztension through Cottesloe. Petition

THE HON. R. J. L. WILLIAMS (Metro-
politan) [4.32 p.m.]: I wish to present a
petitlon from residents of Western Aus-
tralla expresslng opposition to proposals
to route any West Coast Hlghway exten-
slon through Marmlon Street, Cottesloe,
or any other existing resldential or recre-
ational road in Cottesloe. I move—

That the petition he recelved.

Questlon put and passed.

THE HON. R, J. L. WILLIAMS (Metro-
politan) [4.33 p.m.): The petiticn con-
tains 4361 signatures, and bears the
Clerk’s certificate that it is in conformity
with the Standing Orders. I move—

That the petitlon bhe read and
ordered to lle upon the Table of the
House,

Question put and passed.

THE HON. R. J. L. WILLIAMS (Metro-
politan) [4.34 p.m.]: The petitlon reads as
follows—

To the President and Members of
the Legislative Councll of the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia.

We, the under-signed, hereby express
our apposition to proposals being con-
sidered by the Consultants appointed
by the Environmental Protection
Authority, Scott Purphy and John
Patterson Urban Systems, to route any
West Coast Highway  Extension
through Marmion Street, Cottesloe.

We support the principle, that unless
already provided for In Regional or
Town Planning Schemes, & restdential
street should not be used for major
road or highway development, because
of the well known disruptive and
harmful effects on the residential
environment.

‘We therefore request that the Con-
sultants be Instructed to refraln from
proposing any such extenslon through
Marmilon Street, Cottesloe, or any
other existing resldential or recrea-
tional road in Cottesloe.

Your petliloners will ever pray that
thelr humble petition wlill be acceded
to.

The petition was itabled (see paper
No. 412/,

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE

TROTTING MEETING
Northam

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR, to the Min-

ister for Recreation:

(1) Is the Minister aware that a
trotting race meeting is to be held
at Northam on Wednesday, the
29th October, 19757
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(2) Is he further aware that one of
the entrants in the first event at
7.3¢ p.m. is a horse named “Proper
Ganda”, and the driver is listed
as a person named R. J. L.
Willlams?

(3) Is it anticipated that leave of ab-
sence would be granted to a mem-
ber of this House immediately
after the dinner adjournment this
evening, to enable him to take
part in the trotting event?

(4) If the answer to (3) is “Yes” does
the Minister feel that, in view of
the tense constitutional situation
prevailing at present, it is unwise
for & member to be associated
with a horse of this name?

The PRESIDENT: I point out that the
Minister cannot anticipate what the
House might do.

The Hon. G. ¢. MacKINNON replied:

(1) I am aware that the trotting race
meeting is to take place—because
I would not doubt the honourable
member’s veracity.

(2) For the same reason I now know
& horse named “Proper Ganda” is
racing and that the driver is one
R. J. L. Williams.

{3} I see no reason why we could not
get a pair if a member is keen on
this form of recreation, provided
the Whip and the House were
agreeable.

(4) I do not see any preblem in re-
gard to the constitutional crisis
because the spelling of the
horse’s name is “Proper Ganda”,
which to my mind connotes geese
rather than a political discussion.
In addition, if we had a driver in
our midst perhaps we could obtain
the right kind of information to
enable us to supplement our
salaries and allowances,

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Do you
suggest Mr Williams will not be a
cooked goose?

QUESTIONS (6): ON NOTICE

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Land at Herdsman Lake

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Education representing
the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment:

When was land on the north side
of Herdsman Lake and =zoned
for industrial purposes, vested in
the Industrial Lands Development
Authority?

[COUNCIL.]

The Hon. G. C. MacEINNON replied:

Lot 419, belng part of the land
near Herdsman Lake Zoned for
industrial purposes, was Crown
land and was dedicated under the
provisions of the Industrial
Development (Resumption of
Land) Act, 1945, on February 5,
1971.

A Crown Grant to the Industrial
Lands Development Authority was
registered on 9th December, 1974,

POLICE
Rape Cases

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the
Minister for Justice:

For each of the years 1971, 19172,
1973, 1974 and 1975,

(a) what was the total number of
convictions for—
(i) rape;
(ii) attempted rape;

(b) what was the total number
of rapes or attempted rapes
reported to the police; and

{c) how many of the offences
were committed in the metro-
politan area as against the
country?

The Hon. N, McNEILL replied:

{a) (i) 1971—5;
1972—19;
1973—4;
1974—17,;
1975—48.

(1) 1971—1;
1972—86;
1373—2;
1974—2;
1975—4.

(b) 1973/74—

99 reported, 31 of which were
established to be rape or at-
tempted rape, 1 Iindecent
assault, 3 aggravated assault,
2 unlawful carnal knowledge
and 8 false reports.

Of the remainder, 19 reports
were classified as ‘*doubtful"
and 28 as “no offence”,

Total figures for 1970/71,
1971/%2 and 1972/73 are not
available without several
days' research.

Total fleures for 1974/75 are
not available because of a
change in the indexing sys-
tem. The previous system has
now been re-introduced.

(¢) Although total figures and
breakdown are not available,
flzures for established rapes
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or attempted rapes are as
follows:—

Metropolltan—
1970-71—13;
1971-72—18;
1972-73—22;
1973-74—11,
1974-75-—24,

Country:—
1970-71—2;
1991-72—15;
1972-73—9;
1973-74—20;
1974-75—19.

If I am able to obtain further infor-
mation to assist the honourable mem-
ber I will make it avallable in due
course.

BUILDING BLOCKS
Karratha

The Hon. J. C. TOZER, to the Minister
for Health representing the Minister
for Lands:

{1} Referring to the answer given to
part (2) of my question on the
23rd October, 1975, on the cost
of building allotments in Kar-
ratha, is the Minister justifying
the transfer of excess proceeds to
revenue by the fact that the
Government has confributed to-
wards the headworks cost?

(2) Why was the land originally
offered without the imposition of
some charge to partly offset such
governmental contribution?

(3) Why has there been a change of
policy now?

{4) Has the auction system heen ap-
plied previously in the one
thousand residential allptments
that have been released in EKar-
ratha and, in some cases, sur-
rendered and re-allotted?

(5) Does the Minister consider it
desirable that a person may well
be called on to pay double the
cost paid by his neighbour, such
escalation in cost having occurred
in twelve months or so with
scarcely any identifiable addi-
tional expenditure by the State,
thus casting the Government in
the role of a profiteer at the ex-
pense of the prospective home
builder?

(6) As the land was originally released
under the terms of the Land Act,
would it not be possible to release
the eighteen surrendered allot-
ments “across the counter” on a
‘“first come-best served” basis?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:

(1) No. The answer pointed out that
the public was required to defray
service reticulation costs only.

(2) and (3) As answered on Ist
October, 1975 (guestion 14) by
the Minister for Industrial De-
velopment, residential land prices
have not Included any recovery ol
headworks costs, No change of
policy has occurred, or is pro-
posed, far the private home
builder.

(4) Yes.
(6) No.

(6) Auction is the primary method of
sale set out In the Land Act for
townsite land and is appropriate
in the present circumstances,

SHIRE OF ROEBOURNE
Commissioner and Elections

The Hon. J. C. TOZER, to the Minister

for Justice representing the Minister

for Local Government:

(1> When was Commissioner W.
Klenk appointed to administer the
affairs of the Shire of Roebourne?

(2) When did Commissioner P. L. J.
Carly take over the appecintment?

(3) In view of the keen local interest
in the matter, when will the
Minister announce the ward
representation on the Roebourne
Shire Council, to be elected in
May 19762

(4) As the opinion of Interested people
in the Shire of Roebourne has
been thoroughly canvassed by the
Minister, will he please explain if
there is any reason why such
information should not be re-
leased forthwith?

The Hon. N. McNEILL replied:
(1) 24th December, 1970,

(2) 17th July, 1972.

(3) The final decision on the number
of members for each ward has not
vet been made but is anticipated
in the near future,

(4) Answered by (3),

REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR
Next Appointment

The Hon. J. C. TOZER, to the Minis-

ter for Justice representing the

Premler:

(1) Which region will have the next
Regional Administrator ap-
pointed?

(2) Approximately when will such
appointment be made?

(3) To whom will the appointee be
responsible, and which Cabinet
Minister will administer the
operations of the post?
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(COUNCIL.)

The Hon. N. McNEILL, replied:

(1}
(2)

)

The Pllbara Region.

It is expected that interviews will
be completed within the next two
weeks and an appointment made
as soon as possible thereafter.
The appointee will be responsible
initially to the Director, Office of
the North-West.

The Hon. Premier, as Minister Co-
ordinating Econcmic and Reglonal
Development, will “administer”
the operations of the post In close
association with the Deputy
Premier in his role as Minister for
the North-West.

This arrangement s expected to
change when more regional offices
have been established.

TERMINATING BUILDING
SOCIETIES

Funds

The Hon, J, C. TOZER, to the Minjs-
ter for Education representing the
Minister for Houslng:

(1

2

)]

What funds have been provided

from the Home Builders’ Account,

for the current financial year, for

the following terminating building

societies—

(a) Kimberley District Bullding
Society;

(b) Goldsworthy Building Society;

(c) Port Hedland Building
Society; and

(d) Roebourne Building Society?

What funds have been provided

under the terms of the Housing

Loan Guarantee Act for 1975/76
for these building societies?

Is it possible that additional funds
will be made available this finan-
c¢ial year in cases where there are
a large number of unsatisfied
applicants?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:

(1) Districts

2)

(3}

north of the 26th
parallel received the following
allocation from the 1975/76
Home Bulilders' Account—
Kimberley—$93 000;
Pilbara—3$210 000,
Gascoyne/Ashburton—$80 000.

No guarantees have heen issued s
far in 1975/76 for institutional
loan funds under the Housing
Loan Guarantee Act for these dis-
tricts,

Advice received to date from the
Commonwealth Government,
indicates no further funds from
the Home Builders’ Account can
be expected during 1975/76, and
the availability of Housing Loan

Guarantee Funds is dependent on
loans to terminating socleties from
savings banks and insurance com-
panies,

TROTTING MEETING
Northam: Personal Ezplanation

THE HON. R. J. L. WILLIAMS (Metro-
politan) [4.49 p.m.]: Mr Prestdent, I seek
t«laave to make a short personal explana-

on.

The PRESIDENT: Leave s granted.

The Hon., R. J L. WILLIAMS: The
House might think the coincidence men-
tioned In the question without notlce is
quite incredible, but I wish to assure the
House that I hold no license to drive
trotiers.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
On motion by the Hon. W, R. Withers
(for the Hon. V¥, J. Perry), leave of absence
for 12 consecutive sittings of the House
granted to the Hon. H W. Gayfer (Cen-

tral) on the ground of parliamentary busi-
ness OVerseas.

INTERPRETATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by the Hon.
N. McNeill (Minister for Justice), and read
a first time.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Agsembly’s Message
Message from the Assembly received and

read notifying that it had agreed to the
amendments made by the Council.

BUSINESS FRANCHISE (TOBACCO)
BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Assembly; and,

on motion by the Hon. N. McNeill {Min-
ister for Justice), read a first time.

BILLS (2}: THIRD READING

1. Road Traffic Act Amendment Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by
the Hon. N. E. Baxter (Minister for
Health), and passed.
2. Local Government Act Amendment
Bill (No. 3).
Bill read a third time, on motion by
the Hon. N. McNeill (Minister for
Justice), and passed.

SECURITIES INDUSTRY BILL
Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 23rd October.

THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South
Metropolitan—ILeader of the Opposition)
[4.55 p.m.]: From the outset I would like
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members of the Chamber to know that I
oppose this legislation. I do so for very
good reasons.

Earlier this year we dealt with a Bill to
establish the Corporate Affairs Commission,
consisting of four States; namely, Western
Australia, Queensland, South Australia,
and Victoria. When speaking to that Bill
I pointed out it was contrary to the best
interests of federalism and of Australia. I
have not changed my mind in that respect.

The Bill before us is the result of the
establishment of that Corporate Aflairs
Commission, and it will ultimately have
disastrous overtones, I say that because
when the Corporations and Securities In-
dustry Bill is passed in the Federal Par-
liament we will find there will be two
Acts of Parliament in respect of this area
of jurisdiction. As I proceed I shall quote
quite a bit because it is necessary to do so
to prove my case. I will show that even
the Ministers’ own representative (Mr
Ryan) who was asked to represent the
four Ministers from the respective States
before the Senate Select Committee made
admissions in this respect.

On pages 778 and 779 of the Select Com-
mittee report we find he pointed out that
it is expected that all corporations which
will be affected by this Bill will have to
abide by two pieces of legislation and make
two sets of returns, one to the State office
and one to the Commonwealth office. The
same procedure will apply in respect of
prospectuses, which are covered on page
777 of the same report of the evidence sub-
mitted by Mr Ryan on behalf of the Min-
isters of the participating States.

I would like the Minister to tell us when
he replies to the debate the present num-
ber of staff in the securities department
of Western Australia.

The Hon. N. McNeill: The securities de-
partment?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Probably it
is the Companics Office stafl.

The Hon. N. McNeill: The Corporate
Affairs Office?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, that
would be it. I would like to know the
mumber of staff presenily employed by the
Corporate Affairs Office. I was rather
amazed to read Mr Ryan’s evidence before
the Select Committee: and he should know
about this because I think he is the regis-
trar in New South Wales.

The Hon. N. McNeill: He is the chairman
of the commission in New South Wales.

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: In his evi-
dence Mr Ryan said currently there is a
staff of 389 people.

The Hon. N. Mc¢Neill: I am sorry to in-
terrupt again, but that is relating to the
New South Wales Corporate Affairs Qffice.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is right.
The vpresent number of staff is 389, and
that is made up of professional and office
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staff. That seems to me to be a large
number of people. On reading the evi-
dence given to the Select Committee one
finds it is clearly pointed out that there
will have to be duplication of staff by the
States and the Commonweslth, and this
will be costly. Can we afford such luxury?
I would like to know the number of staff
envisaged in this State. As has been
pointed out, the staff will he dealing with
microfilm records and interstate telexes;
and I believe we are already hooked up to
the telex system. Probably copies of the
fﬂ,%gﬁ listings would have to be sent to all
S.

1 say that because we find our Evidence
Act, and particularly our Companies Act
are being re-enacted so that everything
will be on a uniform basis.

If we are to bear the cost I think we
should scrap this Bill now and wait until
the Commonwezlth legislation is ulti-
mately reviewed by the Senate Committee
when & Bill could be introduced to have
one Companies Act governing all companies
throughout Ausiralia.

It is not necessary for us to proceed with
a Bill of this nature unless it is out of
pure doggedness in saying that each State
will control the securities industry legisla-
tion. We will find, of course, that New
South Wales will probably be the central
point for this legislation. FEverything
points to that at present. That State has
the largest organisation in Australia and
it is only recently that the Premier of
Queensland has established any sort of a
department. Victoria has one, and Western
Australis. has newly entered the field of
corporate affairs and has set up its own
department.

The Hon. N. McNeill: We have had the
Companies Office for a long time.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am talking
about the Corporate Affairs Office.

The Hon. N, Mc¢Neill: It is just a change
of name.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: When I asked
the Minister how many officers he would
have on the staff of the Companies Office
he corrected me and said it would be the
corporate affairs office.

The Hon. N. McNeill: It is the Corpor-
ate Affairs Office in Perth.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Probably the
Minister misunderstoed me and I took that
lead from him. However, I do not think
there is any misunderstanding between us
now. I will refer to it as the Companies
Office so the Minister will know exactly
what T mean.

Under the Constitution it is possible for
a State to cede these powers to the Com-
monwealth, even though it may think there
is some challenge or some constitutional
bar to legislation in this field. I eannot
sce why we should have costly duplication.
If we could reach the point where the
major issues could be resolved—we could
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not resolve all of them—we could have uni-
fo?in legislation without such costly dupli-
cation,

This measure is in line with the Family
Court Bill with which we will be dealing
shortly. Although provision was made
under a Bill that was introduced previously,
we can operate in our own way under
Commonwealth law and the Common-
wealth will pay the costs. In all proba-
bility that could be done in regard to this
legislation,

The Minister, in his second reading
speech, pointed out that it was the Com-
monwealth—and rightly so—that discon-
tinued discussions. I do not suppese any
legislation has been subjected to such a
thorough examination as has the securi-
ties industry legislation. That investiga-
tion was conducted by what is now known
as the Rae Senate Select Committee. Its
report was most voluminous. I have one
copy of its report here but there are
another two copies, and a number of other
papers dealing with that inquiry have been
published. The one I have here is only
part 1 of volume 1,

The Hon. N. McNeill: There were con-
siderably more than two other copies,

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, The
Australian securities industry has probabiy
been subjected to one of the most com-
prehensive Investigations Australia has
ever seen. Interim reports were published,
and the Australian Government, armed
with some of the findings, decided it was
time to proceed and get some legislation
on the Statute book for the purpose of
contrelling and regulating the securities
industry. The Australian Government did
proceed along those lines. Although Tas-
mania and South Australia were invited to
participate, the other four States decided
to set up a Corporate Affairs Commission
in each State. However, this will not havea
Iasting effect, because if challenges against
the Commonwealth legislation ultimately
g0 before the High Court I feel the States
will eventually cede their powers as they
can do under the Constitution.

I think it is in the interests of Australia
as a whole that this should be done even
though it may be unconstitutional at pres-
ent. However, from some of the commenis
made by people who do not belong to my
political party, I find they have questioned
Mr Ryan in particular at the meetings of
the Senate Select Committee by putting
forward the argument that this is uncon-
stitutional and it is necessary to have a
uniform set of rules for the whole of Aus-
tralia.

In New South Wales at present 133 784
foreign and local companies are registered.
They are made up of 125350 local com-
panies and 8 434 foreign companies. They
are registered as 1916 public companies,
103 123 exempt proprietary companies, and
12 402 nonexempt proprietary companhies.
I suggest that a joint sharing of the cost

[COUNCIL.]

of administering the various Companies
Offices at least would be in the best inter-
ests of the Australian Government and of
all the State Governments until such time
as the validity of the Commonwealth leg-
islation has been resolved.

I have already pointed out that the
securities industry has been subject to one
of the most thorough investigations ever
conducted in the history of Australia and
that investigation has not yet been con-
cluded. However it is drawing to a close.

On looking at a report in Rydge’s—which
is rather a conservative magazine—the
following is found in its August, 1974,
issue—

The Rae Report—potent and influ-
ential Restriction on brokers’' trading
and entrepreneurial activities is a
likely outcome of publication of the
Senate Select Committee Report.

In the second coclumn the following also
appears—

If this drives the brokers who want
to exploit their clients out of the
market, the Rae Report will have done
massive public service.

As to the behaviour of directors of
companies, some practices are already
illegal, but there is still an obvious
need for tighter restrictions. The Rae
Report—and, with its clarity and
readable style, it is no typical official
report—makes us marvel at the sordid
greed of some directors.

Further on in this article it is reported—

This writer's view is that few if any
of the “runs” would be without sordid
aspects, if studied.

Still, this luck-of-the-draw com-
plaint is not a valid criticism of the
Report. That all thieves cannot be
named is no reason why some should
not be.

In the Rae report that comes under the
part where the committee named
many preople for the acts they committed
during the mineral boom. This article
continues-—

Clearly, self-regulation is a failure.
Having failed so miserably, the brokers
have litile case to plead for continued
sovereignty. The Report gives ample
evidence of rules heing bent, ignored
and carelessly administered.

Another part of this article contains the
following sentence—

But the right to self-regulation is
probably already all but lost.

Further down again, this article contains
the following—

During the mining boom, it is clear
that the small investor had far less
chance than usual. Situations were
created with the express purpose of
sucking him in, to transfer his money
to the pockets of brokers, promoters,
tipsters, and directors and other in-
siders.
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S0 {t can be seen that in August, 1974,
when the first report of the Rae Select
Committee was brought forward, Rydpge’s
could see the value of such a report and,
of course, flowing from it we have seen
introduced the Commonwealth legislation;
and, I think, as a “Johnny-come-lately”
the Corporate Affairs Commaission has been
established to take the sting out of that
legislation with the States saying, “We
have our own legislation on the Statute
hooks and therefore we will not adopt the
Australian legislation when ultimately it
is passed by the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment.”

On logking at another “socialist” news-
paper—the Financial Review, of Wednes-
day, the 19th September, 1975—I found the
following—

Lawyers plead for company law
commonsense.
This article was written by James V.
Ramsden and I think all members should
take particular notice of what he has
written. It reads as follows—

The Law Society of NSW made a
plea yesterday to the Senate Select
Committee on the Corporations and
Securities Industry Bill sitting in
Sydney that the Commonwealth and
the States should co-operate in draw-
ing up a bill which could become “a
mode]l of co-operative federalism.”

In a lengthy 116-page submission
broken into three parts, the Law
Society said that the legislation in its
present form was “far from satisfac-
tory in form.”

The society’s suggestions were made
in the hope of “achieving a workable
solution in overcoming lack of Com-
monwealth legislative power in areas
where uniformity and Commonwesalth-
wide authority have been demonstrated
to lbe at least desirable if not essen-
tial.”

Further down in this article the following
appears—

No provision is made even for liai-
son or co-ordination with the State
Corporate Affairs Commissions . . .

It is proper to ask whether this
duplication is not wasteful both of
money and secarce expertise in this
area.

There is ability to achieve a single
code given collahoration between the
Commonwealth and the States.

The soclety suggested that subject
to a reasonable time Itmit—unspeci-
fied—the States should be invited to
participate in making constructive
comments on the proposed Bill so
that it could be a model of its kind
sultable for adoption throughout Aus-
tralia for all public companies.

So it can be seen that the Financial Review
also stressed that there should be this
State-Federal co-operation,
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The Hon, I. G, Medcalf; Co-operation
is & two-way thing. If you cannot get
Commonweglth co-operation it is not much
good the State co-operating,

The Hon, R, THOMPSON: I am glad
the Honorary Minister raised that point,
because I would like to quote from the
evidence given to the Sehate Select Com-
mittee, I will read out the composition
of the Select Committee for the informa-
tion of members, The chalr was faken
on this occasion by Senator Georges, and
the other members present were Senator
Drury, Senator Durack, Senator Green-
wood and Senator Wright.

So it can be seen it was not a Labor-
loaded committee. I will read from page
765 of the Corporations and Securities
Se:gct Committee report. The chalrman
said—

During the morning tea break, if
I allow g MUttle extra time would
you look at two documents upon
which I want to base a question.
In response to a question you
indicated that there had bheen no
approach by the Australian Gov-
ernment to the States on this
legislation that we are consider-
ing here today.

Ryan: Prior to the introduction
of the Corporation and Securities
Indusfry Bill?

The CHAIRMAN: Prior to the intro-

Mr

duction. Dld it make any
approach subsequent {0 the intro-
duction?

Mr Ryan: Yes,

The CHAIRMAN: It did make that
approach?

Mr Ryan: Yes.

Senator WRIGHT: Who did?

Mr Ryan: The Commonwealth At-
torney-General.

The CHAIRMAN: Not prior to the
introduction.

Mr Ryan: Not prior to the introduc-
tion, to my knowledge.

The CHAIRMAN: The questions on
that matter which appear in
Hansard are here. If you would
glance at them, we could ask you
the question: What resulted from
that apprcach by the Australian
Government to the States? What
was their attitude? What was
their response? Will you do that?

Mr Ryan: Yes.

We must bear in mind that Mr Ryan was
the officer giving evidence before the
Senate Select Committee, and he was
representing the leader of our House, the
Minister for Justice in Western Australia.
That was one of the instruments he pre-
sented prior to his giving evidence. 1 will
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now continue to quote. They evidently
had morning tea, and the chairman said—

The CHAIRMAN: Mr Ryan, in order
to clarify an answer that you
gave: We need to have clarity
on this because it Is important
t0 know just how possible is the
co-operation which you are seek-
ing with the Australlan Govern-
ment. I took it from your res-
ponse that there had been no
approach by the Australlan Gov-
ernment to the States and you
began to give an explanation that
there was an approach hy the
Australian Government after the
legislation was drafted. I think
it is important for us to know
just what proceeded. There on
page 2891 of the Hansard of the
House of Representatives dated
the 27th May, 1975, is a question
which Mr Jacobi asked of the
Attorney-General upon notlce and
he received an answer to that as
recorded at this place in Hansard.

Mr Jacohbi asked:
(1) Did his predecessor invite
the Attorneys-General of all
States by letter on the 23rd
December, 1974—
Members should note that date— .
—to meet with him at a
mutually convenient time
to discuss matters of
mutual cancern arising from
the Corporation and See-
urities Industry Bill.
The reply was “Yes”, He further asked—
(2) If so, which States—

(a) responded to the in-
vitation to meet and
discuss the Bill?

The reply was—
Tasmanlia, South Australia,
Queensland and New South Wales.
However, the New South Wales reply was
that it was not prepared to attend; but at
least it did reply. The next part of ques-
tion (2) was—

(b) did not respond to

the invitation?

The answer to which was—
Victorta and Western Australia.

They did not even have the decency to
rvespond. The third part of question (2)
WaS—

(¢) having responded to
the invitation and
agreed to meet sub-
sequently refused?

The answer was “Queensland”. So it can
he seen that Western Australia did not
respond. The next question asked was—
(3) What effects have the

States’ responses had or

[COUNCIL.}

what effects are they lkely
to have on the operation of
the Bill if and when it
becomes law?

(4) Have any of the States
Attorneys-Cieneral since the
refusal of the Senate to
pass the Corporation and
Securities Industry Bill con-
tacted him offering to meet
to discuss the Bill?

The answer was “Not applicable”. 8o it
can be seen the interjection made by the
Honorary Minister was a good one, because
it gave me an opportunity to prove the
point that co-operation was extended to
the States to discuss the Bill before it was
drafted.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf;: Before the Bill
was introduced.

The Hon. N. MecNeill: You said it was
dated the 24th December, 1974. Bear that
date in mind.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I was under
the impression that the Bill was not in-
troduced till later,

The Hon. I. G, Medealf: The point was
that this was co-operation; but that is not
co-operation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Nor is it
co-operation when the State Government
does not have the decency to reply to an
invitation to say whether or not it will
attend.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: That is an in-
vitation from someone who is pointing a
gun &t you.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It was not.
It was done with the idea of achleving
some sort of co-operation.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: The Bill had
already been prepared, drafied, and intro-
duced. It is not co-operation to ask one
to talk about it after one has introduced
the Bill. They should have had discus-
sion long before that. That is co-opera-
tion. It takes two to co-operate.

The Heon, R. THOMPSON: That may be
all right for the Minister to say. I have
just been reading from the Financicl Re-
piew and I was pointing out the view it
expressed. The next item I wish to quote is
one in which the Financial Review says
there should be co-operation between the
States.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: 1 agree.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: There does
not have to be this costly duplication. I
do not want members toe get me wrong.
I am not absolving the Australian Govern-
ment from the mistakes it made in this
matter. The Minister should bear that in
mind. I de not think the matter has been
handled properly buf, by the same token,
what co-operation has the State given to
the Commonwealth? I do not think the
State has done the right thing. It did
not have the decency to reply indicating
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whether it would go over to discuss the
matter.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: That invitation
came after the gun was pointed.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It did not.
If that is the Minister's line of reasoning
why has our Minister in this State
authorised Mr Ryan to waste the State’s
money, particularly if the gun has already
heen pointed?

The Hon. N. McNeill:
talking about?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Mr Ryan is
the representative of this State before the
Senate Select Committee,

The Hon. N. McNeill: He placed a sub-
mission before the Senate Select Commit-
tee on behalf of the Corporate Affairs
Commission and the Ministerial Council,
yes.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Did the Min-
ister sign the instrument of appointment?

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: What has that
to do with it?

The Hon. K. THOMPSON: It has a lot
to do with it.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: That is the in-
terstate Corporate Affairs Commission you
are talking about.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I was saying
that Mr Ryan was giving evidence before
the Senate Select Committee.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: On the Cor-
poration and Securities Industry Bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is right,

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: That is differ-
ent altogether from the one before us.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It means
exactly the same thing. All we are legis-
lating for is separate company law in
Western Australia.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: You have it as
well as us. You are a Western Australian
too, do not forget it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: VYes, and 1
take the Minister's point.

We find that Mr Ryan presented his
credentials before the Senate Select Com-
mittee. This was signed by the Attorney-
General and Minister for Justice in New
South Wales; it was signed for and on
behalf of William Edward Knox, Attorney-
General and Minister for Justice in
Queensland; it was signed by the Attorney-
General-—Mr Willcox—of Victoria;, and it
was signed by Mr Willcox for and on
behalf of Neil McNeill, Minister for Jus-
tice, Western Australia,

So I think the things being said by Mr
Ryan under examination, particularly from
Senator Durak, have a lot of bearing. When
we get three-quarters of the way down in
this report we will find that if we can take
any notice of Senator Durack's line of
questioning his official report on the

What are you
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matter would be in favour of the Common-
wealth Government. This is the conclu-
sion I would draw from it. Had the
Honorary Minister read this report I think
he too would draw the same conclusion.

It is apparent that most of the people
on the Select Committee in their question-
ing of Mr Ryan kept using the word
“duplication”. Why should there be dupli-
cation?

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Senator Durack
was asking very searching questions in
order to arrive at a correct analysis,

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Taking into
consideration the unanimous decision of
the Rae committee report and of the
Senate Select Committee report I would
be very surprised if we do not have
minor alterations to the Australlan Bill
brought down. I think there will be
changes to the Federal Bill, if my line of
reasoning is correct on the questioning
that is taking place by the members of the
Senate Select Committee.

The Hon, I. G, Medcalf: That does not
alter vour statement that there should be
co-operation between the States and the
Commonwealth.

‘The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I think I have
proved thai. As a matter of fact the
chairman of the Select Committee raised
the question because he was rather sur-
prised when he was told that there had
been an offer made by the Australian Gov-
ernment and the Western Australian
Government would not even attend and
did not even reply.

The Hon. I. G. Medealf: That is not
correct.

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: Is Mr Ryan
telling lies?

The Hon. N. McNeill: Of course not.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: It was not an
offer but an approach, and it was after the
EBill had been drafied and prepared and
presumably they did not seem to be sure
sbout it being brought before the House.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I admitted I
was not sure of the date.

The Hon, I. G. Medealf: Well, that 1is
not an offer of co-operation. That is an
approach by scmeane after he hag decided
what he wants to do. He wants them to
go along and say, “Yes, I agree; anything
you say, goes”. I think the word was,
“approach' and not, ‘“offer”.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: Whether jt
is an approach or whether it is an offer,
I think it was worthy of some sort of
reply. Does not the Minister agree?

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Even after the
Bill was drafted?

The Hon, R, THOMPSON: Of course,
could mot that have been done? Coula
not the Minister have saild, “Here is &
Bill. Let us discuss it. What 15 wrong
with it? What do you want corrected?”
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It appears the Minister did not even know
what was in the Eill at that stage, and
vet he refused to co-operate in any shape
or form.

The Hon. N. McNeill: What on earth
are you saylng? You do not really under-
stand the situation, For instance, are you
aware of the approach that I made to the
Attorney-General prior to that?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No, I am not.
Unless somebody tells me, and points out
what has heen sald, I do not know.

The Hon. N, McNeill: You do not really
quite understand the situation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Did the
Minister mention that point in his second
reading speech?

The Hon., N, McNeill: No.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Well, I am
not a mind reader.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I rather suspect
you are a mind reader because you are
certainly misinterpreting what was said.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: How could I
possibly be In a position to know that the
Minister made such an approach? 1 can
only go on my research and my reading in
an effort to find out what is going on. If
the Minister is remiss in not telling us
that he made an offer, I cannot be blamed
for that.

The Hon. N. McNeill: T am not remiss
at all in that respect. The second reading
speech I gave was in relation to the Bill
whieh I introduced into this Parliament.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is qulte
true.

The Hon. N. McNeill: In actual fact, I
am walting for the Leader of the Oppo-
sition to give some attention to the Bill
before this House because clearly he does
not understand the situation which applled
to the preparation and introduction of the
Commonwealth legislation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course, I
was developing my argument. I had re-
ferred to one newspaper repert which
stated there should be State and Com-
monwealth co-operation. At that stage
1 was interrupted.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Nobedy would
disagree with that. The Leader of the
Opposition further illustrated a lack of
understanding of the sltuation by using
that report as an argument against the
introduction of this Bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: This is where
the mind of the Minister becomes bogged
down. For example, this legislation wiil
operate in four States. That is four States
out of a total of six, and it will not oper-
ate in the territories. However, the Aus-
trallan Government legislation wlll oper-
ate in all States and the territories.

(COUNCIL.]

The Hon. N, McNeill: In what areas of
the law?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Until the
final determination is made on that point,
I am not in a position to say.

The Hon. N, Mc¢Neill: That s rather
crucial, actually.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I think I
qualified that point earller. I said there
could be challenges to the High Court. I
also said that co-operation was necessary
so that we have & uniform law, and I he-
lieve In uniform laws.

I do not believe we should have plece-
meal laws whereby four States operate
under one law and two States and the
territories operate under another law. I
consider that to be rather silly, and I
admire the States of Tasmania and South
Australia which have decided to walt for
the Australian Government legislation to
be determined before they move.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: They have been
ordered to wait.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course, if
the Minister wants to put it that way I
would say that is exactly what has hap-
pened in the case of his Government, with
regard to the Corporate Affalrs Commis-
ston,

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Nobody orders
us what to do.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Mr EKhemlani
may have given the order,

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: He may have
had something to do with it. The Minister
seems to be looking for red herrings.

The Hon, N. McNeill: Referring to the
area in which the Commonwealth may
have jurisdiction, is there a stock exchange
in Canberra?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Not to my
knowledge.

The Hon. N, McNeill: That is right;
that is Commonwealth territory.

The Haon. D. K. Dans: Corporation
offices are regisiered in Canberra, for
various reasons.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: There is no
stock exchange on Norfolk Island, but it
had the highest number of registered
companies of zll the Australian territories
for vears.

I want to attempt to proceed and quote
from an article which appeared at page 50
of The Sunday Times, published on the
20th April, 1974, The article is headed,
“Co-operation is imperative”. ‘That is
what I have been trying to get through
to the Government. The article reads—

Now that the Senate select commit-
tee 1s looking into the Corporations
and Securities Bill, it should give a
lot of attentlon to federal-state co-
operation and rights.
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If 1t is to work out co-operation is
imperative.

There has been little indication to
date that this has been the case.

The Commonwealth has proceeded
without consultation with the States,

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Will you say
that again?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I said—

The Commonwealth has proceeded
without consultation with the States.

I am not hiding anything; I am quoting
what appeared in the newspaper, I am
not in the habit of telllng lies or of mis-
quoting.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: It seems you
have the wrong newspaper.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: To continue
with the newspaper article—

.. which have considerable experience
in the corporate and securities fields
—even if on some occasions the states
have performed poorly.

The Bill appears to deliberately
relegate the states to 2 minor role.

There is, for example, no require-
ment that companies which have to
supply Information to the Federal
Corporate Exchange Commission, be
required to also make the information
gvailable to the State Corporate Affairs
Commigsions.

Concessions will need to be made
on hoth sides. The states appear un-
willine to give up many of their
powers. And there is some doubt as
to the extent of the Commonwealth's
powers in both the corporate and
securities area.

These matters have still to be de-
cided by the High Court.

The article further states—

It 1s possible that unless the Com-
monwealth wins in the High Court it
will have difficulty in effectively regu-
lating the securities industry.

Therefore it 1s sensible for the states
and the Commonwealth to get to-
gether.

Complimentary legislation could hbe
passed by the states. In this way it
would ke passible to pool the available
powers so the entire field 1s covered.

There are some areas where the
states should still have precedence,
including registration of companies,
collection of fees, documents and
generally acting as agents.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: The Common-
wealth does not agree with that.
The Hon. R, THOMPSON: To coniinue—

Dupllcation would bhe bureaucratic,
time-consuming, ecostly and almost
certainly confusing.
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It would seem sensible to make use
of existing state CAC offices rather
than setting up Federal branch offices
in each state.

Uniformity of corporate and securi-
ties legislation is sadly lacking in the
so-tca]]ed “uniform” State Companies
Act.

If an understanding is not reached
between states and the Common-
wealth, we could have the situation
where federal and state bodies exist
side by side but with different rules
and a lack of co-operation.

Sydney Stock Exchange chairman,
Mr. J. H. Valder, considers the Bill in
its present form is not fair or safe.
His view is it gives the proposed Cor-
porations and Exchange Commission
enormous decision making powers and
wide scope to make its own rules
under which it can make its own de-
cisions. Its existing safeguards are
considered inadequate.

Of course, Mr Valder would not like any
type of supervision or laws for the simple
reason that the stock exchanges have
sovereign rights themselves in conducting
exchanges which have had disastrous re-
sults as far as the investing public is con-
cerned, This has occurred throughout
Australia, not only in one particular State.

It is not to the great credit of the
various stock exchanges that people have
lost money while others have made quite
large sums of money because of the lack
of confrol and regulation, and probably
because of the lack of decency in dealing
with other people’s money.

I come ncw to my last quote from a
newspaper. It is from The Age, and is
dated Friday, the 19th September, 1975,
The article is headed, “Finance companies
tell Senate hearing: Joint action on
shares needed”. The subheading is, “De-
fects in new Bill” and it reads—

Leading finance companies yester-
day called for the Federal and State
Governments to join together to regu-
late the securities industry.

The call came from the financiers’
lobby group, the Australian Finance
Conference, which was appearing
before the Senate select committee
inguiring inte the Corporations and
Securities Industry Bill in Sydney.

The committee is hearing industry
and legal views on the bill, which
seeks to establish a commission to take
control of the securities industry from
the States.

The conference charged that major
shortcomings in the Corporations and
Becurities Industry Bill would create
problems far outweighing any ad-
vantages.

“Unless the serious deficiencies . . .
are overcome, then the legislation will
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bring unprecedented problems of con-
fusion and cost for the commercial
world,” the conference claimed.

The article goes on, and in referring to
climatic advantages reads—
The conference said there was a
favourable climate for developing a
joint approach.

It said that Victoria, NSW, Queens-
land and Western Australia had laid
the groundwork for such a scheme,

This had been done through the pro-
gress made with the Interstate Cor-
porate  Affairs Commission, and
advances made in gaining uniformity
in State Companies and Securities
Industry Acts.

The Federal Government would gain
a number of advantages from a jojnt
scheme, the conference claimed, in-
cluding.

The ability to get new legislation
into operation much maore
quickly than otherwise.

Immediate access to the State’s
administrative machinery,

Cost savings through not having
to duplicate State-run admin-
istrations; and

Avoidance of any Constitutional
challenge by the States.

The States, the conference added,
had an extra incentive to participate
in 2 joint scheme.

This was a realisatlon that if they
did not co-operate together then the
Federal Government believed it could
act unilaterally in any State which
failed to adhere to the Interstate Cor-
porate Affairs Agreement.

The conference also cited major
disadvantages to all parties, if the
Federal Government pressed on with
unilateral action.

These included the certainty of a
High Court case initiated by at least
one State, in an attempt to define
limits of the Federal powers to govern
corporations.

The article continues, but I will not read
it all. Members can see that in their sub-
missions the financial journals and the
company organisations have all stressed
co-operation and a joint approach. I am
not defending the actions taken in Can-
bherra, but I am criticising the fact that
when we find an offer was made—

The Hon. N. McNeill: No offer was made.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: An approach.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Well, an
offer was made to talk the matter over.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: After the Bill
had been drafted.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What s
wrong with that?

[COUNCIL.}

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Don't you
ever talk about Bills after they have been
drafted?

The Hon. A. A Lewis: Not usually. I
do not think you ask people to discuss a
Bill after it has been drafted.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course,
there is slways some pro jorma—

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Particularly
when you do not have the constitutional
power in the first place, it is rather odd.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: 1 do not want
to get into that field of argument.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Too embarrassing
—I wouldn't try if I were you.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If members
had listened to what I said--

The Hon, I. G. Medcalf; I was listening
intently.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: —I said it
was possible for the State to cede these
powers.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Several times
you said that the constitutional power
would be challenged in the High Court.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is
right; T made no secret of that.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: In those eircum-
stances, would not co-operation mean
getting around the table before you ever
start, and to say, “What can we do about
this?”

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Is it not
hetter to have some type of argument to
work on? How do you know the legisla-
tion would not have bheen presented to the
State Government with the query, “What
do you want changed? What is wrong
with ite?” Probably the reason the
Government did not receive a draft of the
Bill at an earlier stage was because it did
not reply to the letter.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Can you tell me
what discussions the Commonwealth
Government had and with what organisa-
tions long before the States knew a Bill
was in the course of preparation?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: To be quite
honest, I do not know,

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: The Rae
committee report.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am not an
expert in this field and I do not have access
to the department or its officers as does
the Minister. When a Bill is introduced
I endeavour to obtain material ghout it,
undertake some research, and prepare some
criticism of it or support for it. As I
have said, I have read extensively on this
subject in the limited time at my disposal.
I have come to the conclusion, and I said
this initially, that we are not going to
achieve anything, even if the Australian
Government has the constitutional require-
ments, and I do not know whether it has
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or not. All the reports seem to indicate
that there will be challenges in the High
Court. According to one Press article, one
State Government has stated definitely
that the legislation will be challenged in
the High Court. Is this all necessary, or
is it simply costly duplication? Are we
to be faced with a bill for the salary of
some 385 people working in Perth as they
are already in New South Wales? If the
smaller States—Tasmania and South Aus-
tralia—introduce similar legislation, will
they need the same staffi? Would it not
be better to have co-operation, even if it
means going along with the suggestion to
share offices and expenses? I would
rather see the Australian Government pick
up the tab for all the States, but this must
be done in a co-operative manner.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: But the States
were already in this field. When you are
breaking into a new field, wouldn't you
think it would be wise to get around the
table and talk before anything was de-
cided? Questions could be posed: how can
we best organise this in the interests of
the Australian people? Nobody argues
that there should not be co-operation, but
it is not co-operation the way the Aus-
tralian Government has gone about it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course, all
we have heard since this Western Austra-
lian Government has been in office—

The Hon. I. G. Medecalf: You answer my
question.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: —is about
co-operation with the Commonwealth.
However, it is always & one-sided co-
operation. The Siate Government wants
the Commonwealth to co-operate with it,
but it does not offer any co-operation
itself. All it offers is continual eriticism
and demnation.

The Hon., N. McNeill: Oh—

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Can the
Miinster tell me one occasion on which
he has given credit to the Commonwealth
Government for anything?

The Hon. N. McNeill: In my second
reading speech I explained about the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General,
the mecting in 1973, and the consideration
of this very question by the Eggleston
committee.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, I know
that.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Surely those were
the grounds on which the Commonwealth
could have extended co-operatlon instead
of using the word "“unilaterally” as it did.
It decided unilaterally it would proceed
with its own BIll.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I do not
deny that the Australian Government pro-
ceeded unilaterally, but at least it made
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the approach for the State Government
either to go—

The Hon. N. McNeill: It made no ap-
proach to me whatever until after the Bill
was prepared. None whatsoever, and yet—

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Is that too
late?

The Hon. N. McNeill: Of course it was
too late because in actual fact it had had
discussions already with all manner of
people around Australia, discusslons to
which the State Government was in no
way privy.

The Hon, I. G. Medealf: Don't pretend
you did not know the Commonwealth was
going to intrude into the company fleld
by hook ar by c¢rook.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course I
knew.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Well, what are
you arguing about?

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: Of course I
knew, and I believe it is the Australian
Government’s right place.

The Hon. I. G. Medealf: There you are!

~The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Austra-
lian Government’s right place is in the
company field.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: It is going to
get in by hook or by crook.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: They are the
Minister’s words, by hook or by crook’.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: The Common-
wealth has announced it will do it its own
way.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Does not the
Minister believe the Awustralian Govern-
ment has some responsibility to be in the
company field?

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: I do not think
this is the right way to go about it. I
believe in co-operation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: So do I be-
lieve in co-operation.

The Hon, 1. G. Medcalf: Al right.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: But the Min-
ister is not answering my question.

The Hon. I. G, Medcalf: It takes two to
co-cperate.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Does not the
Minister think the Australian Government
has some responsibility to be in this fleld?

The Hon, I. G. Medcalf: I think there
are certain areas In the securities fleld
where there is plenty of room for co-
operation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course
there 1is, but co-operation s a two-
way deal. I did not say that everything
had been handled properly. I thought I
made that peint completely clear.
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The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Why don't
you—

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Initially, as
far as the Australian Government is con-
cerned—

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: —call a spade
a spade and say that the Commonwealth
Government handled it badly? ‘That is
really what you are saying. Why don't
you say it outright?

The Hon, R, THOMPSON: What I will
say—

The Hon. I. G. Medealf: Why don't you
say what I saiq?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We have
seen the setting up of the Interstate Cor-
porate Affairs Commission—and such a
body should never be set up in Australia
because it will divide it—but it will cease
to exist if Fraser becomes the Prime
Minister.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Why will it?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We will be
told that we wiil have uniform Ilaws
throughout Australia and the powers will
be ceded to the Australian Government.
In such a situation the State Government
will not run to the High Court to chal-
lenge anything.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: We are not
like your members—we do not do every-
thing we are told to do by Canberra.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: I agree that
this Government does not do everything
Canberra tells it to, because Canberra
cannot get this Government o do any-
thing. However, this Government does
everything that Bjelke-Petersen tells it to
do. Do not tell me that this State Gov-
ernment does not ape every move—

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: The Labor
mentality!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: —made by
Bjelke-Petersen in Queensland.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: I would like to per-
suade the Leader of the Opposition to
return to the Bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am sorry,
Mr President, I was misled by the inter-
jections. I could canvass something like
60 pages of evidence given by Mr Ryan
when he represented the corporate affairs
State partnership and spoke on behalf of
the Ministers. As I said earlier, Mr Ryan
gave some very straightforward answers.
He did not believe there should be duplica-
tion, but he did think that co-operation
is necessary. Of course, the only way to
achieve co-gperation is for the State to
bend and approach the Commonwealth,

The cost of this legislation to the State
will be enormous, and it will be a com-
pletely unnecessary duplication. The
powers can be ceded but it is quite obvious

{COUNCIL.]

—and this applies to the measure we are
debating and another one I will be speak-
ing to next week and which I cannot refer
to now—that this State will go it alone.
It will not give an inch and it will not
talerate the Australian Government under
any circumstances. It will pay heavily for
its attitude eventually, and without any
added benefit,

I repeat my earlier comments: if there
is a change of leadership and a change of
Government in Australia, we will see that
our State and the other States which have
espa.plished corporate affairs offices, will
willingly cede their power to the Common-
wealth. People will share offices and all
co-operation will be offered. Because a
Labor Government is in power in Can-
berra, the Liberal Party will not eco-
opzrate with it,

I oppose this Bill, for what my opposi-
tion is worth. It proposes to set up a
division in Australia. It will be confusing
to the companies and the outcome will be
chaotic. After the Australian legislation
is passed, and after it has met the chal-
lenges—and remember there is nothing to
say it cannot be passed in its present form
—we will have two laws regulating the same
set of circumstances. Do not tell me this
is a good thing. It will be costly and time-
cBoiﬁsuming for companies. I oppose the

Debate adjourned, on motion by the
the Hon. W. R. Withers.

COMPANIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 23rd October,

THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South
Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition)
[5.58 pm.]: This legislation is introduced
to complement the measure about which
I have just spoken. The States have
jolned together in the establishment of
the Interstate Corporate Affalrs Commis-
sion, and the company legislation in the
various States has been overhauled and
renumbered where changes were possible,
I have no argument with that action; in
fact, it 1s a good thing that company law
should be the same in all States. How-
ever, I would like to refer to a point which
concerns me. Our company Ilegislation
had not heen reprinted for many years.
Although the Minister knew full well
ahout the setting up of the Interstate
Corporate Affairs Commission earllier this
yvear—and legislation was Introduced here
to rubber stamp the proposition, although
it had already been signed, sealed and
delivered by our Minister and other Minis-
ters—we find that the Companles Act has
been reprinted recently.

1 should like the Minister to Inform the
House of the cost of reprinting the Com-
panfes Act. As he is responsible for the
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department which did the reprinting, I
am sure he will be able to extract those
figures. I imagine it would run into many
thousands of dollars.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: It did.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Now we find
amending legislation hefore the House,
necessitating another reprint. This Gov-
ernment squeals about a shortage of
money yet embarks on the costly exercise
of reprinting an Act in the early part of
this year knowing full well it would Intre-
duce amending legislation later in f{he
yeg.ri thereby necessitating another re-
print.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I would be Inter-
ested to know what your reaction would
have been had I produced the old Com-
panles Act for you to examine during the
course of this debate. It would have been
a very Interesting exercise.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: As Mr Med-
calf would know, many amendments were
made to the Companies Act a couple of
years ago, and we had discussions outside
this Chamber with officers from the Com-
panies Office. I am sure Mr Medecalf had
no difficulty in following the Act; cer-
tainly, I experienced no difficulty.

As a matter of fact, every Act that
passes through my office is in an amended
form before I receive it. My colleague,
Mr Dellar, has just handed me a copy of
the Local Government Act which containg
many amendments, so I do not accept the
argument put forward by the Minister for
Justice. An efficient member has a res-
ponsibility to keep up to date the Acts with
which he is dealing. However, this is a
stde issue; my only complaint with this
legislation is the fact that it will necessi-
tate another reprint.

I have suggested from time to time that
when an Act has not been reprinted for
25 years, it should be reprinted. However,
the Minister must have had knowledge
that amending legislation would be intro-
duced this session and I belleve {{ is a sad
reflection on the Government—

The Hon. N, McNeill: I had it very
seriously in mind.

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: —and rep-
resents a gross waste of public money. I
have no objection to what is contained
in this amending legislation. Buf if the late
Sir Kefth Watson were still sitting in
the Chamber, the Bill would not pass
through this Parliament. He had cerfain
provisions put Into the Act with the full
backing of the business community of
Waestern Australia and would not want to
see 1;:amy change merely to satisfy the other
States,

In 1861, when we had uniform legisia-
tion In all States, it was an education to
watch Sir Keith Watson deal with this
Act. I believe he knew every comma, semi~
colon and full stop in the Act and the

3871

meaning of every section. On every occas-
ion that amending legislation was brought
forward, he was most meticulous in en-
suring that it would suit the peculiar cir-
cumstances in which Western Australia
found ifself.

The Hon. N, McNeill: Can you tell me
what business community in Western Aus-
tralia is opposed to this Bil?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I did not
say that.

The Hon. N. McNelll: You are implying
that Sir Keith Watson would object to
this legislation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I made nho
such implication at all. Had the Min-
ister been listening, he would know
that I said Sir Keith Watson had certain
amendments put into the Act, with the
full backing of the business community of
Western Australia. I did not make any
tmplication.

The Hon, N, McNeill: You also sald that
this Bill would not pass through this Par-
lﬁament if Sir Keith Watson were sitting

ere,

The Hon., R. THOMPSON: Sir Keith
Watson would not have allowed this Bill
to go through.

The Hon. D. J, Wordsworth: Perhaps
you should not.

‘The Hon, I. G. Medcalf: I do not belleve
it is right for you to say something like
that about someone who is no longer in
the Chamber and who is deceased. That is
not a proper thing to say. It i1s only your
opinion,

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Sir EKeith
Watson was a very consistent man. Per-
haps I should qualify my remarks by say-
ing that it is only my opinion. I repeat
that I have no argument with the Bill but
only with the serlous waste of publlc
money in having a reprint carried out
before this amending legislation was intro-
duced to Parliament. I hope the Minister
can tell me how much public money was
wasted earlier this year in carrying out
this reprint.

The Hon. N. McNeill: None was wasted.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It was all
wasted.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Sitting suspended from 6.07 to 7.30 p.m.

EVIDENCE ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No, 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 28th October,

THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South
Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition)
[7.30 pm.): This is a necessary Bill to
complement the Companies Act Amend-
ment Bill (No, 2). It merely seeks to alter
two sectlons in the Evidence Act. We have
no objection to it.



3872

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon,
W. R. Withers.

MAIN ROADS ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate réesumed from the 28th Oectober.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central—
Minister for Health) [7.31 p.m.]l: During
the second reading debate Mr Tozer men-
tioned that there were some officers of the
Main Roads Department who did not
recognise a wider responsibility than just
working on the main roads.

I am assured, nevertheless, that there is
a continuing policy of the commissioner to
co-operate with local autherities in every
way possible, but I doubt whether it is
feasible to meet the honourable member’s
wishes that all work other than the con-
struction of main roads and highways
should be carried out by the lccal auth-
orities,

Not all local autheority plant is suitable
and, as pointed out by Mr Tozer, some
outback shire councils have little ability
to produce good roadworks. Nevertheless,
about $14 million a year of statutory grants
is made to local authorities for work on
their own roads.

As to the determination of the praposed
road closure provisions, members will be
pleased to be informed that the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads has given an under-
taking to work in the e¢losest co-operation
with local authorities. This co-operation
will be given in the knowledge that the
responsible Main Roads divisional engineer
is not restricted in his responsibility to one
shire or one district, but is responsible for
co-gperating in the flow of traffic through-
out the whole region.

Mr Wordsworth conjectured that there
had been a change of policy concerning
the Hyden-Lake Varley section of the road.

The simple explanation concerning the
blue metal dumps is that it was an ccon-
omic¢ proposition to enter into an overall
contract for the supply of blue metal to
the area, but the work on this particular
section has to await its normal priosity.

At the present time it is proposed to
effect some amendments to the provisions
in the Bill. One matter was raised by Mr
Dellar in relation to the c¢o-operation of
local authorities to ensure that when a
road is closed by the Main Roads Depart-
ment, the department will co-operate with
the local authority eoncerned as provided in
the Bill.

Other amendments will also be effected,
and these have been circulated to mem-
bers. If members have any doubt about
the effect of those amendments I will be
prepared to report progress at the Com-
mittee stage, so that members may take the
opportunity to hecome acquainted with the
contents of the amendments.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

[COUNCIL.]

In Commitlee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees
(the Hon, Clive Griffiths) in the Chalr;
the Hon. N, E. Baxter (Minister for Health)
in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 19 put and passed.
Clause 20: Section 24 amended—
The Hon. N, E. BAXTER: I move an
amendment—
Page 11, line 28—Delete the pas-

sage “resort.; and " substitute the
passage—
resort,

before making any recommenda-

tion the Commissioner shall con-

sult with the local authority.; and.
This amendment is in line with the pro-
posals that have been put up by Mr Dellar
and Mr Tozer, It provides that before mak-
ing any recommendation the Commissioner
of Main Roads shall consult with the local
autgority in relation to the closure of a
road.

The Hon. 8. J. DELLAR: This amend-
ment fits in with the request of the Local
g‘ovemment Association, and we support

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 21 to 29 put and passed.
Clause 30: Section 31 amended—

The Hon. N. E, BAXTER: I move an
amendment—

Page 18, after line 6—Insert the fol-
lowing new paragraph to stand as
paragraph (a)—

(a) by Inserting a new paragraph
to stand as paragraph (aa)
as follows—

{aa) moneys paid pursuant to
an agreement entered in-
to by the Commissioner
under section eighteen A
of this Act;

This amendment is necessary to provide
a specific coverage for the department’s
procedures for entering into agreements
and recefving moneys in circumstances
where a road is provided by the commis-
sioner under the Act to serve the interests
of Industrial or mineral development and
which will also be used by ordinary road
users.

In these cases 1t sometimes oceurs that
an industrial or mining company Is pre-
pared to make a substantial contribution
in order that a connecting road, which
will also ke open to the public, may be
constructed.

While the Commissioner of Main Roads
has relied in the past upon the general
provisions in the Act for entering into this
type of agreement with companies and for
accounting for these transactions, recent
Crown Law advice has bheen to the effect
that the entering into of this type of agree-
ment and the receipt of the contributions
into the Main Roads Trust Fund for these
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particular road-building activities should
be specifically provided for in the Act.
Therefore, this amendment is necessary to
also update the Main Roads Act with
regard to this particular phase of road-
building activity which is necessary for the
development of our State.

I have given a copy of this explanation
to Mr Tozer, so that he will be aware of
the effect of the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 31 to 33 put and passed.
New clause 18—

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I move—

Page 10—Insert after clause 17 the
following new clause to stand as

clause 18—
1Saelgt‘don 18. The principal Act is
added. amended by inserting a new

section, to stand as section 18A,
as follows—

Power to 18A. The Commisston-
eater er may, with the consent
agree- of the Minister, enter into
ments.

any agreement with an-
other person whereby that
other person wundertakes
to pay for, or contribute
towards, the expenditure
to be incurred by the Com-
missioner in the construc-
tion or maintenance, or
construction and mainten-
ance, of any road which by
this Act the Commissloner
is authorised to construct
or maintain,

Members should be aware of what the new
clause refers to, as it speaks for itself.

New clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Bill reported with amendments.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 28th October.

THE HON. D. W. COOLEY (North-East
Metropolitan) [7.47 p.m.]: The Opposition
strongly opposes this measure. It was
stated by the Minister in his second read-
ing speech that the Bill emanates from a
conference of State Premiers held with
the Prime Minister on the 20th June, 1975.
An examination of this second reading
speech reveals that it is similar to the one
introduced in another place and the mis-
representations which are contained in the
document, and the absolute fabrications in
respect of the position of wage indexation
and Australian Government relationship
to it have, I believe, in the presentation of
this document, brought the parliamentary
procedures to an all-time low. It says at
the be g—
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Point of Order

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I raise a
point of order, and I regret doing so, so
early in the debate. I know there is a
Standing Order which specifically refers
to the casting of a reflection on the vote
of either House of Parliament, and, within
the first three sentences, we have had this
from Mr Cooley. Would you be prepared
to advise this House on the matter, Sir?

The PRESIDENT: I would like the hon-
ourable member to explain to me his refer-
ence to the parliamentary debate reaching
an all-time low.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do¢ not think
I referred to parliamentary debate. I
think I said that the presentation of this
document in hoth this House and in another
place brought the parliamentary procedures
to an all-time low. I did not reflect on
any vote cast in this place. The debate is
still in progress. I did not reflect on any
vote in another place.

The PRESIDENT: If the honourable
member reads Standing Orders he will find
that a reflection on either House is a
breach of those Standing Orders. He used
the expression “the other place”. Might
I suggest the honourable member keep his
debate—

The Hon. D. W, COCLEY: It s quite a
sorry state of affairs if a speech purported
to be a second reading speech 1s made in
this place and a representative of a pro-
;fince here is not in a position to criticise
t.

The PRESIDENT: The honourable mem-
ber can criticlse the speech made in this
place all he likes as long as he keeps it
within bounds.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: With all due
respect, I cast no reflection on another
place but on the presentation of a docu-
ment there. I do not think that is reflect-
ing on the deecision that was taken
although we do oppose the measure which
has been passed In another place.

Debate Resumed

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The second
reading speech indicated that the State
Premiers met in respect of wage Indexa-
tion and it is stated in this document that
the States would adhere to the principles
lald down by the Commonwealth Concllia-
tion and Arbitration Commisslon in respect
of the implementation of wage Indexation.
That is no justification for introducing
legislation of the nature we have hefore
us.
It 1s true that the Australlan Govern-
ment intended to bring down legislation
which would accommodate the guldelines
assoclated with wage indexation; and 1t
is true also, to use the words of the
adviser to the Australian Minister for
Labor and Immigration, that a pencilled
agreement was reached in respect of the
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legislation. However, no firm agreement
has ever been reached by the Australian
Government and State Premiers or the
State Ministers for the purpaose of intro-
ducing industrial legislatlon to restrict
negotiations between employers and
unlons, which is the intention of the legis-
lation hefore us.

The Australian Government abandoned
its Intention in this regard after it had
sought advice and consulted with the trade
union movement and others because it
could see a great number of pitfalls asso-
ciated with the legislation.

The reason for the abandonment of the
legislation is that a measure of the type
we have before us tonight has the effect
of Inducing some unscrupulous people to
enter into deals in the industrial field
which would have a detrimental effect on
the wage indexation principle.

I refer to unions and employers who
may wish to engage in feather bedding—if
the Government wishes to call it that—or
enter into “sweetheart agreements’” another
expression I do not llke. However, this
legislation does not prevent their doing
that if they do not go to the Industrial
Commission to have the agreements regis-
tered. So, the legislation before us, which
is alleged to restrict unjust wage claims,
will have just the opposite effect because
subterranean and all sorts of shonky
deals may be made in order to hypass the
system designed to restrict employers and
unions from going to the Industrial Com-
mission.

The adviser to the Australian Minister
for Labor and Immigration said that such
a practice would bring the whole system
of wage Iindexation into disrepute. I do
not think anyone could do anything but
agree with such a contention when the
legislation hefore us Is considered.

When one compares the legislation pro-
posed by the Australian Government with
what we have before us tonight, one can
see a great difference in the principles
involved. 1 will deal with that difference
later.

I have been In touch with the office
of the Australian Minister guite frequently
over the past few days and this meorning
I was given an assurance that the Minis-
ter for Labour and Industry in this State
would be phoned this morning and re-
quested not to proceed with the legislation.
It is desired that the measure be delayed
in this House until the Federal Govern-
ment's attitude is known. Mr Howard
Nathan, the special adviser on industrial
relations, gave me that assurance this
merning.  He indicated that the request
by phone would be followed by a letter.

On those grounds I believe the legisla-
tion should be deferred until the Austra-
lian Government’s position s known, be-
cause right throughout the document the
justification given for the legislation is

[COUNCIL.)

that the Australian Government agreed
to it, when it did not at all. A pencilled
agrement was made, but no firm request,
direction, or anything else was made io
the State Government to introduce legis-
lation to prevent the unions and employers
entering into properly negotiated agree-
ments. I do not belleve that is the role
of a Government In any case In this par-
ticular day and age,

But that does not mean {o say I do not
believe in wage indexation. I fully believe
in it, but I think there should be a lot of
restraint on both sides. There should be
restraint by unions in respect of what they
do outside indexation, but at the same
time there should be restraint by the
people who set the prices and make the
profits in this country. I do not think it
should be a ohe-way deal

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Of course
gentlemen accept a pencilled agreement as
being quite binding.

The Hon, D, K. Dans: Never!

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: I do not
think that can be so, and there is n¢ in-
dication at all from the advice I have
received that that is the position.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Maybe
your advice is erroneous.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: That may be
s0, hut I say in good faith that I have heen
in direct contact with the office of the
Australian Minister for Labor and Immi-
gration and the person who advised me
on this question is & very eminent lawyer.

The Hon. I. G. Medecalf: Did you speak
to Senator James McClelland?

The Hon, D. W. COOLEY: No. I spoke
to Mr Howard Nathan.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Senator
McClelland is the author of this idea. This
15 his sugeestion.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY:. That is not
stated in the document we have before us.
The Government stated that the Prime
Minister was the author of the agreement.
If the Honorary Minister does not believe
me I will read the relevant portion again.

The Hon. I. G. Medealf: Senator
McClelland sat alongside the Prime Min-
ister when he asked the Premiers to do
this.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Is the Hon-
crary Minister sure?

The Hon. I. G. Medecalf:
there at the conference.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I will go over
it again as the Honorary Minister was not
here before. Senator McClelland may
have had a change of heart. They can
see a great number of pitfalls in respect
of the legislation to restrict employers and
unions in connection with their entering
into agreements,

I was sitting
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The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Is that a
euphemism for “subject Lo intolerable
pressure’”?

The Hon. D, W, COOLEY: That is what
the Minister in another place said. He
said that the militant unions and others
got at the Minister and he withdrew his
support; but that is not the case at all.

The Hon. 1. G. Pratt: They did not get
at him?

The Hon. D. W. COQOLEY: No. 1 was
at a conference with a representative of
the Minister and it was not composed of
militant union leaders but of the most
responsible industrial organisation in this
State; that is, the TLC. It was suggested
there were a good many pitialls associated
with the legislation, and Mr Pratt would
realise this if he studied the legislation.
It is so wide in its application that it is
flai;ngerous. and I intend to come to that
ater.

The Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: It has al-
ways been admitted that the whole indexa-
tion process has pitfalls and depends on
a tremendous amount of goodwill.

The Hon, D, W. COOLEY: That is right,
and this has been proved in the last Con-
sumer Price Index movement. The fact
that the movement was less than 1 per
cent indicated that wage indexation was
beginning to pay off, so it cannot be said
it is a failure at this stage. People should
not make it a failure, but legislation such
as this is courting failure of the prineiple
because instead of going to the Industrial
Commission to have their agreemenis
registered at law, unions and employers
will keep away from it and make private
agreements over which the eommission will
have no control at all.

For that reason I think the Government
should have another look at the legislation
and, like the Australian Government and
other State Governments, have second
thoughts about it. The second reading
speech of the Minister indicates that some
States have already moved in this direction
but that is not completely in accordance
with fact. The Federal Government has not
moved in respect of wage indexation. The
Queensland Government has moved in res-
pect of wage indexation and withdrawn its
legislation. Legislation 1s on the table in
New South Wales. Victoria and Tasmania,
and South Australia has not moved.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: The Federal
Government can already do this,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Federal
Goverrlx;nent does not have legislation to
cover it.

The Hon. I. G, Medcalf: Senator McCiel-
land said the States should come into line

with the Federal Government’s present
legislation,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I am talking
about the veracity of the second reading
speech notes, in which it is said some States
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have moved in this matter, when they
have not. The legislation in Queensland
has been deferred. Legislation 1s on the
table in New South Wales. Victorla and
Tasmania, and South Australia has not
moved. If Bjelke-Petersen holds it back
there must be something wrong with it,

The Hon. I. G. Medecalf: The Prime
Mintlﬁti:r asked the States to stand firm
on 2

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: The Honor-
ary Minister is talking about an event
which occurred on the 20th June this year.
The Government has not updated Its
thinking sufficiently to seek some advice
from the Australian Government in res-
pect of its present attitude.

The Hon. 1. G. Medecalf; Are you saying
Senator McClelland would ask us nat to
pass this legislation?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I said before
the Honorary Minister came Into the
Chamber that a telephone call was to be
made today to the Minlster for Labour
and Industry in this State requesting him
not to proceed with this legislation.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: It is a pity he
does not say it publicly.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: I understand
he will, and that a letter will follow. If {t
has not been said publicly, that is a good
ground for not proceeding with the legis-
lation. I am not here to tell lles and mislead
people. I am here to state facts, aud I have
stated what happened {oday. The Govern-
ment would be doing the right thing by
itself, the State, and everyhedy in the
State if it held the legisiation up for a
while and ascertained the Australlan Gov-
ernment's view,

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: I think you sald
it was his adviser who had made the de-
cision for the Minister,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: No, I said 1
rang his adviser, who indicated to ine that
it was the Government’s policy and the
Minister's wish that this legislation did not
proceed in Western Australia. That was
stated to me on the telephone today, and
Mr Howard Nathan sald to me, “When 1
put this phone down after spenking to
you, I will pick it up again and talk to Mr
Grayden.” That is the last I have heard
about the matter, and if that Is the situa-
tion we should have second thoughts.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: That 1s the

opposite of what the Prime Minister and
Senator McClelland said.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: That was
on the 20th June.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: There is
a variety of interpretations of fhe reason.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: There must
be some doubt aboul it.

The Hen. D. K. Dans: I will tell you
some of them in a minute,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Premier
in this State has not fully supported wage
indexation. He has gone along with 1t
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but when it was first mooted he criticised
and condemned it, as did the aspiring
Prime Minister of this country, Mr Fraser,

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: He has a
number of mates, even In the ALP, who
were not overenthusiastic about the pros-
pect of indexatlon,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I agree with
that, but I am saying there must be some
doubts associated with it, and the doubts
in respect of the attitudes taken by people
in high places in the Liberal Party should
be cleared up.

The Hon. N. MecNeill: What was the
statement of the Premier in which he, in
your words, condemned indexation?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not have
the exact words but when wage indexation
was first mooted by the Australian Gov-
ernment he was opposed to it. There is
no doubt about Mr Fraser’s attitude to-
wards it., He said—

Indexation would offer greater pro-
tection to some wage earners at the
expense of other people in the com-
munity. It would reduce margins for
skill. It would damage the retired
who are the main losers through in-
flation. It would further reduce the
operating surpluses of companies . . .

Under current circumstances, the
Opposition does oppose indexation
very strongly because it believes it
will be just one further ratchet in the
process of wage escalation.

That is an extract from a special article
by Mr Fraser in the Adelaide newspaper
The Adwvertiser of the 2Tth January this
year. So there are some people in the
Liberal Party who would not like wage
indexation to proceed.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: There are
some doubts in the minds of people in
the trade union movement and the ALP,
too.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: That is true;
there are real doubts. But the Minister
is not helping the situation by supporting
legislation such as this.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: When we
try to help the Federal Government you
growl at us, and when we don’t you growl
at us.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Those in
the trade union movement who have
doubts are those who will exploit the
situation by entering into unregistered
agreements. By using industrial muscle
and through other meanhs they can enter
into unregistered agreements and bypass
the Industrial Commission. That is the
effect this legislation will have. The sad
part of it is that course could be followed
by many cther people who see it as thelr
role to keep abreast of the movements
made by the people who exploit the situa-
tion.

The Hon. I G. Pratt: Which unions
would you expect to do that?
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The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I am not
going to name unions. I am not as silly
as that. Mr Pratt purports to know what
the industrial situation is but he does not
know it.

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: I am asking you.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I am saying
there are some people, both in the trade
union movement and on the employers’
side, who would exploit this legislation
if they had half a chance. Do not think
everyone on the employers’ side is lily-
white.

The Hon, 1. G, Pratt: I am asking for
the benefit of your experience.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It would be
all right to indulge in levity in respect
of this legislation if it were not so serious.
The economy of the whole country hinges
on the success of wage indexation. We
should not be facetious; we should fake
it seriously.

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: 1 was not being
facetious; I was asking for the benefit
of your experience,

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY; There is an
ever-changing situation in Industrial re-
lations, as we all know. Even since the
principle of wage indexation was first enun-
ciated by the Australian Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission there have been
two significant chahges. There has heen
a change in the commission’s attitude
towards overaward payments. In the first
placz the commission said it would not
index total wages but would exclude over-
award payments and base indexation on
award rates. In recent times that atti-
tude has changed. Had the Federal Gov-
ernment rushed in with iegislation in re-
spect of the first decision which was
handed down, it would now have to be
amending the legislation,

This State would face a similar situa-
tion if the principles enunciated by the
Western Australian Industrial Commission
were changed. The trade union movement
has already made an approach in respect
of the application of the 0.8 per cent move-
ment in the Consumer Price Index. The
first decision was that if there were a
movement of less than 1 per cent no
adjustment would be made to wages. The
Australian Council of Trade Unions is
now asking the Industrial Commission to
bypass that decision and index wages in
respect of the 0.8 per cent.

Who knows whether in February when
the State commission meets to review the
situation In respect of wage Indexation it
wili not abandon the system altogether?
Nobody in this Chamber can tell me
thatt The system s on trial for
nine months. If it fails and there are un-
registered agreements, the Industrial Com-
mission might opt out of indexation al-
together. Those are matiers we must take
into consideration in respect of legisiation
such as this.
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The legislation now before us contains
& clause which will give the commission
ihe power to refuse to register industrial
agreements which are made ouiside of the
commission, I think we should compare
that proposal with the legislation which is
to be introduced by the Australian Gov-
ernment. All the Australian Government
ever wanted to do in its proposed legis-
lation in regard to wage indexation was
to give the Australian Minister for Labor
and Immigration the right to appeal
against any decislon made by the arbitra-
tlon commission, That is the arrangement
the Australian Government is purported
to have entered into on the 20th June, and
if legislation were to emanate from the
Australlan Government that is all it would
amount to. If the Minister saw that in the
public interest there was something wrong
with an award or agreement which was
belng made and it was outside the guide-
lines, he could intervene before the arbitra-
tion commission and submit a case that
the award or agreement should not be
accepted.

Let us have a look at the amendments
in the legislation now before us dealing
with the powers which will be vested in
the Industrial Commission of Western
Australia. A new section 71A is to be
added as follows—

71A. (1) Notwithstanding the pro-
visions of this Act contained elsewhere
than in this section but subject to the
provisions of this section, the Com-
mission may—

(a) refuse to authorise the fliing
of an agreement made pur-
suant to section thirty-seven
of this Act;

(b) refuse to certify an agreement
made pursuant to section
sixty-five of this Act; or

(¢) refuse to make an award or
order under any provision of
this Act,

if, in the opinion of the Commission,
the agreement or the award or order
would, or any provision of it would,
if in force—

(d) be contrary to or inconsistent
with any decision of the Com-
mission in Court Session,
whether made before or after
the date ¢f commencement of
this section, expressed, sub-
jeet to its terms, to be in-
tended for general applica-
tion; or

(e) be otherwise contrary to the
public interest.

Other subsections follow. I ask memhers
to have regard for the words “general ap-
plication”., There is no reference at all to
wage indexation guidelines. The reference
is to matters which have “general applica-
tion".
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I ask members to read the Bill and un-
derstand it, because it means that if the
Commission in Court Session at some time
before or afier this legislation comes into
operation made a decision in respect of
matters of general application, and a
union and an emplover made an agree-
ment which had some effect on that deci-
sion, a single commissioner could refuse
to register that agreement,

What does "general application” mean?
It does not mean wages alone; it could
mean hours, long service leave, annual
leave, public holidays, sick leave, and a
host of other conditions in awards which
could be blocked by a single commissioner.

There Is a right of appeal to the Com-
mission in Court Bession; but I have been
attending the commission for 21 years and
registering properly made industrial agree-
ments, and every time I have been to the
commission the commissioner or the Com-
mission in Court Session hearing the
application for the consent award or agree-
ment has fully and genuinely congratulated
the parties concerned on the fact that they
had negotiated before they went to the
court, and that they had made an agree-
ment in the bhest interesis of both the
employer and the unjon,

However, under this measure when
unions go to the Industrial Commission
with an agreement that has been properly
negotiated, the commission shall have the
power to say, “No, that agreement will not
be registered despite the fact that it has
been entered into by negotiation.”

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: May I cor-
rect you? The commission “may” have the
power.

The Hon, D, W, COCLEY: I stand cor-
rected; I should have said the commission
may have the power. However, I submit
that is not a proper situation at all because
the basis of good industrial relations—and
I do not know how many times I have
said so in this place—is direct negotiation
between unions and employers; and once
Governments start to interfere in those
negotiations and commence to place res-
trictions upon them we run into trouble
and good industrial relations break down.
Even in his second reading spzech the
Minister said that the terms of the Bill
are very wide in their concept.

Another inaceuracy in the second read-
ing speech of the Minister is that he said
workers and emplovers will still have the
right to bargain to reach consent agree-
ments, but will have to do so within the
guidelines which the arbitral authorities
have set down to accompany wage indexa-
tion. I suppose that could be regarded as
a statement of fact; but why should the
arbitrel authorities do this? Sure, if there
are to he guidelines let the Industrial
Commdission decide whether those guide-
lines are to be followed. However, in mat-
ters of consent agreements between unions
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and employers ng Government or other
authority should interfere in the negotia-
tions,

The Minister’s second reading speech
goes on to indicate that lawful action to
impose restrictions and exclude specific
matters from collective bargaining or mak-
ing agreements is not contrary to the
principles of internatfonal conventions
which have been adopted. I take strong
issue with that statement because this
Bill is in conflict with international con-
ventions which have been adopted by this
country and ratified after the approval of
each State Government had been sought
and obtained. If this Bill is not in conflict
with some of those conventions, then my
interpretation of it is sadly astray.

I have here twa ILO conventions. One
concerns the application of the principles
of the right to organise and bargain col-
lectively, and the other concerns the free-
dom of association and protection of the
right to organise. The Minister said the
restrictions in the Bill are not contrary
to the prineiples of international conven-
tions which have been adopted. I point out
that these conventions have been adopted.
Article 3 of convention No. 87 in respect
of the freedom of association and protec-
tion of the right to bargain states—

Workers' and employers’ organisa-
tlons shall have the right to draw up
their constitutions and rules, to elect
their representatives in full freedom,
to organise their administration and
activities and to formulate their pro-
grammes.

It is fair enosugh that they have the right
to do that. The second part of this article
reads—

The public authorities—

That is, the Government, the Industrial
Commission, and other authorities set up
by the Government—

-—shall refrain from any interference
which could restrict this right or im-
pede the lawful exercise thereof.

Yet the Minister sald in his speech that
the principles of this Bill are not in con-
flict with any of the international con-
ventions which have been adopted. That
iz not in accordance with fact at all, be-
cause the documents I have in my hand
prove that the Internatjonal Labour Or-
ganisation stated that industrial negotia-
tions should be carrled out by workers and
employers without any interference at all
from Government or other authorities,
That is the very basis of good industrial
relations. If the Government wants to
tear down this basis and superimpose
publie authorities upon industrial relations
It will destroy wage indexation in this
country.

The other ILO convention to which I
referred concerns the application of the
principles of the right to organise and
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bargaln collectively. Article 4 of conven-
tlon No. 98 states that measures appro-
priate to national conditions shall be taken
where necessary to encourage and pro-
mote the full development and utilisation
of machinery for voluntary negotiation
between employers or employers’ organisa-
tions and workers’ organisations, with a
view to the regulation of terms and con-
dit.lt_ms of employment by means of col-
lective agreements.

If the Minister did not state a lie in
his second reading speech then I do not
know what is a lie. I do not know how
any responsible Minister could justify
such a statement in a second reading
speech when there Is evidence such as
that I have quoted to prove the state-
ment wrong. It is absolutely beyond my
comprehension how the Minister could do
that. I do not think such statements
should be made in second reading speeches
unless they are capable of being backed
up. The Minister’s speech contains many
statements which cannot be substantiated
by the Minlster or the Government.

One such statement—the principal one—
is that the Australian Government has
agreed to this sort of legislation; that is
what the State Government is hanging its
hat on. It is not the intention of the
Australian Government to have legisla-
tion such as this; in fact, it wants this
Bill withdrawn,

The Hon. W. R. Withers: Mr Medcalf
told you that the Australian Government
had agreed with this in general.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It did not
agree to the legislation; it agreed to the
principle and the guidelines of wage in-
dexation. That 1s a different matter from
agreeing to the Bill before us. It is only
in the last week or s¢ since I forwarded
the Bill to the Australian Minister that
he knew it existed. I am ceriain the State
Government did not consult the Aus-
tralian Minister before the Bill was in-
troduced.

The Hon. W. R, Withers: They had a
pencilled agreement.

The Hon, D, W. COOLEY: Yes, a pen-
cilled agreement that the principle of wage
indexation was agreed with. The six States
and the Australian Government agreed.
This State agreed reluctantly because the
Premier said he did not agree with it,
but went along with it. Mr Praser did
not agree with it, but he too went along
with ft. As all the States have gone
along with it, I would say that 80 per cent
of the work force is in agreement with
indexation,

However, it is o different maiter to
tmpose restrictions on people entering into
properly negotiated agreements. Since the
time the arbitratlon system was first estab-
lished people have been going to the com-
mission with agreements and have been
congratulated on the manner in which
the agreements have been drawn up. Why
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have they been congratulated? The an-
swer Is that the commissioners could see
the development of good industrial rela-
tions. There are many, many more in-
dustrial consent agreements registered with
the Industrial Commission in this State
than there are argued awards registered.
But now we have hefore us legislation
which will give to the commission or a
single commissioner the right to take that
away from the negotiating parties.

I believe the Government is golng too
far in respect of its anti-worker legisla-
tlon. We witnessed the Fuel, Energy and
Power Resources Act Amendment Bill last
vear; we witnessed the introduction of
the Workers” Compensation Act Amend-
ment Bill recently; and we have seen the
dilly-dallying of the Government in res-
pect of the penal provisions of the Indus-
trinl Arbitration Act. Our Act has the
worst penal provisions lald down by any
similar legislation In the western world;
I daresay that even in Russla and other
communist countries restrictions such as
the ones we have in respect of penal pro-
visions are not imposed.

We in the trade union movement used
to think at one time that if a Liberal
Gaovernment, were elected we would perhaps
get, some sort of anti-worker legislation
once in its term of office; but this Govern-
ment seems to be bringing down anti-
worker measures almost every month. It
seems that almost every month I am on
my feet making these remarks.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: You have been
saying the same thing each time, too.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY ; If Mr Masters
checks back In history he will see what 1
have sald is right. The Public Gallery in
this Chamber was filled with workers
about this time last year; those workers
were protesting about the terrible BRBill
introduced by the present Government in
respect of fuel and power resources.

I glve an undertaking that if this Bill
is passed through this Chamber I will
write to the Australian Government and
ask it to request the International Labour
Organisation to inquire into the activities
of the Government of Western Australla
in respect of its anti-worker legislation.

The Hon. D. J. Wardsworth: You are
threatening us!

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: That 15 what
1 intend to do if this Bill is passed.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: What do you
think Mr Fraser will say?

The Hon. G, C. MacKinnon: We are
suitably terrified.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: He will probably
ask Mr Khemlanl for his advice; and I
hope he recetves the usual good advice,

The Hon. N, McNeill: At least it would
be hetter to ask him than to ask Mr Whit-
lam,
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The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I think the
Government has gone too far, and it is
time a halt was called. The ILO conven-
tion I have in my hand states that it
would be generally expected that in emer-
gencies temporary measures invoked by
the authorities may place resiraint on
veluntary bargaining. However, the emer-
gencies referred to there are the types
of situations which have developed in
Greece, Chile, Spain, South Africa, and
other places where the workers are right
under the heel of the Government. The
type of emergency envisaged there s not
the type of emergency facing us in this
country; certainly we are not in that type
of emergency situation yet. The inflation in
this country Is not ail the fault of the
workers; many other people have conftri-
buted to it.

The Hon. N, McNeill: It is only since
you have been here that there seems to
be this obsession with anti-worker legls-
latlon.

The Hon, D. W, COOLEY: The Minlster
cannot tell me that I was asleep before 1
came here., I have seen Bill Hegney in
another place almost pleading with Liberal
members to get rid of the anti-worker
legislation being introduced in Parliament
after Parllament. 1In those days such
legislation was generally Introduced only
once in each Parliament, but now it seems
to be introduced every month. I do not
know why that is so. However, wage
indexation is of benefit to members oppo-
site who recelve large selaries and massive
incomes from thelr farms and other busi-
Nesses,

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Be careful; re-
member what happened the other day.

The Hon, D. W. COQLEY: I have Mr
Masters well and truly summed up. Wage
indexation is to the benefit of members
with their large parliamentary salaries.

Several members Interjected.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: All right,
let us leave aside the massive incomes
members opposite receive from thelr farms
and other businesses.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Hilarious
laughter!

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: However,
workers on $100 and $120 a week do not
receive any beneflt from wage indexation;
in fact, they are behind in respect of it.
The prices of essential goods and services
increase in a three-month period, and at
the end of that period the commission
says, “The Consumer Price Index has
moved so much; here Is some compensa-
tion for you.”

What has the Commission done for the
worker? In that period of three months
he has suffered a decrease in his wages.
Any worker who has to support a wife and
family on a low income suffers a reduc-
tion in his wages every time there is an
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increase in prices. Iknow that an increase
in prices does not affect the members of
this House, including myself,

The Hon. I, G. Pratt: What increase in
prices?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The true
situation is that the honourable member
lsﬂable to sustain himself despite rises In
prices.

The Hoa. I. G. Pratt; That is not a true
situation.

The Hon, D. W. COOLEY: Wage indexa-
tion is not of much benefit to a worker on
a low income, What does the Govern-
ment intend to do with this legislation?
The Government is saying to the worker,
“Your union and the people who represent
you will not have the right to go to the
employers to negotiate for an increase in
your real wages”. Of course, the real
wages for people on a low income are the
wages that they can get as a result of
negotiations and not as a result of wage
indexation.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I would point out
to the honourable member that there have
been far more workers employed under a
Liberal Government than under a Labor
Government, Keep that well and truly in
mind.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Between 1971
and 1974, when the Tonkin Lahor Gov-
ernment was in office there were fewer un-
employed in Western Australla than there
are now, How can the Minister say that
more people were in employment under a
Liberal Government than there were under
a8 Labor Government?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: That was
one of the peculiar times when the Federal
Government was not to blame.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You were going
to put things right! You were going to
cure inflation, State by State!

The PRESIDENT: Qrder! The honour-
able member will please confine his re-
marks to the Bill,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: ¥es, Mr
President. In his second reading speech,
the Minister speaks of a concerted
approach in respect of this Bil], but there
has been no concerted approach in regard
to the leglslation we have before us this
evening. Even Bjelke-Petersen would not
introduce legislation such as this which
will give the Industrial Commission power
to refuse to register an agreement that
has general application.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis interjected.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Perhaps Mr
Lewis was not in the Chamber when I
said that the Government has found it
necessary to draft this legislation in a
broad manner in an endeavour to capture
the principles underlying the main decision
of the Western Australian Industrial Com-
mission on the 1st July, which is tied to
the decision of the Commonwealth Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Commission and
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any variations which may subsequently
follow. That is not in accordance with
fact, either. The Minister for Labour and
Industry in another place, before he sup-
plied speech notes te the Minister in this
House, should have known better than
that. Any variation which will subse-
quently follow as a result of a decision
made by the Australian Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission will not auto-
matically follow in the Western Australian
Industrial Commission, because the State
Indusirial Commission has set itself on a
course until February of next vear when
it will review the situation.

The Australian Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Commission has set itself on a course
to review the Consumer Price Index and
will determine the question of whether it
will pass on any increases quarter by
quarter. That is the difference. So if
during the hearing now before the Aus-
tralian commission it decides to pass on
the 0.8 per cent increase, that does not
mean the increase will necessarily flow on
to Western Australlan workers, because the
principle underlying the decislons made by
the Western Australlian Industrial Commis-
sion is that there must be an increase of
more than 1 per cent In the Consumer
Price Index before any increases In wages
will be made. Of course, 10 people on $400
g, week, an increase of 3.5 per cent in the
Consumer Price Index would mean a rise
of about $14 a week. But what does it
mezan to a man on $100 or $120 a week?
It would mean an Increase of about $3
a week.

The Hon., G. C. MacKinnon: Here we
have Mr Cooley; a man with three jobs.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: That state-
ment is also a le.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honour-
able member will please resume his seat.
There seems to be a growing practice in
this Chamber to refer {0 statements that
have been made as lies. The use of the
expression 1is quite unpariiamentary. I
would ask the honourable member to desist
from using it.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Yes, Mr Pre-
sident. However, one cannot help saying
these things on occasions.

The PRESIDENT: I ask the honourable
member not to use the expression.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: The Minister
made a statement about a concerted ap-
proach which again is not in accordance
with fact. Who has the Government con-
sulted in respect of this legislation? Has
the Government consulted with Bjelke-
Petersen, Hamer, or Dunstan? Of course
it has not, and yet the Minister, in his
second reading speech, talks about a con-
certed approach being made in respect of
this legislation.

I do not think any self-respecting Gov-
ermment would introduce legislation such
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as this. As I indicated previously, if
Bjelke-Petersen turned his back on it it
cannot be of much value.

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: Who made the
pencilled agreement?

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: I will tell the
honourable member., I will keep repeat-
ing it until it penetrates. The pencilled
agreement was made between the Austra-
lian Minister for Labor and Immigration
and the Minister for Labour in each State.
However the pencilled agreement is not
binding.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon; Mr Dans
has just said there was no pencilled agree-
ment.

The Hon. D, W, COOLEY: At the begin-
ning of my speech I said that today I was
told that & pencilled agreement had been
made. However, since that agreement was
made the Australian Government has
changed its course.

n Tlhe Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I'll say it
as!

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: That would
not he anything new to members on the
other side of the House. What does Fraser
say? He says that Ehemlani is going to—

The PRESIDENT: Qrder! The honour-
able member will please confine his re-
marks to the Bill.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Yes, Mr Pre-
sident, but members opposite continue to
gaad me,

The PRESIDENT: The honourable
member will have regard to the Standing
Order which refers to tedious repetition.

The Hon. ID. W. COOLEY: In his second
reading speech the Minister also said—

The concerted approach by the
States and this Government to allevi-
ate the situation deserves the support
of all, including the unions, in its ob-
jective,

When did the Government consult with
the unions ih respect of this legislation it
has brought down? If the Minister can
answer that question when he replies to the
second reading debate I will be pleased to
hear it. I have not heard of any consul-
tation in respect of this legislation and I
hold a senior position in the Trades and
Labor Couneil.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: There are
i)_lenty of perks probably from that posi-
ion.,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: That is just
as untrue as some of the other statements
the Minister has made hers., So nothing
deserves the support of any organisation
or any union unless that organisation or
union has been consulted and its opinion
sought and obtained. That has not been
done on this occasion.

It is quite wrong for the Government
to introduce into the Minister's second
reading speech a statement such as this
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when it is not in accordance with fact.
I will quote now the hest of all the state-
ments that have been made. It reads as
follows—

I would venture to predict, never-
theless, that an improvement in the
overall position by, say, the end of
next year could well merit 8 review
of the need for the type of legislation
contained in this measure.

Goodness me! How could anyhody envisage
8 Government of this nature introducing
repressive leglslation such as this and then
making the suggestion that at the end of
next year it will not need it and that it
will repeal the leglsiation?

" The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Quite eas-
y.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It never Las
and it never will In regard to legislation
that concerns working people. So how
couid the Minister make a statement such
as that; namely, that the Government will
review the legislation at the end of a year?
That is a8 disgraceful statement to make.

The Hon. N. McNeill: It would disap-
point you if we did.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I would like
the Minister to tell me of any occasion
when his Government has ever initlated
legislation that has given benefit to work-
ing people, If he can I would be prepared
to retract the statement I have made.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: ¥You do not
even know the history of this Chamber.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Let the Min-
ister for Education tell me when his Gov-
ernment has initiated that sort of legisla-
tion and then repealed it. I will even go
further than that and say that for the 23
vears a Federal Liberal Government was
in office it never initiated any legislatlon
that was of beneflt to working people,

The Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: Oh! The
ignorance of the honourable member! I
have heard the members of your party
often thank the Hon. Gordon Hislop for
the work he did for the working people.

The PRESIDENT: Order! For the last
time I must ask the honourahle member to
address his remarks to the Bill.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I have not
far to go, Mr President, for which some
people may be thankful. I think, in mak-
ing such statements that, in some respects,
this is a breach of Standing Orders. For
example, people who are not so weil in-
formed may be misled by the final para-
graph in the Minister's second reading
speech. Thils reads as follows—

Some other amendments to the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act are contem-
plated for introduction before this
parliamentary session concludes. These
may have to be dealt with In separate
Bills, as at least two are consequential
and dependent upon the presentation
and acceptance by Parliament ¢f ruch
measures a5 an Industrial training Bill
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and an employment agents Bill. There
is also a Bill to be presented shortly
to cover some machinery and admin-
istrative amendments, these matters
having already been examined sand
concurred in by the Confederation of
Western Australian Industry and the
\CJVest.el_T. Australian Trades and Labor
ouncil.

Why was it necessary to include those
words in the Minister’s speech if it were
not meant to be a subterfuge by trying to
make people think that the Trades and
Labor Council had agreed to this legisla-
tion when, in fact, it had not done so? Mr
Pratt is talking to his colleague while 1

am speaking and therefore he is cut of
order.

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: @ was talking to
Mr Lewis personally.

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: In that case
the honourable member is speaking too
loudiy.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honour-
able member will pay no attenticn to
other members and will get on with his
speech on the Bill,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I repeal thet
the second reading speech made by the
Minister on this Bill is in fact a false docu-
ment from start to finish. He has said
that approaches have been made to other
States and that there has heen concerted
action, and that is misleading i the ex-
treme. Also there is the statement by the
Minister that the legislation could well
merit a review at the end of next year. That
is nothing more than a pie in the sky so
far as working people are concerned be-
cause they know the policies of the pres-
ent Government and the type of legislation
it intrcduces. Working people also know
that the Government will never intro-
duce legislation that will prove to be cf
benefit to the working man.

I must return to the point on which I
started my speech. There is extreme doubt
in regard to this legislation on the ot-
titude adopted by the Australlan Govern-
ment, and the State Government should
ascert>in from the Australian Government
what its present attitude is. The Ausiralian
Minister for Labor and Immigration,
through his advisory committee, has in-
dicated to me that it wants the Western
Australian Government to desist with its
introduction of this Bill. With those re-
marks I oppose the legislation.

THE HON., D. K. DANS (South Metro-
politan) [845 pm.]l: I oppose this Bill.
I think Mr Cooley has adequately covered
all the facets of this reprehensible piece
of legislation which has been introdueed
in another place and brought to this
Chamber.

It is hard for me to believe that any
responsible Government, or any respensible
Minister, would bring to Parliament a Bill
like this—particularly at a time when the
economy is starting to turn up—unless he
had some mischievous intent.

{COUNCIL.]

It is a fact that indexation—despite its
critics on both sides of the industrial field
—is starting to work; and this is reflected
in the latest consumer index figures which
show a 0.8 per cent increase. It is most
unlikely thal the Commonwealth commis-
sion will grant any increase for the
September quarter.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I thought it was
due to Meadibank.

The Hon. D, K, DANS: If the Minister
wishes to debat: some of the facets of
Medibank he may do so. It may have been
a contributing factor, but it was certainly
not the whole factor.

The fact is that indexation is starfing
to work. If members would like to take
time to examine the decisions of the Indus-
trial Commission and examine the entire
industrial field they will find that indexa-
tion does work.

The Hon. N. McNeill:
one of the official reports.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: The Minister
will have a chance to acquaint the House
with his knowledge in this regard, and I
will be pleased to hear him,

If there is one action of this Govern-
ment that is desighed to set aflame the
0il on the industrial water this is that
action—it is contained in this document.

I would agree with Mr Cooley when he
says that this entire document, either by
intent or by plain incompetence, is simpily
a document of untruths; and I am refer-
ring to the second reading speech that
accompanies the Bill.

I would like the Minister handling the
Bill in this Chamber—the Minister who is
responsible for it; and I know he does not
shirk his responsibilities—to let members
know which other States have enacted
similar legislation. The only other State
that has attempied similar legislation has
heen Queensland, and even the Govern-
nment of that State had hetter sense than
to proceed with it; it decided against doing
so and pulled the leg.slation out.

I wonld advise th» Minister to adjourn
the debate on this Bill so that some con-
sultation may be had with the Australian
Government. As I understand the situa-
tion what was said on the 20th June
was that the proposed Ausiralian Govern-
ment legislaticn which was eventually
ahandoned was intended to give the Min-
ister for Labour the right to appeal to the
Full Bench against the certification of an
agreement or an award, and including a
consent agreement.

As I understand the position—and I do
not want to go into all the ramifications
of pencilled agreements and so on—that
was the intention of that particular con-
ference; that was what the Ministers for
Labour were asked to do at that time.
Despite the fact that some people say

I was recalling
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pressure has been brought to bear on the
Australian Government to get it to change
its mind this is not true,

What has happened is that those em-
ployers who have resisted attempts to in-
crease their wages outside of the guide-
lines have been substantially backed up—
and I am not saying I agree with it—by
the officers of the Commonwealth Depart-
ment of Labour, and this is one of the
reasons for the slowing down in wage de-
mands.

Because of the course of events in the
last couple of weeks in Canberra we find
the trade union movement and the whole
of the Labor movement has been galvan-
1sed into action. 'These events have more
than ever reinforced our call for wage
indexation. But we could only get wage
indexation to work if we approach it from
a position of mutual respect and mutual
trust; and it is this which has caused the
legislation to be withdrawn in Queensland;
it is this which has precluded the other
States from rushing in where angels fear
to tread.

I have heard the members of the Liberal
Party in the Eastern States referring to
their brothers in the party here as the
wooden-headed fundamentalists from the
west. The Government has charged in
madly on this issue and I tell the Minis-
ter now the legislation is not going to
work, because it cannot work.

People have spoken about guidelines in
the Federal sphere. I would llke members
to ask any responsible industrial officer,
Or any personnel manager, or any respons-
ible member of the Confederation of West-
ern Australian Industry what are the
guidelines; whether he would like to be re-
sponsible for setting down guidelines
across the board for all the industrial
situations that could arise in the metro-
politan area of Perth, Of course nobody
would like to do that.

Common sense rules the day in these
matters and I must agree with Mr Cooley
that the Bill before ws is the most re-
pressive and reprehensible piece of legis-
l?tion that has come here for considera-
tion.

The Hon, R. F. Claughton: That is a
good word.

The Hon. D. K, DANS: I think the Bill
was introduced because of sheer incom-
petence by a Minister who has been badly
advised and who has not seen fit to get out
of the trench in which he sits in order
to examine the position. The people who
are advising him are leading him to folly;
because it is hard to comprehend that any-
one would introduce a Bill such as this
accompanied by the second reading speech
which has been delivered.

The Government does not have to take
my word for it. All the Minister need
do is adjourn the House for half an hour
and phone his colleagues in the other
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States, and he will scon find that the ac-
companying document to this Bill is full
of untruths. To my way of thinking the
people advising the Minister on this issue
should be sacked for incompetence.

Does the Minister think that even the
most nonmilitant unions of this State will
accept the provisions of this Bill? Or will
it be only a piece of paper? Because I can
well understand a responsible commis-
sioner of our own Industrial Commission
thinking very carefully before he denies
an agreement to two parties who had made
such an agreement quite amicably without
any work stoppage; who had made the
agreement freely having regard for all
the factors involved, 1 certainly would
not like to be the commissioner who would
have to say, “I have decided we must
have some kind of guidelines and that we
just cannot broceed.” I would not like
to be the commissioner who would say
that to the parties who hag reached a
mutual agreement.

If members opposite belleve that will
happen then they will believe in fairies;
and I know the members of the Liberal
and Country Parties do not believe in
fairtes.

The legislation just will not work, I
have just as much interest as members
opposite in making the system work in
the interest of all Australians. We must
have economic good sense in every field
of endeavour today, and if I were .the
Minister I would simply say, “What is a
day, after all! Let us take the Bill out
of this place for a day; let us adjourn it
and see whether the speakers from the
Opposition side are coirect. Let us see
whether we have been misinformed and
whether the Minister’s officers have been
incompetent and have completely misre-
presented the situation to him.”

1 know some of these officers and I do
not think they have intentionally misled
the Minister; but they have missed the
bus and have come to some false conclu-
sions. I do not want to engage in repe-
tition because Mr Cooley has been over—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: The odds.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: —the entire
field of this legislation. Once the legis-
lation is in; once we let it loose in the
community we will not be able to do any-
thing about it. There is a saying in
Malaya—which I think Mr MacKinnon
would know well—that he who rides a
tiger can never dismount; and that is the
situation in which we will find ourseives,
We will be the only State in Australia
with this type of legislation,

I do not suppose this will really matter
because we are the only State with fuel
and energy legisiation; and we are the
only State with the type of penal pro-
visions that we have,

All this Bill will do is to make people
fight harder and, as a resull of their
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fighting, they will achieve thelr alm. I
agree with Mr Cooley that despite all the
flares fired here about industrial relations,
the vast majority of industrial agreements
angd the vast majority of conditions under
which the workers operate in this State
have been arrived at by negotiation and
have been registered by consent at the
Industrial Commisston.

What would any sensible employer do?
This is where the danger arises. What
would any sensible unton officlal do after
having had a look a2t some of the de-
cisions of the commissioners In respect
of denying consent agreements, because
it will be on his sayso—and no matter
what the guidelines may be he could
refuse to register that agreement.

I think common sense should prevajl
because there fs no reguirement on indl-
viduals, We stil! have freedom of assem-
bly; we still have freedom of assoctation
to go along and make s sweetheart agree-
ment, if we want to call {t that.

The Hon., G. C. MacKinnon: I did not
call if that.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: What would be
wrong with a bit of feather-bedding be-
fore approaching the commission to regis-
ter an agreement? I think indexation
can work. I might add that I am not a
complete fan of indexation, but that is
the kind of thing that seems to be oper-
ating now. There are a lot of people
with muscle who will try to come in, but
they will be advised by more astute indus-
trinl managers and union offlelals who
will say, “Listen, we are in this business:
sn do not start flexing your muscles too
far because you will have us in trouble.”

Let us go about this in an easy manner,
There is no doubt that indexation is work-
ing and we cannot Inflict these provisions
on people. If the Government tries to
do so it will find there will be sour grapes.

The Hon. R. Thompsen: They will make
sure it does not work.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Of course they
will. Not only will the employees make
sure it does not work but the employers
also will make sure it does not work, be-
cause they will not like to think that some-
body 1is telling them how to enter into s
ennsent agreement which may be made
without any duress; they would not like
to think that anvone is telling them that
this is how they will do their business:
and I surpose iIn thejr run to the judge
that is their right.

However, for better or for worse most
of the peaple approach the commisslon
after they have reached agreement and
then register it. This gives lezal standing
to such an agreement and it gives some
protection to both the parties and allows
the commission and other people to
acknowledge any wage fixation; quite
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apart from which it enables the States to
chart the Consumer Price Index, the move-
ment in the total wage, and to arrive at
a decision in respect of what is the aver-
age wage. But if we do not have these
agreements registered we are then con-
fronted with a number of unknown vari-
ables which will be operating in the com-
munity.

When we talk about unions and workers,
we are talking about 98 or 99 per cent
of the Austiralian people, because one way
or another they all work. How do we
provide a standard guldeline? How can we
go to six individual commissioners from
time to time and get six decisions that are
all exactly the same?

This morning I heard the Minister for
Social Services in Canberra—Senator
Wheeldon—agree to a rise of 15 per cent-
odd for the doctors. It was said by inier-
jection that that was nof indexation. From
my listening to the radio I was satisfied
by the Minister with regard to the position
which doctors are placed in—as people
who operate small husinesses, Surely, no-
one would suggest that we apply indexa-
tion to members of the medical profession.
I would not agree with that proposal.
There are other situations which obtain
and which are similar to the medical pro-
fession.

The pecple best equipped to decid» what
is to happen, having regard to the general
provisions of indexation which have been
1aid down, and which are working, sre the
people who are closest to the matter. I
refer to the employers and the employees.
T am makine the point that the best agree-
ments are those which are made without
any duress or pressure. I think mem-
bers will agree, generally, that the pres-
sures which have been exercised and con-
sidered to be excessive—and that is a mat-
ter of opinion—have been resisted in the
Eastern States and by the Commonwealth
by the intervention of the Commonwealth
Arbitration Commission.

'The application of “catch up” has been
interpreted in many different ways. It
was applied to members of Parliament,
and I know that some members of Par-
liament did not agree with the theory
put forward with regard to “catch un’.
The point I am making here is that this
type of legislation seems to emsanate in
this particular portfollo which seems to
require a steam hammer to crack a peanut

I am quite genuine in my appeal to the
Minister—free of any rancour—ta delav
this Bill until tomorrow afternoon so that
some consultation may be held with the
Commonwealth Department of Labor, and
our own State Department of Labour and
Industry, to sre what has actually been
said. T do not think that what is s2t out In
the second reading speech notes is correct.

Surely I am not asking too muceh. To
not grant my request means that the
Government is going off at a tangeni again.
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I can only reach the conclusion that hav-
ing set its course, as a result of incompet-
ence or straight-out vindictiveness—I
would not like to accept the last theory—
the Government intends to stick to it,
come hell or high water, If that is the
case, then what the Government reaps will
be its own business. I cannot assist any
 further in that matter,

I suggest, in the interests of the com-
munity, in the interests of economic stab-
fiity, in the interests of industrial peace,
and in the interests of the people gener-
ally, a delay of some 12 hours—in order to
set the record straight—is not asking too
much. At present the Government is play-
ing with dynamite. This Bill is all-em-
bracing.

I agree we do not have to follow the
standards and activities of other Govern-
ments with regard to similar legislation.
Similar legislation was introduced 1In
Queensland and the Queensland Minister
saw fit to take it out of the Parllament.
I do not think he tossed the leglslation
out; he withdrew it because comnmonsense
prevailed.

If the Minister really has the interests
of the State at heart—and the Staie is
the people, do not let us talk ahout unions
and bosses—then a delay of some 12 hours
will not affect the passage of the Bill, The
Minister will be able to ascertain whether
the legislation is in step with the Australian
Government and the other States, or
whether it is out of step. Personally, I do
not think this is a very blg request. If it
is the intention of the Government to
steamroll this Bill through it will not ac-
complish anything.

The Hon. D. J. Wordswarth: What do
you mean by steamroll? How long has
this Bill been before the Parllament?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: It has been
hefore us tonight. However, if it is steam-
rolled through tonight then I suppose it
will be just as flat as a tack as if it were
left until next week to steamroll. All I
ask is that the Bill be delayed until to-
morrow in order to obtain some addi-
tional advice so that we can come to a
logtcal conclusion.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: We might
end up having another Khemlani affair,

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I do not want to
be assoclated with that shady character.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Do not
be led away from the Bll,

The PRESIDENT: Order, please.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: I think it
was your Iriends who brought him into
the country.

The Hon., D, K. DANS: I have other
thoughts. I am opposed to the Bill ang X
hope the Minister who is handling it will
delay its passage for 12 hours so that at
least some of the matters which have heen
raised can be proved to be correct or preved
to be false, If what we have said is not
correct we will siill oppose the Bill., but
I would be the first one to admit that
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some of the statements made tonight were
the result of having been misinformed In
my research, and perhaps some o¢of the
things which have been sald about the
Department of Labour and Industry were
not correct.

There is no need for the Bill to pass
tonight. This is something we should not
hasten to pass.

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-
West—Minister for Education) [9.07 p.m.]:
I suppose Mr Dans is getting a little sick
of me commencing my remarks in the
same fashion whenever he speaks. How-
ever, I am genuinely grateful to him for
changing this debate from a tirade of
sbuse on a class hatred basis to a reason-
able discussion on the merits of the Bill,
more especially with regard to its indus-
trial relationship. I am genuinely grate-
ful to him for that because he has given
me something I can answer with some
degree of reasoning and some degree of
logic without gettinz down into the old
fashioned class hatred venomous sort of
attitude.

I am grateful for the fact that Mr Dans
pointed out some 90 per cent of the popu-
lation is involved in some form of union
activity.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not say that
they were involved in unions; I said that
97 per cent were workers.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Indeed. a
large proportion are engaged in union
activity as defined in our industrial legis-
lation, because a union is deflned as an
organisation., whether employers or em-
ployees. Yet. we have to listen to this
class hatred type of speech irrespective of
the nature of the Bill under discussion.
The nature of the Bill just interposes
hetween little sections of the speeches; a
reading of Hansard will show that speech
after speech is on the same subject. This
principle was applied tonight and, as I
have said, I am very grateful to Mr Dans,
indeed—and I think members of this House
generally ought to be grateful to him—ifor
bringine the debate back onto a reasonable
sort of basis.

The arguments put forward by Mr Dans
were quite reasonable hecause legislation
such as this can be argued according to
individual opinion.

The absolute crown of glory was reached
when we were accused of having done
nothing in the way of legislation for work-
ing people. In your time, Mr President.
vou will remember the work done by Dr
Hislop in the way of industrial legislation
for the benefit of workers and miners in
this State.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: As an in-
dividual.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: He had
to get party support, and he got it witlingly
and without trouble. In the face of that
sort of ignorance I do not know what one
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can do. Let us look at the record. I will
quote what Senator James McClelland had
to say recently—

Senator McClelland also said he
would be asking the States to legislate
to control ‘“sweetheart” agreements
between employers and unions,

‘The states are expected to agree to
this.

And further—

The WA Premier, Sir Charles Court,
said yesterday that he had undertaken
to legislate to give wWa industrial tri-
bunais the necessary authority to deal
effectively with wage indexation.

The leading article in The West Australian
of the 23rd June, 1975, read—

An orderly and just system of wage-
fixing will not be achieved without
Some sacrifices or some sense of eco-
nomic nationalism by workers and

their employers in both the public and
private sectors.

Of course, that is absolutely in line with
the recent arguments put forward by Mr
Dans, with which nobody disagrees. The
leading article continued—

There is already evidence that the
new Federal Minister for Labour,
Senator J. McClelland, will take g
stronger line on wage restraint than
did his predecessor, Mr Cameron.

I think that was evident. It appears that
the stranger line he togk got him into
some trouble, and I will discuss that matter
subsequently. Referring to the most un-
usual statement by Mr Cooley, according
to The West Australian of the 9th June—

Senator McClellang said that a
urlonist was cutting off his nose to
spite his face if he went for increases
which were beyond what the economy
could bear.

So, after the necessary conference—as Mr
Medealf has said—these statements were
made and these requests were brought
forward.

The Hon. D. W.
what?

The Hon, G. €. MacKINNON: Requests
for legislation. To quote again—

Senator MeClelland also said he
would be asking the States to legis-
late to control “sweetheart” agree-
ments between employers and urtions,

Mr Medcalf was present and heard the
staterment, and he heard the agreement.
He was representing the State.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not disagree
with that.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I have
already said I have little argument with
Mr Dans' interpretation of some aspects.
I said he gave a reasoned address, and I
thank him because he has given me some

Cooley: Requests for
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reasoned arguments to answer, and not
the usual tirade of abuse.

As I mentioned, Mr Medealf was Present
and he heard the statement. One thing
which T think ought to be refuted is the
statement that henceforth all consent
agreements will automatically be banned.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Nobody said
that, you are distorting again.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Let me be
perfectly clear and again say this was to
be the situation. I remember that Mr
Cooley used the words “the commission
shall” and I had to correct him. He quickly
agreed that he had made a mistake, but
I had to correct him,

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Have you ever
made a mistake?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr Cooley
made a mistake. It is set out in the Biil
that if, in the opinion of the commission,
the agreement or the award or order, is
in force, the commission may do certain
things.

The Hon. D. W, Cooley: Read out the
general application.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: It does
have some general applications, It is a
possibility, and not an inflexible rule. I
agree with Mr Dans that a tremendous
number of agreements which are accepted
by the comrnission are arrived at by con-
sent, Indeed, I have been a party to such
consent agreements. They are taken along
to the cowrt and registered, generally
amicably and to everyone’s entire satis-
faction. That is all right. 1 have also been
party to a case which was opposed, and
I have no doubt that Mr Dans has also.
Even in those cases, we finished up with
satisfactory decisions.

I suppose it is a cliche to say that virtu-
ally all laws on the Statute book are there
to contro! the minority of people who Kick
over the traces—people who t!:y to work
the system. Indeed, I would like quickly
to look through my notes to find the exact
words used by Mr Cooley.. He said that
people could “exploit the situation”. The
Statutes are designed to control people of
that sort. One would have thought that
the appeals of the Prime Minister (Mr
Whitlam), the PFederal Minister for
Labor and Immigration (Senator James

Clelland), and the President of
%\ﬁg ACTU and of the Australlan
Lahor Party (Mr Hawke), would en-

sure that the wvast majority of unions
and empioyers in this State would make
every endeavour to see that indexation
works, We have heard impassioned pleas
from these three men at different times
in this vein. Therefore, one would think
that very few consent agreements reached
now and In the near future will be so-
called sweetheart agreements.

We were asked to pass the legi§1ation.
and the agreement, as Mr Dans said, was
arrived at with reluctance,
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The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Have you &any
documents confirming the request to pass
the legislation?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I will
come to that in a minute. I see nothing
odd In the sincere hope that by the end
of next year we will be able to
repeal the legislation, All I know
is that a perfectly reliable Minister
whom 1 have never Eknown to tell
a lie—and I never accept that anyone is
a liar until they lie {o me—came back from
the conference and said that this was the
situation. I have heard a perfectly reliable
Honorary Minister (Mr Medealf}—again
whom I have never known to lie, so I could
not in any way suppose that he would—
state that he heard this with his own ears.

The Hon, D. W. Cooley: What—tell us
what he heard?

The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: He heard
a request by Senator McClelland to intro-
duce legislation in order to control sweet-
heart agreements—exactly what we are
doing. It is normal procedure that while
Ministers meet once a year for conferences
of that sort, departmental cfficers meet re-
peatedly and give information one to the
other.

Let me deal with the message I re-
ceived today. It really is an extraordin-
ary notification because it states that the
Minister decided not to proceed with pro-
posals, according to Mr Howard Nathan—
a gentlemun whose name we have heard
mentioned here today. All of us who have
been or who are Ministers know that at
times an officer may come to one and say,
“Look, you cannot take this as official, but
I happened {0 be speaking to Mr X today™
—his opposite number in Canberra—"“and
he advised me unofficially that so-and-so
may happen.” The officers must work on
this level, but the information cannot be
treated as official. In my experience, the
officers are always at pains to point out
that nothing official can be made of it.
So I have this document hefore me. Again,
I refer to Mr Dans because he used the
words, “experience in the market place is
established that parties may fail to pre-
sent such awards for certification’. Every-
body knows that, because it has happened
in the past, even without this legislation.
It is likely to happen in the future, but
there are advantages in certification, as
Mr Dans well knows, So this tends to put
at some disadvantage those who, to use
Mr Cooley's words, “would exploit the
situation”.

Tonight we have heard a vast number
of interpretations of different aspects of
various statements. Therefore, I am em-
boldened to make an interpretation of
some aspects of this message.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I have not seen
the message.

a8s7

The Hon. G, C. MacEINNON: The hon-
ourable member made some interpretation
along the lines—

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Will you read
the message out?

The Hon. D. K. Dans:
message.

The Hon. G, C. MacKINNON: I realise
that, but some interpretations have been
made.

The Hon, D. W. Cooley: Will you read
the full message to the House?

The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: I will
come back to that in a minute. Because
of the number of interpretations made, I
feel emboldened to place some on this
message, I will not read the message for
these reasons: I do not know whether it
was received on a telex but by its pre-
sentation I imagine it was not. Probably
it was received over the phone, and it
could be subject to errors and omissions.
I take it that Mr Howard Nathan dictated
it, but the persaon receiving it could have
made some errors. If it is recorded in
Haensard, at some future date it could be
the subject of endless argument whether
or not some words were correct. AIl I
propose to do is to give the sense of it.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Are you prepared
to table it?

The Hon. G, C. MacKINNON: Not with-
out conference, beeause I do not know
whether or not it was written down fully.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It would not go
into Hansard if it were tabled.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: No, but
it would be available. I think these are
perfectly valid reasons for not reading the
message or tabling {t. I will make the
necessary inguiries, and if the officer con-
cerned is sure enough of hils facts, T will
lay it on the Table of the House at a
later stage.

To returnt to my interpretation, I be-
lieve this message represents a complete
capltulation by the Federal Government to
certain militant unions. It has all the
siens of being so.

The Hon., D. K. Dans: And all of the
other State Governments too—put that in!

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: All right,
I will branch off and deal with State Gov-
ernments. In my second reading speech
I stated that there has been movement
towards this action in & number of other
States. Now movement does not mean
that legislation has been passed or an
Act assented to; it means that some ac-
tion has been taken. My information is
that some action has been taken, but
whether or not the matter is now in a
state of susnended animation, I know not.
But I do know that some action has been
taken in New South Wales, Victorla, South
Australia, and Queensland, and of course,
the implication made by Senator James
MceClelland was that some movement had
taken place in Federal spheres also.

Not of that
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Let me continue with my interpretation,
As I say, I have proved quite conclusively,
I believe, through references to Mr Med-
calf, the Premler, Press reports, and the
like, that Senator McClelland made the
request.

The Hon. D. K, Dans: I said that, but
he changed his mind.

The Hon. G. C, MacKINNON: I know
the honourable member did, but he was
not the member who doubted it.
it The Hon. D. W, Cooley: I did not doubt

The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: Oppo-
sition members have now changed their
minds. As I say, I am entitled to suggest
the interpretation is that Senator McClel-
land, still new to his portfolio and in the
throes of enthusiasm, stepped out of line
and was pulled back into line very smartly
by the more militant unions. That is a
perfectly reasonable interpretation.
wThe Hon. D. W. Cooley: That Is in vour

ew,

The Hon, G. €. MacKINNON: It is also
a perfectly reasonable interpretation to
say that this backirack could well throw
indexation into the melting pot, because
it does not take many unions—or even
large unions—to force such a sweetheart
agreement to crack indexation. I think
I guoted the Prime Minister who said that
indexation is & delicate plant. If he did
not use those exact words, they were very
similar.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: “Fragile pack-
age” were his words.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Thank
you very much—{ragile package.

The Hon. D. W, Cooley: It was not the
Prime Minister who used those words, it
was the chalrman of the—

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Would you not
agree that indexation is working in view
of the application by the ACTU to seek
an 0.8 per cent increase only?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I think
something 1s worklng, and I have seen
a number of reasons which could be res-
ponsible for the slowdown. I believe in-
dexation has had quite an effect.

The Hon., D. K. Dans: On wages.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is
right, on wages. I believe the cost of
living has been affected by the lack of
productivity more than by the rise In
wages, I think one of the things we
have to thank for that is the more fair-
minded unions whose members, thank
God, vote for the Liberal Party in their
thousands.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: They do not
have to thank you—you were opposed to
it in the beginning.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: These
union members know that while we were
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in Government they all had jobs. A greater
percentage of men were working, and more
of them in more than one job—like Mr
Cooley.

The Hen, D. W. Cooley: Like you too.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: More
men working than at any time since.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: You are wrong
about the Minister.

The Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: Not me.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Yes you do—
yog have your chalrmanship and other
Jobs.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I would
like just to correct this hecause members
of the Press are here,

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You know when
I first came here, I addressed 700 unem-
ployved men at Kwinana. They did not
have johs.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr Presi-
dent, as you well know, I have no chair-
manships whatever. I do my job here,
and this job alone. The only position I
hold is vice—

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Do you get
paid as much as I do for it?

The Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: —presi-
dent of the Scout Association.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I commend you
for it, but I was worried ahout you when
you dwelt on that word "vice”.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I attend
one meeting a year, and I buy my own
dinner. Let us pin down that accusation.
Mr Cooley holds three jobs, whether he is
pald for them or not.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: That is a lie.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: He Intro-
duced this hate campalgn.
The Hon, D. W. Cooley: That is untrue.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: He holds
three positions; he 1s a member of Par-
liament, Chairman of the TLC, and secre-
tary—

Point of Order

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Mr President,
it is untrue for the Minister to say I hold
three jobs, and I ask that the words be
withdrawn. Ii 1s not in accordance with
fact to make such a statement, and I be-
lieve the Minister knows it. I do not hold
three full-time positions; my only full-
time job relates to my parliamentary
duties. I a2m not pald for my work with
the Trades and Labor Council and—

The Hon. G. E. Masters: What about
your expenses?

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: Mr Masters Is

telling untruths again, because I do not
receive expenses from the TLC,

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honour-
able member Is on his feet to take a point
of order. Will he please take 1it?
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The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: My pegint of
order is that the Minister is not telling the
truth when he says I am being paid by the
TLC. I have served in the position of
President of the TLC for 11 years and
have not received one penny as remunera-
tion. I do not think it becomes the Min-
ister to make such accusations, and I ask
him to withdraw.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Ordinarily, a
statement by one honcourable member {o
another requires withdrawal upon request.
But unless I heard the statement incor-
rectly, I did not hear the Minister assert
that the Hon. D. W. Cooley was heing paid
for his jobs,

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I made no
such statement,

The PRESIDENT: I will leave the Chair
until the Hensard record is available for
perusal.

Sitting suspended from 9.31 to 10.01 p.m.

The PRESIDENT: I have checked the
Hansard report. I want to relate this
to members: the Minister for Education
gave voice to these words—

Mr Cooley holds three jobs, whether

he is paid for them or not.

The words which Mr Cooley claimed the
Minister uttered were that he was being
paid by the TLC. There 1s a pretty fine
line. The Minister for Education did not
actually say that Mr Cooley was being paid
for his jobs. In my view this is a storm
in a teacup. I suggest that the debate
be continued.

Debate Resumed

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I was dis-
cussing a message which I had received
before the suspension. In the meantime I
made some inguiries, and I am now pre-
pared to table the message for the sake
of the record.

The Hon, D. W. Cooley: Did you ring
somebody ?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr Dans
asked me ahout this,

The Hon, D. W. Cooley: Did you ring
somehody?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: No. I
thought about this and I decided to do
what I did. In this House I am respon-
sible for the Bill. I gave my answer at
the time, and I said I might well do what
has been proposed later, perhaps tomorrow.
However, I shall do that now.

Members should bear in mind that I
was giving my interpretation of what the
message implied. It is addressed to the
Minister. I scribbled some notes at the
bottom of the messapge, and I have torn
that part off. The message Is as follows—

I have received the following note
for urgent transmisslon to you from
Mr Howard Nathan, advisor to Senator
McClelland.

1. Re amendments to the Concilia-
tion and Arbitration Act.

(1129

3889

The Minister has decided not to
proceed with the proposals to attempt
to amend the Act so as to give him
the right of appeal to a Full Bench
of the Commission agailnst the certifi-
cation of an agreement for the making
of an awaprd including a consent
award, by a single Member of the
Commission of or the Flight Crew Of-
ficers Industry Tribunal.

Experience in the market place has
established that parties fail to present
such awards for certification if they
helieve they will not be so approved.
Secondly, where such a law is hon-
oured, more in the breach than the
acceptance, it brings the entire system
into disrepute.

I have advised Mr Cooley of the
Minister's attitude to this matter and
you will of course recelve formal and
proper notiflcation of this note.

As a matter of courtesy the Minister
was anxious to deliver this to you
prior to the debate of your Bill this
evening,

Received at office of Minister for
Labour and Industry at 12.30 p.m.
29th October, 1975.

I shall table that message later.

I want to give some of my interpreta-
tions of that message, and to highlight a
few things to indicate the absolute amaze-
ment of the responsible Minister in this
State when he received this message.
Firstly, twice in the last three months
there has been total agreement to proceed
on the lines reguested by the Federal Gov-
ernment, and that total agreement was
with all the States.

Two days ago, after the debate had
commenced in another place, the officers
in this State rang the Federal officers and
were advised that the desire for the legis-
lation to continue still remained. I re-
peat that was two days ago.

Members can imagine the amazement
when this message was handed to the
Minister for Labour and Industry at ap-
proximately 2.00 p.m. today. I think mem-
bers would appreciate the absolute amaze-
ment of the Minister for Lahour and In-
dustry in this State (Mr Grayden); and
I think I am entitled to attribute this
situation to the fact that pressure from
some militant unions has prevailed. We
still have no official notification. We are
repeatedly accused of refusing to comply
with requests of the Federal Govern-
ment. We agreed to this legislation at
the request of the Federal Government
and without & great deal of enthusiasm
at the time. We are now asked to back
off.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Over a month
ago Queensland withdrew its legislation.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is
another matter. This State has no
official notification that any State has
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backed off. There is a rumour that Tas-
mania and South Australia have done so.

The Hon. D. K, Dans; It was in the
Press about Queensland,

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: There
is no factual information available.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: The Press re-
ported it when I was in Melbourne.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The
Federal Government asked us twice to
legislate along these lines, once at a Pre-
miers' Conference and once at a confer-
ence of Ministers for Labhour; and there
may have been other occasions at con-
ferences of officers. However, the request
was made twice at ministerial level, and
twice all the States agreed. As late as
two days ago—

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: You are not
being truthful when you say the Federal
Government agreed to the legislation you
have before the House tonight.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The re-
quest was as I have stated, and this legis-
lation accomplishes it. It may well be
different from the legislation Introduced
in the other States because, as Mr
Cooley well knows, there are differ-
ences in the methods of administration
in the Acts from State to State.

The Hon, D. K. Dans: There was only
one State—Queensland—which withdrew
it, to my knowledge.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Here we
see once again this blatant failure of the
Commonwealth to adhere to agreements
and its blatant habit of bypassing agree-
ments which have been reached and
reiterated twice at ministerial conferences.
One can readlly understand the feelings
of the Government of this State, and in
view of all these circumstances it is with
regret that I have to advise Mr Dans I am
not prepared to hold up the Bill. I believe
it should proceed until such time as we
receive notification, not only from the
Federal Government but also from the
gé:vternments of the other Australian

ates.

I therefore table the message and
sincerely hope wisdom will prevail and
that the House will support the second
reading of this Bill.

41§)he message was tabled (see paper No.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result—

Ayes-—15

Hon, C. R, Abbey Hon. M. McAteer

Hon. N. E, Baxter Hon, N. McNelll

Hon. G. W, Berry Hon. I. G. Pratt

Hon. Clive Grifiths Hon. J. C. Tozer

Hen. T. Knight Hon. R. J. L. Williams
Hon. A. A. Lewis Hon, D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon Hon. W, R, Withers
Hon. G. E. Masters { Teller)

{COUNCIL.]

Noes—T
Hon. R. F. Claughton Hon. T. Leeson
Hon. D. W. Cooley Hon R Thompson
Hon. 8. J. Deliar Hon. D. K. Dany
Hon. Lyla Elljott {Teller)
Palrs
Ayes Noes
Hon. V. J. Ferry Hon. Grace Vaughan
Hon. J. Heltman Hon. R. H. . Stubbs

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee

The Deputy Chairman of Comimittees
(the Hon. R. J. L. Williams) in the Chair;
the Hon. G. C. MacKinnon (Minister for
Education) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Section 71A added—

The Hon, D. W, COOLEY: I think the
attention of the Chamber should be drawn
to the provisions of this clause because
tonight much play has been made of the
Australian Government's attitude towards
this Bill. It has been said quite untruth-
fully that the Australian Government
agreed to the principles contained in this
Bill at a meeting on the 20th June:; in
fact it did not.

Point of Order

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I have
several times requested that attention be
drawn to the fact that I do not like my
veracity to be impugned. The principle
in this Bill is the banning of “sweetheart”
agreements. Senator McClelland was
guoted in the newspapers, and did not
deny it—indeed, I helieve he reiterated it—
as saylng the principle of the legislation
was the control of “sweetheart” agree-
ments; and he was heard to say it by the
Honorary Minister, That is what was
requested. I have not been telling a lie
and I ask that the words be withdrawn.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You didn't walit
for him to finish his statement.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (the Hon,
R. J. L. Williams): The Minister for Edu-
cation has requested that Mr Cooley with-
draw the words impugning the Minister's
veracity. Will Mr Cooley withdraw?

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: I did not say
anything about his veracity. I said it was
untrue for it to be said that the Bill before
us is the same as that agreed to by the
Australian Government, when it is not.
However, if the Minister is that touchy I
will withdraw whatever he wishes me to
withdraw.

The Hon. R. Thompson: What does he
want you to withdraw?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not
know.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You can't
withdraw something unless the Minister
asks for the words to be withdrawn,
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The Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: Mr
Deputy Chairman, the honourable mem-
ber stated that it was untrue. The only
member who has spoken on this side of
the Chamber is myself. What 1 said is
not untrue, and I want the words that
my statement was untrue withdrawn.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The Min-
ister is asking that the word "untrue” be
withdrawn.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: 1 will with-
draw the word “untrue” Mr Deputy
Chairman, if it has any meaning. I think
the Minister's attitude would be better if
he stuck to his boy scouts rather than
industrial matters.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! If
you withdraw a remark—

The Hon. R. Thompson: He is carrying
on with his speech.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do not
think so; I think he is qualifying his with-
drawal.

The Hon. D. W. COQLEY: Mr Deputy
Chairman, I withdraw,

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Thank you,
Mr Cooley. You may continue.

Committee Resumed

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Clause 4 adds
praposed new section 71A to the Act. Sub-
section (1) states—

... If. in the opinion of the Commis-
sion, the agreement or the award or
order would, or any provision of it
would, if in force——

(d} be contrary to or inconsistent
with any decision of the
Commission in Court Session,
whether made before or after
the date of commencement of
this section, expressed. suh-
ject to its terms, to be in-
tended for general applica-
tion; or

I am worried sbout the term “general
application”. The Minister gave no inter-
pretation of this term in his second read-
ing speech. He indicated that the Aus-
tralian Minister for Labor asked that the
guidelines of the Auwvstralian indexation
decision he observed. I thought the guide-
lines of the indexation decision dealt with
wages, but if this Bill becomes an Act of
Parliament it will mean that if the Com-
mission in Court Session at some time
before or after the proclamation of the
Act makes a decision and 2 uniocn or em-
plover approaches the commission to
register an agreement, then if the agree-
ment is contrary to the decision taken by
the Commission in Court Session it may
refuse to register it.

My understanding of “general applica-
tion” in industrial language is that it
means things that are agreed to by all
parties. At one time we used to have a
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general inquiry which had general appli-
cation to all workers in Western Australian
industries. I think this provision could
include matters such as leave, hours, and
other conditions of awards. Before the
Chamber agrees to this proposal, as no
doubt it will, the Minister should explain
what the term means and how it relates to
the guidelines of the wage indexation deci-
sion.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The
words “general application” have the
meaning defined in the Conecise Oxtord
Dictionary; “general” means ‘‘universal”
or “across the fleld”, and “application”
means just what it says.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: That means
the provision would have effect in respect
of any condition in an award or agreement
that is contrary to the decision of the
Industrial Commission.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: No. If
in the opinfon of the commission that
specific agreement or award has general
application across the State, the ecommis-
sion may refuse to file it.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: With respect,
I cannot see that it refers to any general
application across the State,

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I am not sur-
prised.

The Hon, D. W, COOLEY: Perhaps we
are not all as bright as Mr Lewis.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I am glad you
admit that.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: However, at
least we should have an appreclation of
something hefore we approve of {t, T again
refer the Committee to the wording of the
provision. It makes no reference at all
to awards. The Minister simply says it
will have general application to the whole
of Western Australla. I must say I find
that rather hard to follow.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr Cooley
js a speclalist in Industrial matfers. One
would expect that he would be able to
stand up and explain this to us In detall
The provision appears to me to mean pre-
cisely what it says. I think the meaning
is crystal clear, and I can see no point in
explaining it.

If Mr Cooley has specific experience as
a result of which he thinks we may get
into difficulty through the use of the
wrong verbiage, I wish he would explain
the matter to us. To my mind the pro-
vislon has no hidden meanings or traps.

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: I thought
the purpose of Commlittee debate was to
Inform members in respect of matters
before them so that they may vote Intelll-
gently. In my second reading speech I ex-
plained what I think the term means. I
am trylng to ascertain from the Minister
whether the commisslon can refuse to
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authorise the filng of an agreement if
that agreement is for the purpose of
amending, say, the long service leave or
annual leave provisions of an award, Is
it as wide as that?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I would
expect so. I would expect that if an
agreement is entered into which, to use
Senator MecClelland’s phrase, qualifies
as a sweetheart agreement and provides
conditions above and beyond those norm-
ally covered by the indexaticn provisions,
the commission may refuse to file the
agreement. If it is clear that in lieu of
a rise workers will receive a honus or
some other advantage, this should bhe
taken into consideration by the commis-
slon, When all is said and done there
is no condition applied to a worker which
canhot be transferred into monetary terms.
The proposed new section includes a
grandfather provislon In the words, “be
otherwise contrary to the public interest”,
which is at the same time g widening and
8 narowing of the section.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Did you say a
widening and a narrowing?

The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: In some
respects that would widen the provision,
and in some respects it might allow the
commission to be more generous. In his
inimitable style, Mr Dans has indicated
some doubt regarding the words I used.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I think you have
heen Insulated from reality for too long.

The Hon. G, C. MacKINNON: Let us
say that we have an extremely hot sum-
mer in which it is necessary to reach
special agreement in respect of the fire
brigade workers so that they are paid a
great deal more money to cope with a
dangerous situation in the public interest.
In that case 1t could be in the interest of
the public to go heyond indexation. I do
not think I can advance any further
explanation.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The com-
ments of the Minister have fortified my
belief and are in conformity with my in-
terpretation of the provision. I think the
Committee should be even more resolved
not to agree to this clause, because
throughout the debate in this Chamber
and the other place the Milnister in this
place and the Minister in the other place
have indicated that this proposition was
rut forward to the six States In respect
of wage Indexation. The Minister intro-
duced the question of annual leave and
long service leave. The Australian Gov-
ernment at no time suggested that, as is
exemplified in the Minister's speech.

In his speech the Minister said this Bill
emanates from a conference of State Pre-
miers with the Prime Minister held on the
20th June, 1975, when it was agreed that
the States would adhere to the principles
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lald down by the Commonwealth Coneci-
liation and Arbitration Commission in res-
pect of the implementation of wage in-
dexation. Members should bear in mind
the number of times the Minister has re-
ferred to that conference.

Nothing was laid down by the Indus-
trial Commission in respeet of annual or
long service leave or other matters that
have genersl application to the work force.

The Hon. A, A, Lewis: Or bonuses or
anything like that.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: They were
talking about wage indexation.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Can you explain
your theory of having indexation without
controlling those things as well?

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: You may
well be right; they may not take that into
consideration.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: Then why is
it in the Bill?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Because it
could be done by way of bonuses,

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: That does not
come within the principles laid down, The
Minister said the Bill emanated from a
conferenice of Premiers with the Prime
Minister when it was agreed that the
States would adhere to the principles laid
down by the Commonwealth Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission. I think the
Committee should report progress in order
that we may consider the decislon of
the Commonwealth Commission in res-
pect of this matter,

If now we are to introduce such a pro-
vision into this legislation it will give the
Industrial Commission power {o refuse any
agreements which Invoive annual leave,
sick leave, and long service leave.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You are
drawing a long how.

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: I am not
drawing a long bow, Why does the word-
ing in the Bill refer to general application?
That has nothing to do with wage index
guidelines. If this Bill is passed it wiil
further encourage people to enter into
agreements outside the Industrial Com-
mission. How do we overcome that situa-
tion? How do we control that situation
in accordance with the guidelines? There
should be a better way to control what is
laid down in this legislation. Surely it
would not be beyond the power of the
Committee to report progress in order that
we may have a look at the message re-
ceived from the Australian Minister for
Labor and Immigration to see what the
other States are doing.

The Hon. A. A. Lew!s: You are so quick
to say that we are slow about doing any-
thing for the worker, and yet the Fed-
eral Government asked you about this
twice before.

The Heon. D, W, COOLEY: 1 never ac-
cused the honourable member of being
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slow about trying to break down the con-
ditions of workers. However, if there is
any question that is adverse to farmers the
honourable member and his colleagues
squeal like stuck pigs.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (the Hon.
R. J. L. Williams): I would ask the hon-
ourable member to please address his re-
marks to the Chair.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I
Deputy Chairman.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Squeal like stuck
pigs!

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not think
it would bhe asking too much if the Com-
mittee were to report progress at this stage
so that we can clear up this position and
see what is happening in the Common-
wealth sphere and in other States. At the
moment we just do not know what we are
doing. We have the Australian Minister
for Labor and Immigration saying that
what we are doing is wrong and he has
made an official request by telephone for
us to postpone this legislation, Why not
wait to hear his official viewpoint which
will probably be here tomorrow?

The Hon. W, R. Withers: Was that of-
ficial message conveyed by telephone?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I think the
Minister indicated that the Federal Min-
ister had suegesied that a letter would be
following indieating the attitude of the
Australian Government. Therefore I sug-
gest that we report progress at this time
so that we can review the aftitude of the
Australisn Minister for Labor and Im-
migration when he communicates with the
State Minister for Labour and Industry.
I remind the members of the Commitiee
that the principal argument put forward
by the Government for submitting the
legislation to this Parliament is that the
Australlan Government made a request at
a conference of all State Ministers to have
this legislation introduced.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: At a conference
of Ministers for Labour, and alsp con-
firmed two days ago. How much do you
want?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The position
has changed since that conference, and
this has been confirmed by the message
that was received today. What is wrong
with the Committee reporting progress?
Surely members of the Government are not
so hell-bent on knocking the workers that
they cannct wait for another weelk before
we agree to pass this legislation, The
Minister would not only be showing some
courtesy to the Opposition, but also to the
whole Committee if he now reported pro-
gress.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I think
the request made by the Federal Govern-
ment was answered by a very useful and
apt interjection made, I think. by Mr
Lewls. Two requests, together with a tele-
phonic communication two days ago have
been made. By the way I must admit that

am, Mr
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the stand taken by the Federal Govern-
ment makes me feel like a Hindu. It is
a great shame that none of us is an Aus-
tralian any more. Appsarently if one is to
be an Australian one has to live In Can-
berra for half a week. According to the
Constitution it is the Federal Government
or the Commonwealth Government.

In an endeavour to assist Mr Cooley,
and In trylng to accede to his request, I
find that there is no definition of “general
application” and therefore one has to refer
to the Ozxford Dictionary. The only use
of the word is under “industrial matters”
which means all matiers affected or re-
solved. That definition appears, as I said,
in the Ozrford Dictionary. ‘There 1s an-
other definition which reads, “under estab-
lished custom, or in use, elther generally,
or in the particular locality affected.”

So I would say that my original state-
ment was correct and the Bill’'s general
application is strictly in accordance with
the definition in the Oxford Dictionary.
That is the only help I can give to Mr
Cooley and I think we should let the
matter go through as being crystal clear.

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: 1 have now
had the advantage of reading this message
that has been received. It does say that
the Minister has decided not {0 proceed
with the proposal to amend the Act.

The Hon. G. C. MacKlnnon: You said
that the Minister said that, but that is
a message from a third person.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The point
I am making is that we have this advice
now.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: There is no
notification from the Minister.

The Hen. D. W. COOLEY: I think Mr
Withers sald that nothing was said about
an official eommunication.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: I did not say
that.

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: In this mes-
sage the following appears—

I have advised Mr Cooley of the
Minister’s attitude in this matter and
you will of course receive formal and
proper notification of this note.

What iIs wrong with waiting for this note
seeing that we have placed great reliance
all through this debate on the Minister’s
second reading speech and what the Aus-
tralian Government's attitude is on the
matter? If the debate on the Bill was
postponed for another week nobody will
rush in and enter into some outrageous
agreement.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis; If the Australian
Minister is so keen he could have tele-
phoned the Minister in this State. 1Is
that beyond the bounds of possibility?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: 1 did say that
I Initiated action this morning with the
special adviser to the Australian Minister
for the purpose of trying to get this in-
formation to the Minister for Labour and
Industry.
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The Hon. A. A. Lewis: You arranged
with the Federal Government to send that
message back to us and now you are ask-
Ing ws to postpone the Bill virtually at
your convenience,

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: The Aust-
ralian Minister has indicated to us that
he does not want us to proceed with this
legislation. The only point I would like
to make is that on the strength of this
advice being received no possible harm
would be done if the debate on this Bill
were postponed to ascertaln the attitude of
the Federal Government.

The Hon. W. R. WITHERS: I have ls-
tened to Mr Cooley at great length tonight.
Possibly T may be able to shorten this
debate for the benefit of Mr Cooley and
other members. If he cares to look at
tomorrow morning’s issue of the newspaper
I think he will find a byline on the front
page which says, “Switch on sweetheart
deals”. This may expiain the situation.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: There seems {o
be a falr degree of confusion on clause 4,
the operative clause in this Bill. That
confusion seems to be in the minds of
people in regard to what was intended in
the Australian Minister’s advice to the
Btate Labour Ministers on the 20th June.
Let me make it clear to the Committee
that the Minijster for Labor and Immigra-
tion had the right to appeal to a full
bench of the commission against the cer-
tification of an agreement for the making
of an award, including a consent agree-
ment. We can see the inconsistency in
the legislation that is before us now.

The message that was received today
through the medium of the speclal adviser
to the Federal Minister agaln spells that
out. I want to emphasise this. The Fed-
eral Minister and the other State Min-
isters are trying to avoid entering inlo
agreements which will not be regisiered,
but the message received today indicates
that the Federal Minister has decided not
to proceed with the proposals at the
moment. They were the proposals agreed
to on the 20th June. The message that was
received today contains the following—

The Minister has declded not to
proceed with the proposals to attempt
to amend the Act so as to glve him
the right of appeal to a Full Bench
of the Commission agalnst the certi-
fication of an agreement for the mak-
ing of an award including a consent
award, by a single Member of the
Commission of or the Flight Crew
Officers Industry Tribunal.

That is the kernel of the matter. They
were the proposals that were agreed to
on the 20th June, but those proposals have
now been abandoned. The propeosal that
was put to the State Minister was thai
where o single commissioner registered a
sweetheart agreement, it permitied the
Minister, through his State department—
or the Australian Government Ministor—
to intervene in that agreement if it went

[COUNCIL.]

beyond the general application of wage
indexation.

However, what have we here? We have a
Bill that §s not worth the paper it Is
written on, and 1f it is agreed to it will
give rise {0 a number of mconsistencles. i
would therefore ask the Minister handling
the Bill to msake some inquiries before we
agree to this legislation. If he does so he
will find that a great deal of pressure
was brought to bear by employer organlsa-
tions who have a full knowledge of what
goes on. This is horne out in the seeccnd
paragraph of the message that has been
received,

Experience in the market place—

How many times have I heard Mr Mac-
Kinnon use that term? To continue—

—has established that partles fail to
present such awards for certification
if they believe they will not be so
approved. Secondly, where such a law
is honoured, more in the breach than
the acceptance, it brings the entire
system into disrepute.

That is the real situation. Senator James
McClelland was a very fledgling Minister.
Organisations said to him, “We will go
along with you, but ¢clip your wings a little.
You are going too fast toco qulckly, and
in too straight & line.”

In the Bill is a provision which will in-
flame the sitvation. Paragraph (e) of pro-
posed new section T1A (1) reads—

be otherwise contrary to the public
interest.

Mr MazcKinnon has been too long In this
Parliament and too long a Minister, both
in this Government and in previous Gov-
ernments, to try to put it across me that
this can be a narrow situation or a wide
situation. The question of the public inter-
ast, particularly in the industrial field, has
possibly caused more arguments and more
disputes than any other single term, phrase,
or provition. Learned judges of the Com-
monwealth commission vary greafly in
their interpretations.

Paragraph (d) of the same proposed
new section reads—
be contrary to or inconsistent with
any—
That is the operative word. To continue—
—decision of the Commission—

It is qualified. To continue—
—in Court Session, whether made he-
fore or after the date of commence-
ment of this sectlon . . .

Tt even goes a little further and ls some-
thing like the fuel and energy Bill, It is
retrospective legislation because of the
provision I have just read. That means
that if an agreement were registered, say,
last week, and the judge gets toothache
tomorrow and shuffles through his file—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Cut it out.
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The Hon. D. K. DANS: It was always
possible to tell when a certain judge of the
Australian commission had toothache be-
cause he used to record his displeasure.
Judges are subject to the same kind of
pressures we all face. Once this legislation
is passed, if a judege thinks that an agree-
ment registered previously does not fit In
with his ideas of indexation, he can recall
that consent agreement back into court to
amend it. Does it mean that?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: No.

The Hon. D, K. DANS: What does it
mean? I have just read the provislon and
it says nothing about indexation. The
Minister was quite honest in saying that
the provision could refer to leave or other
things.

I suppose Mr Cooley would agree that we
cowld get as good a rally on this provision
as we did for the fuel Bill. However, that
would not be the way to go about things.
The only course for the trade union move-
ment to follow is to disregard the pro-
vision.

One of the tragedies of this kind of
legislation is that the number of unions
registered with the Western Australian
Industrial Commission is decreasing day by
day. More and more unions are applying
for Federal cover, so it will not be long
hefore the number of unions registered in
this State will be minimal. This is obvious
by the appointment of a new Common-
wealth eommissioner who will be resident
in this State. If the Government wants
that situation, which is obvious when it
submits this kind of legislation, we can
expedite it by indicating to the unions in
Australla what the situation is in Western
Australia.

To my way of thinking this legislation
is simply not good enough. In the first
place it bears no resemblance to the sub-
ject matter discussed on the 20th June and,
secondly, it bears no resemblance to the
message recelved by the Minister which
seems to suggest that at some time official
confirmation will come. It is a complete
departure from those principles we all
value.

It does not mean a thing to this Gov-
ernment that the Commonwealth has
decided not to proceed with the legislation.
It does not mean g thing to the Govern-
ment that this is a completely different
document, It is the brainchild of this
Government, and, to use the “in” word, it
is reprehensible legislation designed to
further shackle the trade union movement
of this State. It goes without saying that
the trade union movement will not be
shackled.

At least no Federal Liberal Government
has ever attempted such legislation. Pre-
vious FPFederal Liberal Governments have
had more sense and understanding.

The only way to fight fire is with fire
and if it is not possible to obtain one's
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just desserts through one’s elected repre-
sentatives in Parliament, the only course
open to one is to go outside Parliament.
That has been occurring with increasingly
monotonous regularity for some time.
Obviously those involved will disregard
this legislation, because that is what it
deserves. It is a snide attack on the well-
established industrial conditions in this
State. It includes a provision which was
first presented in the fuel Bill, It back-
dates a provision,

It refers to anything which has occurred
before or after the legislation. That could
involve something which occurred two
years previously. The Minister should re-
consider this Bill. If he does not want to
amend the whole Bill he should at least
study the retrospective clause because if he
does not do so he will be looking for
trouble. He has here the perfect docu-
ment to wreck wage indexation. It will
achieve the opposite result to the one
envisaged.

I cannot go along with the suggestion
that this legislation has been introduced
in all innocence, It is the brainchild of a
conniving person and I do not think that
the Minister here or the Minister in
another place realises the implications in
the Bill. It would be better for the Min-
};sl,lt.er ttla report progress and to reconsider

e Bill.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I have heard
some fairly weak arguments in my time,
but Mr Dans has just fopped the hill.

The Hon, D. K, Dans: You prove me
WIong—

The Hon., A. A, LEWIS:; I intend to do
just that.

The Heon. D. K.
and rational dehate.

The Hon. A. A, LEWIS: I intend to do
just that, if I can get & word in edgeways.
I do not think that Mr Dans has read
subsection (2) of proposed new section
T1A. Mr Dans spoke a lot about toothache
and a fledgling Minister. Was that
Minister still a fledgling two days ago when
he still agreed to the legislation? Appar-
ently there has been considerable pressure
from militant people to get this fledgling
of some months now to change his mind.
One would have thought that by now he
would have lost his down, settled inte his
job, and made some decisions so that he
would not have to change his mind within
two days.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
R. J. L. Williams): Order!
A. A. Lewis.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Thank you, Mr
Deputy Chairman. All the talk about the
backdating of provisions, and so on. is
peculiar when we consider the retrospective
provisions which are applied to salaries
and so on in union awards.

Dans: —by reasoned

(the Hon.
The Hon.
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I consider that proposed new subsection
(2) does a very good job and covers all the
arguments raised by Mr Dans. I will not
go any further.

He was dead right when he said that
Federal Liberal Governments did not
attempt this sort of legislation. No
Federal Liberal Government ever acted in
the way the present Federal Labor Govern-
ment is acting. This Bill has been passed
in another place, was agreed to by the
Commonwealth over the phone, and two
days later the Federal Minister sent a mes-
sage to the Minister the last paragraph of
which reads—

As a matter of courtesy the Minister
was anxious to deliver this to you prior
to the debate of your Bill this evening.

In view of all the fuss in Canberra about
the lower House being so important, and
all the talk about the Senate at the
moment, one would have thought that that
courtesy would be extended to the Minister
before the legislation was introduced in
another place.

In my view the Opposition has presented
no argument which the Government has
to answer,

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I listened
with great interest to Mr Dans’ argument,
but something kept running through my
mind which seemed totally to destroy
what he sald. Senator James McClelland
asked the States to legislate this way
because—and I paraphrase his words—
there was authority in the Federal Act for
the PFederal commissioner—

The Hon. D. K. Dans: That is right.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: —to take
this action in the public interest against
any sweetheart agreement, but such power
did not exist in the States.

The Hon. D. K. Dans:
correct either.

‘The Hon. D. W, Cooley: That is not true.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is
a public statement by Senator James
McClelland.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: He should have
done his homework again.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is
one of the reasons he asked for it. It was
in the public interest.

The Hon. D, K, DANS: I listened with
interest to the opening remarks of Mr
Lewis but I very soon lost interest. It is
now apparent he is without one of his
faculties-——not sight nor voice, but certainly
the faculty of hearing. I have told him
time and time ggain that cant, bluster,
and sophistry are no substitute for ration-
ale and reasoned dehate.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I thought
he was quiet and reasonable.

That is not

[COUNCIL.]

The Hon. D, K. DANS: I will repeat,
the Federal Minister did all the things
which the Minister said he did. He asked
the State Ministers to go away and put
into operation the right to appeal to a
Full Bench. He went further than “sweet-
heart" agreements. There are various
methods of getting around the “sweet-
heart” agreements.

Subsequently, after further consultation,
Senator James McClelland found that the
proposal was not going to work and he
desisted from proceeding. There is no-
thing wrong with that, and he has stated
that fact in the message received today.

My point is different, No-one can con-
vince me that the proposition put before
the State Ministers for Labour on the 20th
June, has any shred of similarity with
what Senator James McClelland sald.

This is oppressive legislation., It has
been designed either by a very vindictive
person in the State Department of Labour
and Industry, or by an incompetent person.
It will do nothing for industrial relations,
and it will do nothing in the field of in-
dexation. It will only bring into disrepute
the actions of this Government and will
lead to the proliferation of agreements
which will not be registered.

Surely members in this Chamber with
any experience are aware that a whole
host of agreements are unregistered. I am
even able to say that the Federal Govern-
ment was tardy in supplying the right
kind of information, and that it is not
proceeding with its Bill. However, the
Bill now before us in no way resembles
what was proposed on the 20th June, 1975,
and in no way resembles the information
in the message which has been placed on
record today.

The Minister has taken no notice of
what the Federal Government has said.
This legislation is designed fo inflame the
trade union movement. It goes further
and makes the provisions of the Bill re-
trospective. It uses the term '‘general ap-
plication” and brings in the guestion of
public interest.

Surely, this is only an amendment of
the present Act and it will sirengthen the
hand of the industrial commissioner, who-
ever he may be. If the Government was
following the sugpgestions put forward on
the 20th June there would be some validity
in the presentation of the Bill.

I ask the Minister handling the Bill to
point out to me the similarity between
what was proposed on the 20th June and
what was contained in the message.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: I have al-
ready done that, to my satisfaction.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: The Minister
may have explained the similarity to his
own satisfaction, He does mnot have to
satisfy me; he has to satisfy the many
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people in this State. They will not be
satisfied easily. It seems strange to me
that this is the only State which has pro-
ceeded along these lines. The other States
have not even proceeded along the lines
of what was proposed on the 20th June
and one can only reach the conclusion
that this State Government is interested
in causing industrial disputation. Any Gov-
ernment which has a vested interest in
disputation, {in the present economic clim-
ate, should be looked at carefully. For the
first time in a number of years industrial
conditions have improved. Under the pro-
visions of the Bill before us the Industrial
Commission will be able to go back a
couptl';,- of years and look at consent agree-
ments.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: It will not
do that at all. We will be able to go
back and examine the rulings of the In-
dustrial Commission.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: There is refer-
ence to decisions of the commission before
or after the date of commencement of
proposed new section 71A, There are ways
of dealing with a matter such as this, and
they are not contained in the Bill, Para-
graph (d) of proposed new section T1A
reads—

(d) be contrary to or inconsistent with
any decision of the Commission
in Court Session, whether made
before or after the date of com-
mencement of this section, ex-
pressed, subject to its terms, to
be intended for general applica-
tion; or

That goes beyond indexation., It seems
to me that the Government has no inten-
tion of allowing common sense to prevail.

I think we would be better served if
progress were reported so that the Minister
could bring forward an opinion from the
Crown Law Department as to the meaning
of the words contained in the clause. I
suppose at the very best we are all gues-
sing. I have recollections of having been
told, while discussing various Bills, the
opinion of Crown Law officers. However,
since a particular plece of legislation has
come into operation it has been completely
different in its application from what was
explained to us, Once an Act comes into
operation it is beyond our control, The
onus is now on the Government. This
measure will be regarded only as a piece of
paper. The Government considers it has
struck another blow at the Federal Gov-
ernment.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Perhaps we
have not made any impression on the
Minister or the members opposite in res-
pect of the policy of the Australian Gov-
ernment. Members opposite have made
great play on what was purported to have
been agreed upon with the States.

If by some misdeed, or through bad
Iuck, we had a Liberal-Country Party
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Government controlling the Treasury
benches at the national level, let us look
at the industrial policy it would be imple-
menting,

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (the Hon.
R. J. L. Williams): Order! The honour-
able member should be discussing clause
4 of the Bill.

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: I am trying
to Impress the Committee that the con-
tents of the clause will run contrary to
the Liberal-Couniry Party Federal policy.
I have a document and I think that if I
quote frcm it I will provide grounds for
the Committee to report progress in this
matter in order to check the situation with
its Federal organisation. The document
to which I am referring is titled, “Em-
ployment and Industrigl Relations Policy”.
It is put out by the Liberal Party and the
National Country Party, and authorised
by Mr Tony Eggleton, Federal Secre-
tariat, ILiberal Party of Australla in Can-
berra, A.C.T. The policy set out in the
publication is relevant to the contents of
this Bill.

Under itern VIII appears—

Industrial agreements freely entered
into and awards should be observed
by all involved. The law must sup-
port that observance,

Surely that is saying that the law must
supocrt the observance of Industrial agree-
ments entered into between two parties.
The State Branch of the Liberal Party—
this Government—is at complete variance
with that policy. To continue quoting—

The emphasis is upon discussion
between the parties, with or without
the aid of a conciliator. Our purpose
is to strengthen the process of free
and proper negotiation.

Surely if Senator James MeClelland has
been at fault in changing his policy this
Government is at fault in bringing for-
ward legislation In the light of its Federal
policy. To continue quoting—

The Concillatlon and Arbitration
Act will be revised to strengthen Dis-
pute Sei{tling Procedures to see that
there 1s a greater obligation to talk,
negotiate and conciliate.

The provisions of the Bill now before us
will take away the right of people to
talk, negotiate, and conciliate,

The Hon. D. K. Dans: They only say
that before an election, not after.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Surely to
goodness, if Senator James McClelland is
at fault there has also been some change
of ground on the part of the Liberal Party
and the National Country Party in respect
of their attitude. I think we should not
proceed until the situation is properly
cleared,
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{ASSEMBLY.)

Clause put and a division taken with
the followlng result—

Ayes—14
Hon. C. R Abhey Hon. G. E. Masters
Hon. N, Baxter Hon. M. McAleer
Hon. G. W Berry Hon. N. McNelll
Hon. Clive Griffiths Hon, 1. G. Pratt
Hon. T. Knlght. Hon. J. C. Tozer
Hon, A, A. Lewl!s Hon. D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. G. C. MacKlnnon Hon. W. R, Withers

{ Tetler)

Noes—7
Hon. R. F, Claughton Hon. B. T. Leeson
Hon. D. W. Cooley Hon., R. Thompson
Hon. S. J. Dellar Hon. D. Dans
Hon. Lyla Elllott (Teller),

Palrs
Ayes Noes

Hon. V. J, Ferry Hon, Grace Vaughan
Hon. J. Heltman Hen. R. H. €. Stubha

Clause thus passed.

Title

put and passed.
Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Hotse adjourned at 11.19 pm.

TLegislative Assembly

Wednesday, the 29th October, 1975

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

QUESTIONS (20):

Mr

ON NOTICE

HOUSING
Koongamiq
SKIDMORE, to the Minister for

Housing:

(1)

2

3

(4}

Mr
1)
@

How many homes in the Koon-
gamia area are allotted to the
armed services for their person-
nel?

How many of these homes are
unoccupied and what is the length
of time that they have been so
vacant?

In view of the acute shortage of
homes for rental, would he make
an approach to the authorities
concerned with a view to their
releasing homes that are surplus
to their requirements and thus al-
low housing of other than ser-
vice personhel in these homes?
Would he supply the addresses
and sizes of all homes allotted to
the services in the Koongamia
area?

P, V. JONES replied:
Ninety-three houses.

The management of these houses
is not under the control of the
commission, and this information
is not known to the commission.

(3) Where the commission’s atten-

(4}

tion is drawn to units vacant
under this scheme, the commis-
sion notifies the appropriate
Commonwealth authority. From
time to time, where units under
this scheme become surplus to
the service requirements, they
are returned to the commission
control.

This information will be directed
to the Member by mail at first
oppoertunity.

WESTERN TITANIUM
PROJECT

Leeman! Water and Electricity

Mr
1)

(2)

)
(4)

Sir
(1)

3
(4)

Supplies
CRANE, to the Premier:

Is it the intention of this Gov-
ernment to provide water and
electricity within the ILeeman
townsite to the Western Titanium
developments only and to exclude
established residents and faci-
lities from these services?

If not, will he advise when hoth
mining and private interests may
be serviced respectively?

Is he aware of the good commu-
nity spirit existing at Leeman?
Does he appreciate that any pref-
erential treatment to one section
of the town will impede the suc-
cessful and desirable integration
of the two communities?

CHARLES COURT replied:

and (2) Initially, services will be
provided to an area being devel-
oped for the Waestern Titanium
workforce as only company funds
are being used for the purpose.
The services will be extended
progressively $o the balance of
the town as a part of the ser=
vice department’s normal pro-
gramme for such works,

Yes,

The establishment of the com-
pany workforce in Leeman will
permit the provislon of services
to the existing residents well in
advance of that which would
have otherwise been possible.

LAND TAX

Receiving Agency. Fremantle
Mr FLETCHER, to the Treasurer:

(§8)

(2)

Sir

(L
(2)

Is a provision made for the pay-
ment of land tax to any office or
agent in the City of Fremantle?
If not, will such an arrangement
be made for the convenience of
people of that general area and
for the purpose of saving in post-
age to and from the department?

CHARLES COURT replied:
No.
The matter will be investigated.



