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

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY: STAFF

Appointments: Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER: I desire to announce the ap-
pointment of certain new staff members conse-
quent upon a restructuring of the staff of the
Legislative Assembly.

The new appointments are--

Sergeant-at-Arms-Mr Barry Calderbank

Assistant Clerk of Papers-Mr John
Mandy

Secretary/Stenographer-Miss Jennifer
Martin.

The other officers affected by the restructuring
are Mr David Green, who has become second
Clerk Assistant, and Miss Cynthia Pick who is
now Parliamentary Officer (Administration) and
who continues to be my private secretary.

WASTE DISPOSAL

Sanitary Land Fill: Petition

MR CRANE (Moore) [2.18 P.m.): I have a
petition addressed to the Honourable Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia. It reads-

The Honourable the Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled. We the undersigned petition the
State Government to legislate to prohibit any
new sanitary land fill sites within ten
kilometers of the West Australian coastline.

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

The petition bears 783 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 124.)

PORNOGRAPHY AND VIOLENCE
Video Films: Petitions

MRt THOMPSON (Kalamunda) [2.19 p.m.]: I
have a petition addressed to the Honourable
Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parliament of Western Australia. It reads-

The Honourable the Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled

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

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

The petition bears 355 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 125.)
Further petitions on the same subject were

presented by the following members-
Mr Davies (573 signatures); Mr Burkett

(282); Mr Batemnan (81); Mr Tonkin (41);
Mr Coyne (78); Mr Pearce (704); Mr
Trethowan (206); Mrs Watkins (163); Mr
Read (461); Mr Evans (108); Mr Terry
Burke (2 136); Mr Hassell (716).

The Speaker directed that the petitions be brought
to the Table of the House.

(See petitions Nos. 126 to 128, 130 to 136,
138 and 139.)

FISHERIES
Southern Blue tin: Petition

MR WAIT (Albany) [2.23 pm.]: I present a
petition which is couched in the following terms-

We, the undersigned citizens of the south
coast of Western Australia, urge the Western
Australian Minister for Fisheries, Hon. H. D.
Evans, MLA to do all in his power to have the
Federal Minister for Primary Industry, halt
any action on the Industries Assistance Com-
mission recommendations that WA's bluefin
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tuna quota be cut from 4 000 to 1 000 ton nes
per annum, until a South Coast Tuna
Fisheries Study Group, or a Parliamentary
Select Committee is established to investigate
and report to the Federal Government on the
effects these cuts will have on the Western
Australian Fishing industry.

We make this plea as concerned citizens
who recognise the disastrous effects the quota
reductions will have on the fishing industry
and our region with so many tuna fishermen
being forced out of business.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter your earnest
consideration and your Petitioners in duty
bound will ever pray.

The petition contains 1 784 signatures and I cer-
tify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 129.)

RAILWAYS
Museum: Petition

MR P. J. SMITH (Bunbury) [2.25 p.m.]: I
present a petition in the following terms-

The Speaker and the Honourable Members
of the Legislative Assembly.

The humble petition of we, the
undersigned, being residents of Western
Australia, request that the State Government
provide a suitable site in the Bunbury area,
close to the Central Businebs District, to
house a Transport Museum and rolling stock
of the Leschenault Railway Preservation So-
ciety.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound,
forever pray.

The petition contains 174 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 137.)

VALUATION OF LAND AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2) 1984

fintroduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice, by
Mr Carr (Minister for Local Government), and
read a first time.

Second Rea ding
MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Local

Government) [2.29 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

As a result of the drafting of amendments
proposed to the Local Government Act in respect
of rating, it has been found necessary to make a
consequential amendment to the Valuation of
Land Act.

The major changes proposed to the rating pro-
visions of the Local Government Act include the
introduction of a new type of concessional scheme
in certain circumstances where residential proper-
ties are valued at 5 per cent of their site value
under gross rental valuations. This will require the
Valuer General to provide councils with appropri-
ate concessional valuations for the affected
properties.

It is, therefore, proposed that section 30 be
amended to give the Valuer General the power to
provide these concessional values where they have
been requested by councils.

In addition it has been found that section 30
contains an incorrect reference to section 533 of
the Local Government Act and this has been
corrected. The Valuer General has indicated his
support for the amendments in this Bill.

1 commend the Bill to the House.
MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville)

[2.30 p.m.]: At the request of the Government the
Opposition is prepared to debate this Bill forth-
with. A copy of the Bill and the second reading
speech had been supplied to us in advance and the
Bill is consequential upon legislation that has been
considered already by the House--the Local
Government Amendment Bill. It results from
amendments to that Act within the Bill dealing
with changes to the rating system, changes which
the Opposition supports. In principle the Oppo-
sition supports the Bill before the House.

I take the opportunity to point out that those
provisions of the Local Government Amendment
Bill which deal with rating were not able to be
discussed in any detail whatsoever in this House
during the Committee stage because of the intro-
duction of the time management programme. I
said at the time of the second reading speech that
these sections were extremely complicated and I
had the opportunity of placing on the Notice
Paper two amendments-one of which was con-
sidered-to the rating part of the Bill.

However, the Opposition would have liked to
question the Minister and sought informative
answers on many other clauses within the section
of the Bill dealing with rate changes. In principle
we supported those sections. The fact that this Bill

8586



[Tuesday, 29 May 19841 88

had to be brought into the House and that it is
being dealt with with considerable speed indicates
that perhaps insufficient preparation and thought
went into some areas of the very complex portion
of the legislation dealing with changes to the
rating system. This Bill should have been brought
in at the same time as the original Bill as it is a
consequential Bill and, in fact, undoubtedly could
have been considered at the same time.

I understand that in another place amendments
will be sought to the sections of the Local Govern-
ment Amendment Bill dealing with the rating
changes and this again illustrates that insufficient
time and preparation were given to what is a very
complex change to legislation.

The Opposition supports this legislation because
it is consequential upon the amendments to the
Local Government legislation passed by this
House, amendments which related to changes to
the rating system. In particular this measure con-
tains a very valuable change for those councils on
GRV valuations for residential properties. The
Local Government Amendment Bill allowed those
councils to seek a market valuation for residential
properties as opposed to a set five per vent of the
unimproved value of the properties. In order for
that to take place it is obvious that the Valuer
General must be empowered to make those market
valuations of the properties. I understand that this
Bill has been introduced to amend the Valuation
of Land Act to give the Valuer General that
power. it is certainly my impression that a number
of local authorities, particularly in the metropoli-
tan area, will find the provision for market valu-
ations potentially very useful in equalising the rate
burden in the residential sections of their com-
munities.

It frequently happens, when legislation is being
reviewed, that an incorrect reference is found in
the legislation. The other provision of the Bill is to
count such as reference. It is purely a machinery
matter and we also support that clause.

The Opposition regrets the necessity for this Bill
to be introduced and put through this House with
such haste. We are prepared to co-operate with
the Government because we acknowledge the need
for this legislation in order to implement the
rating provisions of the Local Government
Amendment Bill which we supported.

The Opposition supports the legislation.
MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Local

Government) [2.35 p.m.J: I thank the Opposition
for its support for the Bill and the member for
East Melville for his co-operation in dealing with
it so readily.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Carr

(Minister for Local Government), and transmitted
to the Council.

PORNOGRAPHY AND VIOLENCE
Video Films: Urgency Motion

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harmnan): Members, I
wish to announce that I have received from the
member for Kalamunda a letter which reads as
follows-

Dear Mr Speaker
I am writing in accordance with Standing

Order 48 to advise that when the House sits
today it is my desire to move, in accordance
with Standing Order 47 "that the House do
now adjourn" for the purpose of debating a
matter of urgency.

The matter which I propose to raise relates
to the lack of action by the Government to
prevent the flow of pornographic video ma-
terial in this State.

Although the Premier has said that legis-
lation is to be presented to the Parliament to
outlaw the distribution of this material, none
has and at the same time power which the
Government has at its disposal is not being
taken.

Yours sincerely
I D THOMPSON MLA

Member for Kalamunda
Is this motion supported?

Seven members having risen in their places,
The SPEAKER: In accordance with the Stand-

ing Order, I propose to allow this motion to pro-
ceed on the bases that, due to arrangements which
were made behind the Chair, it will last for one
hour and that there will be three speakers of 10
minutes each, three from my left side and three
from my right side.

Points of Order
Mr BRYCE: On a point of order with a heavy

emphasis on courtesy, I indicate that there has
been a tendency for these debates in recent times
to proceed with a copy of the proposition being put
to the Chamber, and I ask that we on this side of
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the House be supplied with copies of the motion
that is to be put to the Chamber.

The SPEAKER: Standing Orders provide only
that the actual motion which is going to be moved
is required to he made known to the Speaker.

Mr Bryce: When we get under way, can we
have a copy?

The SPEAKER: I hope so.
Mr THOMPSON: There is no requirement.

The motion to be moved is "That the House do
now adjourn". The purpose of the motion is to
enable a matter of public importance to be raised,
and I will raise the matter when 1 get the oppor-
tunity to speak to the motion.

Mr Tonkin: The agreement was that we should
get a copy two hours beforehand.

Mr Hassell: You were informed about the mo-
tion.

The SPEAKER: Will someone move "That the
House do now adjourn"?

Debate (on urgency motion) Resumed
MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) 12.43 p.m.]:

Imove-
That the House do now adjourn.

I thought the letter would have been pretty well
self-explanatory. It said the motion was "That the
House do now adjourn", in accordance with the
Standing Orders, for the purpose of raising a mat-
ter of urgency. My letter then went on to outline
the matter of urgency. I do not intend to fore-
shadow any other motion.

Mr Bryce: That is not the customary procedure.
Mr THOMPSON: It might not be, but that is

the precise way it should be done. If the member
wants to waste a bit of my time, I will point out
that this motion is modelled ort one the present
Premier moved previously.

Mr Bryce: It is a simple matter of courtesy. It is
not an attempt to destroy your time. Go for your
life and do as much damage as you can.

Mr THOMPSON: I thought the letter was
pretty well self-explanatory as to its intention.

For months, people in the community obviously
have been genuinely concerned about the situation
which has developed. People have made contact in
one form or another with members of Parliament,
and one of those forms has been to request mem-
bhers to present petitions to the Parliament to high-
light a matter which they see as being of great
concern.

It is a sad fact that most of the members of this
House will not really understand what I am rais-
ing in the House today, because they will not have

taken the trouble to view some of the material that
is currently available on videotape. I must admit
that prior to I I o'clock today, I had not done so. I
had taken the descriptions and the words of people
who had come to me concerned about the matter;
1 had not troubled to look at it until today when I
forced myself-and I must use the word
"fored-to watch this film which is on
videotape. The name of the film is I Spit on your
Grave. I went into the Leader of the Opposition's
suite with the intention of watching this film with
my lunch on my knees. My lunch went uneaten.

I say quite seriously that the best thing we could
do would be for you, Mr Speaker, to leave the
Chair for half an hour and for all members of this
House to have a look at that film. I am sure that if
the members were to look at it, they would come
to appreciate why so many people in this com-
munity are concerned about the material available
in the blossoming video industry in this State.

Mr Jlamieson: Is it sexually objectionable?
Mr THOMPSON: The objecton as far as 1 am

concerned combines two things; namely, violence
and sex.

M r la mieson: Viol ence is more offe nsive.
Mr THOMPSON: It is an horrific film. I

suggest that not only the members of this House,
but also every parent in this State should look at
this Film and appreciate what filthy and unpalat-
able material is available in this society.

Mr Davies: IRow did you come by it'?
Mr THOMPSON: I went into a video shop and

hired it.
Mr MacKinnon: Was it on the shelf?
Mr THOMPSON: It was in the open section of

the video shop. It is an "R"-rated movie. A sign
indicated the "X"-rated stuff was behind a thin
curtain. However, this one was not separate.

Mr Parker: Material which is "R"-ra ted for
films is also supposed to be in a separate section of
the shop. What is the film called again?

Mr THOMPSON: It is called I Spit on your
Grave. I went to two shops, neither of which had
the film because it was out on hire. I had to go to a
third shop in Northbridge to get it.

The Film is here and 1 suggest seriously that
you, Mr Speaker, should leave the Chair for half
an hour to enable members to view the film. I
make that request very seriously.

The SPEAKER: I decline.
Mr THOMPSON: I am sorry the Speaker has

done that because members of this House will be
considering this matter, not knowing what they
are talking about. I say quite seriously that it
should be viewed by people so they understand it.
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Certainly parents should view it so they have some
idea of the sort of material which is corrupting the
morals of people in this State.

This all came about as a result of action taken
by the Commonwealth, supported by the States, to
bring about uniform censorship laws in Australia.
Indeed at a meeting held in July of last year,
Gareth Evans, the Attorney General of the Com-
monwealth, and his counterparts from the other
States agreed that the Commonwealth would ac-
cept responsibility for censorship laws.

In October 1983, a Bill was brought to this
House by the Minister for Planning and Adminis-
trative Services in this State to change the In-
decent Publications and Articles Act. That action
followed the agreement that was reached with the
Commonwealth, that the Commonwealth would
provide uniform cover for the whole of Australia.

Members of the House and the people of this
State were tricked into believing that the changes
made to the legislation or which were in the pro-
cess of being made would ensure that the sort of
material to which I have referred would not be
available in the community.

Mr Davies: Are you saying that, had the
changes not been made, the film would not have
been available?

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, that is my advice. In-
deed, prosecutions were carried out with respect of
films such as that until the time the law changed.
Since the law was changed, only one prosecution
has taken place in this State. The police are
powerless to act, and they are extremely con-
cerned.

The flow of this material commenced very
vigorously in January of this year, immediately
following the proclamation of the legislation that
passed through this House, even though for a
month-that is, between t January and I
February-no legal authority existed to enable
this material to be available, because the Com-
monwealth regulations were not promulgated until
I February. So in this State, this material was
available when no legal authority existed for it to
be available. This Government was remiss in
allowing that material to be available before I
February.

Because the Premier knows that so many people
in the community are concerned, he has been say-
ing that he himself is concerned. In a letter he sent
to the Australian Family Association and dated 27
January this year, he said, "I share your concern
over the effects of horror and pornographic videos
on children and on the community in general". He
went further than that, and on 16 April, in an
article in the local Press, he was reported as saying

that there was to be a crackdown on this sort of
material. But two days before the Premier said
there would be a crackdown, his Minister for Ad-
ministrative Services (the Hon. Des Dans) caused
to be released 46 video tapes of this type. One
might have appreciated this if the Minister had no
authority to prevent the distribution of the mat-
erial, but, in fact, and according to his own words,
the Minister had the power to prevent the release
of the material. We had the Premier saying that
there would be a crackdown, while, at the same
time, his Minister was releasing this material and
was saying, "I have the power to do something
about this".

The Minister for Administrative Services wrote
a letter dated 3 May, and part of it reads as
follows-

While the Commonwealth Film Censor
undertakes the classification of films on be-
half of the State, the State Minister respon-
sible for censorship retains the right to moni-
tor the situation and may take action to verify
classifications where appropriate.

So the Minister admitted he had some authority in
the matter, while, at the same time, the Premier
said that there would be a crackdown, but neither
took any action.

This matter is so serious that I believe Parlia-
ment ought not to be prorogued until we consider
legislation to effectively crack down on this sort of
material. I do niot have the time left to make a
number of other important points, but I urge the
Government to do something effective, and to do it
very quickly.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [2.54 p.m.]: I have from the Attorney
General's Department in Canberra copies of docu-
ments dated February 1984. One of those docu-
ments is headed "New Commonwealth Censorship
Procedures for Publications", and includes the fol-
lowing statement-

Barriers to the importation of hard-core
pornography have been lifted.

So it is no accident that this material is flooding
the market. By a deliberate act of the Western
Australian Government and the Government in
Canberra, and according to the official documen-
tation, barriers to the importation of hard-core
pornography have been lifted.

That statement is preceded by another which
reads-

Following agreement in July 1983 by Min-
isters with responsibility for censorship to a
new uniform censorship classification scheme
for publications and films, and the introduc-
tion of appropriate Commonwealth legis-
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lation, new censorship procedures will come
into operation from I February 1984.

When the former Minister announced that there
was to be a uniform system introduced during the
course of last year as a result of agreement at a
ministerial conference, 1, as spokesman for the
Opposition, said that we agreed it was desirable to
have a system for the classification of publications
and videos, because for some years we had had a
system of classification for written material only,
not videos.

I made the point then, and I made it again in
Parliament when the legislation came before the
House-and I think that was in December-that
our support of the new system was based on the
fact that rules relating to pornography would not
be liberalised in the way they have now been. It
was never our expectation that what has now
happened would occur; and the Government never
advised the Parliament or the public that what has
happened would occur.

Mr Davies: What did you expect would occur?
Mr HASSELL: We expected that there would

be a new system of classification based on the
existing system for written material, that the new
system would apply to videos, and that the same
rules would continue to apply.

Clearly what has happened is that, by agree-
ment with the States-or perhaps without the
agreement of the States-the Commonwealth has
opened the floodgates and, as a result of the intro-
duction of' the new classification system, effective
control has gone out the window. That is the es-
sential problem in the community.

The sort of material about which the member
for Kalamunda spoke is freely available not only
in Western Australia, but also in other parts of
Australia. I have information about the Australian
Capital Territory where, under the legislation now
in force there, Kathy, the 14-year-old daughter of
the ACT parliamentary representative, Bev Cain,
was able, without difficulty, to obtain "X"- and
"R"-rated videos from four Canberra outlets.

Mr Davies: Whose fault is that?
Mr HASSELL: That is under legislation simi-

lar to that which is in force in Western Australia.
Mr Parker: Western Australia's legislation

specifically relates to underage people obtaining
material, which is not the case in the ACT, I
understand.

Mr HASSELL: I understand it is.

Mr Parker: Only yesterday a person was found
guilty and fined a substantial amount for hiring
out that sort of material.

Mr HASSELL: Let us not get carried away
with the fact that one person has been found
guilty.

The fact is that at the beginning of the sitting
today, a flood of petitions was received from
people throughout the community and that indi-
cates what is going on. Those petitions came from
both sides of the House.

We offered to co-operate with the Government
in bringing forward whatever legislation was
necessary and to deal with it today so that this
problem can be controlled. We made that offer
publicly, and I very much regret that the Govern-
ment has not taken it up. Because of that, we have
brought on this urgency motion to discuss this
matter of public importance.

I know it is a publication of very doubtful auth-
ority, but I refer the Minister to WA. Govern-
ment Notes, No. I of 14 May.

Mr Davies: We are glad you are an avid reader.
Mr Thompson: Wasn't that the publication that

was never going to be?
Mr HASSELL: Yes, like the tax and charges

increases that were never to be.
Item 11I in that publication states-

State legislation presently under consider-
ation will allow the government to maintain
its own advisory committee, which will have
authority to reject films, videos or publi-
cations-or to change their classifi-
cations-irrespective of whether they con-
form to the Commonwealth guidelines.

Let us look at the dates involved. The publication
date was 14 May. I imagine the material, as a
practical proposition, was written somewhat be-
fore 14 May. It is now 29 May; the Government
has had all that time in which to complete the
legislation and bring it forward.

Mr Pearce: Two weeks!
Mr HASSELL: The Government has brought

forward plenty of legislation in less time than that
when it considered that legislation to have a high
priority. The fact is that the Government does not
consider this matter to be of high priority.

If one reads what is contained in the documents
from the Attorney General's Department in
Canberra, the new standards for classification of
printed materials, No. I of February 1984, and
the material that is freely available in category
one as they call it-I do not want to read it out-

Mr Parker: Those are Commonwealth
categories.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, and they are being applied
here.

Mr Parker: No, they are not.
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Mr HASSELL: The Minister must explain why
we are being flooded with this material and why
there is no effective enforcement under such rules
as we have. There is no way he can avoid the
charge that a problem exists here with this ma-
terial. The fact is that the Government does not
have the will to do something about it. It has had
plenty of time to bring forward whatever legis-
lation was necessary, and we offered to assist to
put the legislation through the House today. We
would have been prepared to sit longer so that it
could be done.

Mr Davies: Where is your Bill?
Mr HASSELL: What is the reason for the

Government's lack of action on this matter? Why
is it not following its own undertaking to do some-
thing about it? The issue has been around for
months; people have been concerned for months.
Public meetings have been held and dozens of
petitions containing thousands of names have been
presented to the Parliament. This matter is an
issue of concern in the community, and it is one on
which the Government should have been prepared
to pull out all stops and do something. It has not
been prepared to do that or to give it the necessary
priority to get the legislation drafted. It is of no
use the Minister for the Arts asking where our Bill
is.

Mr Davies: You have done nothing but criticise.
Mr H-ASSELL: The Minister knows how lim-

ited are the facilities available to the Opposition.
Mr Davies: An Opposition parliamentary

draftsman is available at all times.
Mr Parker interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Minerals and

Energy must have another stint in Opposition to
find out how they have increased. He will get that
opportunity when the Government faces the
people again.

This is a serious matter of public importance
and we have raised it because the Government has
not responded by giving the appropriate priority to
a real issue in the community.

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville)
[3.05 p.mn.]: The matter before us is of public con-
cern because of the growing prevalence of video
recorders in the community. It is estimated that
over the next 10 years almost every household in
Australia will have a video recorder in the same
way as most now have a television set. It is
probably the fastest growing sector of the enter-
tainment industry. It is also true that an absol-
utely dramatic growth has occurred in the number
of outlets hiring prerecorded videotapes to servtce
that entertainment industry.

Another aspect of video recorders is that they
are very simple to operate once they are installed
and set up. Children of four or five are quite
capable of showing these prerecorded films. All
one has to do is put a cassette into the machine, it
clicks into place, and one then presses the play
button. If one presses the wrong button, in most
cases the machines will not operate because they
are governed by logic circuits.

As is the case with material appearing on the
television screen, a child can then sit back and
watch the film presented to him.

Mr Parker: If the parents allow the child access
to the tape.

Mr Pearce: Is this designed to show the Oppo-
sition is on top of the new technology?

Mr TRETHOWAN: It underlines for the Min-
ister for Education how this particular change in
technology affects children, and how they can
utilise it. That is precisely the point I am coming
to and it is a point which the Government does not
understand; people in the community, however,
understand it very clearly indeed.

Mr Parker: It is the parents' responsibility.
Mr TRETHOWAN: Children have access to

prerecorded video cassettes and can play them for
themselves, and it has the same impact on them as
watching television. It is a very forceful teaching
medium as the Minister for Education must ac-
kniowledge. It has been shown to be most effective
in communicating a message in the school environ-
ment. It communicates extremely powerfully the
nature of the material presented on the screen
before the child, and that is what concerns the
community because the prevalence of prerecorded
v ideotapes means that children have ready access
to them. Not all parents may be as careful about
the material lying around their houses as we are in
relation to what our children can see. Children do
not stay in their own homes, they go to friends'
homes and associate with older children who may
have access to this type of material. The more
prevalent recorders become in the home, the more
prevalent pornographic material becomes and the
more likely it is that children will have access to it,
perhaps unbeknown to their parents. Their parents
may forbid them to watch it but the children may
have an opportunity to seexit when they are with
friends.

As with other matters, children face peer group
pressure, and that pressure is high. They say,
"This is the scariest film out on video at present,
let us watch it. If you do not, you are chicken".
For the younger child it is not a problem of porno-
graphic sex but rather one of pornographic viol-
enice. That has been shown by psychological
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testing to give a rise in adrenalin, children get
hooked on adrenalin and that is why they keep
seeking higher and higher thrill levels from this
sort of material. Psychological testing has also
indicated that the more often children of a young
age group watch this material the more
desensitised they become to acts of violence com-
mitted around them in real life.

It is a powerful teaching medium and children
from nine to 13 are watching video horror in con-
siderable numbers. It is part of the peer group
culture in that age group and many parents are
concerned about it. As children get older the em-
phasis in the material they are watching changes
from horror and violence to sex and violence. Most
parents are concerned about the great impact of
video recorders in feeding information into the
minds of young people watching them.

Psychological evidence clearly indicates that
continuous, and sometimes occasional viewing of

"-classification films has a distinct
dchumanising effect on children and is destructive
to emotional relationships. Clear evidence is avail-
able to show that continuous watching and in-
volvement with violence desensitises children to
social attitudes that are set against violence, atti-
tudes which normally bring about revulsion and
condemnation. Also, in the categories allowed
under the Commonwealth classification, not only
is deviant sex and violence and sex with violence
allowed, but also allowed is the viewing of films
which incite the taking of hard drugs. These are
things that parents in our community find most
horrific. Parents can only control what is brought
into the home. They cannot control viewing at
every place their children visit, and they cannot
control what the parents of friends of their chil-
dren make available to children to watch on video
recorders. The children have only to wait for one
of the group's parents to be out of their home to be
able to watch these sorts of Ailms.

That is what legislation should be about, and
that is why there is so much concern on the part of
parents about the increasing prevalence of this
type of material. They know that it will become
increasingly available to children under the age of
l8 years. The effect of that will be detrimental to
a large number of young people. It will have its
effect in our society when the children affected
reach an older age group. This may well be ex-
tremely detrimental to those affected by it and it is
because of this possibility that so many people are
ready to sign a petition imploring this Parliament
to take action to prohibit the availability of this
kind of material-the kind of material that has
been outlined by me in a number of petitions that
have been presented to this House.

The Government appears to have no practical
commitment to prevent this type of material from
becoming widely distributed within our society. It
is on that basis that we see a great need for ur-
gency-a need for action to be taken. The Govern-
ment should be condemned for not taking action
and it should be condemned for not listening care-
fully to the large number of people in our corn-
munity who have implored it to take action. The
Government should be condemned because, in the
long run, it is not seeking to protect the children of
our community.

It is important to realise that one of the prin-
ciples involved in the United Nations' Declaration
of the Rights of the Child-Principle No. 2-
reads as follows-

That the child shall enjoy special protec-
tion and shall be given opportunities and fa-
cilities by law and by other means to enable
him to develop physically, mentally, morally,
spiritually, and socially in a healthy and nor-
mal manner, and in conditions of freedom
and dignity in the enactment of laws for this
purpose the best interests of the child shall be
the paramount consideration.

Is that not a principle which this House should
follow and which this Government should follow?
Should not the Government take the interests of
the children of our community to heart and stem
the increasing flood and availability of hard-core
pornographic material dealing with sex, deviant
sex, sex and violence, extreme violence, and the
taking of hard drugs?

These are things that concern parents, and ac-
tion to wipe them out should be taken now.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) (3-15 p.m.]: As Minister
representing the Minister for Administrative Ser-
vices in this House, it is my task to reply to the
points raised by the Opposition in this urgency
motion. I want to make a few preliminary points
because, as members will recall, for some of the
time during which legislation was being prepared,
I was the Minister responsible and I am familiar
with it. It has only been since late December that I
have not been in that portfolio and it is since then
that the actual legislation came into effect.

Before we introduced the legislation last year, it
was not as though there were some great restric-
tions on the sale of video material. The truth of the
matter is that there were no restrictions whatso-
ever, particularly in relation to sex and violence on
videotapes. The very limited restriction concerned
the general law of obscenity and what was con-
sidered to be obscene. If the police, in the normal
exercise of their duties, considered something to
be obscene under a section of the Criminal Code.
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they could take action in that regard. It has
always been the view that violence and extreme
violence, unless accompanied by sexual activity,
was not regarded as obscene.

Personally, I regard these sorts of violent activi-
tics as being more obscene than the ordinary sex-
ual activity. However, that is the way the law
defined obscenity, and as a result vast quantities of
material could not be the basis of prosecutions.
Prosecutions were laid, not as a result of the
system of classification which enabled reta ilers
and others to know exactly where they stood with
regard to the law, but rather on the whim of the
view of a police officer, and ultimately a court,
about what was and was not obscene.

The member for Kalamunda said that over the
past two years there has been a blossoming of this
type or video material, but the truth of the matter
is that there has been a blossoming of all types of
video material. Early last year, before the meeting
in July to which reference was made, it was made
clear to me that the sort of material in May, June,
and July, represented something in the order of 70
per cent of the average turnover of most suburban
video shops. There is absolutely no control whatso-
ever over material. It was accessible to children; it
could be bought or hired and the owner of the
shop could do whatever he liked with it. It could
be put on the shelf next to other video material, no
matter how lurid the pictures or what the titles
were, and some of these titles were very lurid. It
was available for anyone to obtain and there was
no restriction. That is what prevailed when the
Opposition was in Government.

I admit that the video industry as a whole has
burgeoned a great deal since the Opposition was in
Government. However, when the Opposition was
in Government, the law was such that this porno-
graphic video material was freely available and,
except for the occasional prosecution because the
police happened to decide that certain material
was obscene-a term which did not include violent
material-there was no restriction on it at all. As
far as the Commonwealth was concerned, there
was a restriction on the importation of certain
types of material, but because of the nature of
video material and the ease of reproduction it was
almost impossible to do anything about it.

The Minister for Administrative Services told
me he was present when a trial two per cent
sample raid was conducted recently in Sydney.
Spot checks were carried out on passengers
coming through the Sydney Airport terminal. The
amount of illegal video material discovered in this
way was enormous.

As soon as one videotape enters Australia,
hundreds of thousands of other tapes can be

produced from it. Of course, that is what was
happening. The State and Commonwealth Minis-
ters agreed unanimously there needed to be a
system whereby the same provision that has ap-
plied so successfully to film censorship since the
war should also apply to videos and that is: There
should be in effect a delegation of State power,
which is basically at the retail or exhibition level,
to the Commonwealth. This would add to the
Commonwealth's power which is basically at the
importation level. A number of the States, includ-
ing Queensland and Western Australia-I was
Minister at the time-made it clear that while
they believed it was the most sensible way of ap-
proaching this matter-the same approach
used under the Censorship of Films Act-we also
wanted to retain, as we have in the Censorship of
Films Act, the right to intervene in respect of a
classification that might be made from time to
time by the Commonwealth film censor.

I remind members that the person who is mak-
ing the Commonwealth classification of these
films is not the State Minister, but the Chief Film
Censor. As with "R"-rated films for general exhi-
bition in cinemas, we would want to have the
right, notwithstanding their classification, to
change that Classification Or to ban their sale or
viewing in Western Australia if we thought it
necessary.

The legislation I introduced last year, and which
is now law, provides exactly for that situation.

The Leader of the Opposition made great play
of a list from the Commonwealth which
enumerated the types of things which would be
given specific classifications. 1 am not familiar
with the list so I will not go through it in detail.
We have always made it clear that any material
associated either with extreme violence, violence
with sex, sado-masochism, or something of that
sort, would be banned in Western Australia. That
was one of the guidelines. If any of that material
was granted any sort of classification, it would be
banned. In the case of "R"-certificated videos
which can be shown in cinemas, there is no differ-
enice between what is happening now and what
happened 10 years ago. In the case of "X"-classi-
fled videos, if any material was allowed through,
material which included pornography-and the
Commonwealth Government said it would ban
pornography-necrophilia and all those things-

A Government member: Polanski's Macbeth?
Mr PARKER: I am told that is a film version of

Macbeth which has violence in it. This sort of
thing is different.

In October last year the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and I found that 90 per cent
of the Films we were shown would be banned on
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that basis alone. I see the member for Kalamunda
waving his pet video.

Mr Thompson: There was to be a clampdown on
sex and violence.

Mr PARKER: I did not say that. There are a
lot of 'M"-rated Films which contain sex and viol-
ence. If that is the case in the video the member
has referred to, that should be reviewed. That sort
of film has an "R"-certificate, and has been avail-
able without any argument. This may be a new
film. If that is an "R"-classification film, it can be
seen in the general cinemas; that has been the
position for a long time.

We have the right now under the Censorship of
Films Act and under the Indecent Publications
and Articles Act to decide whether these things
should be seen in WA.

That was the whole idea of the indecent publi-
cations advisory committee which was set up orig-
inally during the term of the Tonkin Government,
and which has been extremely successful as a ref-
erence point.

If a video has been given an "R"or an ""
classification by the Commonwealth and we
believe it should not have such a classification, it
should not be sold in Western Australia. Such a
video should be referred to that committee for an
assessment, in the same way that the Leader of the
Opposition, when he was the responsible Minister,
referred books. The committee gives advice to the
Minister of the day so that he can decide whether
a video should be restricted. If what the member
for Kalamunda says about that video is true-and
I have no reason to disbelieve him-it should be
referred to the committee which can restrict its
sale. We have all the powers necessary to do that
under the existing legislation.

Mr Thompson: You have one minute left. What
will the Government do about the things the
Premier has been talking about?

Mr PARKER: Violence, sexual violence, sado-
masochism, and that sort of thing are banned, so
far as the State is concerned. We have made that
clear. The committee does not simply sit down and
accept such a video, and nor does the Minister.
When the Opposition was in Government, a
child's video could be displayed alongside one of
these "X"-rated films in a video shop. "X" ma-
terial now is not evident; it is put behind a curtain.
The person displaying the video referred to should
be prosecuted.

If I am given his name I will ensure action is
taken because the "Ri-certificated material
should be separated from the rest of the video
cassettes. There is no more of this type of material
than before, but we have restricted its sale so it is

not available to children, and we have all the
powers we need in the existing legislation to do
that. Cabinet is considering to what degree that
legislation should be used to ensure that the type
of material to which I have referred is banned. If
that video falls into that category, it should be
banned.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister of Edu-
cation) [3.25 p.m.]: It is not reasonable for the
Opposition to suggest that the Government is not
concerned about pornography in our society; it is
very concerned. It is fair to say that the Govern-
ment's concern has been reflected in the Govern-
ment's actions. This is where one might raise a
question or two about the Opposition's perform-
ance.

In the 15 months of the Government's life in
this State the strictest legislation ever has been
introduced to control pornography on videotapes
in Australia.

Mr Thompson: That is not true. In South
Australia and Queensland it would be impossible
to get hold of stuff like this.

Mr Parker: That is not true. Queensland is
planning legislation based on ours.

Mr PEARCE: I do not want to raise questions
about the Opposition's sincerity. If it is saying,
"The Government may have introduced this legis-
lation, it may be the toughest in Australia, but it is
still not working as effectively as it might be", that
is one thing.

Mr Thompson: You have an argument with
your Premier, because he said the Government
would crack down on this stuff and you are saying
this is satisfactory.

Mr Brian Burke: What I said was that things
like necrophilia would not be permitted when this
Government was in office.

Mr PEARCE; That is exactly the area of the
Government's concern. The Government has
already legislated. It is no good the member for
KalamundA attempting to misquote me. The
Government is very concerned about this area.
The best the Opposition can say today is that the
Government's legislation-which I might say it
supported in both Houses-is still not working as
effectively as it might. That is exactly the area to
which the Government is now directing its atten-
tion.

I have here a publication-dated 14 May-in
which the Government indicates it intends to take
further action to stiffen up this legislation to make
sure it works more effectively. The Leader of the
Opposition says two weeks later this has not been
done. It is hardly reasonable to expect new or
supplementary legislation two weeks after an an-
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nouncement of that sort. If Opposition members
were to be honest in this matter they would say
that the Government, in its 15 months in office,
has legislated in a way in which the Opposition
never did when it was in Government. When the
Opposition was in Government, let me tell mem-
bers what it did. In the Legislative Council it
rejected a Bill introduced by the Hon. Lyla Elliott,
a Bill which would have had the effect of making a
criminal offence the exploitation of children in
Western Australia in the making of these porno-
graphic movies. That is how concerned the present
Opposition was about the pornographic exploi-
tation of children. At that time there was no legis-
lation in respect of videotapes or pornography, but
the Government stifled an attempt by a Labor
MLC to introduce legislation which would have
dealt with the exploitation of children in making
pornographic movies. In fact there was an inhi-
bition on actions attempted by the then Labor
Opposition.

In the 15 months since the Government has
been in power, we have introduced the toughest
legislation in Australia. Shops which sell or lease
videotapes can be prosecuted if they do not restri ct
material which may be offensive to the general
public. The operators of videotape libraries might
be prosecuted if they provide unsatisfactory "X"
or "R"-certificated material to minors. Only yes-
terday a proprietor was convicted-

Mr Thompson: One!
Mr PEARCE: Yes; one in one day.
Mr Thompson: Until last year there were

hundreds.
Mr PEARCE: About whom is the Opposition

complaining then, when the Parliament has
enacted the law that the Government put to it?
Who then is responsible for the enforcement of
that law? The answer is that the police are respon-
sible for the enforcement of that law.

Mr Thompson: But the legislation does not give
them the support they need.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, it does.
Mr Thompson: Then explain to me why the flow

of prosecutions stopped the day that your legis-
lation became law.

Mr Burkett: A prosecution was brought down
yesterday.

Mr Thompson: That was an exception to the
rule.

Mr PEARCE: That proves there is no difficulty
in launching prosecutions and obtaining convic-
tions.

Mr Thompson: The guy was probably a mug
and pleaded guilty!

Mr PEARCE: It is all very well for the Leader
of the Opposition to come in here and talk about
the 14-year-old child of a person in the ACT going
to these centres and getting "X"-rated movies. If
that happened in Western Australia, under West-
ern Australian law all that would be required is a
complaint to the police and, under that law
enacted by this Parliament, at the instigation of
this Government, the person would be convicted.

Mr Thompson: Complaints are being made
regularly and the Australian Family Association
has been told by the police that it does not have
the legislative support to do anything about it.

Mr Parker: That is simply not true. I used to sit
at my desk-the Leader of the Opposition would
probably have done the same thing-and for hours
on end I would sign the complaint forms the Min-
ister is required to sign to authorise prosecutions.
These were actions which the police initiated. The
forms were typed up and sent to the Minister's
office to be signed so that action could be
instigated.

Mr Thompson: The flow of prosecutions
stopped the day your legislation became law.

Mr PEARCE: The Government has acted in a
way in which the Opposition never acted when it
was in Government; but, nevertheless, the Govern-
ment is not satisfied with the level of action that
has taken place already, and it acknowledges the
need for further action. However, the difficulty is
that, unless one is really going to move in and put
controls on all the population, we must find some
way to strengthen what is already the strongest
legislation in Australia.

Mr Mensaros: Why is it we did not have the
same number of complaints 10 years ago that we
have now, and members even from the Govern-
ment benches are submitting petitions, something
which did not occur previously?

Mr PEARCE: Of course our members are sub-
mitting petitions, because our members are con-
cerned about the situation.

Mr Coyne: The Premier isn't.
Mr PEARCE: The Premier is more concerned

than anyone else. That was a very untrue com-
ment (or the member to make.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: This shows something about the

credibility of the Opposition, because members
like the member for East Melville, have disap-
peared; that is an indication of how strong is his
concern about this matter. It has been said that,
looking at the influence on little children, tele-
vision is the strongest teaching medium that we
have. However, that is simply not true. A tremen-
dous amount of evidence is available to show that
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television or videotapes as teaching tools do not
have such a strong influence as supposed. That is
not to say that sexual violence or other forms of
violence depicted on television or videotapes do not
have a derogatory effect on younger or, indeed,
older minds. However, the kind of hyperbole the
Opposition has found it necessary to build into this
discussion today speaks volumes of its intention to
push this as a political issue-

Mr Thompson: The thousand people who
attended the meeting recently are really going to
like your speech and that guy's speech, because
they indicate you are not going to do anything.

Mr PEARCE: That is not true. It will indicate
that we have acted already by enacting the legis-
lation under which prosecutions are being
undertaken successfully.

Mr Thompson: One prosecution, where there
were hundreds previously.

Mr PEARCE: There was no legislation under
which people could be prosecuted. In nine years of
Government by members opposite, there was not
one attempt to make any legislative effort to
stamp out anything with regard to videotapes that
could not be done under the normal laws relating
to obscenity, laws which had prevailed for a cen-
tury before; therefore, let us not have any more
nonsense about the flood of prosecutions which
has stopped as a result of this legislation.

Mr Hassell: Your legislation has put a stop to
the prosecutions under the law of obscenity.

Mr PEARCE: That is nonsense.
Mr Hassell: What are you going to do about the

problem? You are not going to do anything.
Mr Thompson: Nothing!
Mr Hassell: You can argue all you like: There is

a problem and you are doing nothing about it.
Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the Opposition

can say that; but, firstly, we have legislated and,
secondly, the effectiveness of that legislation is
currently under review by the Government. What
is the Opposition proposing to do? If it were
serious and sincere, instead of coming into the
Parliament today with a stunt, it would have come
in with its own legislation.

Mr Hassell: What nonsense! You know how
much of an opportunity we have had to draft legis-
lation.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition is quite pre-
pared-

Mr Hassell: Apart from anything else, it would
have required a message, which you well know.

Mr PEARCE: A message might well have been
forthcoming.

Mr Hassell: Come on! Don't tell untruths.

Mr PEARCE: Messages were never forth-
coming when the Opposition was in Government.
Times have changed now. The Government is very
concerned about this issue and, unlike the Oppo-
sition, it has been and is prepared to act and not
just talk.

Mr Clarko: This is the mob that brought in the
homosexual Bill!

MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) [3.36 p.m.]:
Unfortunately, the rules of this House make it a
requirement for me now to ask leave to withdraw
the motion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICIT'Y
Voltage: Min isterialI Sta tement(

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [3.37 p.m.]: I seek leave to
make a ministerial statement.

Leave granted.
The SPEAKER: The Opposition will have the

opportunity of reply.
Mr PARKER: In March 1983 the Government

announced that the State Energy Commission had
appointed Merz & McLellan & Partners to inves-
tigate and report upon the costs and benefits of
converting Western Australia's electricity supply
voltage from a nominal 250 volts to a nominal 240
volts. All other States in Australia have 240 volt
supply systems as do many overseas countries.

In Western Australia electrical energy is
delivered to more than 470 000 cus-
tomers-dwellings and small commercial and in-
dustrial premiss-at a nominal voltage of 250
volts.

The State Energy Commission and successive
Governments have long recognised that it was de-
sirable to have a distribution voltage standard
with the other Australian States and several
internal reviews have been carried out since the
mid 1950's. The results were used in the prep-
aration of the consultant's report.

Since the mid 1950's Western Australia has
been through a period of substantial growth and
the resources of the commission have been ex-
tended to keep pace with the additional demands
for energy from industrial, commercial, and dom-
estic customers.

However, over the last few years there has been
a slowing down in the rate of electricity demand
growth, making it possible to consider again the
voltage reduction question.

The study has addressed the effects on cus-
tomers, the commission, and industry, and con-
cludes that the noticeable effects of voltage stan-
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dardisation will be small. In preparing the report.
written views were solicited from customers, or-
ganisations, and manufacturers and there were
numerous discussions with interested parties. Let-
ters and questionnaires were sent out and the
interest in the subject was evidenced by the high
level of response. These opinions have helped con-
siderably in the preparation of the report.

In considering the nature and outcome of the
study, the following important aspects should be
recognised. New mains are being added continu-
ally to serve new areas and many existing net-
works are being extended as new customers re-
quire connection. The commission has a steady
programme of upgrading mains to ensure as far as
practicable that as loads are added the voltage
which each customer receives at any time of the
year at the point of connection is within the limit
250 volts ±6 per cent-265 to 235-which is the
operating tolerance limit to which the commission
ad' -.res.

The proposed introduction of the standard volt-
age of 240 volts ±6 per cent-a band of 224 to
266 volts approximately-will lower the general
level of the voltage of all of the commission's net-
works. The assessment of consequential system re-
inforcement and associated costs was one of the
major areas of the study.

One of the chief factors inhibiting a decision to
adopt 240 volts before now stems from the great
difficulty in estimating total community benefits
in dollar terms. The cost of system reinforcement
can be estimated with reasonable accuracy but
benefits cannot because they depend on customer
behaviour.

Voltage reduction would reduce the average
quantity of electricity consumed by customers and
hence cut energy commission revenue. Apart from
a small fuel saving, the commission's costs would
not drop. To achieve a balanced budget it would
be necessary to raise tariffs by a small amount to
enable revenue to equate with costs. While the
average customer's bill would be no higher as a
result of voltage reduction-that is, consumption
would fall, but electricity prices would rise slightly
to compensate-the thought of a consequential
tariff increase is repugnant, especially where
substantial community benefits. cannot be
quantified with precision..

The main community benefit would be
increased lamp life but at the expense of slightly
reduced brilliance from existing lights. There
could be a tendency for some customers to fit
larger wattage globes to restore previous illumi-
nation levels, but such an effect cannot be
predicted accurately. Larger wattage lamps would
consume more power and could counter to some

extent the "savings" occasioned by voltage re-
duction.

The consultants qualitatively identify other ben-
efits such as prolonged life for some electronic
equipment and standardisation of electrical
products manufactured locally, but these cannot
be quantified without much deeper and costly
study.

Total community benefits are assessed by the
consultants as approximately $1 million a year, or
roughly $2 a customer.

Because the balance between overall community
costs and benefits is marginally attractive and is
subject to considerable uncertainty, the Govern-
ment believes it is sensible and fair to seek general
public comment on the consultant's report before
taking a decision on whether or not to adopt 240
volts. A summary report will be available at the
Government Publication Sales, Perth office,
ground floor, Superannuation Building, 32 St.
George's Terrace, for $2. Anyone interested is
encouraged to buy a copy and, if they wish, to
submit their comments in writing to me. The full
report will also be available at the same outlet for
$10 a copy.

The report will be referred to the Government's
tariff inquiry committee and the energy advisory
council for its comments and recommendations.
Copies will be placed in the Parliamentary Li-
brary.

The closing date for submissions and comments
on the consultant's report is Friday, 20 July next.

From the energy commission 's viewpoint, the
voltage change would present no insuperable diffi-
culties, but would require accelerated capital ex-
penditure of about $13 million over two years for
system reinforcement and diverting scarce man-
power resources to such work. I am concerned that
normal work activities, such as new line construc-
tion and regular maintenance, would have to be
held in abeyance while commission crews are
swung into the many mains reinforcement jobs
that voltage reduction would trigger. For this
reason I have asked the commission to prepare a
detailed implementation schedule, perhaps involv-
ing progressive switching to 240 volts on a feeder-
by-feeder basis over a longer time-frame than the
minimum figure recommended by the consultants.
I want to be sure that the change can be made
without unreasonable disruption before making a
final recommendation to Cabinet concerning
whether or not to adopt 240 volts.

The consultants recommend in their report that
the commission adopt 240 volts and I am sure we
would all like to see a standard voltage in Western
Australia. However, in view of the modest com-
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munity benefits and the uncertain estimates
involved, I have decided to seek public comment
before deciding the matter.

I would like to thank all members of the public
who participated in the study. Their help has been
invaluable and is much appreciated.

I seek leave to table the report by Merz &
McLellan & Partners entitled Voltage Standardis-
ation Study-report No. ES4O, April 1984.

Lea ve g ra nted.
The report was tabled (see paper No. 78 7.)
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader

of the Opposition) [3.44 p.mi.]: The Opposition
welcomes the opportunity to make some comments
on the report and also the fact that the Govern-
ment has chosen to table it. The report indicates
basically what the Opposition has been saying for
many years and is an answer to the previous Op-
position's claims that something should be done
immediately about this conversion. It concludes
that the cost benefit of changing the voltage from
250 to 240 is at best, marginal.

Our policy, when in Government, was that if it
is proven that it is economical, justifiable, and
feasible for the change to be made, then that
should occur. The main issue is the cost involved;
we must make comparisons, and the report does
make some reference to costs.

I would like to comment firstly on some of the
aspects mentioned in the report. A number of ex-
planations are given about the supposed advan-
tages of conversion. Page 3 of the report states-

Long term benefits of voltage standardis-
ation would result from conformity of equip-
ment use with design ratings and hence re-
moval of any perceived disadvantages to West
Australian Industry and the community at
large.

Then, on page 14, the report comments, under
item 3(6). that manufacturers and traders in
Western Australia are strongly in favour of the
voltage change, but there is an indication that they
are experiencing problems of apparent high failure
rate of appliances, and excessive costs. It would
appear that the main difficulty, from the point of
view of the report, is its impact on industry and
the industrial scene.

The disadvantages indicated in the report are
the areas of concern for everyday consumers. The
report has some interesting comments in that area.
On page 9 it states-

A minor reduction in appliance perform-
ance levels may be observed in certain in-
stances, as discussed below, following voltage
standardisation.

The report goes on further to make reference to
the other areas which may be affected by the
voltage change. it also indicates some interesting
facts in relation to costs. On page I I it states-

Overall, no reduction in energy costs to the
community will be possible, because there
will be no reduction in the operating costs of
the Commission as a result of standardis-
ation. Thus, although consumption may be
reduced slightly, a corresponding upward ad-
justment of tariffs will be necessary to enable
the Commission, a non-profit organisation, to
achieve a balanced budget.

Despite all that, the report goes on to make a
recommendation that the commission prepare to
implement a programme to standardise the distri-
bution of voltage in Western Australia. The Oppo-
sition, like the community, would appreciate the
opportunity to study the report further before
making a final commitment as to whether we ac-
cept that recommendation. The Opposition would
like to put some initial points to the Minister in
relation to this report.

Firstly, we say that the time the Government is
giving to industry and the community to comment
on the report is inappropriate. It took 14 months
to compile the report, and as members can see, it
is a very thick and comprehensive one. If the com-
munity and business people are to make a proper
submission on the report, then eight weeks is
probably insufficient time.

Mr Parker: What time should it be?
Mr MacKINNON: I think that a further three

months would be reasonable.
Mr Parker: Consider it done. I extend the

period to 20 August.

Mr MacKINNON: We thank the Minister for
that commitment, because we believe it is import-
ant. I feel that many groups in the community will
wish to comment on the report. We hope they do
comment.

The second point 1 wish to make relates to the
domestic content of the report. I hope the Minister
will agree with me that in this area there is no
proper examination or explanation of the impli-
cations of this change as it relates to particular
appliances. The report touches briefly on some of
these points, but nowhere could I find any refer-
ence to television sets and the like. The report
indicates it is likely that there could be a signifi-
cant drop in the efficiency of heating appliances.
If that is the case, I ask that in the period of
examination the Government has set aside before
it proceeds with the conversion, it Puts out Clear
indications to the community about the inipli-
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cations of the conversion to householders and how
it will affect their appliances.

The Opposition believes that is a reasonable
request, and one that would help allay any fears
within t he community. It appears that the Minis-
ter's suggestion or request to the commission to
give him an idea how the conversion to 240 volts
could be achieved progessively is appropriate. To
make a sudden change and divert resources to
achieve that result would not be desirable.

The Minister has made a sensible decision to
ask the commission how the conversion can be
phased-in over a certain period and that appears to
be the best approach to take.

The Opposition welcomes the report; we are not
opposed to the concept of conversion providing it is
economically viable to do so.

The examination that should now take place by
the Minister and by the community is to deter-
mine who will pay and what the impact will be
upon the consumers. As I have indicated, I thank
the Minister for his agreement to extend the
period of time for public submissions by one
month, and I ask that in due course he publish a
detailed information sheet that will allay any con-
cerns the community may have as a result of such
a proposal.

BILLS (13): RETURNED
I . Rural Reconstruction and Rural Ad-

justment Schemes Amendment Hill
1984.

2. Soccer Football Pools Bill 1984.
3. Acts Amendment (Soccer Football Pools)

Bill 1984.
4. Public Meetings and Processions Bill

1984.
5. Museum Amendment Bill 1984.
6. Acts Amendment (Mining Tenements)

(Rating) Bill 1984.
7. Shipping and Pilotage Amendment Bill

1984.
8. Health Legislation Administration Bill

1984.
9.

t0.
IL.

Health Legislation Amendment Bill 1984.
Main Roads Amendment Bill 1984.
Iron Ore (Cleveland-Cliffs) Agreement

Amendment Bill 1984.
12. State Energy Commission Amendment

Bill 1984.
13. Totalisator Duty Amendment Bill 1984.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

BILLS (9): ASSENT
Messages from the Lieutenant-Governor and

Administrator received and read notifying assent
to the following Bills-

I . Supply Bill 1984.
2. Western Australian Water Resources

Council Amendment Bill 1984.
3. Eastern Goldfields Transport Board Bill

1984.
4. Reserves Bill and Reserves Amendment

Bill 1984.
5. Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill

1984.
6. Water Authority Bill 1984.
7. Podiatrists Registration Bill 1984.
8. Acts Amendment (Western Australian

Meat Industry Authority) Bill 1984.
9. Supreme Court Amendment Bill 1984.

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS AMENDMENT
DILL 1984

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council; and, on motion

by Mr Brian Burke (Premier), read a first time.

Second Reading
MRt BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier)

[3.58 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This is a Bill to provide for the making of regu-
lations to require legal practitioners to take out
and maintain professional indemnity insurance.

In the course of the election campaign the
Government made the following election commit-
met-

A State Labor Government will introduce
compulsory professional insurance for all
practising lawyers.

Regulations to be promulgated following the en-
actment of this Bill will have the effect of fulfilling
the Government's election commitment. The re-
quirement that legal practitioners have pro-
fessional indemnity insurance is widely accepted
both in the legal profession and the community.
The Law Society of Western Australia has argued
strongly for such a requirement for a number of
years. The present proposals have been developed
with its assistance and co-operation.

On l9 December 1980, the previous Govern-
ment added the following term of reference to the
committee of inquiry into the future organisation
of the legal profession-the Clarkson com-
mittee-

The desirability of requiring professional
indemnity insurance as a condition precedent
to the right to practise law, the manner in
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which such a requirement could be
implemented and the desirable attributes of
the scheme for professional indemnity in-
surance for the legal profession.

When the committee reported in 1983, it
recommended that in the interests of the com-
munity and the profession, there should be a statu-
tory requirement for every practitioner practising
for the public to have adequate professional in-
demnity insurance cover.

The committee recommended that the holding
of a certificate of insurance be a condition
precedent to the right to practise, and that there
be one insurance scheme to be administered by the
Law Society. This, subject to exemptions, would
cover all practitioners.

Although the Government accepts the broad
thrust of the committee's recommendations, the
Bill does not follow them in a number of respects
as to detail.

Clause 3 of the Bill provides for the introduction
of a new section into the Legal Practitioners
Act-that is, section 85. Under this section, regu-
lations may be made concerning indemnity against
loss arising from claims in respect of a prac-
titioner's civil liability.

The regulations may authorise or require the
Law Society to make arrangements with one or
more insurers for the provision to practitioners of
professional indemnity insurance and may require
practitioners, or any prescribed category of prac-
titioner, to take and maintain indemnity insurance
in accordance with those arrangements.

The regulations may specify the terms and con-
ditions on which the insurance is to be provided,
the amounts of insurance cover, and classes or
categories of practitioner to which different pro-
visions may apply.

It is proposed that the regulations will require
the Barristers' Board to refuse to issue an annual
practice certificate except where satisfied that a
practitioner holds a current certificate of in-
surance. Provision is made for exemptions.

The regulations provide for either a master
scheme of insurance negotiated by the Law So-
ciety or individual arrangements in approved
alternative forms.

The Law Society's experience in this field as a
result of long and detailed negotiations over a
number of years makes it an appropriate body to
conduct negotiations on behalf of practitioners.

It is hoped that regulations will come into oper-
ation by I July 1984 to coincide with the issue of
annual practice certificates. That will depend,
however, on the completion in time of negotiations
now in progress.

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

(Leader of the Opposition).

LEGAL AID COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BILL 1984

Receipt and First Reading
Bill 1 received from the Council; and, on motion

by Mr Brian Burke (Premier), read a first time.

Second Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [4.02

P.M.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This is a Bill to amend the Legal Aid Commission
Act.

In 1956, the United Nations conference on
maintenance obligations adopted the final Act and
convention on the recovery abroad of mainten-
ance.

T he purpose of the convention is to facilitate the
recovery of maintenance by enabling a claimant
who lives in a country which is a party to the
convention to institute recovery proceedings
against a respondent who lives in another country,
also party to the convention. To overcome diffi-
culties created by differences between the laws of
member countries, the convention provides for
claims to be processed under the law of the
country in which the respondent is found.

The convention provides that each member
country, upon ratification of the convention, shall
designate one or more bodies to act as
transmitting and receiving agencies. The functions
of the agencies are to transmit claims overseas on
behalf of applicants resident in the transmitting
country, and to prosecute claims for overseas resi-
dents.

To make a claim, a claimant applies to the
transmitting agency in his country for the recovery
of maintenance from the respondent. The
transmitting agency transmits the necessary docu-
mentation to the receiving agency in the respon-
dent's country which is then bound to take such
action, including proceedings, as is necessary to
recover the maintenance claimed.

The Commonwealth Government now wishes to
implement the convention in Australia and has
proposed that, for the purposes of the convention,
the Commonwealth will establish the transmitting
and receiving agency, to be known as the control-
ler of overseas maintenance claims. The controller
will be an officer of the Australian Public Service
and the Commonwealth has recently promulgated
regulations under the Family Law Act
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(Commonwealth) 1975 to provide for this appoint-
ment.

It is proposed that an agent of the controller be
appointed in each State and Territory to provide
assistance in the prosecuting and transmitting of
claims, and it has been agreed between the Com-
monwealth and the State that the appropriate
body in this State is the Legal Aid Commission.

In addition, the collector of maintenance of the
family court or Western Australia will undertake
enforcement action where orders are made against
persons residing in this State for the payment of
maintenance.

The Commonwealth will reimburse the com-
mission for all administrative and legal costs in
accordance with agreed financial arrangements.
Accordingly, it is proposed that the director of the
commission act for parties without the need for a
grant of aid.

The Commonwealth intends to bring the con-
vention into operation in Australia as soon as poss-
ible, and this Bill will allow the commission to act
as agent in the manner outlined.

It is proposed that a separate account be kept of
moneys received by the commission from the
Commonwealth for the purposes of the conven-
tion. This is achieved by clauses 3 to 5 of t he Bill.

Clause 6 of the Bill inserts a new part IXA into
the Act. This part will authorise the commission to
perform its new obligations.

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

(Leader or the Opposition).

CASINO CONTROL BILL 1984
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on moti .on
by Mr Parker (Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy), read a first time.

Declaration as Urgent
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-

erals and Energy) [4.05 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be considered an urgent Bill.

Question put and passed.
Mr PARKER: I move-

That following the completion and the
speech of the first member responding to the
introduction of the "Casino Control Bill" a
total of not more than three hours shall be
spent in considering the question for the sec-
ond reading of the Bill; not more than two
hours shall be spent in considering the Bill in
Committee, and not more than one hour shall
be spent in considering the remaining stages

up to and including the putting of the ques-
tion for the third reading of the Hill.

Question put and passed.

Second Reading
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-

erals and Energy) [4.06 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to give legislative effect
to the Government's decision made early in April
1984 that a casino should be established in the
metropolitan area of Perth.

The decision of the Government was made
having due regard to the report of the Government
casino advisory committee which was established
in March 1983. The committee submitted its re-
port to a Cabinet subcommittee in November
1983. The report has since been made public.

Although the advisory committee was divided in
its attitude towards the general question of the
establishment of casinos in this State, the Govern-
ment is firmly of the view that the arguments put
forward lJy the dissenting members of that com-
mittee v ere not strong enough to dissuade the
Governr ient from the decision it made.

Quitc apart from the revenue to be derived from
the casino operations, the type of complex
envisaged should become a tourist attraction of
world-class standard. In addition, it will provide a
much needed employment stimulus both directly
and indirectly. The ancillary benefits to
flow-benefits which could include convention fa-
cilities, golf courses, tennis courts, parks, and
gardens-will be available to the local community.

The Burswood Island area was chosen by the
Government as the site for a casino for a number
of reasons. The land is owned by the Government.
It therefore places the Government in a sound
bargaining position when dealing with potential
developers to generate public facilities associated
with a world-class hotel casino complex.

Although there will be a number of constraints
encountered in the development of a casino
complex on Burswood island, the fact remains
that it is a prime river site which is sadly
underutilised and in need of development. The
decision to select Burswood Island also took into
account the advisory committee's recommendation
which, when dealing with this aspect stated-

The most appropriate site is one which is at
present underutilised, in need of development
and is isolated from adjacent residential areas
but close enough for the local community to
benefit from the ancillary development. The
site should also be attractive in outlook, i.e.,
river, ocean or hills views and/or setting.
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When announcing the decision to select Burswood
Island as the site, the Government was very care-
ful to qualify such announcement by stating that
any proposal would be subject to satisfactory
transport, environmental, and planning require-
ments being met.

This will require extensive negotiations with the
Perth City Council and the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority in particular. Any final de-
cision to locate the casino complex in a defined
area within Burswood Island may also require par-
liamentary sanction.

The Bill now before the House will enable the
Government, through the responsible Minister, to
enter into negotiations with prospective developers
of a casino complex.

When the Government casino advisory com-
mittee invited expressions of interest in June 1983,
it received 19 proposals to build and/or operate a
casino in the metropolitan area of Perth. A further
13 submissions were received in respect of country
areas. Those persons and organisations expressing
an interest in building a casino in Western
Australia have since been invited to submit pro-
posals with Burswood Island as the site. These
proposals are to be with the Minister by 31 May
1984.

For this reason, it is essential to have this en-
abling Bill passed by the House in this session, so
that a minimum of time is lost in entering into
negotiations with developers.

Parliament will be afforded the right to deliber-
ate on the terms of any agreement reached be-
tween the Minister and the developer. Part Ill of
the Bill provides that a casino agreement will not
be enforceable by either party thereto unless and
until it has been ratified by an Act, and no action
or other proceedings may be brought in relation to
a casino agreement until it has been so ratified.

It is important at the outset, in relation to the
provisions or this Bill, to point out that although
the Government casino advisory committee was
divided on the general issue of casinos in this
State, it was unanimous on the legislative controls
which should exist over the operation of casinos.

The consensus view of the advisory committee, a
view with which the Government agrees, stems
mainly from the trouble-free operations of the
four casinos now in existence in Tasmania and the
Northern Territory. The Queensland Government
has passed similar legislation which provides for
the establishment of two casinos in that State.
South Australia has also passed legislation for the
operation of a casino in Adelaide.

The Bill before the House is modelled on the
Tasmanian, Northern Territory, and Queensland
legislation and is divided into five parts.

Part I includes the definition of terms used
throughout the Bill and provides that the Act shall
come into operation on a date to be proclaimed.
As mentioned earlier, it is intended to proclaim
the Act at an early date to enable the Minister to
enter into negotations with prospective developers.

Part 11 provides the machinery for the
administration of the Act by a casino control com-
mittee, comprising four members appointed by the
Governor. It is intended that the Chairman of the
TAB will be chairman of the committee, but the
other three members will not be members or
officers of the TAB or or the Lotteries Com-
mission. This assurance is given in response to
amendments made to the Bill in the Legislative
Council.

Provision is made for members to have deputies.
This is essential for continuity of expertise in ca-
sino operations and control.

The casino control committee will operate a sep-
arate banking account into which will be paid
casino tax and licensing fees. After payment of all
expenditure in relation to the administration of the
Act, the committee will be required to pay the
surplus into the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

The committee is empowered to employ a chief
casino officer and such casino inspectors and other
officers as are necessary. The appointment of in-
spectors will enable the committee to exert the
same stringent controls over casino operations as
those which currently exist in Tasmania and the
Northern Territory.

The committee is required to prepare annual
estimates of revenue and expenditure and account-
ing methods as the Treasurer may require.

The committee is subject to the scrutiny of the
Auditor General and is required to submit an
annual report of its operations and proceedings to
the Minister, which report will be laid before each
House of Parliament.

Part Ill of the Sill enables the Minister to enter
into an agreement with a public company to con-
struct and establish casino premises.

As mentioned earlier, any such agreement
reached between the Minister and a developer has
no effect until it has been ratified by an Act which
will be brought before this House.

Part IV of the Bill details the procedure to be
adopted by the committee when dealing with a
company wishing to obtain a casino gaming li-
cence.

It should be noted that the committee has no
power to grant a licence without the approval of
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the Minister who has the authority to impose such
conditions as thought fit and as specified in the
casino gaming licence.

Part V deals with the control of casinos and the
playing of authorised games. The committee has
authority to declare any game to be an authorised
game subject to the publication of such infor-
mation in the Government Gazette and the ap-
proval of the rules applying thereto. The Minister
may give directions to a casino licensee in respect
of the conduct of casino gaming operations, the
manner of keeping accounts, and the production of
information relating to gaming operations of the
casino licensee.

A liquor licence in respect of the casino shall
not be held by a person who is not the casino
licensee or his employee. This provision is essential
as part of the viability of casino operations and
will require an amendment to the- Liquor Act at a
later stage.

This part of the Bill also provides for certain
persons to be refused the right of entry to a casino,
including persons under the age of 18 years. It also
provides power for the police and casino inspectors
to enter any part of a casino at any time.

Part VI is a general part of the Bill dealing with
the power of the Minister relating to the pro-
duction of books and information particularly re-
lating to company shareholdings. This authority is
vital when applications for the grant of a casino
gaming licence are being considered.

This part provides also for general penalties for
offences against the Act, the prosecution of
offenders, and the power to make regulations.

Schedule I of the Bill details the constitution
and proceedings of meetings of the casino control
committee, and schedule 2 lists specific matters in
respect of which the Governor may make regu-
lations.

It is emphasised that this Bill should be
regarded as enabling legislation to provide ma-
chinery for the Government, through the respon-
sible Minister, to enter into negotiations with pro-
spective developers.

The provisions in -parts I11 to V-1 of the Bill, were
included to give Parliament an indication of the
type of powers and controls which it is intended to
invoke when a further Bill is presented to the
House to ratify any agreement reached between
the Minister and a developer.

If the Casino Control -Bill 1984 is passed, Par-
liament will be required to deliberate on sub-
seouent Bills which will include in detail the fol-
lowing aspects of casino operations-

Company control;
control of shareholdings including foreign
shareholdings;
procedures for renewal, transfer, suspension,
termination or surrender of a casino licence;
licensing of casino employees;,
casino tax and licence fees;
offences in relation to casino operations;
and
casino liquor licensing provisions in the
Liquor Act.

The Government has given long and careful con-
sideration to the matter of casino gaming in this
State. It is convinced from all the evidence avail-
able throughout Australia that problems attribu-
tiable to casino operations are, in the main,
unsubstantiated by facts.

A casino tourist resort complex will add a much
needed social amenity to Perth, it will stimulate
employment both directly and indirectly, and it
will further enhance the economy of the State
through increased tourism.

1 commend the Bill to the House.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-

position) [4.15 pm]: I oppose the Bill. I do so as
an individual, because members of the Oppos.tion
have a free vote on the Bill and were not given any
form of guidance in the party room.

A member: They have not been caucused.
Mr HASSELL: They have not been caucussed.

They have not been directed.
Mr Cowan: That is the essential difference be-

tween the Liberal Party and the Labor Party at
any time. Are you trying to tell us there are times
when you are caucused?

Mr HASSELL: This Bill is an invitation to
Corruption. It vests all power in the Minister. The
so-called casino control committee is, in effect,
only advisory and administrative. The Bill con-
tains no satisfactory guidelines for the granting of
a licence. The Bill contains no provision for the
revocation of a licence. The casino control com-
mittee will not be independent, as recommended
by the Government's own advisory committee.
The penalties imposed are pathetic in their size.

The use of Burswood Island as a site is contrary
to- longstanding agreements between the State
Government and the Perth City Council and the
longstanding expectations of the people of this
city. On my understanding of the Bill, as it is
drafted, it would allow the use of poker machines
in casinos.

In concluding his second reading speech, the
Minister just said, "The Government has given
long and careful consideration to the matter of
casino gaming in this State". That is not accurate.
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The Government has a commitment, which
preceded its taking office approximately 18
months ago, to the establishment of a casino in
this State. In fact, it has a commitment to the
establishment of two casinos. The Minister's
statement goes on-

It is convinced from all the evidence avail-
able throughout Australia that problems at-
tributable to casino operations are, in the
main, unsubstantiated by facts.

The Government of Western Australia has de-
cided to turn a blind eye to the facts presented by
Mr Justice Connor in Victoria. He was the inde-
pendent judge appointed by the Victorian Labor
Government to inquire into the casino quest ion,
and he recommended against the establishment of
a casino on all grounds and in all ways.

What arrogance it is on the part of this Govern-
ment to say that it is convinced that the problems
are unsubstantiated by facts.

The Government's own Commissioner of Police
and the Government's own Crown Prosecutor, or
his representative, have advised the Government
against the establishm-,nt of a casino in this State.
What the Government is saying to the people of
this State is that what the Commissioner of Police,
with all his men and all his experience, is saying is
false.

The Government is saying that the members of
Parliament who sit on the other side of the House
and who have been translated into the position of
Government, are better able to make a judgment
about what has happened in other casinos in other
places than are the functional officers of the State
who are involved in the enforcement of the law,
and who are in association with officers of law
enforcement throughout Australia and, indeed the
rest of the world.

The Govern ment may have made a judgment;
as the Minister said in his speech the Government
is convinced that problems attributable to casino
operations in the main are unsubstantiated by
facts.

I am saying to the Minister, to the House, and
to the public of this State, that Judge Connor in
Victoria, a judge appointed by the Labor Govern-
ment, considered that those facts were established;
the Commissioner of Police in Western Australia
considered that the facts were established, and the
Crown Prosecutor's representative in Western
Australia considered that the facts were estab-
lished. However, this Minister and Government
have the confidence to say they do not think that
the facts are established, and they accuse their
own officers-the people who have made a proper
study of this matter-of not dealing in facts. I said

that this Bill is an invitation to corruption-all the
relevant power is vested in the Minister,, it is not
vested in the casino control committee. The rel-
evant power, of course, is the power to grant a
licence; that is, the power to make an agreement
for the establishment of a casino. My understand-
ing of parliamentary procedure is that when that
Bill comes to the House in the form of an agree-
ment, the agreement will be contained in a sched-
ule to a Bill, and we will not be able to amend its
terms.

If that is so, and I believe it is, all the Minister's
bland words about fixing up gigantic gaps in this
legislation later are meaningless. In his speech, the
Minister misled the House because he said that
the Government has had due regard to the report
of the Government casino advisory committee
which was established in March 1983. Let us con-
sider that report, which, in paragraph 10 on page
3, states-

The Advisory Committee agreed that if a
policy decision was made by the State
Government to permit the establishment of
casinos, the following course of action, prior
to any negotiation or discussions taking place
with prospective licensees, is recommended.
(a) The Government should by legislation,

establish a Board or Commission with
the authority to license and contiol the
establishment and operations of a casino
or casinos in Western Australia.

This Bill does not give the casino control com-
mittee the authority to license the establishment of
a casino in Western Australia. The casino control
committee is a body without any effective power;
the only power it has is to make recommendations
to the Minister. It is the Minister who will license
the casino. As I said, it is an invitation to corrup-
tion. I cannot believe that the Government is pro-
ceeding in this way.

I cannot believe that Government members are
so negligent and irresponsible in their duties to the
people of this State that they have decided that
they will have a casino, disregarding the estab-
lished evidence of corruption and vice that is
perpetuated with most casinos in the world, and
disregarding that that is a matter of fact, and
more particularly, that they should totally disre-
gard the advice of their own committee.

I hasten to point out that the advice I have
referred to was not majority advice. It was
unanimous advice; it was advice given
unanimously by the representative of the Com-
missioner of Police, the representative of the as-
sistant Crown Solicitor, the Director of the De-
partment of Tourism, and the head of the Depart-
ment of Administrative Services. That unanimous
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advice was that the Government should establish a
board, or commission-not a committee-with the
authority to license the establishment of a casino
in Western Australia. The casino control com-
mittee does not have authority to issue a licence or
to refuse a licence; it has a directive to consider
applications and in that respect we can refer to the
provisions of the Bill. Clause 21 states that a pub-
lic company may apply to have a casino licence by
lodging its application with the committee,
together with an application fee and inf ormation
relating to the applicant as prescribed, and where
the committee so requires, the consent in writing.
After receiving the application, the committee is
required to carry out investigations it considers
necessary or desirable to inform itself of the
Financial status and reputation of the applicant,
the applicant's capacity to organise and conduct
the gaming operations of a licensed casino, and
such other matters as are prescribed.

The committee is required to submit to the Min-
ister a copy of the application together with its
recommendation. The Minister, not the com-
mittee, has power to approve the application,' sub-
ject to conditions, to defer, or to refuse to approve
the application. The real power rests with the
Government, and worse than that, with one Minis-
ter in the Government. I repeat: It is an invitation
to corruption; it is thoroughly bad legislation.

Mr Laurance: You would not think a Minister
would want to have that power in those circum-
stances.

Mr HASSELL: If we are to have a casino in
this State, we should go about it properly; we
should try to protect the State from vice and cor-
ruption. However, there is no attempt in this Bill
to give the community proper protection. The
Government is moving against the advice of its
own casino advisory committee. No effective
guidelines are included in the Bill for the granting
of a licence. All that happens is that the com-
mittee makes inquiries and recommendations to
the Minister.

The Bill should lay down the terms and con-
ditions on which a licence should be granted. It
should spell out the policy. I refer again to the
unanimous report of the advisory committee on
this aspect. It states-

(b) Any casino should be owned. and
operated by private enterprise under
strict control by Government.

There is no indication of that in the Bill, that I
know of, and there is a clear recommendation
from the advisory committee that any casino
should be operated by private enterprise, under
the strict control of the Government. The report
says-

All major reports in Australia have
recommended against Government ownership
of casinos and the Committee agrees with this
view.

Yet, there is no guarantee in this Bill that there
will not be Government ownership of the casino.
In fact, the Bill authorises Government ownership,
because under clause 4 a committee will be estab-
lished and will be capable of acquiring, holding,
and disposing of real and personal property. Why
would the control committee require power to hold
real and personal property? What is the Govern-
ment's intention in this regard?

The Government's real intentions have been
hi dden for so long by a veilI o f secrecy a nd beh ind -
the-scenes activity that it is hard to believe any-
thing that has been said about this subject. For
well over 1 2 months, the Government has tried to
mislead the people of this State by indicating that
no decision was made to have a casino. During
that period, the Government has actively
promoted the concept of a casino, and more im-
portantly, during a substantial part of that time
has been active in negotiating with a number of
people who are interested in establishing casinos.

In his second reading speech, the Minister
indicated that the purpose of the Bill was to auth-
orise the Minister to negotiate. The Minister has
been negotiating for months on end-the Premier
has been involved, the Government has been
involved, and Cabinet decisions have been made
without the sanction of an Act of Parliament or
the aulthority of Parliament. We have a completely
unsatisfactory situation in the key provision of the
Bill; that is, that a Government Minister has the
power to decide whether a casino licence should be
granted, and to whom.

The casino control committee, which should be
a powerful and independent body, is merely an
advisory committee. That is really very unsatisfac-
tory and against the long-term interests of the
people of this State.

It is not an exaggeration to say what I have
already said; that is, that the Bill is an invitation
to corruption .

I do not think the Government begins to under-
stand this issue any more than it begins to under-
stand the Rottnest Island issue. In thb case of
Rottnest, the mess can be undone, but in the case
of a casino, it cannot be undone.

The Government does not understand the power
of the forces that work in relation to this type of
gambling, it does not understand the influence
that can be exercised, and it does not understand
the evidence of vie and crime which has flowed
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forth in America, the United Kingdom, and
Australia in connection with casinos.

The Government has introduced a Bill which
provides for no effective legislative framework to
control a casino, if it must have one. In particular,
that is demonstrated by the failure of the Govern-
ment to include a provision for a licence to be
revoked. Surely, of all the provisions that should
be contained in the Bill, the provision to revoke a
licence is central and fundamental, It is only that
sanction which ultimately provides some sort of
control over the activities of a casino. The Minis-
ter has said that that provision will be included in
an agreement Bill at a later date. What an extra-
Ordinary way to go about the business of
regulating a venture of this kind! A provision
should be contained in this Bill to allow the casino
control committee to revoke a licence. The Bill
should detail the grounds upon which it can be
revoked, and the procedures to be followed to ef-
fect the revocation.

Power to revoke a fisherman's licence is avail-
able in this State to protect the fishing industry,
and power to revoke all sorts of licences to protect
industries are available, but there is no power in
this Bill for a casino licence to be revoked to
protect the community from the impact of illegal
activities should they occur.

The penalties provided for offences are laugh-
able. They are laughable in comparison with the
money that will be involved in the garmi.ng oper-
ations. There would not be a place in the world
which does not have a clear power to revoke a
licence. Provision is made in the casino control
ordinance of 1983 which operates in the ACT for
revocation of a licence and I understand that there
are similar provisions in other States. It is not
enough for the Government to say that at some
other time it will bring in a Bill which gives it that
power.

Once again, the Government is taking the pub-
lic and the Parliament down the track towards a
decision without saying where it is going, without
laying down the ground rules, and without
effectively controlling an area which, more than
others, needs vigorous control.

I cannot believe, that having reached this stage,
the Government has been forced to introduce a
Bill to allow it to do what it has been doing for 12
months. It is not providing for the establishment of
an independent board or commission in accord-
ance with the unanimous recommendations of its
own committee.

I refer now to poker machines. I know that the
Minister has said on more than one occasion that
the Government and the Opposition are as one in
their opposition to the introduction of poker ma-

chines into Western Australia. However from my
reading of this Bill my understanding is that poker
machines can be introduced. It is not sufficient for
the Minister to say that they will not be. because
we have seen, only in the past six months, the
misuse of a provision in a gaming Bill to allow
something to be done under a law which never
intended such a thing, and that was the authoris-
ation of two-up at Kalgoorlie. It should have been
authorised by an Act.

Mr Parker: It well and truly was within the
power of the legislation.

Mr HIASSELL: That may be. Let us accept
that proposition-

Mr Parker: But you introduced it.
Mr HASSELL: It is well and truly within the

power contained in this Bill for poker machines to
be authorised.

Mr Parker: All the conditions of a casino will be
contained in an agreement Act.

Mr HASSELL: No, they will not be contained
within the agreement Act. If they were, why bring
this forward.

Mr Parker: This Bill is before the Parliament in
order that the Parliament of Western Australia
will support the establishment of a casino and it
sets down certain guidelines as to how it will
operate.

Mr H-ASSELL: Surely, one of the guidelines
should be that no poker machines should operate
in Western Australia.

Mr Parker: The Government has made its
position quite clear on that.

Mr HASSELL: Why is it not in the Bill?
Mr Parker: It is not relevant to the Bill. You

may as well ask what colour the carpet will be!
Mr HASSELL: That has no relevance to the

Bill.
Mr Parker: It is exactly the same point you

made about the revocation of licences as being
relevant to the granting of a licence which will
contain revocation and place restrictions once they
are made.

Mr HASSELL: I have never heard such non-
sense in my life. This Bill purports to authorise the
Minister to grant a licence. Does the Minister
deny that?

Mr Parker: It authorises the Minister to enter
into negotiations for an agreement which will not
have effect until ratified by Parliament.

Mr HASSELL: Has the Minister looked at
clause 21 of the Bill?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I call the
attention of members to the fact that this back-
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and-forth debate is more appropriate to question
time.

Mr HASSELL: Clause 21 provides that an ap-
plication for a casino gaming licence, together
with a recommendation of the committee thereon,
will be submitted to the Minister, and the Minister
will approve the application, defer its consider-
ation, or refuse it, and shall advise the committee
accordingly.

It then provides in the next subclause that on
being advised by the Minister the committee shall,
if the Minister approves of the application, grant
to the applicant the casino gaming licence con-
cerned.

Here we have a substantive piece of legislation
which provides for the granting of a licence, yet
the terms and conditions of the licence, provisions
for revocation in the case of wrongdoing, and
guidelines for the granting of licences are not set
down in the legislation.

The legislation allows, as it stands, for the use of
poker machines. The use of poker machines could
be authorised under this Bill without any agree-
ment being brought to the Parliament and without
requiring any ratification by the Parliament.

Mr Jamieson: What is your objection to author-
ising it? That it will proliferate right throughout
the pubs?

Mr HASSELL: I do not want to debate with
the member for Welshpool the merits or otherwise
of poker machines. Both Government and Oppo-
sition are unanimous, and have been for some
time, in opposing the introduction of poker ma-
chines.

Mr Jamieson: Unanimous?
Mr HASSELL: The member may disagree with

that. I amr surprised he is allowed to, under his
caucus system, but he disagrees. That is all the
more reason that I am concerned about the Bill.

The Government's opposition to poker machines
is perrectly clear. Why does the Bill not prohibit
the use of poker machines?

Mr Parker: On your basis you could put in all
sorts of things you do not like. This is an enabling
Bill to enable certain things to be undertaken and
the agreement which will contain these specific
conditions is then to be ratified by Parliament.

Mr H-ASSELL: This Bill authorises the issue of
a licence to run a casino in this State. No necess-
ary conclusion can be drawn that an agreement
must be negotiated and brought back to Parlia-
ment. In fact I wonder if the Minister has not in
mind the establishment of one or more casinos in
Northbridge or somewhere else under the pro-
vision of this legislation, without the establishment
of a separate casino complex, because this Bill

would authorise, that. It would authorise the use of
poker machines.

If the Minister is dinkum in saying the Govern-
meet is firm in its opposition to poker machines,
then that ought to be contained in this Bill. There
should be a relevant clause to the effect that
nothing in this Bill authorises the use of those
machines, and that all the present law relating to
that aspect is preserved. In fact that is not the case.

Equally this Bill goes to the question of the
power to revoke a licence. There is power under
this Bill for a licence to be granted, and there is no
restriction on the number of licences which can be
granted, so far as I know. One may have a deal
with Mr Haddad, whatever organisation he rep-
resents-

A member: Federal Hotels.

Mr HASSELL: -to establish a casino on
Burswood Island, and at the same time one could
agree to license some casinos in Northbridge or in
Fremantle or anywhere else.

Mr Parker: The only person allowed to apply for
a casino licence is a public company which is a
party to a casino agreement.

Mr HASSELL: That provides some limitation.
Mr Parker: It applies a lot of limitation. What

you are trying to say is that the Minister could
issue a licence to anyone. What clause 21 says is
that one cannot apply for a casino licence until one
is subject to an agreement.

Mr HASSELL: This Bill provides complete ma-
chinery, or it purports to provide complete ma-
chinery, for the control of casinos. It is
substantially deficient in doing that by failing to
provide an effective licensing system, and by fail-
ing to provide for the revocation of a licence for
wrongdoing. There are limited penalties for
breaches of the rules. That is inadequate.

The whole scheme of the Bill is wrong. It is
inconsistent with the recommendations made by
the Government's own advisory committee. It is
inconsistent with the requirements of the com-
munity. There is no satisfactory explanation of the
reason we are proceeding in this way.

It is interesting to note that the Government
never actually included the establishment of ca-
sincs in its policy prior to the last election. All it
has done is to rely on an announcement which it
made in 1981 and which reads-

Mr Parker: Subject to considerable community
debate and awareness and questions during the
election campaign Labor pledged two casinos.

Mr HASSELL: This was on 22 December
1981.- It reads-

9607



8608 [ASSEMBLY]

Two casinos would be allowed in WA
under a State Labor Government. The
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Burke, said
yesterday that tenders would be called for the
casinos, one in the metropolitan area and one
near a country tourist centre.

Members should listen to this-
The tenders would be open to public scrutiny.

Where does this Bill provide for public scrutiny of
tenders? What protection is there against the cor-
ruption that is invited by a Bill which authorises
one Minister to detemine the granting of a li-
cence?

Mr Parker: No, it does not; that is where you
are wrong. The Minister cannot determine the
grant of a licence until there is an agreement Act
in force. An agreement Act cannot be in force
until it is passed by this Parliament.

Mr HASSELL: According to the Minister's
Bill, it is still in the hands of the Minister.

Mr Parker: It is not.
Mr HASSELL: It is the Minister who is al-

lowed to make the agreement. The then Leader of
the Opposition, the present Premier, was reported
as saying the tenders would be open to public
scrutiny. The article goes on to say-

..a Labor government would give
preference to publicly-listed companies with a
broad shareholding preferably with majority
WA ownership.

New legislation would establish a control
board to regulate and supervise all forms of
gambling in WA, except lotteries,
rationalising control and reducing the num-
ber of authorities involved.

Where does this Bill do that? It continues-
Labor would continue the ban on poker

machines in WA because it believed Eastern
States experience had shown they could be-
come addictive and threaten the social fabric.

Where does this Bill continue the ban on poker
machines? In fact it allows the ban on poker ma-
chines to be breached and, because of the way the
Bill is structured, a very grave danger exists that
the whole process could be corrupted.

If we are to have a casino-personally I do not
favour one-it is essential in the public interest
that it should be subject to vigorous and indepen-
dent control and separated from the machinations
of a Minister subject to the most tremendous
pressures from interests which have a great deal to
gain from the granting of a casino licence.

Clause 19 of the Bill provides that-
The Minister may negotiate and enter into

an agreement with a public company with

respect to the construction and establishment
of casino premises in the State.

So the Minister can make whatever agreement he
likes and then must present it to Parliament. As I
understand it, that agreement will appear in Par-
liament as a schedule to a Bill and will not be able
to be amended by Parliament. Therefore, it will
come as a package. The Government is rather
keen on packages. It likes to dish up packages
which will lock one thing in with another.

Going back in history again, we see an an-
nouncement made on 12 April 1982 that-

The WA Opposition will consider support-
ing a sports foundation funded from taxes on
a legal casino.

I do not think that has emerged in the Bill nor has
it really been heard of again.

The whole approach adopted to this legislation
is wrong and the legislation itself is unsatisfactory.
The basis of the "wrongness' is the fact that the
legislation provides an inadequate regulatory
framework. It provides for unprecedented patron-
age in an industry associated with crime in other
Parts of the world. The control committee has no
powers, duties, or functions specifi ,ed in the Bill
which are adequate to give it control over gigantic
vested interests, some of which are undoubtedly
associated with criminal elements.

The Bill is a charter for corruption and one has
only to look at the present inquiry in New South
Wales to see that Ministers are capable of being
caught up in these matters just as much as anyone
else and that, by virtue of holding office, Ministers
do not become exempted from the possibility of
being corrupted.

No evidence has been presented to the Parlia-
ment to indicate what benefits will flow to West-
ern Australia from the establishment of a casino.
No evidence has been given to indicate, even in
broad terms, the financial and revenue returns
which can be expected by the State. There has
been nothing to indicate that a casino will be vi-
able in Western Australia, considering that ca-
sinos are being established in all the other States,
with the exception of Victoria. Therefore, there
are very real questions as to whether the casino
will in fact produce any positive benefits for the
State.

Mr O'Connor: Is there a casino in South
Australia?

Mr HASSELL: According to the Minister's
speech, legislation has been passed in South
Australia for the establishment of a casino, but I
do not think it is there yet.

As I have made clear, my greatest concern is
the way this matter is being handled. I refer to the
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secrecy and the lack of effective control contained
in the Bill, especially when one compares it with
the United Kingdom gaming Act. I refer also to
the whole open-ended nature of the legislation now
before us.

I refer again to the use of Burswood Island,
because that, in itself, is an issue. It has not ben
made clear whether the proposition of the casino
on Burswood Island has been agreed to by anyone,
and in particular, by the Perth City Council. I can
tell the Minister and the Government that there is
a longstanding understanding that Burswood
Island will be kept as an open and clear area and
developed as a vista leading into Perth.

I do not know why, with all the various
propositions which were put to the Government, it
has chosen to confine itself to a vital area of open
space on the doorstep of the city for the establish-
ment of a casino, if it persists with its plan to have
one. Once again, the Government is simply pro-
ceeding without regard for conflicting interests.

The Government has not consulted the Perth
City Council on the matter. The Perth City Coun-
cil had an understanding with previous Govern-
ments that Burswood Island would be developed
as public open space for public passive and active
recreation.

.The Government's inquiry brought forth many
submissions and they were 2:1 against the estab-
lishment of a casino. Yet that has not influenced
the Government in its approach to the problem.

The Government has a committee report which
unanimously recommends a certain course of ac-
tion, ifra casino is to be established. The Govern-
ment has ignored that advice. We have seen si g-
nificant extensions of gambling in this State in the
short time this Government has held office. I
would be very surprised if the community were in
favour of a further extension-

Mr Parker: The biggest extension occurred
when you were in office.

Mr HASSELL: The introduction of soccer
pools, the extension of bingo, the authorisation of
the playing of two-up, and so on, has occurred in a
short period. That has not been opposed by us, but
the question is whether, with this legislation,
which does not have the support of the com-
munity, there will be an increase in gambling.i
Many people in the community are concerned
about the direction being taken. Many gambling
opportunities exist already, but a lot of people feel
that casinos are socially undesirable. They are
concerned about the direction of criminal elements
and the whole social impact of the establishment
or casinos.

The Government would do well to look
thoroughly at the recommendations of the Connor
board in Victoria. Those recommendations were
clearly set out in chapter I8 where Judge Connor
went through, point by point, the conclusions he
had reached as to the establishment of a casino. In
every, case he recommended against the establish-
ment of a casino. He said-

(a) they would be likely to stimulate casino
gambling to an unacceptable degree;

(b) there is no substantial demonstrable de-
mand for them;

(c) there would be a substantial risk that in
one way or another they would be
infiltrated by organised crime elements;

(d) they are likely to be accompanied by an
unacceptable level of street crime;

(c) they are not, by comparison with certain
other forms of gambling, likely to be ef-
ficient producers of revenue for the State
of Victoria.

He went on to say that the considerations
outweighed any likely benefits such as increased
economic activity, increased State revenue, and
social enjoyment. He then said that he
recommended that a single entertainment conven-
tion casino not be established in Victoria. He
listed his reasons and recommended that such a
casino not be established in Victoria. He
recommended also that other forms of a casino not
be established in that State.

The Victorian Labor Government immediately
accepted his recommendations and refused to es-
tablish any casinos in Victoria. All in all, this
legislation is not of a kind which meets what I
regard as an acceptable standard, if we are to have
a casino. A casino is something which needs to be
treated in a very special way, and the evidence in
Victoria, in Western Australia, and in other parts
of the world points to this.

The Government has pushed aside the advice of
its Commissioner of Police, its assistant Crown
Solicitor, and it has proceeded without legislation
to provide for an adequate regulatory system.

By way of interjection the Minister has said
that all the acknowledged deficiencies of the legis-
lation will be covered by an agreement, but the
acknowledged deficiencies will not be covered by
an agreement because whatever else they do cover,
they will not provide for the system of licensing to
be changed and to be made independent. The
Government was not prepared to entrust the
licensing to an independent board, as
recommended.

Why is not the Government prepared to entrust
the licensing to an independent board? Because

1270)
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clearly the Government intends to exercise a
totally political control over the establishment of a
casino.

I come back to the point I made in my openi .ng
remarks: This is a charter for corruption. However
good may be the intentions of the Minister in
presenting the Bill, the door is being opened very
wide to a system which is foreign and alien to
Western Australia-and certainly undesirable.
The Government has made a complete mess of the
casino issue from beginning to end.

When we debated the matter a few months ago
I thought that the result of that debate may well
be to force or encourage the Government to bring
forward legislation to authorise it to proceed with
what it was doing in terms or negotiations and in
terms of reaching some concluded arrangement.
But this is the result: Legislation which simply
authorises the Government to go on, with its back
door under hand methods-as it has been doing
for months-and railing to fulfil its own commit-
menit, which it made in its original announcement,
that it would have open tenders. It was said that
there would be scrutiny and that the Government
would work towards eliminating the problems of
casinos. However, it seemed to insist that we have
a casino.

For all those reasons I am very firmly opposed
to the Bill. It is inadequate, undesirable, and fun-
damentally wrong in its approach. It will lead this
State into all kinds of activity which are very
much against the interests or the people of the
State.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [5.09 p.m.]: I also would like to
make a contribution to this debate, and like the
Leader of the Opposition I signify that I am
opposed to the Bill. The Leader of the Opposition
indicated previously, but I repeat; members on this
side of the House have a free vote. I will be
exercising my right to oppose the Bill accordingly.

My opposition to the Bill is based on four main
reasons: Firstly, that the arrangement for a casino
in Western Australia will do little, if anything, to
build what I would term a bigger, better Western
Australia. Secondly, the costs of the introduction
of a casino will far outweigh any benefits that such
a project may bring to Western Australia.
Thirdly, authoritative reports in Australia
recommend that we should not proceed with a
casino. Fourthly, we have a Government making
an ill-informed decision with very little concrete
information available to it about what it is letting
itself into. I will deal with those four reasons one
at a time.

When approaching issues such as casinos,
homosexuality, and any other moral issues, I ask
myself one fundamental question, and that is: Will
Western Australia be a better place to live for me
and the children if we agree to that particular
change?

Will the establishment of a casino add to the
betterment of our community? Will it be a better
place to live in five, 10, or 20 years' time?

Mr Davies: Have you found it a better place to
live since the illegal gambling places were closed
down?

Mr MacKINNON: I do not know if they are
closed, but I would invite the Minister to visit
Northbridge tonight todind out.

Will the establishment of a casino allow West-
ern Australia to be more competitive in the inter-
national marketplace, bearing in mind that we rely
on exports for the generation of our wealth? Will
it help us to solve major problems that exist in the
community today-problems which were preva-
lent when this Government was elected in 1983
and which include high costs, unemployment, and
increasing Government charges?

Will the casino make Western Australia a bet-
ter place in which to live in the next year, or 20
years hence? The answer to all these questions is
obviously "No". In no way whatsoever will a ca-
sino improve the quality of life of Western
Australians. It will not help our international
competitiveness and it will not in any way help the
underlying problems facing Western Australia,
and indeed Australia-problems about which
neither the State Government nor the Federal
Government seem to take a great interest in trying
to address in any coherent or proper way.

As the Leader of the Opposition has indicated, a
casino will not be productive, it will be destructive.
The casino will make profits, but it will profit at
the misfortune of others.

I draw the attention of members to what has
happened in other countries where casinos have
been established. The basic bread and butter of
casinos comes from the local people, and it is local
money which maintains the profitability of those
casinos. Therefore, it will be the people of Western
Australia who will provide the profits for the ca-
sino, and not people from outside the community.
As I have already indicated, it appears that a
casino will do little, if anything, to ensure that
Western Australia is a better place in which to live
in the future.

Will the costs of a casino outweigh the benefits?
In examining the benefits I refer to the Minister's
second reading speech when he said-
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Quite apart from the revenue-
The revenue is the first thing that we are supposed
to derive as a benefit. It continues-

-to be derived from the casino operations,
the type of complex envisaged should become
a tourist attraction of world-class standard.

That is the second thing we should benefit
from-a tourist attraction Of world-class standard.
It continues-

In addition, it will provide a much needed
employment stimulus both directly and in-
directly.

That is the third thing we are supposed to be
receiving as a benefit. It continues-

The ancillary benefits to flow, which could
include convention facilities, golf courses,
tennis courts, parks and gardens, will all be
available to the local community.

Those are the benefits that the Minister indicates
that we, as a community, are likely to receive if
this Bill proceeds and a casino is constructed in
Western Australia.

After the dinner adjournment I will indicate
how those benefits are illusory and how the costs
imposed on the community will far outweigh the
benefits outlined by the Minister.

Leave to Continue Speech
I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later

stage.
Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7.15 p.m.

CASINO CONTROL BILL 1984
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [7.17 p.mn.]: I have explained
how the establishment of a casino in Western
Australia will give rise to a situation where the
costs of its establishment far outweigh the ben-
efits. One of the first benefits claimed by the Min-
ister in his second reading speech was that revenue
would be derived from the casino operation. How-
ever, if the Government's prime reason for
establishing the casino is to collect revenue, it
should be able to give members of Parliament and
the people of Western Australia some idea of the
amount of revenue which would be gained. On 9
May I asked the Premier about the revenue to be
gained. This was question 3292, and in reply the

Premier indicated that this revenue would depend
on negotiations entered into between the Govern-
ment and prospective developers. The Government
is committed to the introduction of casinos with-
out in the first place having established whether or
not there will be a benefit to the State revenue-
wise, and, if there is to be a benefit, what the
amount will be. I query what is the estimated
amount that has led to the Government's making
this historic decision.

Secondly, the Government has said that the
type of complex envisaged should become a tourist
attraction of world-class standard. That may well
have been a good reason for the establishment of a
casino some time ago, but it overlooks the develop-
ments that have occurred in Australia in recent
times. We now have casinos, supposedly of world-
class standard, in Darwin, Hobart, Launceston,
Queensland, Alice Springs, and further casinos are
planned in New South Wales and South
Australia. In effect, all we would have is a facility
equivalent to those in other States. To think that
ours will be bigger and better than all others is
rather naive.

The Government's second statement also ter-
ribly and totally undersells the natural tourist at-
tractions in Western Australia. We do not need a
casino to attract tourists to Western Australia; we
have unique and outstanding attractions which
will do that if they are properly promoted. People
will be attracted to the State and will advertise the
State's attractions by word of mouth. Also, a
unique event will be held here in the future-the
America's Cup. That will attract many people.
We should be promoting tourism in the State in
that way and not by encouraging people to come
to Western Australia just to visit a casino. I add
weight to that point by quoting from the Govern-
ment's report on casinos headed "Government Ca-
sino Advisory Committee 1983". The following
remarks were attributed to Mr Douglas Brown,
the assistant Crown Solicitor-

Western Australia has sufficient attrac-
tions in its own right without the State pro-
moting it as a place for tourists to gamble and
play games in a casino. The kind of tourists
who are attracted by the availability of a ca-
sino are not, in my opinion, the kind of tour-
ists the State Government should- encourage
to visit the State.

I agree with those sentiments. It is obvious that
the State Government does not share my faith in
Western Australia's tourist attractions and it be-
lieves that we need to create artificial attractions
for tourists. It indicates also that tourist attrac-
tions and operations already in Western Australia
should be concerned about the establishment of a
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casino. Obviously, tourists only have a certain
amount to spend and casinos by dlefinition con-
sume tourists' money, otherwise they would never
make a Profit. Hence there will be less money to
be shared among the existing tourist attractions.
In my view the tourist industry will surfer, not
benefit, from the establishment of a casino in
Western Australia.

The third reason given by the Government for
the establishment of a casino is that it will provide
a much needed employment stimulus, both di-
rectly and indirectly. This Government has not
done anything to stimulate long-term employment
in Western Australia and it is desperate to do so.
It sees the casino as one avenue to provide an
employment stimulus, both directly and indirectly.
I do not think this will occur. In fact the Govern-
ment, by its own admission in answer to another
question I asked of the Premier, has made no
estimate of employment, either direct or indirect.
It has made no study to determine the amount of
funds which would be redirected into the casino,
or from other areas. What will really happen is
that jobs will be transferred from one area to
another.

The fourth reason given by the Government ror
the establishment of a casino is the ancillary ben-
efits such as convention racilities, golf courses,
tennis courts, parks, and gardens, and that these
facilities will be available to the local community.
Convention racilities perhaps could be set up.
However, we have some of the best golf courses,
tennis courts, Parks, and gardens available already
in Western Australia. They are some of the best in
Australia, if not in the world. We are to have a
casino which will take up some or that park area. I
ask you, Mr Speaker, if you were a casi .no oper-
ator and had to establish golr courses, tenni s
courts, parks, and gardens, would you allow the
public to use those facilities? That is one of the
very real concerns I have about a casino. It will be
an exclusive playground ror the rich. It will be like
the Premier's proposed plans for Rottnest Island.
It will exclude, by definition, Western Australians
from that racility.

The benefits are largely illusory. If thre are
any, they are not apparent to me, and the have
not been clearly and precisely identified or
quantified by the Government.

There will, however, be extremely high costs.
Let me outline three areas where I believe there
will be significant costs. Let us turn firstly to the
Victorian casino report already rererred to by the
Leader of the Opposition. Francis Connor QC
recommended against the establishment of a a-
sino in Victoria and he had this to say about the
benefits or costs of a casino-

Some beneficial social effects would rollow
the introduction of casinos but they would be
far outweighed by the adverse social effects.

Mr Connor made that comment after looking at
casinos, not only in Australia, but all around the
world. He was not in any way unsure or doubtful
of his feelings in that area. He made that categori-
cal statement and we should pay heced to that
report, as did Premier Cain in Victoria.

The second quotation comes rrom Business
Week of 21 November 1983. In the column under
the heading "Economic Diary", the author refers
to Atlantic City and he had this to say-

Although Atlantic City received $36
million in property taxes from the casinos last
year, with $117 million more in gross revenue
taxes going to the State treasury, municipal
expenditures since 1976 have climbed by
50%. At the same time, serious crime in the
city has soared, jumping by 69% in 1980
alone.

There we have a city where casinos have recently
been established and crime soared by 69 per cent
in one year. The State Government apparently has
ignored that. It has done little if anything to study
the impact of crime.

The inquiry it has undertaken includes a
recommendation from the Commissioner of Police
that a casino should not be established. I wonder
why.

The article goes on-
Meanwhile, surveys show that 50 per cent

of the casino gamblers are New Jersey resi-
dents.

It is interesting again to see the proportion of the
patrons of the casino who are local residents.

The third area of concern in relation to costs is a
non-social issue. The first two areas I have
mentioned are social costs. The third relates to the
racing industry in this State. I am sure the mem-
ber for Mount Lawley and others would be
interested to know of the impact the casinos have
had on the racing industry in Tasmania. I refer to
an article in The Weekend Australian or 6-7
August 1983, under the heading "Racing is the
loser in casino gamble". The article said this-

The nationally insignificant announcement
this week that the Tasmanian Government
would inject $600 000 into the State's racing
industry carries a hidden message for other
States.

The article went on-
Racing's share of Tasmania's gambling

dollar, however, has been more than halved as
Wrest Point became established, a second ca-
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sino opened in Launceston, and Tattslotto,
soccer pools and other forms of gambling
took hold.

In other words, in Tasmania the establishment of
the casino and the other forms of pseudo gam-
bling, such as Lotto and soccer pools, have
resulted in the State Government having to subsi-
disc the TAB.

I remind the Parliament that the TAB is a very
great contributor in Western Australia not only by
way of Consolidated Revenue but also to the
racing industry. It surprises me that the racing
industry is not more concerned about the eventual
impact a casino will have on it in this State. It
should share that concern.

I have indicated clearly my point of view that
the costs of the establishment of a casino in West-
ern Australia will Car outweigh the benefits.

Thirdly, as I indicated, any authoritative report
which has been completed in Australia recently by
and large opposes the establishment of casinos in
any State of Australia.

In his report, Francis Connor recommended
totally against the establishment of casinos i n
Victoria for many reasons, some of which I have
indicated. In one of his recommendations he
said-

there would be a substantial risk that in one
way or another they would be infiltrated by
organised crime elements;

they are likely to be accompanied by an
unacceptable level of street crime;
they are not,
other forms of
producers of
Victoria.

by comparison with certain
gambling, likely to be efficient
revenue for the State of

The first two of those recommendations have been
confirmed by experience in other areas.

Nowhere has this Government indicated to me
or to the public that it has done any work to
confirm whether the casino in Western Australia
will be an efficient producer of revenue for the
people of this State who will have to pay such a
high cost.

The State's own committee was split in its ad-
vice to the Government and the Government has
chosen to support the advice from the members of
the committee who recommended in favour of the
establishment of a casino.

The final and fourth point that I outlined at the
beginning of my speech as to why I oppose the
establishment of a casino--I have referred to this
a couple of times already-is that the Government
seems to be making this decision with very little
information available to it. None of us is aware of

what benefits will be available through taxation
and licensing revenue, and through job creation in
the establishment of additional facilities; yet we
are asked tonight to agree to the establishment of
a casino knowing nothing about its so-called ben-
efits.

What will be the costs of a casino, both
financial and social? What will be the cost in
terms of the TAB and the racing industry and in
respect of the effect it will have on crime gener-
ally? Once again, we have not had an authoritat-
ive examination of this issue by the Government.
Nothing has been done in that area. We are being
asked to agree to the establishment of a casino and
the Government has made a decision acting in
complete ignorance of those facts.

The Government should be condemned for its
cavalier attitude to what is a most important issue.
As I have said previously in other forums, it seems
to me that, in this instance and in many others
recently, the Government has little, if any, interest
in the major issues of the day; namely job security
and the future security Western Australians want
for their families. Those are the issues about
which people are concerned and on which this
Government was elected in 1983.

This casino will do little, if anything, to address
these issues which concern us all. It will do
nothing to create job security for large numbers of
Western Australians or to assure us of the future
of this wonderful State. Therefore, I join with the
Leader of the Opposition, and, I hope with many
other members of this House, in opposing the Bill.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [7.35 p.m.]: In
the 25 years or more that I have been a member of
this Parliament, this issue has come up more fre-
quently than necessary. The illegal casino issue
has covered Very many pages in the newspapers
over a long period.

I do not intend to oppose the legislation, but I
shall ask a few questions. It is good that this
matter is before us, because it will enable a de-
cision to be made as to whether we should have a
casino. The Government made a pre and post-
election promise in respect of the establishment of
a casino. I believe a properly operated casino
would be better than the illegal operations cur-
rently in existence in this State. At least if we have
a legal casino, the Parliament and Government
will know what is happening and who is getting
what out of it.

In supporting the establishment of a casino, I
indicate clearly that I am aware a number of
people in the community also genuinely support it
while some, including members of church organis-
ations, oppose it.
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I hope a number of issues in respect of the
proposed casino will be considered properly by the
Government before an agreement is brought to the
House. We must ensure the casino is controlled
Properly.

The legislation before us contains a number of
controls which may be exerted over the casino.
However, if we look at the matter more deeply, we
can see much more can and must be done to en-
sure a casino in this State is controlled properly.

It is essential also that we have local partici-
pation in a casino. If we are to have a casino in
Western Australia, we should ensure that people
from interstate or overseas do not have a major
controlling interest in it. Most members of this
House would agree with that. The casino must
also be managed properly by someone familiar
with this area. In that way the casino will be able
to function properly.

I was concerned that initially it was proposed
that the TAB should control the operation of the
casino. I know that other members share this con-
cern. However, the Bill was amended in another
place in some beneficial ways. If the TAB controls
trotting, racing, greyhounds, and casinos in West-
ern Australia, it is clear all the betting operations
in this State will come under one authority. That
is unwise, bearing in mind that the major groups
involved in this area and those participating in the
TAB board's functions are members of the WA
Turf Club, the WA Trotting Association, and the
WA Greyhound Board. Presently the Chairman of
the Lotteries Commission is an ex-member of Par-
liament and he is partial in that regard. Therefore,
it is better that a casino not be controlled by those
people and that will be the effect of the amend-
ments made in the Legislative Council.

Much talk on this issue has related to the
amount Of Crime a casino will bring into this State.
That is a lot of poppycock. Members who make
such statements cannot have seen casinos
operating in other parts of the world. I like to have
a bet and I have always had one, within reason. I
have been to casinos in Tasmania, Alice Springs,
Darwin, Indonesia, Malaysia, Monte Carlo, and
London.

Mr Parker: You have not left out too many!

Mr O'CONNOR: In my travels I have visited
those casinos not only because I enjoy having a
bet, but also to see how they operate and to see
where all the crime about which people talk is.
That is a lot of rubbish! I have yet to see it. Can
anyone tell me where the crime occurs in respect
of the casinos in Tasmania, Alice Springs, and
Darwin? Of course they cannot. When people talk
like that, it is obvious they have not looked prop-

erly at the matter and they do not understand how
casinos Operate.

How can people say the level of crime which
will result from the establishment of a casino will
be worse than what occurs in respect of the illegal
operations in Northbridge or elsewhere in the
State? If members look at the matter, they will see
there is no logic in what people say about the
criminal aspects of the matter.

Much has been said about the findings of recent
committees which have examined this issue and
have indicated a casino should not be established.
The findings of the most recent committee which
inquired into the matter were split both ways. I
have been in Parliament for longer than most of
the members of this House. I recollect the estab-
lishment of a Royal Commission to look at this
issue in the late 1960s. That Royal Commission,
chaired by a judge, recommended the establish-
ment of a casino in Western Australia. While I did
not agree, it recommended that the casino be es-
tablished at Exmouth Gulf. That was the finding
of a Royal Commission into casinos.

In 1974 the then Commissioner of Police-I
think it was Mr Leitch-made a report to the
Government recommending the establishment of a
casino in place of the illegal operations here. That
recommendation came from the Police Depart-
ment.

Furthermore, in 1974 or 1975 Mr Jarmon
recommended that a casino be established in
Western Australia. It is easy to say that some
people oppose while others support a casino. There
is always a view contrary to that which one holds.
I do not criticise people for having a contrary view
and I acknowledge their right to do so. However, it
is only a matter of time before a casino is estab-
lished in this State.

Members have mentioned already that casinos
have been established in Tasmania and the North-
ern Territory. Two casinos are being built in
Queensland, approval has been given for a casino
in South Australia, and Victoria, and New South
Wales is investigating the matter.

I do not believe a casino in Western Australia
will attract a great deal of interest from the East-
ern States. When one bears in mind that casinos
will be in operation in the east, it is clear the
casino in this State will have little impact as far as
Eastern States visitors are concerned.

However, a casino in Western Australia will be
beneficial from the point of view of Asian visitors.
Singapore is approximately the same distance
from Perth as is Sydney and it has double the
population of this State. Malaysia has eight times
the population of this State, and Indonesia, next
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door to it, again about the same distance from
Perth as is Sydney, has about 120 times the popu-
lation of Western Australia. It is possible special
tourist planes will come down to Perth in order
that people from those areas may visit the casino
here. In the areas to which I referred only one
casino operates presently-at Genting in
Malaysia. I may be wrong, but I have heard it is
possible that casino will be closed in due course
because the present Prime Minister and Govern-
ment of Malaysia are opposed to casinos on re-
ligious grounds. If that occurs, it will be possible
that people from those areas who have the money,
who want to take the risks, and who want to be
able to invest here will use our casino and it will
become a tourist attraction.

I stress that if a casino is established it should
be of the highest standard. It wilt probably take
approximately two years to construct and, with
the America's Cup being held here in 1987, the
casino will be a further attraction.

I do not criticise anyone who holds views con-
trary to mine. Some people, for religious or other
reasons, are genuinely opposed to a casino. How-
ever, I believe the majority of the public of this
State support it. Indeed, I would say 55 to 60 per
cent of the people of Western Australia favour the
establishment of a casino. A number of people still
do not support it, but decisions must be made.
Irrespective of which decision is made, some
people will disagree with it. If we decide to have a
casino, we must determine where it will be located.

Regardless of the location decided upon, there
will be opposition to it. Today some people seem to
oppose every decision that is made. If we decided
to site the casino at Scarborough, it would be
opposed; if we constructed it at Cottesloe, it would
be opposed; and if we put it on Burswood Island it
would be opposed. Irrespective of the decision
which is made in respect of the location of the
casino, some people will say it is in the wrong
place.

The Government must ensure the cleanliness,
efficiency, and proper control of the casino. Some
of the provisions in the Bill are rather severe. The
organisation which is approved in this respect
must build a complex with a hotel of international
standard before approval to operate a casino is
granted. The complex must be constructed on the
basis that if it meets with the Government's re-
quirements, the organisation may be granted a
licence to operate a casino. That cannot be done
until the appropriate legislation comes before the
House and is ratified.

I hope the Government will provide further de-
tails in respect of the level of taxes and fees which
will be charged. At this stage we do not have any

indication of that. I know in other parts of the
world taxes and fees are charged and I presume
the figures will be taken into account and con-
sidered at the appropriate time. However, the or-
ganisation which constructs the complex will do so
on the basis that it is unaware of the fees or taxes
which will be charged.

There is no doubt that employment will be
created with the building of the casino, the inter-
national hotel, and the golf course. Some hundreds
of people will be involved in that and at a time
when employment is not going very well for the
State it will be a great boost. Once the complex is
completed, employment will be provided again for
many hundreds of people. More interest will be
shown in the casino by tourists than by most lo-
cals.

A number of locals bet a certain amount of
money on races, trots, or the dogs, but a lot of
people do not like to bet and I do not think a
casino will attract them. As I pointed out earlier, I
like to go to a casino. I would like to take my wife
out to dinner and then go on to a casino. At the
moment the casinos operate illegally, and women
have been precluded from visiting them. I believe
a person should have an opportunity to go to a
casino if he wishes.

I do not believe there is much likelihood of a
person picking up his pay packet, going to the
casino, and then home. The strict dress require-
ments will prevent that.

One provision in the Bill which concerns me
relates to the fact that legal proceedings for recov-
ery can be made against a licensee. In our Acts in
this State a person can recover gambling debts if
the debt is paid by cheque. I wonder which Act
will prevail in regard to the casino. It could mean
that if a person pays his casino debts by cheque, he
can then recover that money from the licensee.
The Bill does indicate that that is possible. I be-
lieve if a person bets he should not be able to
recover that money from the licensee of a casino in
this State.

I hope the Minister will clarify that matter in
his reply, because if the present Act prevails it
means that if a Person wins $ 10 000 he keeps the
money, but it is all right if he loses $1000, be-
cause he can recover it. I do not see why a casino
licensee would wish to operate under those con-
ditions. I am referring to clause 19 of the Bill.

As I said previously, employment will result
from the establishment of this casino. However,
we must ensure proper controls over these oper-
ations and local participation. I am not talking
about 10 or I5 per cent participation, I am talking
about 50 per cent. I believe we ought to have
proper management of the casino. I will be
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watching closely the regulations made in connec-
tion with the casino, because they are very import-
ant. It is not my intention to oppose this legis-
lation.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [7.50 p.m.]: I am ex-
tremely disappointed that the Government has put
this debate in a time-frame. This is a social Bill of
the utmost importance.

Mr Barnett interjected.
Mr RUSHTON: It is all very well for the

Government to interject that this debate could go
on for a long time, but a matter of this nature
should be debated extensively, and the public
ought to be made aware of the opinions held by
members in this House. We should allow enough
time for the public to respond. Fortunately there
will be some time because other related matters
have yet to come before the House.

We know the Bill will be carried in this House
because it has passed through the other Chamber.
The only influence which will stop this legislation
being passed is public opinion, Of course we all
know what has happened about the proposals for
Rottnest Island. If the public rouses themselves we
can see the Government may have to have another
thought about this legislation.

About 60 per cent of families in this State are
against the establishment of a casino. The Perth
City Council received a strong opinion from its
councillors about the setting up of a casino at
Rurswood Island. If the Government is to bring
forward legislation for the running and siting of
the casino, legislation will be required to validate
the siting on an 'A"-class reserve; therefore, some
time will be available for the public to let their
opinions be known to their members of Parlia-
ment.

The correspondence I have received about this
matter has indicated that people are overwhelm.
ingly against the establishment of a casino. In a
short time the Government may become aware
that over 60 per cent of the population are opposed
to the establishment of a casino.

I will approach this legislation by dealing with it
in two parts and I make it known that I oppose it.

If a casino is to be established then I will
suggest an alternative site for it. I believe the
Government wishes to establish this casino as a
monument to its administration. We have seen
that before with the Entertainment Centre. That
centre was a monument to a Labor Government,
and of course the Court Government had to deal
with the debacle later. With this proposal of the
Government we have another taxing
measure-the revenue will come from the average
person or low income earner.

An interesting feature of the steps taken by the
Government is that it sought a report from the
casino advisory committee which was established
in 1983, but it did not get the answer it wanted.
The terms of reference were to establish guidelines
and formulate legislation for the establishment
and control of casino operations in Western
Australia. The committee brought forward two
strong reports which were against the establish-
ment of a casino and the unfortunate chairman
had to write a report consistent with the
guidelines. Of course the tourist director
supported it.

If members cared to look through the report
they would realise tha4 the arguments against a
casino were much stronger than those for a casino.

An inquiry was set up in Victoria under His
Honour, F. X. Connor QC, who found against the
establishment of a casino in Victoria. The argu-
ment of the Government advisory committee in
Western Australia was against a casino and the
majority of the submissions received were the
same. I must say that I strongly oppose the estab-
lishment of a casino, as do 50 per cent of the
farmlies in this State. I believe a casino is un-
necessary.

I would like to change tack and say that the
introduction of a casino in this State will have an
adverse effect on family life. It will increase the
number of' broken homes and it will cause
addictive gambling.

We have heard recently arguments against
tobacco smoking and alcoholism, yet we have a
Government which is prepared to establish a ca-
sino in this State and provide for gambling ad-
dicts. I believe illegal gambling will continue be-
cause it is a fact of life. If we try to stop prosti-
tution in this State we would find it would still
flourish, because it is something that has gone on
for all time. The normal measures the Govern-
ment introduces to police such activities do not
stop prostitution and gambling from taking place.

Another effect of the establishment of a casino
would be that it would become a centralised at-
traction. It would bring people to the city and
drain money from country areas. That will be a
retrograde step and something of which country
members should take cognisance. They should op-
pose the establishment of a metropolitan casino. It
will drain off considerable funds from country
areas. If we must have a casino then it should be
situated in a country centre.

It was interesting to read in the report of the
TAB that a casino would hardly be likely to at-
tract an influx of tourists to the State. That is an
interesting point of view because that was said to
be the whole basis of establishing a casino--it
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would promote tourism. If one took a pragmatic
approach, one would find that that is not likely.
We will not attract people to this State. Why
would a person come from the eastern seaboard to
our casino when he has casinos in his own State?
Why would people come from overseas when they
have casinos in their countries? They will have the
added cost of the expense of an air fare. The
Government has adopted the approach that if we
introduce a casino then we will attract a number
of tourists. It could be a similar case to the situ-
ation where Queensland has won our money be-
cause of the lID taxes we have imposed in this
State.

We should keep our State as it is, attractive in
its low key way. People mention that this State is
one of the most wonderful States in which to live.
In fact we have the highest retention rate of people
who have been transferred here in their employ-
ment. Quite often people are prepared to play a
lesser role in the workplace in order that they may
remain in this State. Why make our State like
New South Wales and Victoria? Why not keep
some of the pleasing features that we have as an
attraction for people to come here?

Slot machines will follow the establishment of a
casino. While everyone is saying that slot ma-
chines will not be permitted in Western Australia,
it is easy to understand that they will be legalised
in due course.

By the year 2000, moves will be under way to
have a Royal Commission inquiring into the ad-
verse effects of a casino on social life, its ill effects
on family life, and the increase in crime. The
worrying point is that the Government that will be
in power at that time will be gaining taxation from
the success of the casino and the Government will
resist the appointment of a Royal Commission for
that reason. Once a Government involves itself in
a casino, it begins to make decisions for the wrong
reasons.

Nearly all the reports I have read have been
against the establishment of casinos. I refer to
some recommendations of the Commissioner of
Police where he spells out clearly the factors
against the establishment of a casino in this State.
In the Government casino advisory committee re-
port, the commissioner refers in great depth to, the
recommendations of the Connor report in Victoria
as follows-

I recommend that maximum revenue ca-
sinos not be established in Victoria for the
following reasons:-

(a) they would be likely to stimulate casino
gambling to an unacceptable degree;

(b) there is no substantial demonstrable de-
mand for them;

Just as we have no demand for a casino, Victoria
has no demand for a casino eiuber. It continues-

(c) there would be a substantial risk that in
one way or another they would be
infiltrated by organised crime elements;

That is right, it will be legal for anyone to come to
this State to attend the casino. It cont in ues--

(d) they are likely to be accompanied by an
unacceptable level of street crime;

(e) they are not, by comparison with certain
other forms of gambling, likely to be ef-
ficient producers oif revenue for the State
of Victoria.

Some of those reasons are applicable to this State
and the Government should have given consider-
ation to them.

Another interesting factor is that it is often
stated that there has not been any real problem
with the casino in Tasmania. However, the report
states that the Premier of Tasmania, in correspon-
dence to the Premier of WA, said-

On the basis of the Committee's experi-
ence, it appears to the Tasmanian Govern-
ment that there is a glaring gap in infor-
mation about the effects of gambling. It is
appropriate to again quote from the report
(p. 4): 'The Committee has been given no
substantial evidence of serious social, moral
or economic consequences of gambling in
Tasmania, but this does not mean that such
consequences do not exist. It means that the
community knows much less than it should'.

That is an example of a Government being
involved in gaining revenue from a casino and not
setting up inquiries that it should to investigate the
adverse effects that a casino has on the social well-
being of a community.

A great deal has been said about the casino in
Alice Springs. However, the report referred to the
Mayor of Alice Springs who was emphatic about
the adverse effects of the casino on the com-
munity. The reports I have read have been most
interesting and helpful and I suggest that all mem-
-bers read. them. If the Premier and the Govern-
ment had read them and taken notice of them,
instead of thumbing their noses at the suggestion
of an inquiry, there would have been different
decisions and different legislation before this
House.

I wonder how many years it will be before there
will be a Royal Commission into the adverse ef-
fects of a casino on the community in this State.
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I refer to the siting of the casino and to the fact
that it has been stated that a firm decision will be
made to establish a casino on Burswood Island.

In 1974 1 was Minister for Town Planning and I
believed Heirisson Island could be made more aes-
thetically pleasing. I travelled over the Causeway
regularly and I observed the tremendous develop-
ment of trees and shrubs at Trinity College. I
believed that the same development could take
place on Heirisson and Burswood Islands. I was
successful in having funds made available in the
Budget for such development. The City of Perth
provided the labour and did a magnificent job with
Heirisson Island. The view of the city and of Kings
Park from H-eirisson Island is unique. I commend
those people who undertook the development work
on that island.

After the beautification project on Heirisson
Island had been completed, a similar project was
undertaken on Burswood Island to commemorate
the 150th Anniversary of this State. Mr Ossie
Edwards played a major part in that project which
was very successful.

It is easy to demonstrate how unnecessary it is
to establish a casino on Burswood Island. The
report has been written on that basis.

Why do we want a five-star international hotel
on Burswood Island when there are several hotels
of that calibre in the city? Why do we require
convention facilities on Burswood Island when fa-
cilities of that nature are available in the city, and
they are second to none.

Mr Parker: We have not got a convention centre
there.

Mr RUSHTON: Restaurants and a golf course
have been considered in the development of the
casino.

Mr Brian Burke: Would you be in support of
observation city at Scarborough?

Mr RUSHTON: I will be asking questions in
this House about that development. If the develop-
ment proceeds it will become the norm. If it is a
once-only project it will devalue land in its vicin-
ity. I cite the example of the construction of
Allendale Square when the Tonkin Government
doubled the maximum height of buildings in order
for that development to proceed. That height has
now become the norm.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you want high-rise build-
ings along there?

Mr RUSH-TON: It is the right of the people to
say whether they want them.

Mr Brian Burke: What do you say?

Mr RUSHTON: The Government has been
totally inconsistent in allowing a once-only devel-

opmnent; the rest of the land will be devalued on
that basis. It is treating the people unfairly.

If what the Government suggests does take
place on Burswood Island, it will be inconsistent
with commercial enterprise--other hotels provide
restaurants, etc. and many golf courses are avail-
able to accommodate international visitors. We do
not want a five-star hotel on Burswood Island. It
would be the same as saying that we want that
type of development at Kings Park. The Govern-
ment would not do that, because the community
would throw the Government out of office if it did.

I am against the casino because it will have an
adverse effect on family life. However, if we are to
have a casino I suggest that the Government con-
siders another area for its establishment;, that is an
area over the Barrack Street bridge and bounded
by Bridge Street, Beaufort Street, James Street
and Stirling Street. Most of that land is owned by
the Public Works Department and Westrail. It
would provide an opportunity for the redevelop-
ment of the Perth City railway station into a
transfer station. Transport is readily available in
that area and there is sufficient parking. A casino
would associate very readily with the Northbridge
area and it would complement the nightlife of
Perth. Most of the hotels are situated in the city
area and if a casino were established in
Northbridge, it would be within walking distance
of the hotels. The Perth City Council should con-
sider my suggestion and make representation to
the Government.

The previous Government decided that River-
side Drive should not carry heavy traffic and that
it should be a service road to the city. With tbe
establishment of a casino at Burswood Island, this
will not eventuate and it will have an adverse
effect on the volume of traffic on Riverside Drive.
If the Government considered my suggestion of
the establishment of a casino in the Northbridge
area, it would see that it makes good sense and
would result in the development of a city transfer
station, If my suggestion were acceptable, the rail-
way station could be retained as an attractive his-
torical building, but it would allow for rapid
transport-both bus and train-in years to come.
Sufficient parking facilities are available and
would be adequate for a casino.

Burswood Island should not be the site for a
casino. If the casino cannot operate without the
establishment of a five-star hotel and other com-
mercial facilities, it should not be established in
Western Australia. Small businesses should not
have to compete with private enterprise connected
with the development of a casino to which the
Government is giving advantages.
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Small businesses should not be pressured by
people with a special privilege because they are
dealing with the Government. The deal should be
even-handed. More and more of this sort of thing
will take place. It then starts a whole trend
towards favouritism, and that is not acceptable in
this society. I hope that the people in this State are
sufficiently stirred up, firstly over the casino, and
secondly over the Burswood Island site, to come
forward in great numbers and indicate to the
Government how they feel about what the Govern-
ment is doing. That is the only way at this stage of
getting the Government to change direction. At
present the legislation has passed the Legislative
Council and the numbers are sufficient to ensure
that the legislation will be passed here.

I have recorded my points of opposition. 1 be-
lieve there will be a Royal Commission into the
adverse effects of the casino upon our society by
the year 2000. Time will tell how accurate 1 am.

MR COYNE (Murchison-Eyre) f 8.17 p.mn.J: I
want to voice my implacable opposition to a ca-
sino. I have been consistent throughout my life-
time in exposing the gambling evil. A casino would
allow people with the least resistance to this form
of gambling to suffer.

To begin my remarks, I am totally in agreement
with the Leader of the Opposition about the Bill
itself, the shortcomings of the BillI, and the way it
is drafted, also the fact that the Minister is to have
total control. That is an evil part of this Hill.

Much of the glamour attached to gambling ca-
sinos does not really exist in practice. Having been
to some of the casinos, but not to many, I have
seen enough to make a judgment, and possibly a
better value judgment than anybody else in this
House. I have been very closely associated with
gambling throughout the whole of my life. I grew
up in Kalgoorlie and the goldfields generally,
where gambling was, I suppose, the most popular
sport. Gambling became popular in Kalgoorlie
and the goldields because of the influx of Slav
and Italian people, particularly those from north-
ern Italy, and their addiction to gambling.

Mr Pearce: The Chinese.
Mr COYNE: The Chinese originally, I suppose,

had a great influence as well. I have seen gam-
bling at the grass roots level, In those towns some
people could not resist it, and those who usually
suffered were the housewives. Workers would
come home with absolutely no money because
they had visited the two-up school on the way
home.

The game of two-up is, I think, the fairest form
of gambling. I commend the Government for
legalising that form of gambling in K~algoorlie.

The punter has some chance of winning in that
game.

The extraction of the commission is fair. Any-
body who goes to that game can bet and win
54 000 or $5 000 without paying a cent in com-
mission. It does not usually happen that way,
though. Thc spinner in the centre is levied a cer-
tai n percentage, somethi ng l ike five or 10 per cent.
That is the commission on the first three pairs,
and then every odd pair after that attracts a com-
mission. It adds up. Those who can do that have
no objection to paying. That is the most funda-
mental form of gambling and the best.

But look at the situation with casinos, lotteries,
and lucky numbers; the people most affected are
those who can least afford it. The tremendous
revenue generated by gambling is being supported
by the introduction of this Bill. All this talk about
employment and tourism is utter nonsense. What
the Government is seeking to do is to get access to
the huge commission which the casinos provide for
the Government and which becomes Consolidated
Revenue.

I applaud the Connor report in Victoria.
Melbourne is the second most populous capital in
Australia, Sydney being number one. The
Victorians came to the conclusion that gambling
was an evil thing and recommended it should not
be introduced into Victoria.

Another place where gambling is prohibited is
in most of the South-East Asian countries. There
is only one gambling school of any consequence in
South-East Asia, and that is at Macau. Casinos
are not allowed in Hong Kong or in
Singapore--places which are considered to be the
best run gambling areas in the whole world. That
in itself should be a lesson to Western Australians.
By setting up a casino we do not want to enitice
these con men from all over the world to the fair
city of Perth. That is one reason we should not
encourage a gambling Casino.

The member for Mt. Lawley said about 55 or
60 per cent of Western Australians were in favour
of a casino in this State. If we conducted a refer-
endumn, I believe we would find about 75 per cent
of the people in this State would be against it. This
silent majority must put up with having a casino
foisted on this beautiful city of Perth. We do not
need a casino, bringing with it hoods and prosti-
tutes and everything else that accompanies ca-
sinos, into this State.

I have examined the casino in Hobart. I was
trying to gain an insight into how people act; not
so much taking any interest in the gambling. It is
certainly not a place of happiness Or joy. It is a
place where people wear expressionless looks on
their faces as they try to beat the system. It is a
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sad thing that Hobart has the highest suicide rate
in Australia.

It is wrong for people who cannot afford it to go
into those palaces to gamble. One of the worst
aspects of casinos is the scores of housewives with
despairing looks on their faces, often having lost
all their wealth. Certainly Hobart is close to the
big population centres of Melbourne and Sydney,
and it does attract people who wish to launder
their money. It is prosperous in that way.

There are also special flights to accommodate
weekend travellers to play the game. The particu-
lar aspect which is very much publicised is the
effect of the poker machines in Sydney and New
South Wales. Access to these machines has
created a social problem. If the New South Wales
Government could get rid of them it would. But,
of course it cannot, because it is now locked into
the revenue they produce. The evil is that crooks
come in with rigged machines to deprive the
people who can least afford it of their wealth.

Looking at gambling in the true form, the only
profit makers are the bookmakers on the race-
course.

Mr Pearce: Are you speaking from bitter ex-
perience?

Mr COYNE: Bookmakers are a band of very
disciplined people who know they must never take
a chance, they always have the odds their way.
They must pay their expenses first, so that anyone
who walks on to a racecourse has virtually no
chance of winning.

Mr Brian Burke: I agree with you about the
prospects of winning, but can I say this? You are
not right about the ability of bookmakers to bal-
ance their books in this State. Some bookmakers
have gone broke.

Mr COYNE: Once they gamble, that is the end
of it. They must be totally disciplined.

Mr Pearce: You must be the most dedicated
gambler in this House.

Mr COYNE: Whatever gambling area or
method one chooses, the commission has to be
borne by those who play the game. As someone
who has watched the game as I have over the
years-

Mr Pearce: From close quarters!
Mr COYNE: -my attitude to gambling in

terms of the little that I do-
[Laughter.]
Mr COYNE: -is purely and simply my view

against snmebody else's view. For instance. I
might have $20 on an even money basis.

Mr Brian Burke: That sounds remarkably like a
bookmaker.

Mr COYNE: I have always had to pay heed to
gambling, not so much to the people in it, but to
the people who are affected by it. I have studied
the effects of gambling over the years. I have
several cuttings here. One has a headline, "Slaves
to the gambling habit". Another, "Lives in ruin".
Some of us with our reasonable occupations do not
see the seamy side of gambling.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you know the quarter of
the horse I own crossed the line first the other day.
According to your lights, should I get rid of it?

Mr COYNE: If the Premier wants to keep some
money, he should get rid of the horse quickly. The
Premier is niot a compulsive gambler, but if he
keeps it up for a little while he will become a
compulsive gambler. I think he is too smart for
that.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COYNE: I have seen plenty of real gam-
blers in my time, people with a compulsive urge to
gamble. One chap lost $80 000 in one night. He
was $240 000 in front in the biggest two-up school
I had seen. H-e was urged to give it away. The next
night he lost $80 000 and very steadily lost the lot.

Mr Brian Burke: How do you know?

Mr COYNE: Because I know who the fellow is,
how he got the money, and more about it than
anyone would expect me to know.

Mr Brian Burke: You are an oracle!

Mr COYNE: I urge members to reconsider. I
know the casino will be a fact of life. Two casinos
have been established in the Northern Territory,
but neither of them is doing very well. A casino in
Western Australia will not do well, because the
journey to Western Australia is too long. People
will not come from the heavily populated areas to
a remote locality like Perth. The casino will be an
unprofitable exercise if all the glorified plans for a
casino situated at Burswood Island come to pass.
It will create dislocation to the fair city of Perth,
and I hope that it will not happen.

My speech is a little disjointed, but I have en-
deavoured to object strongly to the establishment
of a casino. I abject to the turn taken by this
debate, because a matter of public importance like
this should have more time allocated to it than the
time scale available on one sitting day. It is not
fair that this sort of thing should happen.

Members on this side of the House have taken
the attitude that we should have a free vote on this
Bill, and that we can make up our own minds. We
have already heard members on this side of the
House who have supported the establishment of a
casino, but that is a wrong decision and I know it
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will be proved that they are wrong. I will not say,
"I told you so".

I am totally opposed to the introduction of a
casino in this State.

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) f8.33
p.m.]: I am in favoqr of the Casino Control Bill. I
am not necessarily in favour of a casino overall,
but because of the fact that we have tolerated
illegal casinos in Perth and Western Australia for
years, I believe the Bill should be passed. When
prohibition was found not to work in America, the
drinking of alcohol had to be legalised; we have a
similar situation with illegal casinos.

Mr Brian Burke: There are no illegal casinos, to
my knowledge, in the Perth area.

Mr BRADSHAW: I was under the impression
they were still functioning

Mr Brian Burke: If you have any knowledge of
a casino still functioning-

Mr BRADSHAW: I have no knowledge, but I
assumed they were.

Mr Tonkin: It was your Government that al-
lowed the law to be broken.

Mr BRADSHAW: I find it hard to believe that
they are not functioning now, because it is a fact
of life that people like to gamble. They carry on
their gambling in closed shops. Quite often they
move around the suburbs.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not disagree with any of
that, but there is absolutely no evidence. One of
the things we have maintained is that every mem-
ber has a responsibility to report to the police if he
knows about that sort of thing.

Mr BRADSHAW: If they are not operating
now, they will certainly start up again, in some
form, at a later date.

Mr Brian Burke: There is always that danger.
Mr O'Connor: Some were caught just recently.
Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, in North Perth, or

somewhere else.
To be totally honest, I do not believe that the

average person would support a casino in Perth. I
have visited places like Wrest Point and Alice
Springs, and although the average person mi .ght
go there with his family once a year, or once in a
lifetime, it is only the tourists or the professional
ganiblers who will front up to these places. The
professional gambler will certainly use a casino for
gambling, but the average person will not wish to
go there every week or every night of the week, to
lose his wages.

One aspect of the Bill worries me. The Minister
has said that other Bills will deal with further
aspects of the matter, but I am concerned about
the one-armed bandits. Clause 23 of the Bill pro-

vides that authorised games may be introduced by
the ruling committee. That is an open-ended pro-
vision, and it should be tightened up because we
do not need one-armed bandits in Western
Australia.

I have given consideration to the site on
Burswood Island. Perhaps I would prefer to see it
left as public open space, but the site is central to
suburbs of Perth such as Fremantle, Wanneroo,
Midland Junction, etc. Certainly it is an ideal site,
but it worries me that where previously we had a
wide open space for people visiting the city to see,
giving a feeling of openness to the city of Perth,
that will not now be the case. I hope that much
consultation goes on between the Perth City
Council, the Swan River Management Authority,
and other authorities involved in the casino so that
proper consideration is given to the development
of the site should it be finally chosen for the ca-
sino.

The legislation is slightly unfair to the
interested people who submitted proposals on the
casino, because of the length of time available for
them to resubmit their applications. They were
given only a short time to come up with sub-
missions for such a large project with so much
money involved. Certainly they needed a fair
amount of time for consultation with their advisers
in order to put the submissions together.

Part of the Bill provides that the Chairman and
the General Manager of the Totalisator Agency
Board will be members of the committee. I see
nothing wrong with that proposal, as long as it
does not affect the efficient running of the TAB. I
am sure once the casino is up and running, it will
not require a great deal of control by the com-
mittee, and therefore the Chairman and the Gen-
eral Manager of the TAB should not be involved
in too much work.

During the Minister's second reading speech he
said-

A liquor licence in respect of the casino
shall not be held by a person who is not the
casino licensee or his employee. This pro-
vision is essential as part of the viability of
casino operations and will require an amend-
ment to the Liquor Act at a later stage.

It is strange that the illegal casinos which operated
in Perth had no alcohol available. In fact, they
offered free various beverages such as coffee and
cold drinks, as well as food of various sorts. I
cannot see why it is necessary for the Bill to con-
tain provision for a liquor licence to be given to the
licensee of the casino.

In the Minister's second reading speech, the
following also appeared-
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This part of the Bill also provides for cer-
tain persons to be refused the right of entry to
a casino, including persons under the age of
18 years.

Clause 27 (1) of the Bill provides as follows-

27. (1) A casino licensee shall ensure that
no person under the age of 18 years is permit-
ted to play any game in the licensed casino.

I am not sure if that means that people under the
age of 18 cannot enter the casino, or whether they
will simply not be able to gamble. I know that at
the Alice Springs casino, and possibly the Wrest
Point casino, juveniles under the age of 18 years
are permitted to attend. It is essential that juven-
iles be able to attend, not necessarily to gamble
but to go along with their parents. That will re-
move the mystique of gambling, and young people
will not develop a yearning in later life for some-
thing that they think is big and wonderful. If they
know what it is about, they will not have the desire
to go and gamble. It is essential that juveniles be
able to attend with their parents, to learn what
goes on, to learn that it is not such a fantastic
place, and that there is not much mystique about
it.

I support the Bill, but not necessarily because I
agree with the estabishment of a casino. We can
live without more gambling, but due to the cir-
cumnstances that have existed in Western Australia
for years, I support the Bill.

MR WATT (Albany) [8.41 p~m.]: Obviously
there is a great division of opinion in the com-
munity about the Bill. Its purpose is to determine
whether Western Australia should have a casino.
If the Bill is passed other decisions must be made
at a later stage to determine the nature of owner-
ship, control, licensing, whether the casino should
be allowed to sell liquor, management, and such
decisions. However, the important decision must
be made in connection with this Bill. To be or not
to be, that is the question.

Mr Pearce: A literary man! Obviously you
learnt something at the Albany Senior High
School. A fine education you got down in your
neck of the woods.

Mr WATT: The Minister is absolutely right,
although I must admit 1 do not remember much
Shakespeare.

I have endeavoured to come to an informed
decision on this subject, but I must admit that
there is more opinion on the subject than hard
fact. Therefore, we come down to basic, opposing
questions: What will be the economic benefit to
the State? What adverse effect will be imposed on
the community if the casino is established?

I have spoken with a number of people, particu-
larly in Hobart, who have been involved in welfare
and church work, and public administration. They
have been frank and honest in discussing the sub-
ject with me and answering my questions. It was
interesting to hear some of the comments they
have made, and I will summarise them briefly for
the record.

Firstly, it is generally agreed that by far the
greatest number of patrons of the Wrest Point
casino have come from mainland Australia for the
express purpose of gambling. Local people rep-
resent only a minority of those who patronise the
Wrest Point casino.

Secondly, the casino at Wrest Point is a rela-
tively minor part of a total complex which has a
Much greater role to play as a conference centre
and hotel. That was alluded to earlier in the de-
bate when the Premier was in the Chamber. Obvi-
ously the hotel is able to attract a fairly significant
proportion of the convention and conference mar-
ket; the attraction of the casino is apparently more
imaginary than real, because it represents a fairly
small part of the total complex.

Thirdly, we are not really comparing like with
like. Although the locals represent only a small
percentage of the total patronage of Wrest Point,
and although there are casinos at Darwin and
Alice Springs, there is no reason to believe that
large numbers of gamblers will travel the long
distance to Perth to make a Western Australian
casino a howling success, or a financial goldmine
for the Western Australian Government. In trying
to be fair in my conjecture about the pros and cons
of a casino, I admit it is possible that it might have
some attraction for gamblers from South-East
Asia, although I am not sure about that. That
depends to a large extent on the availability of
gambling facilities already present, such as those
in Singapore and Malaysia.

The fourth point is that it was very difficult to
establish an accurate dossier of case histories of
people who had fallen victim to the gambling dis-
ease. Those people in Hobart with whom I spoke
said that they had discussed individual cases with
many people and that there was no doubt in their
minds these victims existed, but no-one had been
able to sit down and quantify them and to illus-
trate how many people per month or per year fell
victim to problems created by their gambling
habits.

The fifth point to emerge was that there were
still many locals who got hooked on gambling in
the casino. These people did not follow any set
pattern and varied in age from the quite young to
the "ageing grannies", as one person described
them. So the problems exist right across the corn-
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munity, indicating that our concern should be for
the total community and not any particular age
group.

The sixth point to emerge was that much of the
problem of gambling traumas tended to get hidden
away and swept under the carpet in much the
same way as happened with alcoholism. Wives,
husbands, children, and friends of people with
gambling problems tend to try to conceal the prob-
lem. This makes it difficult to identify until one
happens to be involved in the area of welfare and
social work and one comes into contact with the
people who are usually already in too much
trouble to be rescued.

The seventh point revealed to me concerned the
many cases of deprivation at home, with young
children being deprived of adequate food, shelter,
and clothing. Examples were given of bankruptcy
and family disruption and separation, all problems
very clearly identifiable because of excessive gam-
bling.

The eighth point conveyed to me, although I
cannot verify this because I did not speak to him
personally, was that the Tasmanian Commissioner
of Police still had many reservations about the
casino there despite its being well run and being a
most successful business operation.

I spoke with the head of the Salvation Army's
social service and family welfare section, Major
Guy. He said that he was Firm in his conviction
that a great deal of hardship, both personal and
family, and criminal activities occurred because of
the casino. They are his words.

The member for Murchison-Eyre mentioned
some crimes associated with casinos. We all know
that drug money is often laundered through ca-
sinos and that a lot of white collar crimes such as
embezzlement occur to pay off gambling debts.

Church groups have carried out a considerable
amount of research which they have represented
to the Government and to its casino advisory com-
mittee. It was interesting that the report of the
advisory committee was divided, with two mem-
bers in favour and two opposed to the establish-
ment of a casino. Perhaps one of the best
documented submissions sent to me on the subject
was one entitled "Don't let the die be cast. Have
your say on casinos in WA". It was prepared by
the social responsibility working group of the
Uniting Church of Australia. I compliment the
church for that document because it contains a
considerable amount of factual and statistical in-
formation, while also containing some expressions
of opinion. It is interesting, too, that its con-
clusions coincide with the informed views
expressed by those welfare workers in Hobart with
whom I spoke; with the recommendation of Mr

Prancies Xavier Connor who headed the Victorian
inquiry which rejected the idea of a casino and
which recommendation was accepted by the
Victorian Government, to its credit; and with two
of the four members of the State Government's
casino advisory committee, the two perhaps who
might reasonably be regarded as those best
equipped to make an informed judgment on the
rights and wrongs of a casino for Western
Australia.

I will not take up the time of the House by
amplifying my views in detail, but I do hold a very
real concern for the direction in which our modern
society is heading, because in almost everything
we do we relax standards. One need go back only
over the last 10 or 15 years to point to the number
of examples where, due to the lowering of the age
of consent and various age limits, things that used
to be much more difficult to do can now be done
by young people in increasing numbers. The result
is that our youngsters are being placed under a far
greater degree of peer group pressure and families
are being placed under great strain.

My concern is not for the fairly affluent min-
ority likely to patronise a casino and who would be
in a position to carry any losses incurred, whether
just a few dollars or a few hundred dollars. My
concern is for those people who would find it diffi-
cult to resist the attraction of the casino in the
belief that they just might win a fortune. We all
know that for every rare occasion when that hap-
pens, there are many others where people lose
their money.

Finally, I comment on the subject of poker ma-
chines, a topic raised earlier by the member for
Murray-Wellington. Of all gambling devices,
poker machines are identifiably the most
addictive. While I realise this Bill does not get
down to that sort of detail, we can be fairly certain
that whether or not poker machines are allowed, if
a casino is established in Western Australia, enor-
mous pressure will be applied for them to be
introduced at a later date.

The poker machine lobby is very wealthy and
powerful, and we can be left in no doubt that it
would be prepared to spend large sums of money
to get its machines accepted in Western Australia.
The poker machine lobby would like to gel a foot
in the door, and once that happened it would not
be long before these machines would find their
way into all sorts of clubs and associations.

In making my decision I have been concerned
about the illegal gambling that used to occur in
the Northbridge area and which may well still be
occurring, although I am not aware that it is.
Undoubtedly a licensed casino would provide a
means of giving the people who used those facili-
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ties an opportunity to carry out their pastime
legally. A decision had to be made because this is
not a subject where one can sit on the fence. From
my own inquiries, from the evidence given to me
by quite a lot of people, and from various rep-
resentations made to me, I have no alternative but
to oppose the Bill. In fact, I have a clear duty to
oppose the Bill.

MR MeNEE (Mt. Marshall) [8.54 p.m.]: When
we consider a Bill such as this it is important that
we should endeavour to ascertain what a casino
might do for Western Australians. I doubt that it
would do much for Western Australians. We have
to weigh the benefits of what it might bring
against the risk of the damage it might do.

The Government's inquiry was certainly incon-
clusive. It seems that the Government's argument
for a casino is based on the assumption that we
will benefit from Asian tourists and the revenue
they will bring to this State. They might well be
two valid arguments in favour of a casino; cer-
tainly the revenue would be welcomed by the
Premier. However, I wonder about his consistency,
because I notice that he came back from Canberra
the other day yelping and complaining that he did
not get a very good deal after he had argued for
greater taxing powers-something which fright-
enied the life out of my electorate. I wonder how
much revenue the Government would be likely to
receive from this avenue.

Australia is well catered for with casinos, and
the Government seems to be evading that argu-
ment and saying it is in favour of a casino because
of an expected increase in Asian tourists. We
might see an increase, but I doubt that we will see
any positive benefits from the increase in tourism
or any employment that would be £reated as a
resulIt.

I doubt very much that a great deal of employ-
ment would result. I am reminded that this
Government said during the election campaign
that it would create about 25 000 jobs and that it
has done precious little about that to this stage. In
fact, it has got rid of some jobs very successfully
thanks to the introduction of FID. Nevertheless
we cannot ignore the fact that some minimal gain
in employment would come from the establish-
ment of a casino.

I do not want to take away a person's right to
gamble-I am not my brother's keeper to that
extent, and whether I agree with his gambling is of
little consequence. However, when we consider
that as much as $7 million a week is gambled by
Western Australians, I question whether we need
to add to that figure. 1 question just how many
average people would go to a casino. I notice that
one of the reports indicated that a casino would

have no effect on the lower socioeconomic groups.
We must accept that there could well be a number
of people in that category who would be very
seriously affected, because they are the ones who
could least afford to attend a casino and they
would be the ones with the least amount of money
to spend there.

The Government will have to accept all the risks
that can go with a casino in its hope of attracting
Asian tourists. The Government will have to ac-
cept the risk of increased crime as well.

We are placing at risk some of our young people
who might be encouraged to go to a casino more
often than they ought to, and these are the young
people the Government is very keen to see do not
smoke. I support the Government's endeavour
there, but I do not want to see them gambling in
casinos. The Government needs to be consistent in
its concern for young people.

The Government believes a casino would bring
tourists to Western Australia and therefore create
employment. I do not believe it will create much
employment. If the Government had more positive
policies, we might have more employment.

Of course we do not because the Government
would prefer to spend its time trying to do things
which appear to me to be destructive, It seems to
have forgotten many of the promises it made dur-
ins the election campaign.

I point out that the TAB turnover is in the order
of $270 million a year. When I look at the variety
of gambling in which we are able to take part in
this State I am amazed that the Government
should say, "Let us have a casino". The whole
issue has not been handled very well. People con-
sistently say to me, "We are going to have a casino
whether we want it or not". I doubt that the
people were ever really asked their opinion on a
casino. It is being thrust upon them regardless of
what they want. It might be a social disaster; that
is a risk we must take.

I was interested to note some comments
attributed to Mr Porter in The West Ausiralian of
23 January. He was reported as saying that
although it was considered casinos had not
brought problems to Tasmania or the Northern
Territory, the Mayor of Alice Springs, Lesley
Oldsmith, has said child bashing, wife bashing,
and prostitution have increased. If that is the price
we have to pay, I believe it is too high. The price is
too high without those effects which are com-
pletely obnoxious to me. We will probably have
the loan sharks around the casino and they spel
disaster, too.

I urge a note of caution on the Government in
the step it is taking. It is one which may in future

8624



[Tuesday, 29 May 1 9841 82

years be deemed to be ill-conceived. 1 cannot sup-
port the Government in its attitude to the proposal
for a casino.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [9.03 p.m.]: I oppose this
Bill. I do not believe it is necessary to have legis-
lation of this nature.

Mr Cowan: When it is built, you will not go
down there?

Mr BLAIKIE: There are already sufficient
gambling outlets in this State.

Although the Government held an inquiry into
the need for a casino in Western Australia, it
ignored the result of the inquiry, as has been
pointed out by many speakers who oppose the Bill.
Of the four members of the inquiry, the chairman
and the Director of Tourism spoke in favour of a
casino. The Director of Tourism spoke in glowing
terms and in part of his remarks he stated-

The Western Australian Department of
Tourism believes that a casino-located in
Perth-would have significant social and
economic benefits for the people of Western
Australia.

It is my intention to show that that remark by the
Director of Tourism did not have any regard for
fact, and that other reports in Australia have put
forward the opposite point of view. The director at
the time, Mr Noel Semnmens, made his comments
based on a degree of supposition and not on fact.
The Commissioner of Police, in his submission,
said it strengthened his belief that great caution
must be exercised before gambling was further
legalised in Western Australia.

The previous speaker referred to comments
attributed to the Mayor of Alice Springs, who
indicated that an increase had occurred in child
bashing, and this was regarded in part as attribu-
table to the casino. The comment was-

The amount of child bashing and wife
bashing I believe has increased, partly be-
cause of the casino but partly because the
man goes and spends all his money or the wife
does and they go home and there is a big fight
because there is no money to keep the rest of
the family for the rest of the week, and this
does happen more so now through the casino
than it did before.

That is a fear I have of the effect of a casino. The,
ill-effects will outweigh the benefits and that is the
reason that I believe a casino should be opposed.

Another person who was a member of the com-
mittee of inquiry, apart from Mr Semnmens and
the Commissioner of Police (Mr Porter), was Mr
Douglas Brown, the assistant Crown Solicitor. I
would like recorded in Hansard Mr Brown's final
comments in which he said-

After weighing up the strengths and
weaknesses of the arguments both for and
against the establishment of a major casino in
Perth or its environs, I reached the conclusion
that the strength of the arguments against
permitting the establishment of a casino
outweighed the arguments for. Inevitably it is
primarily a question of personal judgment as
to the conclusion to be drawn from the sub-
missions and arguments considered by the
Committee. During the discussions in the
Committee I considered that the respective
arguments were evenly balanced. At the con-
clusion of the discussions I fome the
opinion that the arguments against the estab-
lishment of a casino on the lines proposed
outweighed the arguments for the establish-
ment of a casino. In my opinion, the estab-
lishment of a casino is not justified and not
desirable.

In the light of that report, the Government has
proceeded to negotiate with persons interested in
building and running a casino and it has continued
negotiations in relation to the land at Burswood
Island. The Government is hell-bent on having a
casino regardless of the findings of the inquiry of
1983 and advice from other parties.

It is important for the purposes of this debate
that some of the comments made to the Victorian
inquiry conducted by Mr Xavier Connor be
recorded. I believe in time these comments will
become quite historic in this State. I refer to the
terms of reference of the Victorian inquiry which
required it to look at the likely social effects of
casinos and to advise if any steps should be taken
to mitigate any likely adverse social effects.

The terms of reference were to look at the likely
economic effect of casinos in Victoria, the legal
and administrative measures which should be
adopted to prevent undesirable persons from
having a financial or other interest in casinos,
whether a casino or casinos should be established
by the Minister, an agency of Government, or
private enterprise, and whether they should be
operated by the Minister, an agency of Govern-
ment, or private enterprise.

It was a very comprehensive inquiry and one
that certainly influenced the Government of
Victoria in its decision not to proceed with a ca-
sino in that State. It is important also to realise
that Mr Connor took into account casinos
operating in many countries and the conduct of
those casinos, and he had a close look at casinos
operating in Australia.

It has been pointed out that only two of the 50
States of America have legal gambling casinos. In
the other 48 States, casinos are illegal. The two
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States in which casinos are legal are Nevada and
New Jersey. It is interesting to look at the history
of the creation of legalised gambling in Nevada.
In that State it commenced in 1931 when Las
Vegas was a water stop on the Pacific railway and
had a population of 120. Nothing dramatic
happened until the mid 1 940s when an underworld
character named Bugsy Segel, who operated il-
legal gambling ships off the coast of California,
was put out of business and moved to the Las
Vegas strip. That is how gambling started in
Nevada; it was built up by the mobsters and is
now legalised. It has been acknowledged, and
there can be no doubt about it, that a significant
crime influence exists in that State.

Mr Jamieson: The population of Burswood
Island is only four at present.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is interesting to note that the
State of Nevada depended on people from
California and other populated States coming to
Las Vegas to support the gambling casinos.
Nevada itself did not have sufficient population to
create the throughput of people in the casinos.

In New Jersey, casinos have been licensed only
in recent times. In the surrounding States of
Pennsylvania and New York, which contain the
cities of New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore,
there is a population of 50 million and those
people are within a three hour drive of New Jer-
sty's capital, Atlantic City. There are two para!-
lels to be drawn. New Jersey State has a huge
population surrounding it; those people from sur-
rounding areas come to the casinos and they are
an important reason that the casinos have been
successful. Nevada, which has very few residents,
is dependent on population from surrounding
States to keep the casinos and gambling houses
operating.

The Victorian Commissioner, Mr Connor,
spoke of casinos in other parts of the world. He
said the casino at Baden-Baden in West Germany
was regarded as the best run and best conducted
casino in the world. In his report he said patrons
were required to register and to give their names
and personal particulars. They also had to give an
assurance of solvency. Foreigners had to produce a
passport. The most significant comment he made
in relation to the Baden-Baden casino was that
locals could not gamble there. Gamblers had to
show proof that they resided not less than 15 kilo-
metres from the casino.

That is an important point and one which this
Government tends to overlook in considering the
establishment of a casino in Western Australia.

Mr Cowan: Are you saying metropolitan resi-
dents should not be able to gamble at the casino,
but that country residents should be able to do so?

Mr BLAIKIE: If I had my way nobody would
gamble in a casino in Western Australia. The
member for Merredin should let me make my
point. He will have ample time to make his contri-
bution. I point out this is a time management
debate.

This Government is under the impression that it
will attract people from all over the world and fill
up the casino.

If the casino is established in Perth or in West-
ern Australia, and I hope it will not be, the only
people who will keep this casino solvent will be the
people of Perth. It will not be kept going by
moguls from South-East Asia or some other God-
forsaken part of the world. Such people will not
come here in their millions. The poor people of
Perth and WA will keep the casino solvent. The
Government has failed to accept that. In his report
Commissioner Connor pointed this out, and I be-
lieve the Government and many members of the
Chamber have failed to read and understand the
full import of his recommendations. Thank God
Premier Cain did because he has now backed off
from development of a casino in Victoria.

I refer again to the casino at Baden-Baden. Per-
sons living within a radius of 15 km of the casino
at Baden-Baden are not permitted entry to it.
Special permission for entry may be granted by
the mayor. In my view the residents of that com-
munity have some degree of protection. Com-
missioner Connor also reported on the dress re-
quirements of many European casinos and
commented on the high standard maintained. I am
concerned at the attitude that would be taken by
this Government with its enlightened socialistic
views.

[Quorum formed.]

Mr BLAIKIE: With reference to the patrons of
the Baden-Baden casino, 30 per cent are
foreigners and the other 70 per cent are German.
This point must be understood and cannot be
reinforced too strongly. If the Government gets its
way and a casino is built in Perth, Western
Australians will keep the casino solvent and not
people from other States of Australia.

I referred earlier to the review conducted in
Western Australia and the comments made by the
then Director of Tourism, Mr Noel Semnmens. I-e
said there would be important social and economi-
cal benefits from the operation of a casino in
Western Australia and he referred specifically to
Perth. I quote from Commissioner Connor's re-
port, paragraph 11. 12 as follows-

The Melbourne Tourism Authority in its
written submission made estimates of the
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number of people who would attend and how
many times they would do so.

He was referring to the casino to be constructed in
Melbourne. He continued-

The estimates were made on the footing
that there would be only one casino and that
it would be an open public type located in
Melbourne. The authority estimated that
7 923 000 persons would visit the casino an-
nually, that is about 2t 700 per day and that
about 6 370 000 of them would gamble-that
is about 17 500 per day. The basis or footing
on which the Authority made these estimates
was a well kept secret. If the Authority itself
knows the basis for these figures it has not
informed the Inquiry.

That reinforces the argument J put forward with
regard to the statement by the former Director of
Tourism. I do not believe the Western Australian
Department of Tourism can back, lay any foun-
dation for, or substantiate his statement that a
casino would benefit the tourist industry in West-
ern Australia to the extent claimed. The same
comments were made in relation to Victoria;, they
were not substantiated and, in fact, were refuted
by Commissioner Connor. However, this Govern-
went continues to support the establishment of a
casino. I now refer to some of the social effects of
the establishment of a casino. Commisgioher
Connor's comments were very important on this
aspect. In relation to the announcement by the
Government that it would look into the establish-
ment of legalised casinos in New South Wales, in
paragraph 14.19 he stated as follows-

14.19 A striking instance of the interest of
organised criminals in casinos is the meeting
in a Sydney restaurant in June 1976 of under-
world figures addressed by Stanley John
Smith shortly after Mr Wran had announced
that the New South Wales Government
intended to legalise casinos. Smith, whose ad-
dress was taped, stressed among other things
the advent of "multi -storeyed casinos that'll
make ... Wrest Point look like ... a shack"
and the necessity for getting onto the pro-
jected gaming board "men who are sweet".

I think it would be interesting for the Government
to check on who Stanley John Smith is!

A %number of areas in that report showed. the
concern Commissioner Connor felt with regard to
underworld activities, and the deprivation of
people who were not able to economically care for
themselves and who became involved in gambling.
He raised a further point, which was new to me,
referring to the favourite side door for organised
crime to be involved with casinos through trade
unions. He said he wanted to make it clear that he

had heard no evidence detrimental to existing
trade unions in Victoria, unions which would be
likely to have members employed in casinos. How-
ever, he said that the advent of substantial casinos
w ill put trade union executives under a pressure
they have never previously encountered. He
continued-

A trade union official who can successfully
engineer a strike at a casino is a very valuable
tool for organised crime interests and over-
seas experience shows that no cost will be
spared to install him. The Tasmanian evi-
dence indicated a healthy casino/union re-
lationship; but, I cannot emphasise too
strongly that the Wrest Point operation is not
sufficiently large or accessible to attract big
league organised crime operators. The evi-
dence gathered on the overseas trip leaves me
in no doubt as to this.

This is part of the report made by Commissioner
Connor and the lead-up to the recommendations
he made to the report handed to the Government
of Victoria opposing the introduction of casinos.
The final conclusion of Commissioner Connor's
recomnmendat ions reads as follows-

I. recommend that maximum revenue ca-
sinos not be established in Victoria for the
following reasons:-
(a) they would be likely to stimulate casino

gambling to an unacceptable degree;
(b) there is no substantial demand for them;
(c) there would be a substantial risk that in

one way or another they would be
inf iltrated by organised crime elements;

(d) they are likely to be accompanied by
an unacceptable level of street crime;

(e) they are not, by comparison with certain
other forms of gambling, likely to be ef-
ficient producers of revenue for the State
of Victoria.

I consider that the above consider-
ations outweigh any likely benefits
such as increased economic activity,
increased State revenue and social en-
joyment.

That was in relation to maximum revenue casinos.
He defined a maximum revenue casino as one that
had a 4 000 delegate convention centre. He said
that it would not be financially viable to establish
one of that size in Melbourne.

The commissioner's second recommendation-
recommendation 18.03-was as follows-

I recommend that a single entertain-
ment/convention casino not be established in
Victoria for the following reasons-
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The reasons given in that instance were precisely
the same as previously; the advent of an increase
in gambling and other forms of gambling would
not produce efficient revenue for the State of
Victoria. There would be an unacceptable level of
street crime and there was no substantial demon-
strable demand for it. He was referring to single
entertainment convention centres, for which his
definition was a centre that would cope with 2 500
delegates. Therefore centres with a capacity for
4 000 delegates were out and so were those for
2 500 delegates.

He stated further that resort casinos should not
be established for the same reasons. On all counts
Commissioner Connor said there should be no ca-
sinos in Victoria. The reasons given in that in-
stance should have applied also to Western
Australia. The Government should have been
obliged to have regard for that report, but obvi-
ously it has not. The reasons Riven for Victoria are
pertinent to Western Australia. Not only are they
pertinent in Western Australia but they should
have been given greater credence because of the
paucity of the population in Western Australia.
Because of the difference in the population in
Victoria and Western Australia and the fact that
the smaller population of Western Australia will
be keeping the casinos solvent, the Government
should not load a casino on to the people of this
State.

I wonder what the member for Kimberley will
think about the establishment of a casino. It will
not be possible to stop Aborigines from entering
the casino. One of the tragic mistakes made in this
State was the giving of drinking rights to coloured
people. It was a bad decision and it would be
equally wrong to allow them access to casinos.
That is one group of people who will be socially
affected by the establishment of a casino.

I refer to one further point in relation to the
Government's actions on this issue. Ever since the
Government took office it has talked about the
establishment of a casino in Western Australia
and now many people are asking when it will
happen. If I have my way, it will not happen. The
Government has also said it is looking at suitable
locations on which to build the casino. The tower
block at Scarborough has been mentioned. It has
not mentioned a casino on Rottnest Island yet,
although I imagine the Premier would prefer not
to have heard of Rottnest at this stage. He may
originally have thought about establishing a casino
at Rottnest, but he has since decided to go quietly
on the issue. The Majestic Hotel site has also
received some casino Comments.

The old Swan Brewery site was mentioned also
as a likely location for a casino. However, of

course, the Government has been talking about
Burswood Island all the time. The Press talked
about Burswood Island.

Mr Parker: The Press talked about a whole
range of sites.

Mr BLAIKIE: We all know how documents fall
off the backs of trucks. They are accidentally
leaked from the Minister's office.

It was interesting that, in April, the Govern-
ment finally came clean in relation to its proposals
in respect of Burswood Island. On 3 May last I
asked a question of the Minister as to the date on
which the Government made its plans known pub-
licly in respect of the establishment of a casino on
Burswood Island. The answer was-

By Press release dated 5 April 1984
I asked further-

Has the Government or any member of
Government had any discussion with the
Perth City Council or any councillor regard-
ing the Burswood Island proposed casino
usage and if so on what date?

The answer was-
See answer to question 941 (Legislative

Council). The Premier also met officially
with the Lord Mayor on 18 April 1984, to
discuss the proposal.

That was particularly interesting. The Premier
met with the Lord Mayor to discuss the Burswood
Island proposal two weeks after he had made it
known publicly what the Government intended, so
the Perth City Council was advised after the area
was decided upon.

Part (5) of my question read as follows-
Has the Government advised the Metro-

politan Region Planning Authority of its
Burswood Island casino proposal, and if so,
on what date and with what response?

The answer to that was-
Yes, informally.

One would assume that, when this question was
submitted, a hurried memo was sent down to the
department to ensure the records were kept
straight and that comment was made by way of
answer. I asked further-

Has the Government had discussion with
the Lands Department over its Burswood
Is land casino--
(a) on what date;
(b) with what response:
(c) would he table relevant papers?

The answer to that part of my question was-
Yes, informally.
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I make the point that the general area of
Burswood island is classified as an "A"-class re-
serve. The approval of Parliament will be needed
for the vesting order to be changed. Currently it is
vested in the City of Perth for recreational pur-
poses. I would hardly call slaving over a blackjack
table at 2.00 am, a "recreational purpose".
Maybe the Government will change the definition
of the word "recreation". I do not believe it will
get away with that in this Parliament.

Finally, I asked-
What sections of Reserves 2351, 19631 and

the vacant Crown land area of about
39.4000 ha will be required in whole or in
part for the "Dempster" casino proposal to
build casino, golf course, parking etc?

The answer to that part of the question was-
Land areas have not been identified.

I have a map which I ask to leave on the Table of
the House. In order to asist in the debate, I ask the
Minister to indicate on the map which areas are
being considered by the Government for the
Dempster or any other proposal for Burswood
Island for this casino site. Until that is known,
part of the issue is cloaked in secrecy. The pro-
posal to establish a casino in this State should be
rejected by members. I oppose the Bill.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [9.34 p.m.]: It seems
to me two principles are involved in this debate:
One is how far the Parliament of Western
Australia should go to protect people from them-
selves; the other is how far we should go in the
expansion of legitimate forms of gambling in
Western Australia.

At the moment it is perfectly legitimate through
the TAB to gamble on trotters, horses, or dogs,
and, through the Lotteries Commission, to gamble
on such things as numbers games, charities, Lotto,
instant lotteries, and the like.

I question whether we have any great moral
right in this area. It seems to me members on this
side of the House have suddenly found some MOr-
als and have decided that gambling should cease
at certain levels. If we allow gambling on trotting,
horses, dogs, numbers games, and charities, why
should not we allow gambling in the form of card
games, blackjack and two-up which we now have
at Kalgoorlie, whether it be at Burswood Island,
Scarborough, or the Esplanade?

The principle is: Do we or do we not draw some
line as to where we will protect ourselves from
ourselves; do we draw the line at some form of
gambling?

Some comment has been made about the level
of support which will be given to this venture by
local people and a comparison has been made be-

tween local support and the level of support one
might expect from, for argument's sake, those
people who visit Western Australia. For example,
there is the American Navy with its R & R in
Western Australia. There will also be people who
come here to witness the defence of the America's
Cup. In respect of this argument I agree with the
member for Vasse in that the majority financial
support for this venture will undoubtedly come
from the local community. Whether or not the
local community can afford it is debatable, but the
fact is that the people of Western Australia can
choose whether they will attend this gambling fa-
cility. They do not have to attend if they do not
want to.

I do not think we can do a great deal about it if
they chose to do so. Some argument has been put
forward by my colleague, the member for Stirling,
who is opposed to the concept before the House
and who maintains a casino should not be
constructed in the metropolitan area. He believes
that if a casino is to be constructed, it should be
associated with a very large tourist venture which
would have a guaranteed influx of tourism from
outside the State.

As members would know, the majority of tour-
ism dollars in Western Australia comes from
Western Australians. It does not come from
people from the Eastern States or overseas. The
view of the member for Stirling is that if we were
to have a casino in Western Australia, it should be
designed to attract a larger number of people-not
necessarily to the metropolitan area-from
outside the State to areas outside the metropolitan
area of Western Australia.

For that reason, the member for Stirling feels
that a casino in this State will be far too localised.
It will favour the already favoured area of West-
ern Australia and should not be supported, be-
cause it will do nothing towards decentralisation
or in fact be to the benefit of the tourist industry
outside the metropolitan area.

However, my view is that we cannot in this
Parliament legislate to protect ourselves from our-
selves. If we already support the principle of gam-
bling in that we allow the TAB, the Lotteries
Commission, and the Kalgoorlie two-up school to
function, we have already condoned gambling in
some form and some people in Western Australia
will be satisfied only by some other form cf gam-
bling.

The truth of that statement is borne out by the
number of small clubs which existed before the
police finally closed them down. It is debatable
whether the police were given an instruction in
that respect, but a great number of small clubs
were condoned by the police, even though they
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Were illegal. They operated relatively openly in the
Northbridge area until some time ago; now they
have been closed down. Obviously that indicated
that a number of people in Western Australia
wanted a different form of gambling. Perhaps this
casino will provide that.

My personal view is that the State of Western
Australia would have been better served by opting
for a system of small licensed clubs at which gam-
bling could have taken place. However, this
Government believes it can control one large oper-
ation such as a casino and it will now be its re-
sponsibility to ensure that it can do so. If it cannot,
it will be told by members on this side of the
House that it has failed. There is no question of
that.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to some
of the discrepancies in the Bill. We have some
reservations about the fact that, while this legis-
lation has been described as "enabling legislation
only" and the real terms for the operation of a
casino will be written into an agreement which
this Parliament will ratify, it would have been
better for the power of authority of the casino
control committee to have been far more explicit
in this Bill, rather than to have been explicit in an
agreement. The reason for that is obvious, inas-
much as Parliament will merely ratify an agree-
ment which has been made between the Govern-
ment and whichever successful company the
Government has written an agreement with. So
really, in many respects, we will be an accessory
after the fact in relation to that agreement. It
would have been better had we been able to deal
more specifically in this piece of enabling legis-
lation with the power of authority given to the
casino control committee.

In that regard, I agree with the Leader of the
Opposition. Similarly, I agree with him in that
there should have been some power of revocation
in this enabling legislation rather than in the
agreement. As the Minister dealing with this Bill
said by way of interjection, I accept that these
things will appear in the agreement, but we are
really only an accessory after the fact in relation
to agreements. We will be ratifying something
which has already been agreed to between the
Government and the successful company which
has bid for the construction and operation of a
casino.

I am completely unmoved by poker machines. I
am not a gambler. I must confess that, when I visit
Kalgoorlie, because it is traditional, I have gone
out to Broad Arrow or roughly tie-eabouts and
attended a two-up school, and I have enjoyed my-
self thoroughly.

Mr Coyne: You must have won to have enjoyed
yourself.

Mr COWAN: Not to any great extent; cer-
tainly, I won or lost enough to say I had enjoyed
myself, but not really to have been greatly out of
pocket.

I have enjoyed going to Kalgoorlie on periodic
visits; I have enjoyed going to the midweek races
at Belmont and to the country tracks. I have never
been to the races in Perth at the weekend, because
I am never in Perth then. However, if we accept
that these forms of gambling are legal, where do
we draw the line? How can we be moralistic on
this subject and say that it is right to gamble on
horses but not right to gamble on poker machines?

Mr Coyne: There is no comparison between go-
ing to the races at Kalgoorlie and going to a casino
in Perth.

Mr COWAN: Of course there is no compari-
son, but some people might find going to the races
at Kalgoorlie leaves them completely cold,
whereas going to a casino at Burswood Island will
be quite an exciting adventure. Nonetheless, that
might be their point of view.

How can the member moralise on one form of
gambling, and say that it should be lawful and
that another form of gambling is unlawful? He
cannot.

Mr Coyne: Yes.
Mr COWAN: The member cannot. There is no

way he can.
Mr Coyne interjected.
Mr COWAN: The Instant Lottery leaves me

quite unmoved, but the distribution of profits from
that lottery are for a good cause. The Instant
Lottery has only attracted $I or $2 of my money,
but I believe Sport and culture have been neglected
by Governments of the past and if the people of
the State want to support sport and culture by way
of the Instant Lottery, good luck to them.

Mr Coyne: It is just the same thing.
Mr COWAN: I am sorry, but the member for

Murchison-Eyre has a very strange view if he be-
lieves that is the equivalent of a person's having a
punt on the Instant Lottery. I cannot subscribe to
that philosophy.

Mr Coyne: You are happy for people to offer
the lottery to kids?

Mr COWAN: No, but one could say the same
thing about gambling in any form. If the member
for Murchison-Eyre believes that some people who
sell Instant Lottery tickets are prepared to accept
money from children who are under the legal age,
I would suggest then people involved in other
forms of gambling would similarly accept money

8630



[Tuesday, 29 May 1984J163

from children under the legal age. The people who
are agents for Instant Lottery have no fewer
scruples than those people who are managers of
TAB agencies.

If a person under the age of l8 years wanted to
place a bet in a TAB shop, I do not think his
presence would be any more noted, or his expendi-
ture on a couple of units each way on the sixth
horse in the sixth race would be any different from
that of a person under 16 who wanted to spend a
couple of dollars on two Instant Lottery tickets at
a newsagency.

The fact of the matter is that this Parliament
must decide whether it supports the principle of
allowing people to have an expanded form of gam-
bling and whether it will support a casino in the
knowledge that, like the TAB, it will gain some
revenue for the State.

My view is that while I might attend a casino
for the experience of seeing what it is like, it will
not take from me any of the salary I earn. Some
people who are addicted to gambling may lose all
their salary, but how can we in this place-as I
have said three times-protect people from them-
selves? We cannot. I think the public have
indicated that they want a casino in Western
Australia. However, even if I am wrong, I am
prepared to back my judgment and support the
establishment of a casino and have the public of
Merredin tell me they do not want it and remove
me from this place.

I support the legislation before the House.
MR WILLIAMS (Clontarfl [9.50 p.m.]: I wish

to say a few words to have placed on record the
fact that I am also opposed to a casino. Many of
my colleagues have said many things tonight in
the same vein, so I will not reiterate their com-
ments. I will take a different tack and ask: Can we
afford a casino? It is my belief that we cannot.

Mr Cowan: Can we afford a TAB?
Mr WILLIAMS: The member has had his say.

The question was asked whether we can afford the
TAB. At the moment we are spending $275
million a year on the TAB; $44.5 million on the
Instant Lottery; $44 million a year on Lotto; $1.9
million a year on bingo; and $11.5 million a year
on raffes. Only two weeks ago in this chamber we
passed a Bill-against my will--to allow soccer
pools to be introduced in this State. Another form
of gambling! That is a rough total of over $387
million a year spent on gambling in this State.
That is money taken out of circulation.

Mr Pearce: It goes back. Most of it is prizes for
a Start.

Mr WILLIAMS: Some creates employment
and some of it, as the member has said, comes

back, but a great deal does not. Some comes back
in the form of supplying money to hospitals.

Mr Cowan: It never comes back to me.
Mr WILLIAMS: It does not come to me either.

Some also goes to hospitals and sport. In my view,
it is the Government's responsibility to look after
hospitals; it is not the responsibility of the
Lotteries Commission. This money is being taken
out of circulation. Just imagine if we were to
spend another 5387 million a year in taxes. If we
were to stop gambling altogether and give the
money in taxes, it could be utilised to better effect
and what a great State it would be in that
sense-to have no gambling in this State. But I
am not arguing for that cause. However, I am
arguing that we have gambling in this State, and
we do not need any more.

We all know it can create corruption and it can
bring in all sorts of people we do not wish to have
in this State. I have heard people say that it does
not, but my point of view is open on that. The
amount of $387 million is taken out of circulation
each year, and that is not good in an
underdeveloped, growing State which has prob-
lems with unemployment. That money could be
better utilised. The establishment of soccer pools
will take a great deal of money, and this will in
turn increase the amount of 5387 million. With
such a diversity in forms of gambling, it does not
necessarily follow that money goes from one form
to another; it means one digs deeper in one's
pocket and spends more on gambling. With such a
downturn in the economy, we cannot afford to
spend more money on gambling. We need that
money in circulation to create employment. Let us
give the small businessman a bit of a go, because
the Government is not doing so at the moment.

We are told in the next breath that this casino
will be at Burswood Island, and that it will attract
overseas visitors. We are also told what a great
attraction it will be. Members should not kid
themselves. It will not attract people from overseas
because casinos are in operation in other countries.
People do not have to come here to see a casino.

Can members imagine the effect on a person
staying at a multi-million dollar hotel-motel-ca-
sino and waking up in the morning and looking out
the window at the great stacks of Swan Portland
cement? What a view to behold! What a site on
which to put a casino! As a colleague said,
Burswood Island is an "A"-class reserve-a
Crown reserve-and it should stay that way.

From the investigations and reports made on
casinos, we have been told a casino will not work.
It will not be viable unless poker machines are
present because they keep casinos going. I am told
the casino will not have poker machines. How
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many people will play baccarat or black jack?
How many people in this Chamber know how to
play them? I guarantee not many. I could count
the number on one hand.

This Bill will encourage people to learn a new
form of gambling when we have enough gambling
already in this State. Do we need any new venues
or new ideas for gambling? I think we can do well
without it. We know there is corruption in
America associated with gambling and we know
the sorts of problems America has because money
talks.

I have a great deal of information on file, but
time is running out. I could provide details about
Nevada and other American States where, with
the best of intentions, and with all the laws under
the sun, gambling casinos have been established,
but as the money and taxes have rolled into the
State Governments involved, they have relaxed
their laws in order to attract more people to gam-
bling. The people who are attracted to those ca-
sinos are often bad types. For instance, all em-
ployees in a certain casino in Nevada had to be
vetted by a Government agency, but that rule has
since been relaxed as a result of pressure from the
casinos. They said it took too much time to have
these people screened and they were employed for
only a certain time. What has occurred now? The
prostitutes have moved into the casinos, and now
the barmaids, and the-

Mr Pearce: Is that what has happened in
Hobart?

Mr WILLIAMS: I would not know whether it
has happened in Hobart. I am telling members
that it has happened in America, and what has
occurred there will occur here.

Mr Pearce: Has that happened at Wrest Point?
Mr WILLIAMS: It probably has, without its

being realised. The laws have been relaxed in
Nevada. Because of the taxes paid and the influ-
ence that is created by these casinos, all sorts of
undesirable practices occur. I think we can well do
without that.

As has been said tonight, the majority of West-
ern Australians do not want a casino because they
know we have enough gambling in this State.
They know that the economy is on the slide, as a
result of bad Government management, and we
cannot afford any casinos or any more gambling.
That money needs to be utilised to the best effect,
and that is to buy commodities. We cannot afford
casinos in this State and we cannot afford to spend
more money on gambling. Far too much money is
spent on gambling at the moment.

MR TRETIJOWAN (East Melville) [9.58
p.m.]: I wish to briefly make some comments on

this Bill so that they are placed on record. The
arguments against this Bill have been adequately
presented, but I want to reiterate that I do not see
a justification for the introduction of this legis-
lation on the basis of attracting tourism.

It seems to me that the propositions for casinos
throughout the rest of Australia have diluted the
effect that may have been there as an attraction
for tourism and which perhaps Wrest Point in
Hobart had when it was the only casino in
Australia. I believe, as a result, if a casino were
established here, it would draw principally on the
local population, and the population of this State
cannot afford to spend additional dollars on gam-
bling. We need these dollars to be spent elsewhere.

I also have great concern as to the effect the
introduction of a casino may have on the rise of
organised crime in this State. Organised crime is
one of the major problems. Therefore there is a
sound argument against the introduction of a ca-
sino.

The introduction of a casino will inevitably lead
to a rise in crime and prostitution associated with
that establishment, particularly if there is not a
sufficiently strong and adequate control com-
mission. Even with that, I am not convinced that
the incidence of crime and prostitution will not
rise. I have concern about the way in which the
Bill has been framed and I agree with members
who have spoken against this legislation in this
regard. I oppose the legislation.

MR CRANE (Moore) [10.01 p.m.]: I oppose
the legislation before the Chair. People in my elec-
torate have asked me to make representation on
their behalf and to indicate that they are opposed
to the establishment of a casino in Western
Australia. Not one person in my electorate has
said that he supports the establishment of a ca-
sino, but many have said they do not. Enough has
been said about the establishment of a casino; the
Opposition has convincingly won the argument,
but I doubt if it will win the vote.

The casino will do nothing for Western
Australia. We cannot afford it because people are
already overtaxed; they cannot afford the necessi-
ties of life and the casino is another way in which
those people who do not have sufficient willpower
will have money taken from them. It will rob fam-
ilies, businessmen, and the community at large.

While we agree to gambling in forms such as
horseracing and dog racing, it is a fallacious argu-
ment to say that we can have gambling in other
forms. Most of us condone smoking, and I do not
support denying people the right to smoke if they
want to. However, we do not allow them to smoke
opium which is a form of smoking. The same
concept could be applied to gambling.
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As I said earlier, enough has been said about
casinos. It is a foregone conclusion; this Govern-
ment is hell-bent on having its will imposed. We
will have the establishment of a casino even
though the majority of people are opposed to it.
Homosexuality is another area in which the
Government tried to impose its will on the people.
The Government is trying again with gambling
and a casino and I will not go along with it.
Another area involves the smoking of marijuana.
These are the things the Government is trying to
do to Western Australians.

Mr Pearce: That is totally untrue.
Several members interjected.
It is a fact that the Government tried to intro-

duce homosexuality legislation into this House. It
has been considered in another place and it would
have reached this House had it not been defeated.
The Government has said it is not opposed to the
smoking of marijuana.

Mr Pearce: I have not said that nor has the
Government.

Mr CRANE: It has been proposed, and the
Government will not get away with it. The
Government is hell-bent on establishing a casino. I
do not accept it and the people in my electorate do
not accept it, but there is little we can do about it.

I have recorded my apposition to the Bill and I
have done what I was asked to do by my electors.
It will lead to a further decline in the living con-
ditions which Western Australians have enjoyed
over the years.

Question put
lowing result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burki
Mr Carr
Mr Clarko
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee

and a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 28
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr O'Connor
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce

e Mr D L. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)
Noes 14

Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Thompson
MrTethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams

(Teller)

Ayes
Mr Brian Burke
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Bertram
Mr Grill
Mr Read
Mrs Beggs
Mr Burkett

Pairs
Noes

Mr Old
Mr Court
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Spriggs
Dr Dadour
Mr Stephens

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in
the Chair; Mr Parker (Minister for Minerals and
Energy) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-
Mr BLAIKIE: During the second reading de-

bate I referred to the casino control committee
and to what the Government was proposi ng to do.
I ask the Ministe r to indicate the location of the
casino on Burswood Island. I will pass to him the
map to which I refer for his comments.

Mr Da, ies: There is no island there, why don't
you just cill it Burswood?

Mr B'.AIKIE: As a result of the reclamation
that toot place the area is now attached to the
mainland.

I ask the Minister to indicate the area to which
the Government has given consideration for what
is known as the Dempster casino proposal. It is
important that the Opposition knows where it will
be sited. Obviously the Government knows where
it will be sited and obviously Dempster Holdings
Pty. Ltd. is aware of it. It is obvious that all those
people who will be involved in the great casino
argument in regard to the granting of a licence
will know about it. However, if Burswood Island is
the considered location, I ask the Minister to indi-
cate exactly where the casino will be located.

Mr Jamieson: There will be plenty of signs
directing people to it.

Mr BLAIKIE: For the benefit of the member
for Welshpool I have been to the area known as
Burswood Island many times in the last three or
four weeks-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I point out that
although two hours have been set aside for debate
on this matter, the debate should be centred only
on the following words, "this Act may be cited as
the Casino Control Act 1984".

Mr BLAIKIE: That is precisely what I was
talking about and I am glad that you, Mr Chair-
man, have drawn it to the attention of members in
this Chamber. I am talking about the Casino Con-
trol Act 1984.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! I cannot agree to the
member's interpretation of clause 1.

Mr Pearce: He gave different interpretations
when he was Deputy Chairman.

Mr BLAIKIE: With deference to you, Mr
Chairman, I ask that the Minister for Education
does not cast aspersions on my ability when I was
in the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I agree that it would
be better if he did not.

Mr BLAIKIE: This is a time management de-
bate and the comments I raised during the second
reading debate have not been referred to by the
Minister. I have provided the Minister with an
opportunity to indicate on the tabled map where
the casino will be located on Burswood Island.

Mr PARKER: The member for Vasse obviously
did not listen to, or did not read, the second read-
ing debate because it is quite clear from that and
from all the statements that the Government has
made that the Government has made a decision as
to what its position will be so far as a casino is
concerned. It believes there should be a casino and
it is seeking the endorsement of the Parliament for
its view. We are getting close to that goal; the Bill
has passed through the Council and through the
second reading stage in this Chamber. By the end
of the day we will have a situation where the
Parliament has made a decision that Western
Australia will have a casino.

The second paint is that the Government has
decided a suitable location is Burswood Island and
it is seeking the endorsement of the House.

Mr Blaikie: Would you mind repeating that?
Mr PARKER: It has been made clear in the

second reading speech and in the debate. It is the
Government's stated position on the matter, sub-
ject to suitable negotiations. It is all in the second
reading speech and I do not intend to go through it
again.

One of the points made in the second reading
speech is that the sanction of the Parliament will
be needed if the casino is to be sited on an "A"-
class reserve. It is not clear at this stage if that
sanction will be required. This Bill indicates we
will have a casino, and it will be on Burswood
Island. There will be negotiations with potential
developers to develop the site. Different people are
putting forward proposals, and at the end of the
period, one of those proposals will be accepted. An
agreement will be entered into which does not take
effect until it is approved by the Parliament. On
that basis it is impossible to indicate where the
casino will be.

Mr Dempster may have a particular site in
mind. I do not know what it is. Other people who

have been asked to tender may have sites in mind.
When those sites are determined, everyone will
know where they are. If they impinge on 'A"-class
reserves-Il am not aware that it is intended they
should do so-that will require quite separate
authority from this Parliament because of the
legislation relating to "A"-class reserves.

Mr HASSELL: I do not think the Minister can
cast this issue aside as easily as that. The fact of
the matter is that there are longstanding agree-
menits and understandings between the Govern-
ment of Western Australia and the Perth City
Council that Burswood Island should be developed
as an area of passive and active recreation, and as
an open vista alongside one of the main entry
roads to the city.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I am sorry, but I
really do have to point this out again. I will allow
the member to continue along that vein for a very
short space of time because I do not want to in-
hibit speech, but clause I does not relate to
Burswood Island in any way. Speeches of this sort
are far better related to the second and third read-
ings. I want to point that out to members.

Mr HASSELL: I do not want to contest your
ruling, but it has been my understanding for a
long time that when we have a specific matter to
raise in relation to a Bill it can be raised under
clause 1, which is a general clause.

Mr Pearce: That is not right.
Mr HASSELL: I would also remind you, Mr

Chairman, that because of the Government's arti-
ficially imposed time limit, we have not heard the
Minister in reply to points made in the second
reading debate.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Are members not entitled to

talk?
Mr Parker: Do not blame me for not replying.
Mr H-ASSELL: I do, because the Minister

moved a motion-
Mr Pearce: You agreed to the time limit.
Mr HASSELL: I did not agree at all.
Mr Parker: You did too.
Mr HASSELL: I did not agree with the time at

all. I referred the matter to the deputy leader, as
the Minister well knows.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Members cannot possibly imply

from the fact that we accepted the particular mo-
tion in relation to time that we accept the system,
or the application of the motion at all. We agree to
the time limit because we know it will be imposed.
That does not mean we agree with the system.

Several members interjected.
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Mr HASSELL: I want to come back briefly to
the point I was making. This issue of the place-
ment of the casino has been raised in debate on
this clause of the Bill. It does at least give the
Minister an opportunity to tell us something about
it.

I ask the Minister specifically what the Govern-
ment has done about the longstanding agreements,
going back for years, that Burswood Island was to
be developed as a vista, an open area leading to
the city, and as an area of passive and active
recreation. This is a most important area to the
city. A lot of money has gone into improving it.
Those improvements are only now coming to fru-
ition, and the Government is proposing a major
building, with associated roads, car parks, delivery
facilities, and all kinds of things. This is a pretty
legitimate question to ask. I would like to know
precisely where it will be, and what the Govern-
ment has done about these longstanding agree-
ments.

Point of Order

Mr BLAIKIE: I want to raise a point of order
with you, Sir, which I hope will help me with the
concern I have. It relates to clause 1, which is as
follows-

This Act may be cited as the Casino Con-
trol Act 1984.

1 refer to the comments already made in relation
to my concern with the Government's choice of
Burswood Island for the establishment of this ca-
sino. On my reading of the Bill, I am unable to
find the term "Burswood Island" in any part of it.
In order for me to make comments which are
relevant and can be debated by the Chamber, the
Minister has said that the Government intends to
proceed with Burswood Island as a site for the
casino and I would appreciate it if you are able to
indicate under what clause of the Bill I may de-
bate this matter further. It is a matter I regard as
of great importance.

The CHAIRMAN: I would point out to the
member rasing the point of order that I have up to
now allowed a degree of flexibility with my pre-
vious ruling. It is my opinion that nowhere in this
Bill does the Government say directly it has the
intention of using Burswood Island. As a
consequence, it is my opinion that if any members
wish to debate the matter of Burswood Island as a
site for the casino, they can do so only during the
second reading and the third reading debates.
During the Committee stage, the debate should
relate specifically to the particular clause in ques-
tin.

Mr BLAIKIE: I thank you for that ruling. I
trust that Hansard has correctly taken down the
comments you have made.

Mr Hodge: Why wouldn't they?
Mr Wilson: Is that a reflection on H-ansard or

on the Chairman?
Mr BLAIKIE: It is not a reflection on Hansard

or on the Chairman.
Mr Wilson: It sounds like it.
Mr BLAIKIE: I am not reflecting on Hansard

or on the Chairman. I believe that with the pass-
ing of time the comments made by the Chairman
will be of great importance to future debates in
this Chamber on proposals about the site on which
a Government may or may not wish to build a
casino--certainly as far as Burswood Island is
concerned.

Committee Resumed
I am concerned with the clause which states-

This Act may be cited as the Casino Con-
trol Act 1984.

I am opposed to the clause. I am opposed to the
reported intention of the Government, because no-
where in the Sill does it say where it will site this
monstrosity. I oppose the clause and I urge all
members to do likewise.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 2: Commencement-
Mr HASSELL: I want to ask the Minister why

this Bill is being brought into effect on a day to be
fixed by proclamation and not in the usual way, on
receiving assent.

Mr Davies: It is not unusual.
Mr PARKER: I think this is the normal pro-

cedure with the vast majority of Bills. There is a
distinction made between the date of assent and
the date of proclamation. I cannot think of a single
Bill which did not come into operation on a date
fixed by proclamation. That is the normal pro-
cedure and that is why it is incorporated in this
Bill.

Mr HASSELL: It is not the normal procedure.
I understand Bills come into effect by procla-
mation where some necessary action has to be
carried out between the passing of the Bill and the
time at which it can come into effect.

There is a regulation making power in this Bill.
I wonder what has to be done to allow the Bill to
come into operation. Is there a reason?

I am not trying to trick the Minister or to be
clever about it. I wonder what it is that the Minis-
ter sees as having to be done before the Bill can
work. He is anxious to continue the negotiations
he has been conducting secretly for 12 months.
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Mr PARKER: It is simply not true to say that
the Government has been conducting secret nego-
tiations for 1 2 months. There has certainly never
been any suggestion by anyone to the effect that
we have been negotiating with anyone for 12
months. I would like to clarify that point.

The second point is that there is a regulation-
making power in the Bill. I am not aware of what
regulations will need to be drawn up, but the
Governor is empowered to make considerable
regulations. The schedules deal with matters in
respect of which the Governor may make regu-
lations governing employees, hours, and a range of
other things. I assume that even at this early stage,
some of those matters will have to be dealt with by
regulation, if not all of them, and others will be
subject to regulation later on.

There is normally a procedure to bring a Bill
into effect by proclamation. This enables such
things as the drafting of regulations if necessary.
Certainly there is nothing untoward in this.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3: Interpretation-
Mr HASSELL: I suppose many questions will

arise because the Minister has not replied to the
second reading debate, for whatever reason. I
want to take up the question of the term
"authorized game" and ask the Minister whether
he concedes that under this legislation it is possible
for poker machines to be authorised.

Mr PARiKER: As I pointed out to the Leader of
the Opposition when I interjected, the Govern-
ment has said quite clearly, consistently, and at
every stage, that it will not allow the introduction
of poker machines into Western Australia.

The second point is that it could be said that the
definition of the term "authorized game" includes
a poker machine if a poker machine can be de-
scribed as a game. However, the important point is
that the conditions of the licence will be the sub-
ject of the agreement into which the Minister and
the developer will enter, and the agreement will be
subject to ratification by this Parliament.

That is where the prohibition on the use of
poker machines will be incorporated in the licence.
It could be said that "any game" could be author-
ised, but the important thing is that "any game"
will not be.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4: Establishment and composition of Ca-

sino Control, Committee-
Mr HASSELL: The clause seeks to establish a

casino control committee which will be given
power to acquire, hold, and dispose of real and
personal property. The first issue to be raised is
that the clause establishes a committee not in ac-

cordance with the recommendations of the
Government's advisory committee for an indepen-
dent board or commission with clear authority to
grant or refuse licences, and to regulate and con-
trol the industry in a vigorous and appropriate
manner. The clause is the beginning of the weak-
ness and inadequacy of the Bill.

I ask the Minister to give a clear and unequivo-
cal undertaking that the Government will have no
pecuniary or property interest in this casino other
than the interest it has in the taxation revenue and
fees and charges it will receive.

Mr PARKER: The composition of the casino
control committee is a result of amendments made
by the Legislative Council. It has been identified
clearly that the chairman of the committee is
likely to be the Chairman of the Totalisator
Agency Board, but no other members of the com-
mittee will be members or officers of the TAB.
That was undertaken by the Minister responsible
for this Bill in the Council.

As the Leader of the Opposition pointed out,
the clause allows the committee to acquire land.
The purpose of that is the normal need of a statu-
tory authority to establish office accommodation,
and so on.

The Leader of the Opposition asks that the
committee should not hold a pecuniary interest in
the casino-

Mr Hassell: No, the Government.
Mr PARKER: Obviously the committee will

not have an interest in the casino. It would be
quite improper for the body controlling the casino
to have an interest in it. The committee will have
no pecuniary interest in the casino. That is not the
purpose of the real estate holding provision.
Rather, the purpose is the one I mentioned pre-
viously.

Mr HASSELL: My question of the Minister
was quite specific. It was not whether the com-
mittee would have an interest in the casino. The
committee is an instrument of the Government,
and it will have the power to acquire, hold, and
dispose of real and pesonal property. There would
be no difference between the committee's owning
the real estate on which the casino was estab-
lished, and the Government's owning it, whether it
be through the development corporation or one of
the other statutory QANGOs that have been
created in recent times.

My specific question relates to the ownership of
property. Can he assure the Chamber in unequivo-
cal terms that the Government of the State, either
directly or indirectly through any statutory
agency, will have no pecuniary interest in the ca-
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sino other than its interest in the licence fees,
charges, and costs it will be entitled to recover?

Mr PARKER: In the first place, one of the
points made quite consistently by the Government
was that one of the advantages of the Burswood
Island site was that the Government owned the
site. That places us in a very strong position.

Mr Blaikie: You said that is not in the Bill.
Come on!

Mr PARKER: I am being asked about the
Government's interest in the casino.

Mr Blaikie: That is not talking about Burswood
Island.

Mr PARKER: It is talking about the land upon
which it will be built, which is proposed to be
Burswood Island.

Mr Blaikie: We cannot talk about Burswood
Island so you should not.

Mr PARKER: Obviously the member did not
understand what the Chairman was saying. He
said that if members wanted to talk about
Burswood Island, the time to do so would be dur-
ing the second or third reading debate, because it
is quite clear that it is not dealt with in the Bill
and therefore is not a matter for the Committee
debate.

I am not aware of the commitment the Minister
gave in another place. I am not sure whether he
was asked to give such a commitment, but if he
gave one, it has not been brought to my attention.
Obviously, I am not in a position to give that
commitment. I will check with the Minister, but
my understanding is that the Government would
not be prepared to enter into such a commitment.
In fact, it is to the contrary; it may well be the
case that such an interest may be held, depending
upon the nature of the arrangements made.

Mr HASSELL: I am absolutely, totally
opposed to the Government's having any interest
in the casino. I point out to the Minister that his
own committee unanimously recommended
against it; it was not a divided committee.

Mr Parker: The Government will not own it, I
can assure you.

Mr HASSELL: The Government will do some
deal through the development corporation by
which it has a free carried interest in the casino in
consideration of the granting of the long-term
lease over the public's land. That is a dirty deal
and it cannot be acceptable.

Mr Parker: What is the difference between that
and just selling the land?

Mr H-ASSELL: There is a world of difference
between that and the Government's having an
interest in the casino. If the Government has an

interest in the casino, it adds a new dimension of a
frightening kind to the possibility of corruption.

The Bill is fraught with danger to the interests
of Western Australia. One of the biggest dangers
is that of undue influence and corruption, because
the Government has not been prepared to separate
itself, through the proper instrument-that is, an
independent commission or board-from the
granting of a licence or from dealings in a casino.
It is open to the possibility of all kinds of
backroom dealings, influence, and corruption. Do
not think that is not a possibility. It is more than a
possibility; it is a probability.

Every responsible report in the world has set
that forth and has documented evidence of it.

Mr Parker: Are you saying that is not what has
happened in Queensland or the Northern Terri-
tory?

Mr HASSELL~ I suggest that the Minister
reads Mr Connor's report in Victoria.

Mr Parker: What about Tasmania?
Mr HASSELL: Mr Connor reviewed the cir-

cumstances and made clear recommendations.
Here the Government is refusing to say that it will
not have an interest in the casino. In fact, on the
contrary, the Minister says it may well be that the
Government will have an interest in the casino. If
that sort of approach is adopted, the Government
will bring down the wrath of the public on its head
because it will have gone beyond the bounds.

The Bill is inadequate; the legislative frame-
work is inadequate; and the possibility of Govern-
ment involvement is horrific.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will argue further the point
made by the Leader of the Opposition. I draw to
the attention of the Chamber the fact that the
committee will have the capacity to acquire, hold,
and dispose of personal and real property. The
Leader of the Opposition asked whether it was the
intention of the Government to be involved in part
ownership of the casino.

Mr Parker: He did not ask me that-
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The level of conver-

sation is intolerably high, and it is making it extra-
ordinarily difficult for me to hear and for the
Hansard reporter to take down the speech. If
members must have loud conversations, I suggest
they retire from the Chamber and have them
somewhere else.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Leader of the Opposition
asked for an unequivocal undertaking by the
Minister that the Government would not be
involved in the ownership or part ownership of a
casino. That is a perfectly reasonably question,
demanding an answer by the Minister.
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Mr Parker: I answered it.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister has not answered

it-

Mr Parker: I just did not give the answer you
wanted.

Mr BLAIKIE: That is the sort of underhanded
tactic that Connor indicated would occur when
casinos were involved, and when matters were not
completely open, honest, and aboveboard. From
what the Minister has not said tonight, it appears
that the Government will have a share in the ca-
sino.

Mr Parker: I did not say that at all.
Mr BLAIKIE: I said that on what the Minister

had not said tonight-
Mr Parker: I said I would not give you an un-

equivocal assurance that we would not do that, but
I said there may be circumstances under which we
would, and that those circumstances may very well
relate to the preservation of the integrity and
financial nature of the enterprise. The way we are
going about this is precisely the way it was done in
Queensland, the Northern Territory, and
Tasmania.

Mr BLAIKIE: But totally rejected by Com-
missioner Connor.

Mr Hassell: It is not exactly the same.
Mr Parker: It is very similar, and in this respect

it is identical.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister may well argue

that in this respect it is identical, but I argue that
it certainly is not identical. The recommendation
of Commissioner Connor was that a Government
should not be involved in casinos in any form, and
the Government ownership of casinos was defi-
nitely vetoed.

I ask the Minister: What was the finding of the
inquiry in Western Australia when it looked into
the question of Government ownership or part
ownership of casinos? The Minister does not reply,
obviously because he does not want to reply.

That inquiry was most unimpressed with
Governments becoming involved in casinos. It said
that Government should not be involved at all, and
certainly not in the ownership of them.

Mr Hassell: I think the Government is up to
something with secret negotiations. What about
the open tender it talked about?

Mr Parker: You are the only person who talks
about secret negotiations. We have not entered
into any negotiations, secret or otherwise.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister refused to com-
ment on the matter of Burswood Island, but he
spoke about Burswood Island in his second read-
ing speech. The Government refused to acknow-

ledge Burswood Island in the legislation, when it
could have included it in the third schedule of the
Bill. This is legislation by stealth. The Govern-
ment is using backdoor and underhand methods.
They are the methods that Connor said would be
employed, and the Government is employing
them. The Government is not being honest-

Mr Pearce: It is in the second reading speech,
you goose. How can that be by stealth?

Mr BLAIKIE: Where in the Bill has the Minis-
ter indicated that Burswood Island is involved?

Mr Parker: I said it in the second reading
speech. The day we announced the casino, we
announced it would be on Burswood Island. What
is stealthy about that?

Mr BLAIKIE: Once the Government begins to
consider using a Crown "A"-class reserve, it must
remember that it needs to secure the approval of
Parliament. The Minister has indicated in his sec-
ond reading speech that it will be necessary to
secure some of the land presently designated as an
"A"-class reserve.

I ask the Minister to indicate on this map the
area about which the Government is talking.

Mr Parker: Burswood Island is a large area. We
are waiting for tenders to come in to see where the
tenderers want to build. When we select a tender,
we will tell the Chamber.

Mr BLAIKIE: It has always been the preroga-
tive of Parliament to determine the use of "A"-
class reserves. This Government has
predetermined that a part of Burswood Island will
be used for a casino.

Mr Parker: Not true.
Mr BLAIKIE: Once the developers have

outlayed tens of thousands of dollars on plans, the
Government has indicated it will choose one. The
way the Government is going about this is devious
and underhanded.

Mr Parker: We do not know the precise area.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Government knows the area
it wants to take. The Government is simply
talking-up the issue so that the public come to
accept the fact that the Government has made a
decision to have a casino built on Burswood
Island. The public will not have an opportunity to
reject the Government's plans. I sincerely hope the
Government comes completely unstuck, just as it
has with its plans for Rottnest Island.

Mr CLARKO: I have already voted in support
of a casino in Western Australia, but that does not
mean I gave an open cheque for how casinos
should be set up and operated.

Mr Parker: It has to come back to Parliament.
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Mr CLARKO: I have in mind a casino very
similar to the one at Wrest Point. That casino has
been a success and I do not see it as a place for
hard gambling. When I have been to that hotel it
has seemed that the majority of people there were
generally involving themselves in things other than
betting. I believe it is an advantage to Hobart to
have a top-class hotel like that.

I repeat: By having supported the second read-
ing speech, I have not given carte blanche Support
to the Government in terms of what it might wish
to do in regard to the establishment of a casino.

The situation in which the Government decided
to give some sort of partial endorsement of those
applicants for a casino who chose Burswood
Island, and then called on other tenderers to make
new submissions, if they so wished, seemed to be a
very bad example of government. It placed those
other people in an invidious position in terms of
the amount of money they would have to expend
to have a chance of being successful in submitting
a new tender in line with a Burswood Island ca-
sino. What the Government did was not fair to
those people who chose a site which the Govern-
ment appears to have settled on, because they
were told that they also would have to go back into
the ring again. It would have been more logical
had the two parties involved-Mr Dempster's
group and the one associated with the Federal
Hotels-been allowed to modify their arrange-
ments in some way.

Mr Pearce: There is logic in that, but don't you
think those people who put in a bid for different
sites might feel they should have a second chance,
something they would not have otherwise, and
have the chokce whether to retender?

Mr CLARKO: They are not in a position equal
to that of the other parties. It seems the Govern-
ment has trodden on the toes of both groups. I
would feel aggrieved if I were one of the two who
had chosen Burswood Island. I understand the
others who have been asked to resubmit tenders
number about 20 and are to have about two
months in which to do so. I would assume that to
draw up plans for a casino costing perhaps $20
million-

Mr Pearce: Considerably more than that.
Mr CLARKO: Let us say $50 million. I pre-

sumne the plans would cost several hundred thou-
sand dollars.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I wonder whether
the member could indicate how his present
remarks relate to clause 4.

Mr CLARKO: I will certainly seek to do that
immediately. This clause relates to a casino con-
trol committee and outlines the whole foundation

of the Dill. I am concerned about whether this
clause will allow the casino control committee to
subsequently establish more than one site. It seems
that the way clause 4(2) reads the committee will
be able to acquire property and so on, and
although the Government may favour Burswood
Island as the site, it might be possible under this
clause to allow this group to set up in other areas
and have those casinos to be considered branches
of this body. Why could it not be possible for four
casinos to be established on four different sites
under the one control committee? It is not limited
in space.

Mr Parker: If there were to be more than one,
the committee would have to administer all of
them. But its job to acquire land and sites is not
for the purpose of allowing other casinos to be
established. It will have nothing to do with the
establishment of casinos; it will control them. I
can give an unequivocal assurance that the com-
mittee will not be acquiring such sites for the
purposes of establishing casinos.

Mr CLARKO: The Bill does not restrict the
committee in that way. If this legislation goes
through it seems to me there would be nothing to
prevent a Government giving the nod to the casino
control committee to have casinos established in
several places in Western Australia. The clause
states that the committee can acquire properties
and so on. If that is the case, why can it not set up
several casinos and say that they are Part of the
Western Australian casino group?

I would be interested also if the Minister could
give me some idea of the type of person he has in
mind to be appointed to the committee. The Bill
refers to four persons of repute, experience, and
integrity. By "experience", does the Minister
mean experience in being a committeeman who
has previously been on a committee which has
controlled a casino? The Minister would be strug-
gling to find someone in Western Australia who
has experience in running casinos on a control
committee level.

Mr Blaikie: If a person had been running a
casino in Western Australia, he would probably
not be a Person of repute.

Mr CLARKO: An excellent point. Why has the
Minister bothered to put in the bit about integ-
rity?

Mr Parker: This clause was drafted by the Hon.
John Williams and inserted by him as an amend-
ment in the Legislative Council and accepted by
councillors as a substitute.

Mr CLARKO: But it is the Minister's Bill; he is
putting it forward. I am asking the Minister as the
person promoting this clause to explain to me
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what he sees as being meant by a "person of integ-
rity". I would assume that when the Government
appoints people to committees it always believes
they are people of integrity.

I am also interested in what is meant by the
word "repute". Again, I would imagine that the
Government would not appoint people to any com-
mittee if they were not people of integrity and
repute.

How big a job will it be being a member of this
casino control committee? Does the Minister ex-
pect these people to work on a half-time basis, or
when things settle down will they meet for just a
couple of hours once a month? Will these four
men become "el supremos" of gambling in West-
ern Australia and receive very substantial re-
munerations? Will they be paid at Public Service
rates?

I hope the Government is not expecting to ap-
point members of the Australian Labor Party or
for that matter members of the Liberal Party.
How much time does the Minister expect that
these people will have to put into the job? Will
they be paid at a different rate from that of people
on other committees?

The Minister has spoken about travelling, and I
would like to know whether this is to be the sort of
job where everyone will be rubbing their hands
together if they are appointed because they will he
entitled to travel to places such as Las Vegas, as
did one of the Minister's colleagues recently, for
what reason I do not know. I fail to see how the
trip to Las Vegas, contributed in any way to this
legislation.

The point made by my leader is very important.
He asked whether the Government was to be
involved in the operation of the casino other than
by way of a rake-off. If the Government is to have
a percentage interest in the casino, that would be
anathema to me and to many people in our com-
munity. The Government should stay right out of
it. The people chosen on the casino control com-
mittee should be at arm's length from political
parties.

People like myself support the establishment of
a casino so long as it is run in a pristine and pure
way. If any dubious actions are involved or if there
is a potential for corruption, a casino would be
totally unacceptable to us. That is of fundamental
importance to understand.

I make the point that I am not and never have
been impressed with the TAB. It has been a ruth-
lessly insular body for a long time. At one time the
Parliament said toilets would not be allowed on
TAB premises, but now we have got to the other
extreme where we have TABs established in ho-

tels whereas in the old days people had to cross the
street to get to them.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: And get killed crossing the
road.

Mr CLARKO: It was not a logical arrangement
at all.

One of the reasons I support casinos and some
of my colleagues do not is that I believe that if one
can put all one's w'ages on the favourite in the
third race at the TAB, I cannot see why one
should not be able to spend it on gambling chips at
a dollar a time.

It is of vital importance that the Government
appears to be totally outside this operation once it
is set up, and that it gives some idea of the type of
people to be involved in running it and their role.
We do not want them to be seen as the black shirt-
white tie types with a big broad hat.

Mr Mclver: They are mostly all members of the
Liberal Party.

Mr PARKER: It-is nice to hear something mod-
erately sensible from the Opposition in this de-
bate. The member for Karrinyup's contribution
offers some point to responding. He has raised
some valid points. He is right in saying that the
only way it will be successful in terms of the
Government's aims For the casino and what it will
do for Western Australia, the Parliament's ability
to accept the arrangement when it is put forward,
and the overall security of the community, is for
the body to be run, as he put it, in a quite pristine
way. I accept that entirely and that has been the
basis on which the Government has pursued this
matter all along.

The reason for my interjection about the Hon.
John Williams' saying to us that we were the
people who would have to make a decision about
who would fulfil those categories is that the words
were not chosen by us. We were required to accept
them as part of getting the Bill through the Legis-
lative Council, and we will interpret them in a way
which would conform to the wishes the member
for Karrinyup would have of us.

The Minister for Administrative Services
indicated he would be prepared to consult with the
Hon. Ian Medcalf on the issue-although he is
about to leave the Opposition-about the people
we might appoint and get his views on the matter.
When the member for Karrinyup talks about ex-
perience he is referring to law or accountancy or
law enforcement. The Chairman of the TAB is a
man of the greatest and highest integrity. Anyone
who has had anything to do with him would ac-
knowledge that. Mr Jarman is a former public
servant and a former officer of the TAB, and most
recently he has become chairman of a couple of
major Government bodies. He has no association
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whatever with the Labor Party; he was appointed
to most of his positions during the time of the
previous Government.

Mr Clarko: My criticism was not of the person-
nel of the TAB.

Mr PARKER: I know. We have appointed Mr
Jarman to similar bodies as chairman. We
appointed him as Chairman of the TAB and
appointed him as Chairman of the State
Superannuation Board. Neither of those appoint-
ments was made with any understanding of his
political views. I spent a year working with him
without gleaning an idea of his political views. He
is a dedicated public servant, very hardworking,
and scrupulously honest. Someone who has
survived in that world for 25 years without a taint
on his honesty we thought an appropriate person
to be head of a body which needs to be seen as
pristine.

As far as other people are concerned,' those are
the sorts of qualifications for which we would be
looking. We must have people of the highest integ-
rity in the community. So far as payments are
concerned, it is not intended that these positions
are full-time jobs. Full-time casino inspectors will
be appointed, and these inspectors will report to
the board and the board will govern in the normal
way. The chairman obviously will spend more time
there than other members of the committee. The
Public Service Board has a structure of different
rates for different types of committees, and it
strikes rates depending on the time involvement of
board members. I assume it will do the same in
this case.

Clause 4 put and passed.

Clauses 5 to I8 put and passed.

Clause 19: Minister may enter into agreement
to construct and establish casino premises-

Mr HASSELL: This is another key clause
which relates to the negotiation of an agreement
with a public company for the construction and
establishment of casino premises in the State. This
illustrates how the whole Act is back to front.
Parliament is giving authority to the Minister to
negotiate and enter into an agreement with a pub-
lic company in relation to the construction and
establishment of casino premises. Obviously, if a
company is to make a commitment to establish a
casino it must know beforehand that it will get a
licence, yet the licensing provisions do not begin to
operate until the agreement has been made.

To my mind, that is a back to front procedure.
Imagine what would happen if a government made
a deal with some company to have a casino and
then the casino control committee-which is not a

(271)

control committee at all-would not recommend a
licence. What kind of shemozzle would that be?

When we debated this issue some weeks ago on
a motion in the Chamber I suggested that a pro-
cedure was needed to allow companies which
sought to negotiate with the Government to obtain
a clearance from the independent board that could
be established first, so they could go to the
Government and say, "We have a clean bill of
health, here is a certificate from the board you
established which is totally independent of the
Government, and that gives us a prima facie right
to have a licence if we can do a deal with you over
how we establish the casino".

That would allow the genuine integrity of the
applicants to be tested. How will there be any
genuine test of the integrity of applicants after
they have already done a deal with the Minister?
This is the kind of corruption I have referred to.
They will come to the Minister and do a deal. God
knows whose party funds will be enriched by this
process.

Mr MacKinnon: It will not be the Opposition's.

Mr HASSELL: A deal will be done and the
applicant will ask the committee for a licence.
What will the committee do? What choice does it
have? It has no choice; the whole thing will be pre-
empted by a Government decision made secretly.
Private negotiation and discussion will go on with
no public testing or independent viewing. A deal
with be done with the Minister-that is the wrong
way to go about it.

There is no more stark indication to be found
than in clause 19. Let us look at another aspect of
clause 19-the complete deficiency of this whole
part of the Bill of which clause 19 is one of two
clauses. Part Ill relates to the casino agreement,
and clause 19 deals with the Minister entering into
an agreement to construct and establish a casino.
Clause 20 relates to licence fees and taxes. There
is no provision in clause 19 which tells us the
Government's policy. It is just an open cheque
from the Parliament to the Minister and the
Government. There is no provision which states
the company should be a Western Australian
company or that it should be a non-Western
Australian company. The then Leader Of the Op-
position, Mr Burke, said when he made his brave
policy statement, "it will be a Western Australian
company".

Mr Parker: I made that clear too. The issue of
foreign ownership will be part of the Bill to be
presented to the Chamber when this comes back. I
agree with what the member for Mt. Lawley said,
and it is the Government's view that it should be
majority owned by Western Australians.
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Mr HASSELL: That is fine and dandy. Why is
it not in the Bill?

Mr Parker: It will be in the next Bill.
Mr HASSELL: After the Minister has done the

deal. What if the Minister came along and said he
found it tough to get any Western Australian to
enter this because Western Australians were too
bright to put their money up for this venture, and
that he had decided to do a deal with Mr Haddad
or Mr Khemlani?

Mr Parker: Mr Haddad has been dealing with
you, not with us.

Mr HASSELL: He has not been dealing with
me.

Mr Parker: He has been dealing with your
people.

Mr HASSELL: I do not know what people he
has been dealing with.

Mr Parker: I do.
Mr H-ASSELL: With whom has he been deal-

ing?
Mr Parker: We know what goes on.
Mr H-ASSELL: Is the Minister trying to

suggest that Mr Haddad has not been talking to
his people?

Mr Parker: I am sure he has been talking to a
lot of people about the proposals.

Mr HASSELL: Hlf of Perth has been dealing
with more than half of the Parliament for years
about a casino. People used to come across my
doorstep in a regular stream asking about the
damn thing. In those days I was able to give a
clear-cut answer.

Mr Tonkin: You said you preferred illegal ones.
Mr Clarko: Do you think there will be none

when you set up the casino?
Mr HASSELL: That is a good question; I won-

der if the Government does think that? It is funny
that we about the dreadful lack of law enforce-
ment since this Government came to Power. We
used to hear it regularly from the member for
Fremantle and his colleague, the then shadow
Minister for Police.

Mr Parker: The only illegal activities now get
raided and prosecuted.

Mr H-ASSELL: What about the brothels?
Mr Parker: [ am talking about casinos.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister used to talk about

the law and the policy of containment. He said he
would bring in a completely new procedure relat-
ing to gaming.

Mr Parker: I always made it clear that the
overall gaming policy and laws and the new
Gaming Act would be a complex matter. I said

time and again it would take years to complete
because it could not be done overnight.

Mr HASSELL: No attempt is made in clause
19 in any way to regulate the negotiations to pro-
vide protection against offers and inducements or
influences and the other things generally
associated with this approach. There is an assump-
tion that the Government will make the decision
that it wants to make and the applicant will get a
licence. That means the licence procedure is not
dinkum, Part IlI of thl Bill is not dinkum, and the
Bill itself is not dinkum. My guess is the deal has
already been done somewhere.

Mr CLARKO: I strongly agree with the
remarks made by my leader. We are putting the
cart before the horse, and in that respect I refer
members to clause 19(2). It seems to me passing
strange that a company should be put in a position
where it enters some form of agreement with the
Minister and goes ahead and spends $50 million or
$100 million on a casino without any certainty
that it will get a licence.

It is a very peculiar business arrangement. I
would not want to be chairman of directors of any
company involved in such an arrangement. I agree
with the Leader of the Opposition that real prob-
lems exist with regard to the negotiations to set up
a casino. We are all aware of the problems with
gambling in New South Wales over many years,
not only under the present Government, but also
under previous Governments.

The Minister will know that this Provision will
cause many problems. It would be essential from
the point of view of the potential casino operator
that he has a total surety when negotiating with
the Government that he would, without fail, be
granted a gaming licence. There is a possibility,
albeit very remote, that the casino could be
constructed and the company then told it cannot
get a licence.

What the Leader of the Opposition has said is
quintessential; anything the Government does
from the point of view of a casino operator must
be set up so that if he enters into an agreement to
construct the casino along the lines set out by the
casino control committee, and if he meets the ap-
propriate requirements, without question a licence
will be granted. The Leader of the Opposition is
correct in saying that if a person or company
applies to the casino control committee for the
right to build a casino, a provisional licence should
be granted; subject to that body's meeting with
those arrangements, the matter would then pro-
ceed. This clause is wide open and I will be very
surprised indeed, in fact I will give odds, that there
will be many casinos operating in the State other
than the one the Government proposes to set up.
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Mr MacKINNON: I refer to the part of this
clause which states that the Minister may nego-
tiate and enter into an agreement with a public
company. I am interested to know why the
Government has specified a public company. If
the Government has committed itself in principle
to a casino and has entered into negotiation with a
potential developer, it would have been better to
leave the agreement open ended.

Many forms of legal entity could be used for the
operation of a casino; trusts are increasingly popu-
lar these days and can have the same effect as a
company. The same applies to private companies
which would be equally effective, and the share-
holders could be Western Australian. These types
of companies would not have the same onerous
conditions upon them. The provision restricts the
Government's flexibility, and I am interested to
know why a public company is specified rather
than an appropriate type of legal entity.

Mr PARKER: With regard to the issues raised
by the Deputy Leader of the Oppositition and the
member for Karrinyup concerning procedures to
be adopted, if the Government wanted a casino
and just any casino and if it wanted to go through
a process in order to establish how that casino
should be obtained and licensed, it would have
been better to go about it in the way suggested by
the Leader of the Opposition; that is, simply call-
ing for tenders and determining the matter on that
basis. However, the Government is seeking, in this
Bill and in its overall negotiation, to achieve the
best possible deal for this State in terms of facili-
ties provided; that is, hotel and convention facili-
ties, casino facilities attractive to international
tourists, and other attributes that casino operators
may bring. This could be an association with an
airline for package tours to bring in large groups
from South-East Asia. I agree with the member of
the Opposition who said earlier that that was a
very real prospect. On those points we want to be
able to negotiate with the potential developer.

The member for Karrinyup has interpreted the
clause in such a way that the agreement would be
entered into, the building constructed, and the
company involved would then attempt to obtain a
licence. It would be very difficult for arrange-
mcrnts to be made on that basis. It is proposed that
an agreement be entered into with regard to the
type of development, but that no work be carried
out or money expended. The proposal would be
sent to the control committee which would make a
recommendation with regard to the granting of a
licence.

Contrary to what the Leader of the Opposition
said during the second reading debate, the Minis-
ter cannot issue a licence unless he receives a

recommendation from the committee. He can de-
cline the committee's recommendation to issue a
licence to a particular person or company, but he
cannot issue a licence himself. That makes the
committee a very powerful organisation because it
is the only body that can make such a
recommendation. Subiclause 19(2) states that a
gaming licence will not be issued until after the
premises are completed. However, that does not
mean the procedure of applying to the committee
does not occur until after the building is
constructed. The negotiations will involve two
steps; the first will be negotiation of an agreement
and the second will be the granting of the li-
cence-a provisional licence perhaps. The licence
is then withheld until the building is completed.

Mr Clarko: It implicitly states in paragraph
(2)(a) that a gaming licence will not be issued
until the building is completed.

Mr PARKER: It is proposed that an agreement
can be reached to be ratified by Parliament. Let us
assume it is recommended by the committee to
grant a licence that is a provisional licence and a
casino licence is not issued until such time as the
building is constructed to the satisfaction of the
Minister. It means that the Government does not
let the operator off the hook. We are trying to get
the best possible deal for the State. By the time
the operator has commenced the building, the ap-
plication will have gone through the procedure
outlined in clause 21. It will have obtained that
approval and licence which may be called a pro-
visional licence if that term is preferred. The only
basis on which a licence could be withheld after
that process is if the company did not complete the
building in the manner agreed.

Mr Clarko: It does not read that way. There is
the possibility you can build the casino and not get
the licence.

Mr PARKER: I think it does. It is a question of
how one construes the Bill and it is necessary to
take all clauses together.

I refer to the points made by the Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Karrinyup in re-
lation to the so-called question of the corruption of
Ministers. The way the legislation has been
drafted gives the maximum possible degree of
public scrutiny. We want to negotiate the agree-
ment on the best possible basis and we do not want
to play Russian roulette with regard to who will
end up operating the casino. We want to make
sure the facilities are the best possible for the
State, to ensure that it operates aboveboard and at
arm's length from the Government, and that there
is full public scrutiny. The licence must be
recommended by the control committee; it cannot
be granted without the recommendation of that
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committee. We have already debated the member
ship of that committee. The agreement Bill itself
will be subject to ratification by this Parliament,
giving maximum scrutiny in that area- We are
aware of what happened with the Jupiter Trust in
Queensland.

The final point raised by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition related to why the Government
specified a public company rather than some other
form of corporate entity. It is quite clear that we
do not believe individuals should operate the ca-
sino as a private fiefdom. It is recognised that a
public company is one of the more onerous types
of corporate entities because of the conditions
imposed upon it, conditions such as spread of
shareholding, public accountability, etc. We be-
lieve this will provide additional protection and
will eliminate the possibility of an individual
taking over ownership of the casino at some later
stage. A public company is the most publicly ac-
countable form of company with which we could
deal.

Mr H-ASSELL: I refer to the question of public
shareholding. Is part of the objective of having a
public company to have a required spread of
shareholding with the maximum number of shares
not held by one person?

Mr PARKER: It is not intended that it operate
like a bank where one can have only a maximum
of 10 per cent of the shares in one ownership. It
will of course be subject to public company re-
quirements that there must be a spread of
shareholding in terms of the number of shares
overall. That does not preclude a shareholder from
having a majority or a substantial proportion of
shares, but such a shareholder would be subject to
all sorts of requirements with regard to his deal-
ings with other shareholders.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 20 put and passed.
Clause 21: Procedure for dealing with appli-

cation for casino gaming licence-
Mr HASSELL: Once again I make the point

that this clause is inadequate in more than a dozen
ways. It fails to set down the appropriate machin-
ery for, the details of, and requirements that
should be set down relating to the granting of
licences. It fails to establish the independence of
the casino control committee.

Mr Parker: The Minister cannot give a licence
unless he has a recommendation from the casino
control committee.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, that is true but he can set
aside a recommendation from the committee. It is
unrealistic to imagine a committee can operate
with that required level of independence when it is

already pre-empted by the existence of an agree-
ment. Anyone who reflects on this clause will
realise that it is inadequate in so many ways; the
way it is set up, the lack of criteria, the lack of
controls, the provision that the licence is valid for
such period as is prescribed, and no provision
contained for cancellation in the event of default,
and all sorts of deficiencies of that kind which go
to the heart of the issue.

These matters have been raised by us during
the second reading debate and I do not want
to cover them again. However, one would not
need to be very advanced in worldly matters to do
a better job than has been done in relation to
clause 21.

I ask the Minister what estimate the Govern-
ment has made of the amount of money it expects
to recover from the casino operation, in broad
terms, in a year.

Mr PARKER: Let me say once again that I do
not believe what the Leader of the Opposition says
about this is true so far as the independence of the
committee is concerned, Indeed, there is no ques-
tion that the committee will have full indepen
dence, because it is being appointed in the way
that has been agreed and it will be the only body
which can recommend a licensee to the Minister.
If the Minister does not approv'e the
recommendation, it can be deferred, so we would
not have a casino. Therefore, we do not have the
possibility of providing backhander's as the Leader
of the Opposition mentioned.

I take up the question that the Leader of the
Opposition referred to in his second reading
speech in respect of the revocation of the licence.
Had I had the opportunity to respond to it when
replying to the second reading debate, I would
have done so then.

I am advised that, when the Bill was drafted, it
included a revocation clause in the way suggested,
but subsequently, on the advice of Crown Law, it
was decided it was not appropriate to have it in
this Bill, but rather it should be in the agreement
Act in relation to the terms and conditions of the
licence and the Bill which regulates that, which
will be coming back to the Chamber.

Certainly it is intended that there be full power
to revoke the licence. I agree with what the Leader
of the Opposition said that the real penalty any
casino operator could suffer is the revocation of
his licence. It is intended to have that power, but it
has been decided it would be better to have it in
Separate legislation.
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As the Leader of the Opposition indicated, it is
very difficult to establish how much money would
be derived from a casino. Based on the experience
in Tasmania and the Northern Territory, on the
estimates made by the Queensland Government,
and the assessments made by the New South
Wales Government as to what it will get out a
casino, our assessment is in the range of $8 million
to $15 million a year; but that is a very broad
order of magnitude.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 22 to 34 put and passed.
Clause 35: Penalties-
Mr MacKINNON: It seems to me the penalties

in the Bill do not bear very great relevance to the
figures the Minister just quoted. Obviously if the
State is to receive between $8 million and $15
million a year from a casino, the turnover and the
funds flowing through the casino in the form of
cash will be considerable.

This clause contains penalties which, in the case
of a person other than a body corporate, compri se
a fine of $1 000 or imprisonment for 12 months or,
in the case of a body corporate a fine of $2 000.
No reference is made to the directors of the
company who, in some cases in corporate law
today, are included and no penalty is referred to in
respect of the individuals involved in the oper-
ation.

I put it to the Minister that tremendous temp-
tation will exist in the casino business for people to
abuse the law. A fine of $2 000 would be a drop in
the bucket when compared with the turnover of a
casino for one night, particularly if some big gam-
blers are in town.

The Bill is deficient also in that if it is intended
to fine the body corporate, offences could be com-
mitted every day of the year and possibly some
come back would exist when the licence is to be
renewed, but the operators could have taken the
money and run, or the Government could be so
tied up anyway in view of the casino's involvement
in the community that it could not do anything
about the position.

Earlier in the session last year when we debated
the Tobacco (Promotion and Sale) Bill which
sought to ban the advertising of tobacco, it was
indicated penalties of -the order of between $5 000
and $20 000 could be imposed. Indeed, $20 000
was one of the fines included in the clause which
related to people wholesaling cigarettes.

I put it to you, Sir, and to the Minister, that
wholesaling cigarettes would not be nearly as prof-
itable as the operation of a casino. The cash flow
of a tobacco wholesaling business would in no way
match the amount which flows through a casino in

any one night. Therefore, the situation would be
left open to abuse.

In its negotiations with the company, the
Government should tighten up this area consider-
ably and very severely and effectively increase the
fines which may be imposed so that it ensures the
company has the incentive to comply with and not
just override the intent of the legislation.

Mr PARKER: First, these penalties relate -to
situations where a penalty is not provided for
specifically elsewhere. However, I understand the
point made by the member. Unfortunately I am
not sufficiently familiar with this matter, because
it is not my area of responsibility, to tell the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition precisely why these
figures have been struck. It may well be it is
envisaged that the final agreement Act will con-
tain much more severe fines and, indeed, in my
second reading speech I mentioned that the agree-
ment Act would include matters relating to of-
fences in respect of casino operations. Certainly,
so far as that is concerned, it is obviously
envisaged to be in the new Act.

However, the figures seem to be very low and
basically I agree with the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that it is a matter which needs to be
looked at as we proceed. I would be prepared to
look at it and ask my colleague in the Cabinet to
examine the matter as we go along. A fine of
$1 000 would be petty cash as far as the operation
of a casino is concerned.

The other point I made earlier to the Leader of
the Opposition is that the real penalty for a casino
operator is the revocation of his licence, and that is
where the big penalty will lie. If we are looking at
the big operation, $1 000 is not a big penalty, but
the revocation of the licence is.

Mr MacKinnon: As far as the revocation of the
licence is concerned, we have seen, particularly in
respect of radio stations, that threat is imaginary
rather than real.

Mr PARKER: In the last case in Western
Australia it had a rather dramatic effect on the
radio station.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 36 and 37 put and passed.
First and second schedules put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-

port adopted.
Third Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [ 11.40 p.J-I move-

That the Sill be now read a third time.
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I indicated to the Opposition that I would reply to
a few comments it made at this stage. I replied to
most of them during the Committee stage, but if
members opposite want me to reply to any other
points, I am happy to do so now. I believe I have in
fact covered the issues that were raised by the
Opposition in the second reading and Committee
debates, but this Bill, and the way in which this
Matter is structured is in the best interests of the
State. It provides for public and parliamentary
scrutiny at each important stage of the proceed-
ings. Parliamentary scrutiny is taking place at the
moment and it will determine whether the State is
to have a casino and the guidelines which will
attach to it. Parliamentary scrutiny will also take
place when we return with the detailed proposals
of the developer.

Public scrutiny will take place by way of an
independent control body which wilt have the sole
right to recommend a particular organisation for
licensing. Public scrutiny will take place also in
respect of all the operations and activities of the
body through both licensing of and ownership by a
public company and through ensuring the report
of the control committee is a public document
prepared on an annual basis.

At all stages the Government has sought to
ensure that it is at arm's length from the oper-
ations and that its control committee is in a situ-
ation in which it can act fearlessly and employ
people to act fearlessly so that this casino can be
equal to the best in the world in terms of the
honesty and integrity of its operations.

We recognise that that is important from the
point of view not only of the operations of the
casino, but also of Western Australian society and
from our points of view in terms of the way in
which our Government is regarded. We shall be
taking every step necessary to ensure that, to use
the words of the member for Karrinyup, this is
aboveboard and pristine in its operations.

A range of issues was raised in the second read-
ing debate and I will not canvass them all because
many of them were rhetorical and I dealt with the
more specific ones in response to the details raised
in the Committee stage. I simply say that I believe
the fact that this Bill has received such over-
whelming support from both Houses of the Parlia-
ment is an indication that some of the fears and
concerns which have been expressed-which are
quite legitimate fears for people to have and quite
honestly held by the people who hold them-are
not valid; that the fact that such an overwhelming
proportion of the community has endorsed this
Bill and the Government's actions augurs very
well for the way in which we, as a community and

Government as a whole, will be able to regulate
this form of activity in our community.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFI[TS AMENDMENT DILL 1984

Returned
Bill returned from the Council with amend-

ments.

Council's Amendments: In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs

Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Tonkin (Leader of
the House) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

No. 1.
Clause 10, page 8, line 34 to page 9, line

17-Delete paragraphs (a) and (b) and
substitute the following paragraphs-
(a) he shall be entitled to receive the contri-

butions paid by him and from the State a
sum equal to two and one-half times
such of those contributions as represent
fortnightly contributions made by him in
respect of units not exceeding his pri-
mary entitlement up to the time of his
retrenchment, but may elect within three
months after his retrenchment to receive
in lieu of those sums an equivalent pen-
sion determined by an Actuary; or

(b) if at the time of retrenchment he has
attained the age of fifty-five years, he
shall be entitled to elect within three
months after his retrenchment to receive
a pension under this Act in accordance
with section 60 of this Act as if he had
elected to retire.

No. 2.
Clause 10, page 9, line 19-Delete

"paragraph (a) or'.
Mr TONKIN: I move-

That amendments Nos. I and 2 made by
the Council be agreed to.

Mr HASSELL: I would be grateful if the Min-
ister would explain what the amendments are
about. It is the Treasurer's Bill, perhaps he could
explain it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Leader of the Op-
position recalls the debate in this Chamber on this
legislation, he will recall that I indicated to him
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that the Government would be moving to amend
the Bill in the Legislative Council. It is my under-
standing that the amendments, as outlined during
the debate, met with the Opposition's approval.
However, I am perfectly happy to explain each of
them to the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Hassell: I would be pleased if you would
explain what they are about.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I refer the Leader of the
Opposition to the amendments to clause 10. I
think the comment made by the Leader of the
Opposition at the time of the debate was that this
was a further concession that indicated water drip-
ping onto a stone. He said it had the effect of
weakening the Government's argument about not
leading to further concessions that would cost the
taxpayer money, and not leading to a weakening
towards the position from which people who re-
tired early would receive more than their no cost
pension. That position is represented by this par-
ticular amendment. I do not know what the
Leader of the Opposition wants me to explain
about it. It seems to me that it is fairly reasonable
of itself.

I am happy to send the Leader of the Oppo-
sition a copy of the comments that we have on the
particular clauses, but I am not sure that it will
enlighten him any further. I will read the com-
ments which are as follows-

The amendment proposed seeks to provide
that the benefits paid to retrenched contribu-
tors who are aged 55 or more should be pen-
sions. More importantly it seeks to ensure
that retrenched contributors who have
attained retirement age may receive a pension
they would have been entitled to if they had
not been retrenched, but had elected to retire.
Presently there is doubt as to whether the
existing law allows such retrenched contribu-
tors to elect for the normal retirement pen-
sion provided for under section 60 of the
principal Act. Such pensions are actuarially
greater than the lump sum. In some cases the
difference could be significant particularly
where the contributor has lengthy service but
has joined the superannuation fund at a late
age. After consultation with the Joint
Superannuation Committee the Government
has agreed to retain the existing provision
that allows retrenched contributors to receive
their benefits as lump sums. It is also agreed
that they should be given the opportunity to
accept the lump sum or the normal retire-
ment pension.

So that is the reason that it is sought to delete
paragraphs (a) and (b) and to substitute with new
paragraphs (a) and (b) as indicated on the Notice

Paper. I also point out to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition that the amendments have been on the No-
tice Paper for same time.

In regard to the second amendment, I suppose
the Leader of the Opposition accepts it as a purely
mechanical one. If the Leader of the Opposition
wants me to go through these matters again I will
be happy to do so.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ments ageed to.

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a

message accordingly returned to the Council.

ACTZS AMENDMENT (BINGO) BILL 1984

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and on motion
by Mr Parker (Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy), read a first time.

Second Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [ 11.54 pm.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

In 1972 the Lotteries Commission was given a
limited power to approve the playing of bingo.
Since 1982 the commission has been able to Per-
mit the playing of bingo on premises for which a
club licence has been granted by the licensing
court.

In its present form the Lotteries (Control) Act
contains a proviso which prohibits the issue of a
permit for the playing of bingo on licensed prem-
ises other than a licensed club. Bingo is also
prohibited on premises when liquor may be sold
under permit issued by the licensing court.

The Bill makes provision to remove the prohib-
itions on the playing of bingo on premises gener-
ally, including the following licensed premises: ho-
tels, taverns, limited hotels, canteens, and
winehouses.

Some licensed premises such as
stores are considered unsuitable
have been omitted from the list
which bingo can be played.

restaurants and
for bingo and
of premises on

For example, licensed restaurants are primarily
concerned with the service of food and most store
licensees could not or would not wish to utilise
their premises as bingo venues.

Small clubs which can now conduct bingo on
their club premises will be able to play bingo dur-
ing hours when liquor may be sold for consump-
tion on those premises.
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Hotel, tavern, and other licensees will have the
opportunity to extend the use of their premises to
clubs wishing to conduct bingo.

The Bill will also amend the Liquor Act to
provide that, where a permit has been granted by
the Lotteries Commission, an offence is not com-
mitted by a licensee when permitting bingo to be
played on his licensed premises.

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

PENSIONERS (RATES REBATES AND
DEFERMENTS) AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and on motion
by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the House) read a first
time.

Second Reading
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) [11.58 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read second time.

The amendments proposed by this Bill are aimed
to overcome certain administrative problems that
have occurred since the scheme was first
introduced, and particularly after the introduction
of the 50 per cent rates rebate option on I July
1980.

The specific amendments are to-
(I) Limit rate deferments to the holder of an

estate in fee simple, to be effective from
I July 1984.

(2) Include within the definition of the word
"owner", provision to allow rates con-
cessions to certain categories of pen-
sioners who are, at present, ineligible for
the concessions, specifically shareholding
pensioners, specific non-resident sole
owners, and purchasers under contract of
sale, to be effective from I July 1984.

(3) Enable rates deferred prior to loss of
pension entitlement to remain deferred.
In order to validate the existing situ-
ation, and due to the benevolent inten-
tionts of the Act, it is envisaged that this
amendment will be effective from 1 July
1977.

(4) Enable rates previously deferred by a de-
ceased spouse to pass uninterrupted to a
surviving spouse. It is also envisaged that
this amendment will be effective from I
July 1977.

(5) Cease the requirement to reimburse the
Metropolitan Water Authority from the
Consolidated Revenue Fund for rebates

granted, to be effective from I July
1983.

An amendment to limit deferments to the holder
of an estate in fee simple is designed to overcome
difficulties relating to such categories of pen-
sioners as-

The Act currently recognises Crown
leaseholders as "owners" of the rated land.
Eligible pensioners holding such leases are
therefore entitled to defer their rates. How-
ever, the rating authorities concerned have no
effective security for the eventual recovery of
the deferred rates. When the lease expires the
rating authority must attempt to recover the
accumulated rates from the pensioners con-
cerned. Past experience has shown that this
can be a time consuming and costly exercise.

The Act currently recognises life tenants
under a deceased estate as "owners" of the
rated land. They are therefore eligible for the
rates concession which includes the right to
defer rates. However, legal opinion has
indicated that the burden of a 100 per cent
rates deferment falls automatically on the
"remainder" man, and that the value of his
interest in the property is reduced accord-
ingly. It is considered contrary to principle
that a vested right should be affected by ad-
ministrative decision in this way with the per-
son whose interest is being affected having no
right to question that decision or to even be
heard in opposition to its being made.

It is therefore intended that entitled pensioners
in such circumstances would in future be eligible
to only a 50 per cent rates rebate.

An amendment to the definition of "owner" to
include shareholding pensioners, specific non-resi-
dent sole owners and purchasers under contract of
sale is designed to overcome the following circum-
stances-

Many pensioners possess home units by vir-
tue of a shareholding in a company which is
the registered owner of the rated land. These
pensioners are currently ineligible for the
rates concession because they are not the
"owners" of the rated land. However, in view
of the benevolent intentions of the Act, and as
this form of accommnodational arrangement is
becoming more prevalent, the amendment
will enable these pensioners to apply for the
rates concession.

There have been cases where the rated land
is in sole ownership and the owner's depen-
dent family continue to occupy the rated land
in that sole owner's Permanent absence. Pen-
sioners in these Circumstances are currently
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ineligible for a concession because they are
not in actual occupation as owner. This situ-
ation may occur in two ways-

many elderly, physically frail pen-
sioners are increasingly confined to nurs-
ing homes until eventually their resi-
dence in the nursing home becomes per-
manent; or

where the sole owner has deserted the
family leaving the pensioner spouse to
continue residence on the rated land and
assume responsibility for payment of
rates.

The proposed amendments to the Act will enable
these pensioners to apply for a concession, under
certain stipulated conditions-

To date contract of sale purchasers have
been treated as "owners" for the purposes of
the Act although they would appear to have
no legal title to the rated land until the con-
tract has been determined. An amendment to
include contract of sale purchasers within the
definition of "owner" will enable pensioners
in that situation to apply for a rates con-
cession.

An amendment is required to allow rates deferred
by an "entitled pensioner" prior to loss of pension
entitlement to remain deferred. The Act currently
provides that deferred rates remain deferred until
certain circumstances occur.

However, the Act is silent on what occurs when
an eligible pensioner loses that status through a
small increase in income. Upon the loss of the
entitled pensioner status the rating authorities
could make demand from the pensioner for pay-
ment of the accumulated deferred rates. As this
action could result in the forced sale of the family
home it is proposed that the amendment would
permit the rates to remain deferred.

With further reference to deferred rates, an
amendment to the Act is required to extend rates
deferred by a deceased spouse to the survi ving
pensioner spouse. It has always been assumed that
the surviving spouse's right to defer rates extended
to the rates previously deferred by the deceased
spouse. Many rating authorities have acted in ac-
cordance with this assumption; however, a strict
interpretation of the current legislation would re-
quire that the rates deferred by a deceased spouse
are payable on his or her death.

In this situation it is conceivable that the house
may have to be sold to meet the deferred rates. As
this was never the intention of the Act an amend-
ment is necessary to overcome this situation.

Amendment of the Act is also required to cease
the statutory requirement for reimbursement from

the Consolidated Revenue Fund of rebates
granted by the Metropolitan Water Authority.
This decision was made in accordance with the
Government's cost-cutting programme adopted
during the 1983-84 Budget deliberations, and has
resulted in the authority meeting the full cost of
rate concessions granted.

The final measure proposed by the Bill is to
amend the second schedule of the Act to provide
the proposed State water authority legislative
authority to grant rate rebates and deferments.

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

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT
AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Returned
Bill returned from the Council with amend-

ments.

Council's Amendments: In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer) in charge
of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

No.1
Clause 3, page 2, lines 8 to 18-Delete

paragraph (a).
No. 2.

Clause 3, page 2, lines 23 to 32-Delete
paragraph (c).

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I presume the Leader of
the Opposition does not want me to explain the
amendments because they were floated from, some
of the things he said and in the true spirit of co-
operation and enlightened legislation, the Govern-
ment was big enough to accept that the changes be
made.

I move-
That amendment No. I made by the Coun-

cil be agreed to.
Mr HASSELL: We seem to be dealing with a

stack of major legislation in a cursory manner.
The Treasurer should explain the amendments he
is putting forward.

-Mr Tonkin: We are dealing with the Legislative
Council amendments.

Mr HASSELL: The Treasurer has moved an
amendment.

Mr Tonkin: He has moved that we agree to an
amendment.

Mr HASSELL: It is my understanding that the
Treasurer has moved to agree to an amendment
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which the Government made in the Upper House.
If the first of the amendments which are listed
relates to the removal of the definition of
"insurance agent" and to their being subject to
payroll tax, I point out to him that none of it was
done in a spirit of co-operation or in the way we
suggested. It was done because certain things were
pointed out to the Government in the upper House
which caused it acute embarrassment. It had
unintended effects and the Government was com-
pelled to take a second look at it when it
discovered that it included such firms as
Wesfarmers and Elders as employees for the pur-
pose of payroll tax.

The Government refused to accept the argu-
ment put forward in this Chamber. I ask the
Treasurer whether, in relation to this amendment,
the Government will not be bringing forward other
provisions to have the same effect. Can he say that
he will not move an amendment to fill this gap?
Will he advise the Chamber what is left of the
Bill; or is it not true that the Government has run
into a problem in the way the Bill was presented
and it has made a temporary withdrawal with the
full intent of coming back to this Chamber with a
substantial amendment?

If the Government has no intention of bringing
forward such provisions it is hard to imagine what
is left in the Bill and the whole legislation should
be withdrawn. The questions have not been
answered and the Treasurer should explain what is
intended.

Is the Treasurer prepared to say that we will not
see this kind of provision brought forward to in-
crease the incidence and the burden of payroll tax,
or is he making a tactical or temporary move in
the light of particular problems that were
highlighted and, in fact, intends to try it again? I
would like the Treasurer to answer those ques-
tions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On the one hand the
Leader of the Opposition says he is not aware of
the amendments and their import and on the other
hand he seeks to make it clear he is aware of the
amendments and their import. In addition to that
the Leader of the Opposition considers himself as
someone who, if he is not aware of the import of
the amendments, does not keep pace with what
happens in the Legislative Council. These amend-
ments which were made in the Legislative Council
were, I presume, well known to the Leader of the
Opposition, unless he does not bother to take any
interest in what that place does. We know that is
not true.

On that basis, the Leader of the Opposition is
resorting to humbuggery. The Leader of the Op-
position says that this part of the amendment ren-

der this legislation inoperable in other sections,
but I do not intend to explain it to the Leader of
the Opposition again. He asks whether the
Goverrnment can give some guarantee that it will
not move any amendment to this part of the Bill in
the future. No Government can give that guaran-
tee and it seems that the Leader of the Opposition
is being rather puerile in seeking the Government
to give such a guarantee. 1 am not aware of any
intention on the part of the Government to amend
this part of the Bill.

Mr HASSELL: I do not know why the
Treasurer is being so petulant tonight, or why he is
seeking to be so unnecessarily aggressive. He is
not entitled to just make reference to clause 3,
page 2,Ilines 8 to 18.

Mr Brian Burke: If you look at the Bill you will
know what I mean. If you look at the amendments
you will see that it does what you want.

Mr HASSELL: My understanding of the
amendments which were passed in the upper
House was that the provisions relating to in-
surance agents were deleted. Do both the amend-
ments do that, or are they relating to separate
provisions? There are about six provisions in the
Bill.

Mr Brian Burke: I cannot believe you are
serious. If you look at the amendment you will see
that it quite clearly refers to the exclusion of that
part of the legislation to which you are referring
and that is the section dealing with insurance
agents. It is not a difficult amendment.

Mr HASSELL: I am simply asking if both the
amendments relate to the same thing.

Mr Brian Burke: There are two amendments. I
do not have a copy of the amendments, but they
are both clear and neither of them seems to be
difficult of understanding.

Mr HASSELL: I am not suggesting they are
difficult of understanding. I am asking the
Treasurer to tell us what they are.

Mr ianmieson: You already know. Don't be stu-
pid.

Mr H-ASSELL: I have never heard such carry-
on. These amendments have just come into this
Chamber and the Treasurer knows that a flood of
legislation is going through.

Mr Brian Burke: if you turn to page 2 of the
Bill-

Mr HASSELL: I have not got a copy of the Bill
in front of me.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: Turn to page 2, clause 3 of the

Bill. The deletion commences at the words
"insurance agent" and ends with the words
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"insurance business". The next amendment is on
page 2 commencing at line 23 and it begins with
"in the definition"-

Mr HASSELL: I can see that they relate purely
to the one thing and that is what I wanted to
know. However, the Treasurer need not have gone
on in the way he did.

Mr Brian Burke: I would thought you would
have supported the amendments.

Mr HASSELL: I do not know why the
Treasurer has to be so petulant about it. The Min-
ister in charge of a Sill which is before the
Chamber should have the courtesy to explain
proposed amendments. However, the Treasurer
failed to do so.

Mr Brian Burke: I will explain it to you.
Mr HASSELL: I am delighted that the Premier

has done so. I have a copy of the Bill and it is no
problem.

I refer to the question of the Premier's misrep-
resentation of what I said. I know it is the
Premier's favourite trick to misrepresent what
people say, and then to attack the misrepresen-
tation. I did not ask for a guarantee that the
Government would never amend the payroll tax
legislation again. I asked whether, in fact, the
Government has simply withdrawn these amend-
ments with which I agree because it was running
into a technical problem.

Mr Brian Burke: I have not withdrawn any
amendments. You did not ask me to withdraw this
for some tactical reason.

Mr HASSELL: This is an amending Bill which
contains a number of amendments to the Act. The
Government has withdrawn two of the amend-
ments.

Mr Brian Burke: I am accepting these amend-
ments which have come from the other place.

Mr HASSELL: The Government has with-
drawn some of the amendments made in the upper
House. The Government did it in the upper
House.

Mr Brian Burke: I would have thought the
Upper House did it.

Mr MacKinnon: Who instigated it, the Govern-
ment?

Mr HASSELL: The Premier is being pedantic.
l am trying to clear the matter.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Perhaps I could be
of some assistance. The matter before the Chair is
not who introduced what, but whether, in fact,
paragraph (a) should be deleted.

Mr HASSELL: I did not ask the Premier,
although he said I did, for a guarantee that he
would not amend this Act in this respect again. I

was asking whether the amendments that we are
now considering are being sought because of some
deficiency in drafting or whether they are being
sought because the Government is withdrawing
from the Proposition that insurance agents should
have their gross incomes subject to payroll tax. I
gather from what the Premier said that he intends
to withdraw the amendments as a matter of
substance. My understanding from what happened
in the upper House-and it is only hearsay be-
cause I have not examined the matter in detail-is
that the Minister, when moving these amendments
in another place, indicated that they would be
replaced by different provisions of the same
substance in due course. I am asking whether that
is the Government's intention or not.

Mr Brian Burke: I have answered that question.
Question put and passed; the Council's amend-

ment agreed to.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I move-

That amendment No. 2 made by the Coun-
cil be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted, and a

message accordingly returned to the Council.

CHILD WELFARE AMENDMENT BILL 1984
Returned

Bill returned from the Council with amend-
ments.

Council's Amendments: In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Wilson (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

No. 1.
Clause 3, page 2, line 16-Insert after

"sale" the following- In association with or
proximity to an entertainment or exhibition".

No. 2.
Clause 3, p-age 2, line 20-Delete "S5 000"

and substitute "$10 000."
No. 3.

Clause 3, page 4, line 15-Insert after
"sale" the following-"- in association with or
proximity to an entertainment or exhibition".

No. 4.
New Clause 4, page 4-Insert after line 40

the following new clause-
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4. Section 9A (l)(a) of the principal
Act is hereby amended by inserting after
the expression "66R3", the expression
' 108, 108 A,".

Mr WILSON: [ move-
That amendment No. I made by the Coun-

cil be agreed to.
The purpose of the amendment is to specify the

fact that the requirement of an employment li-
cence is to apply simply to those activities
associated with entertainment or exhibition.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Mr. W ILSON: I move-
That amendment No. 2 made by the Coun-

cil be agreed to.
This amendment proposes to delete the figure
"$50600" and substitute the figure "$10 000".
During the debate in the upper House it was
thought that, although the fixed term is to some
degree arbitrary, it is intended to indicate that the
offence is extremely grave, and a doubling of that
fine as originally proposed was thought appropri-
ate.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Mr W ILSON: I move-
That amendment No. 3 made by the Coun-

cil be agreed to.
This amendment also relates to clause 3 and its
purpose is the same as that of amendment No. 1.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
menit agreed to.

Mr W ILSON: I move-
That amendment No. 4 made by the Coun-

cil be agreed to.
The final amendment is to insert a new clause at
the end of the Bill to allow for the delegation of
the authority to issue licences from the Minister to
the director or prescribed officer in the depart-
ment.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted, and a

message accordingly returned to the Council.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
BILL 1984
Returned

Bill returned from the Council with amend-
Ments-

Council's Amendments: In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair:, Mr Tonkin (Leader of the House) in
charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

No. 1.
Clause 4, page 4, line 31-After "1928"

insert "on the Local Government Act 1960".
No. 2.

Clause 4, page 4, line 3 I-Delete "that
Act" and substitute "those Acts".

No. 3.
Clause 30, page 18, line 33-Insert after

"12 persons, appointed" the follow-
ing-"under subsection (3)".

No. 4.
Clause 30, page 18, line 36-Delete

and" and substitute a semi-colon.
No. 5.

Clause 30, page 19, lines I and 2-Delete
paragraph (c) and substitute the following
paragraphs-

(c) a person appointed under subsection
(4) by the Minister; and

(d) the Board chairman and the deputy
Board chairman cx officio.

No. 6.
Clause 30, page 19, lines 6 and 7-Delete

"paragraph (b) of that subsection" and
substitute the following-"subsection (3) or
(4)".

No. 7.
Clause 30, page 19, line 9-Delete "under"

and substitute the fol lowing-" referred to
in"

No. 8.
Clause 30, page 19. line 20-Insert after

".select" the following-
",in consultation with the Advisory Com-

mittee member referred to in subsection
(1 )(c),".

No. 9
Clause 30, page 20, lines 15 to 24-Delete

subsections (4) and (5) and substitute the
following subsections-

(4) For the purpose of appointing the
Advisory Committee member referred to
in subsection (1)(c). the Minister shall-
(a) simultaneously request each local

authority in the South West Region
to join with every other local auth-
ority therein in submitting to him a
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panel of the names of three persons
able and willing to be candidates for
appointment as; and

(b) appoint from the panel of names
submitted to him in response to his
requests made under paragraph (a)
a person to be,

that Advisory Committee
member.

(5) 1If at any time the local authorities
in the South West Region do not submit
to him a panel of names within 21 days
of the making of the relevant request
referred to in subsection (4)(a), the Min-
ister may, without the submission of that
panel, appoint a suitable person to be the
Advisory Committee member referred to
in subsection (1)(c).

(6) A person appointed under
subsection (5) shall for all purposes be
deemed to be duly appointed under
subsection (4) to be the Advisory Com-
mittee member referred to in subsection
(l)(c).

(7) Appointment as an appointed Ad-
visory Committee member does not ren-
der the Public Service Act 1978 or any
Act applying to persons as officers of the
Public Service of the State applicable to
the person so appointed, or affect or
prejudice the application to him of that
Act if it applied to him immediately be-
Fore his appointment.

(8) The Minister shall cause each ap-
pointment referred to in paragraph (a),
(b) or (c) of subsection (1) to be notified
in the Gazette.

No. 10.
Clause 38, page 24, line 5-Delete "7' and

substitute the following "4".

No. 11.
Schedule 3, page 28, clause 2(4), line 3 of

paragraph (a)-Delete "; or" and substitute a
semi-colon.

No. 12.
Schedule 3, page 28, clause 2(4), line 4 of

paragraph (b)-To Delete "30 (3)(a)," and
substitute the following-

30(3)(a); or

(c) referred to in section 30(l)(c), the
Minister may appoint-
(i) a person from the panel of

names from which the Advis-
ory Committee member whose
death, resignation Or removal
from office caused that extra-
ordinary vacancy was
appointed; or

(ii) if the Advisory Committee
member referred to in
subparagraph (i) was not
appointed from a panel of
names, a suitable person,

No. 13.
Schedule 3, page 29, line 2 of that

page-Delete "or 30(l)(b)" and substitute
the following-

", 30(l) (b) or 30(l) (c)".
Mr TONKIN: I move--

That amendments Nos. I to 13 made by
the Council be agreed to.

Mr BLAIKIE: I wish to make a few comments
on the amendments contained in the message
under consideration. As has been indicated by the
Minister, 13 amendments have been sent to this
Chamber for consideration. When the debate
commenced in this place, it was clearly indicated
to the Government that the Opposition not only
supported development of the south-west, but had
a strong track record as far as south-west develop-
ment and other areas of the State were concerned.
It was pointed out to the Minister that local
government in the south-west areas had not
received advice from the Government in relation
to the Bill. Nonnot received advice rities was
aware of the contents of the Bill and had only
received copies of it from members of the Oppo-
sition.

The concern of local government at some of the
provisions contained in the Bill was pointed out
during the debate. It was felt that the role of local
government could and possibly would be eroded by
some of the provisions in the legislation.

Safeguards were requested of the Minister to
ensure that the role of local authorities was
protected. The role they have played satisfactorily
in the past is to be maintained and persevered
with.

Another matter pointed out to the Minister dur-
ing the debate was that the membership of the
aulthority did not include local government as of a
right in the legislation. While a number of mem-
bers of the advisory committee are members of
local government, there was no requirement in the
legislation for members of local authorities to be
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selected for the advisory committee as of right.
That is covered by one of the amendments
contained in the message; and it is an important
one.

Another very important amendment is that the
South West Development Authority is not to have
the right to be involved in matters of local govern-
ment. That is covered by amendment No. 1. A
meeting of members of the south-west executive of
the Country Shire Councils Association was held
at Donnybrook, and it was attended by members
or the Opposition and members of the Govern-
ment. The meeting was left in no doubt of the need
for the Government to pay heed to local govern-
ment involvement and to ensure that provisions of
the Bill had regard for local authorities.

A further meeting held in Bunbury last
Wednesday was attended by the Minister. I am
pleased the Minister took the trouble to go to
Bunbury.

Mr MacKinnon: To return to Western
Australia!

Mr BLAIKIE: Not only did he return to West-
ern Australia, but he also took the trouble to go to
the Bunbury meeting and explain the Bill to the
assembled delegates from the south-west shires.
The Minister actually offered what I would regard
as a public explanation for his failure to ensure
that copies of the Bill were distributed to local
authorities. Embraced in that explanation was an
apology to the local authorities concerned.

I for one am pleased that at least the members
of the Legislative Council took it upon themselves
to take an objective view of the legislation and to
give local authorities the opportunity to view it as
well. That gave the Minister the time to reconsider
the legislation; and of course we now have amend-

ments that will be of benefit to the local
authorities.

The future operation of the South West Devel-
opment Authority will depend on how local
government accepts it. I understand that as late as
tonight the Shire of Mandurah voted against the
proposals contained in the Bill; so right from the
word go the members of the advisory committee
will need to put up a positive performance to en-
Sure that the authority is established in a clear and
positive way.

During the debate, the Minister in charge of the
Bill did not handle it properly. He did not have
,full regard for the members of the Opposition and
the pertinent points we raised in relation to the
concern of local government. Many of the prob-
lems could have been overcome had the Minister
been prepared to acknowledge that members of
the Opposition had points that were acceptable to
local government. Finally, those points have been
accepted by the Minister in agreeing to the
amendments. We have an object lesson here, and I
hope that in future, when Oppositions raise mat-
ters of concern and ask Ministers for explanations,
the Ministers will give full and proper expla-
nations without wasting time, such as was the case
with this Bill.

Having made those comments, I support the
amendments contained in the Legislative Coun-
cil's message.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ments agreed to.

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a

message accordingly returned to the Council.
House adjourned at 12.3 7 a.m. (Wednesday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MINING
Risk Capital

3338. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Further to questions 660 and 1990 of
this session, relating to the establish-
ment of a special financial mechanism,
which according to his predecessor has
now been under review for about a year,
could he reveal the result of this review?

Mr PARKER replied:
The member would be aware that the
Government has announced a range of
initiatives to assist business. An example
is the Western Australian Development
Corporation which is intended to assi st
projects which will aid in the State's de-
velopment, including development of its
mineral and mineral processing initiat-
ives.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Smoking: Children

3340. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Who prepared the survey programme

conducted to obtain information on the
incidence of smoking amongst school
children?

(2) Who actually presented the
questionnaire to the children-teachers
or research professionals?

(3) Did the survey provide information as to
why children smoked?

(4) What were the major reasons so ident-
ified?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The Health Education Unit research

staff.

(2) Professional survey interviewers.

(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.

FUEL AND ENERGY: PETROL

Price: Retail

3341. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Did the Minister receive a submission

from the Western Australian

Automobile Chamber of Commerce re-
questing an urgent review of petrol retail
margins in March this year?

(2) Will the Minister advise whether he has
responded to this submission?

(3) If so, what was his response?

(4) If the Minister has not responded, why
not?

(5) In the light of the recent 4.1 per cent
wage increase, the previous 4.3 per cent
wage increase, the 3.1 cent per litre in-
crease in the wholesale price of fuel and
increased rentals for most lessee-dealers,
will the Minister request an immediate
increase in the gross profit margin for
petrol retailers by the Prices Com-
missioner?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) to (5) The Leader of the Opposition
does not appear to be familiar with the
legislation in this area. The Prices Com-
missioner has the responsibility for such
matters.

The Automobile Chamber of Commerce
did make such a submission and the sub-
mission was forwarded to the Prices
Commissioner for his examination and
action.

CROMANE HOSTEL

Renovation

3342. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Was the work to be done on the

Cromane Hostel put out to tender?

(2) If so, what was the lowest tender?

(3) What was the Public Works Department
tender?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) No.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

TRANSPORT: BUSES

School: "Danbury 2000"

3343. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Adverting to question 2190 of 23

November 1983, has the study into bus
services in the Greater Bunbury Region
been completed?
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(2) If "*Yes", what effect, if any, will the
adoption of the report have on existing
school bus operations?

Mr G RILL repl ied:

(I) Yes.
(2) 1 have not had the opportunity to exam-

ine the report presented to me by the
Commissioner of Transport on Tuesday,
23 May, and am, therefore, not in a pos-
ition to comment on its contents.

TRANSPORT

Road: Land Freight Inquiry

3344. Mr RUSH-TON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Will he please table the last produced

monitoring report prepared by the
Transport Commission on the effect of
the new land freight transport policy?

(2) For what period is the next report ex-
pected to cover and when will it be re-
leased?

(3) Has the Government stopped all con-
sideration of deregulation of freight
from 1 March 1983?

(4) If "No", to (3), what items have been
considered for deregulation since I
March 1983?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The last monitoring report was tabled in
November 1983.

(2) 1 July 1983 to 30 June 1984, and it is
anticipated that the report will be
available in October 1984.

(3) Any consideration concerning the
deregulation of freight regulated to the
rail mode is an ongoing process and will
be considered with the State's social and
economic welfare in mind.

(4) Not applicable.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Five-year Strategic Plan

3345. Mr RUJSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) When will the latest Westrail 5-year

strategic plan be released?

(2) As the Government's threats of action
followed by indecision regarding its
future intentions for Total West are hin-
dering its Financial performance, when

will the Government announce its firm
plan for Total West's future?

(3) Is the Government considering
West rail-

(a) selling its share in Total West;

(b) buying Mayne Nickless' share in
Total West;

(c) taking on a new partner;

(d) liquidating Total West?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Westrai's conceptual five year strategic
plan, released at the rail strategy sem-
inar in November 1983, is continuously
amended to comprehend new input and
changed circumstances and is assessed
(or the next five years on a yearly basis.
I expect to be in a position to make an
announcement concerning the next five
years in October/November.

(2) and (3) There is no indecision and as
soon as a decision is made I will make
an announcement.

HOSPITAL

Armadake-Kelmscor t Memorial: Accommodation

3346. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Are the present modifications to the Ar-

snadale-Kelmscott District Memorial
Hospital workshops, dining room and
kitchen adequate to service the patients
who will eventually be accommodated in
the permanent care ward?

(2) Has the Campbell report been com-
pleted?

(3) Will he table the report?

(4) When will the permanent care ward be
built at the Armadale-Kelmscott Dis-
trict Memorial Hospital?

Mr HODGE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) The draft report covering the future or-
ganisation of the hospital's service and
the role of particular hospitals within
the Perth metropolitan region, prepared
by C. M. Campbell and Associates, has
been received.

The recommendations are being studied
to enable finalisation of the report and
the preparation of development briefs
for each of the major metropolitan non-
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(3)
(4)

teaching hospitals, including Armadale-
Kelmscott.
No. See answer to (2).

This project has been scheduled in the
1984-85 capital works programme and
will be carefully considered for fund al-
location by the Government along with
other major projects.
There can be no guarantee of funding
since this is only the proposed stage of
capital budget preparation.

ROAD

Spencer Road
3347. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister rep-

resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) D~oes the Minister intend to present to

Parliament in the spring session 1984
amendments to the metropolitan region
scheme to allow for extension of Spencer
Road, Thornlie, to join Manning Road,
to give relief to traffic on Albany High-
way?

(2) If "No", when does the Minister intend
to bring forward this amendment?

Mr PARKER replied:

(I) and (2) An environmental review and
management programme is currently
being prepared for the proposed exten-
sion of Spencer Road to Manning Road.

Until this report has been considered no
further action can be formulated.

ROADS

Western Suburbs: Government Proposals

3348. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) When will the Government let the pub-

lic know its alternative proposals for ac-
commodating regional traffic between
Stirling Bridge, Fremantle and
Karrinyup to that contained in the
metropolitan regional scheme?

(2) What is the present position with the
Government's lengthy review of regional
road proposals for the coastal corridor?

(3) Has a legal road reserve linking
Servetus Street and West Coast High-
way between the rifle range and the golf
course been provided?

(4) When does the Government intend to
build this road?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) A decision will be made as soon
as possible after the Government has
considered the report and recomnmen-
dations of the western suburbs road re-
view task force.

(3) No.

(4) See (1) and (2) above.

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT

Overseas Trips

3349. Mr RUSTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) Three. Two as Transport Minister and

since taking over the portfolio some IS
months ago?

(2) Who accompanied him on his latest
trip?

(3) What was the purpose of this recent
trip?

(4) Which countries did he visit whilst
overseas

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) There. Two as transport Minister and
one representing the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy.

(2)

(3)
I was unaccompanied.

The visit was originally to be undertaken
by the Minister for Minerals and
Energy. However, as he was otherwise
engaged I undertook to go in his place.
The purpose was to visit Egypt, the
Middle East, and Europe to follow up
possible iron ore and other bulk com-
modity markets.

(4) Singapore, Hong Kong, Bahrain, Egypt,
Rumania, Bulgaria. Italy, Austria, and
the United Kingdom.

ROADS

Nicholson Road-South Street: Regional Road

3350. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) When will the regional road between

South Street and Nicholson Road be
completed?

(2) When will the regional road between the
South Street/Nicholson Road junction
and Armadale-South Western Highway,
Albany Highway junction be upgraded?
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Mr G RILL replied:
(1) Completion under contract is antici-

pated by May 1985.
(2) There is currently no programme for

any general upgrading. However,
completion by council of the outstanding
Armadale Road crossing of the railway
and connection into the South Western
Highway-Albany Highway intersection
is anticipated toward the end of the
1984-85 financial year.

TRANSPORT

Bus-Rail Transfer Station: Armadale

3351. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the O'Connor Government's 1984-85

programme for construction of the Ar-
madale rail/bus transfer station going to
be kept by the Burke Government?

(2) If "No", when does the Government
intend to build this necessary transfer
station?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Prior to the Burke Government coming
into power, there was no specific date set
for the development of the Armadale
rail/bus interchange. However, I have
since arranged for the project to be
nominated under the ABRD programme
for funding and construction in 1984-85.

(2) Not applicable.

H EA LTH

Quo Vadis Medical Centre: Closure

3352. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Why is the Quo Vadis medical centre at

Byford being closed?

(2) How many of the staff employed at the
centre were living locally, including
Mundijong, Byford and Armadale?

(3) Will he please explain the financial gain
of the move (if any) including the capi-
tal investment into accommodation and
revenue expenditure to assist running
costs at Seaforth?

(4) Why did the Government not consult
with the staff at Quo Vadis centre and
the Serpent ine- Jarrahdale Shire Council
regarding the closure of the centre?

(5) Does the Government intend selling the
Quo Vadis centre?

(6) If "No" to (5), for what purpose will the
centre be used?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) While Quo Vadis is being closed, the
service provided there is being devolved
to the Salvation Army with assistance
from the Government. The decision to
devolve this service was taken because it
was the view of the Alcohol and Drug
Authority, supported by a number of ex-
ternal consultants, that the service pro-
vided at Quo Vadis could be more econ-
omicaliy and just as effectively provided
by a competent voluntary organisation.
The Alcohol and Drug Authority will
seek to deploy any savings resulting
from this move in more appropriate
ways.

(2) Five.

(3) The anticipated out-turn of operating
costs for Quo Vadis for this financial
year (1983-84) is $494 700. The annual
support to the Salvation Army to assist
with salary costs in running the services
at Seaforth is expected to be approxi-
mately $100 000. This will leave an
amount of some $394 700 for
redeployment for a full year. Capital
costs in relation to accommodation are
expected to be within the range of
$80 000 to $100 000.

(4) The staff were advised of the Govern-
ment's intention as soon as this became
clear and several months before the clos-
ure of the centre. The Serpentine-Jar-
rahdale Shire Council was not consulted
in advance because it would be prema-
ture to do so while the future use of Quo
Vadis is still uncertain.

(5) As is usual practice, Government de-
partments and instrumentalities will be
advised of the availability of the prop-
erty firstly within the health portfolio
and then generally. This process is
currently in hand.

(6) This will be dependent on the outcome
to (5).

EDUCATION

Primary School: Challis

3353. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Why is the SPER Centre located at
Challis primary school to be closed and
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transferred to Queens Park, considering
the following strong local needs-

(a) the centre has a waiting list for
placements;

(b) it has a very satisfactory record of

achievement;

(c) the social, psychological and edu-
cational needs of severely
disoriented and disadvantaged chil-
dren are being attended to locally;

(d) alternative placement of these chil-
dren will put a heavy burden on
parents for transport;

(e) sending these children back to the
usual school before the programme
has been completed will create new
problems?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) to (e) Consideration has been given to
the relocation of the service provided by
the Challis SPER Centre.

No final decision on relocation has yet
been made.

RECREATION: YACHTING
Marina: Wanneroo

3354. Mr RUSH-TON, to the Premier:
(1) Why did the Government prefer and in-

sist the siting of the marina in the Shire
of Wanneroo, to assist and accommo-
date boats involved in the America's
Cup defence, should be near the
southern node?

(2) Is it intended that all or part of the
southern node will be used for land
based back-up facilities for the marina?

(3) If "No" to (2), will he indicate that part
of the coastal strip which will be used
for back-up purposes?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(t) It was assessed to be the best site for the

purpose.

(2) and (3) No final decision has been made
on this matter.

PHILLIPS-MERREDIN

Purchase

3355. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Indus-
trial Development:
(1) What is the name of the company which

contracted to purchase Phillips-
Merredin?

(2) Who are the owners or shareholders in
the purchasing company?

(3) When was the contract of sale made?
(4) What are the terms of contract?
(5) Has the purchasing company paid the

receiver manager for the assets of
Phillips- Merredin as contracted?

(6) If payment was not made by the con-
tracted due date, was interest charged
on overdue payments?

(7) Has the receiver manager made any
payment to secured or unsecured credi-
tors?

(8) If "Yes" to (7), what arc the payments,
and when were they made?

(9) What valuation was placed by the re-
ceiver manager on-
(a) finished tractors;
(b) unfinished tractors and component

parts;
(c) traded or used tractors,
that were -the property of Phillips-
Merredin?

.(10) How much did the purchasing company
pay the receiver manager for tractors
sold by him since 1 July 1983?

(11) Were payments for the above tractors
made in accordance with the Contract of
sale?

(12) Has the purchasing company sold its
interest in Phillips-Merredin to
International Harvester?

(13) Who now owns the assets of Phillips-
Merred in?

(14) Has the purchasing company defaulted
on its contract of sale in any way?

(15) What was the financial assistance given
-to Phillips-Merredin by- way of grants,
loans or guarantees by the Government,
Treasury or any other delegated Govern-
ment agency or authority?

(16) How much of the money has been re-
paid?

(17) Has the purchasing company received
any financial assistance similar to that
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extended to Phillips- Merredin by the
Department of Industrial Development
or any other department or Government
agency?

(18) If "Yes" to (17), how much?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (I8) The questions raised in respect

of the detailed financial arrangements
between the receiver and the purchasing
company are considered to be of a confi-
dential nature between the parties con-
cerned.

I understand the purchasing company is
operating satisfactorily and has 35 em-
ployees. The Government financial as-
sistance previously provided to Phillips-
Merredin is expected to be recovered in
full in due course and there is no cause
for concern.

As regards the member's question (17),
the purchasing company has not re-
ceived any Government financial assist-
ance, nor is any such assistance being
contemplated.

EDUCATION

Balsa Special School: Discovery Camp Training
Programme

3356. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Is it fact that the Balga Special School

for Intellectually Handicapped Children
has been forced to cease its discovery
camp training programme which it has
conducted for the past eight years, due
to an Education Department directive
refusing to pay the wages of the teacher-
aides who participated in such activi-
ties?

(2) If "Yes", what is the reason for the de-
partment's change of policy?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) Increased importance attached
to camping by staff in special schools led
to an increased demand during 1983-84.
Since teachers' aides receive a substan-
tial payment when on camp this budget
item was depleted and some limitations
were necessary in first term.

Balga Special School was not affected.
Approval for two residential courses was
sought and granted.

FISHERIES: PRAWNS

Licences: Mandurah

3357. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

Adverting to question 2781 of 5 April
1984, could he detail-
(a) the date of granting three extra

trawling licences;
(b) the names of those to whom the li-

cences were granted;

(c) the registration numbers and names
of the boats;

(d)
(e)

the names of the boat owners;
date of' endorsement on the licences;

(f) the date that the operative boats in
this particular fishery were licensed
in the names of their present
owners?

Mr EVANS replied:
(a) Letters of notification were sent on 27

February 1984.
(b) P. Cucow, P. Kriwopischin, and

G. MI. J1. Ray.

(c) The boats specified in the formal appli-
cations were-

[FEM 50 Eclipse; LFBF 363
Sabrina, and LFBF 704 Mayflower.

(d) Mr Cucow and Mr Kriwopischin indi-
cated they owned the vessels they speci-
fied in their applications. Mr Ray indi-
cated he had a lease arrangement wth
an option to purchase.

(e) 16 March 1984, 29 February 1984, and
21 March 1984.

(F) 13 September 1983, 10 October 1983,
and 9 March 1984.

FISHERIES

Southern Bluefin Tuna

3358. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

(1) When is the southern bluefin tuna
season expected to close?

(2) Is the decision taken by the State or the
Commonwealth?

(3) Has the quota allocation to Western
Australia been filled?

(4) What estimated quantity of fish had to
be discarded due to failure to meet
weight and size regulations?
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Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) The decision will be made by

the Commonwealth, and the Minister
for Primary Industry. I am not aware
that a decision has been made.

(3) No.
(4) 1 have no precise data.

INSURANCE

Inquiries

3359. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(I) In the light of his answers to my

(2)

(3)

questions 2871 and 3087 of 1984, has
the Government received the Campbell,
Cook and King report?
If "Yes", will he table it?
If "No" to (1), will he make a copy
available to me when it is received?

(4) When is the Government planning to
introduce legislation to provide for sole
agency workers' compensation insurance
in Western Australia?

(5) Will he give an undertaking that the
Government will afford the Opposition
more time to study this legislation than
on previous occasions when important
legislation has come before the House?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) The report contains confidential

information relating to individual
companies and therefore cannot be re-
leased.

(4) and (5) The report is under consider-
ation. The Government will announce
details of its legislative programme in
the normal way.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
BILL 1984

Autonomy and "Honorary Freeman" Provisions

3360. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) Did the Government or local govern-
-- ment initiate the clauses included in the

present local government Bill before
Parliament to give so-called extra
autonomy to local government?

(2) In particular, who requested the deletion
of "and with the approval of the Minis-
ter" from section 691IA?

(3) Was he aware the creation of the award
"Honorary Freeman of the Munici-

pality" was initiated by the State in con-
sultation and co-operation with local
government?

(4) As many councillors consider the de-
letion of the Minister for Local Govern-
ment link to the award will diminish the
high standing of the award, will he re-
consider and withdraw the present
amendment to section 691 A?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) The Government prepared the clauses

referred to after perusal and consider-
ation of suggested amendments submit-
ted by the Local Government Associ-
ation.

(2) This was initiated departmentally and is
strongly supported in a recent sub-
mission for amendments by the Local
Government Association.

(3) Since State Governments seek to consult
with representatives of local government
on legislative changes wherever possible,
I presume that to have been so in this in-
stance.

(4) No.

RAILWAYS

Unit Trains: Crews

3361. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Does the Government support the

introduction of two-man train crews on
Westrail unit trains?

(2) When is the appeal against the Western
Australian Industrial Commission
granting of two-man train crews to be
heard?

(3) How many Westrail employees will be
made redundant by introducing the
change?

(4) What is the estimated saving per annum
to Westrail in introducing two-man
crews?

(5) Is the national railways union still
threatening to call a strike across Aus-
tralia if two-man train crews are
introduced?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The appeal commenced yesterday.

(3) None.
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(4) After a phase-in period of five years, a
saving of $6 million annually is antici-
pated.

(5) Westrail has received no recent threats
from any union.

RAILWAYS

"Astnralind" Service: Replacement

3362. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In which way is the new service to re-

place the Atsstralind different from the
Prospector, announced during 1982 by
the O'Connor Government, to be
introduced in 1986?

(2) What has caused the Government to
break its commitment to introduce a
130 kph service?

(3) What is the maximum passenger ca-
pacity of the present Australind?

(4) What is the maximum passenger
carrying capacity of the new train?

(5) Will he table the Westrail report to the
previous Government on the replacing of
the Australind train?

(6) Has there been an updating report to
this Government, and if so, will he table
it?

(7) What extra track upgrading or
signalling to that which has already
been installed Or in the present pro-
gramme has to be carried out because of
the new train?

(8) What is the number of passengers pay-
ing full fare contained in the 102 000
passengers carried in 1982-83?

(9) Can the new train be converted to all-
electricity powered?

(10) Is the new rail terminal for Bunbury to
be located on the present station site
by-
(a) replacement; or
(b) renovation?

(11) When is the present railway between
Picton Junction and Bunbury to be re-
moved?

(12) Is the redundant railway reserve to be
sold and Westrail credited with the total
funds received?

(13) When is the upgraded rail spur from
Picton to Bunbury, which will also serve
the port, to be built?

(14) What is the estimated cost of this
upgrading programme?

(I5) Is Westrail to carry the full burden of
this upgrading or how is this work to be
funded?

(16) Is the new train to be built-
(a) at Midland workshops;
(b) in Eastern States;
(c) or partly in Eastern States with

some private enterprise work being
contributed in Western Australia?

(17) As time is running out to call tenders
and award the contract and have the
new train running to Bunbury by the
end of 1986, when is it expected the con-
tract will be let?

Mr
(1)

GRILL replied:
As already indicated to the member in
answer to question 2457 1 am not aware
what he means in his question as I
understand the O'Connor Government
was not tied to a Prospector type train
but rather to providing an adequate
train for the task. In fact, in December
1982 in a media statement the member
said "While I have referred to a Pros-
pector type replacement being possible. I
have no intention of committing the tax-
payers of this State to that exact concept
until all of the options available have
been properly evaluated."

(2) Our commitment has been achieved by
provision of a fast train service reducing
the journey time from 3-1/4 hours to
approximately 2 hours.

(3) 340 seats.
(4) 236 seats per 5 car consist. There will be

two services per day.
(5) No, but the member could do so if he

wishes.
(6) The Government has received a Westrail

report and has given its approval for a
new passenger rail service between Perth
and Bunbury to be introduced in
December 1986. 1 see no need to table
the report at this stage.

(7) Alterations to platform clearances, track
improvements, and level crossing protec-
tions at a total estimated cost of $1.5
million.

(8)

(9)

90351.
The Government has approved acqui-
sition of a new Auseralind train com-
prised of self-propelled diesel railcars

8662



[Tuesday, 29 May 1984]166

and specifications will issue on this
basis. During the course of tender nego-
tiations discussions will be held with
prospective contractors with a view to
determining the feasibility and econ-
omnics of incorporating any currently
available technology which might facili-
tate conversion to the electric traction
mode at some future time.

(10) (a) and (b) Neither; it is to be relocated.
(11) The railway between the existing station

at Bunbury and the new rail terminal
will be removed by December 1984.

(12) The land will be sold or leased and the
proceeds set off against the cost of
Westrail relocating its activities.

(13) The existing inner harbour route by-
passing Bunbury will be upgraded by
December 1984.

(14) $450 000.
(15) The work will be funded out of the ex-

pected proceeds from the sale of the
redeveloped railway land in the Bunbury
central business district.

(16) (a) to (c) This will not be known until
tenders have been received and evalu-
ated.

(17) May 1985.

HOUSING

Land: Stocks
3363. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister rep-

resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) Will the Minister confirm the media re-

port in his name that there are about
22 000 building lots in the metropolitan
area available to be built on?

(2) How many building lots are presently
held ready-
(a) for sale;
(b) in production; by the

(i) Rural and industries Bank;
(ii) Urban Land Council;,
(iii) Housing Commission;,
(iv) Lands Department;
(v) other Government agencies?

(3) How many building blocks were used
last year?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The latest available data
December, 1983, shows-*
(a) (i) R & I Bank

(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)

ULC
SH-C
Lands Department
University of WA

as of

434
85

936

372
residential lots available for sale in
the Perth metropolitan region.

(b) The same survey showed that in
1983 and 1984, the lots under con-
struction, or anticipated construc-
tion, were-

(i) R & I Bank
(ii) ULC
(iii) SHC
(iv) Lands Depart-

ment
(v) UWA

1983 1984
160 251
347 841

49 1 386

79 N/A
(* it is understood this data is updated every
six months)
("Lands Department figures are included in
the ULC data)
(3) Approximately 7 600.

RAILWAYS

"Indian Pacific": Promotion
3364. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:

(1) Has he travelled from Perth to Sydney
or Sydney to Perth on the Indian Pa-
cific?

(2) Is he aware of previous investigations
and reports on promoting the use of the
Indian Pacific?

(3) Is he aware the Australian (National)
Railway is reluctant to run and promote
the train due to industrial pressures
which tend to prevent reasonable cost
control?

(4) As the successful promotion of the
Indian Pacific across Australia is depen-
dent upon reliability and quality of ser-
vice, will he initiate with the other
States involved, and the Commonwealth
Government, a contract of service to be
negotiated with unions involved with
provisions which will take away the op-
portunity for possibly penalising railway
authorities, taxpayers and passengers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
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(3)
(4)

No.
This matter has already been initiated
and is being dealt with by the appropri-
ate State and Federal Ministers through
the auspices of the Australian Transport
Advisory Council and the Tourism Min-
isters' Council.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Fuel Tax: Indexation

3365. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Commonwealth Government in-

dexing the fuel levy raised to fund the
Australian Bicentennial Road Develop-
ment programme?

(2) Are the extra funds raised to go to Con-
solidated Revenue which is contrary to
the intention of the fund when it was es-
tablished by the Fraser Government?

(3) Has the Government objected to the
Commonwealth Government over the
possible wastage to road funds in this
way?

(4) What is the estimated total sum to be
raised per annum from this indexing?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The funds raised by indexing go to the

Commonwealth Consolidated Revenue
Fund.

(3) The Fraser Government did not include
in the original ABRD Act the concept of
indexing the source of funds.

(4) The Commonwealth 1982-83 Budget
papers estimated ABRD collections of
$214 million on a I c per litre basis. Col-
lections to ABRD in 1983-84 will be on
a 2c per litre basis and could, therefore,
approximate $428 million.
Indexing this amount by 8 per cent per
annum would yield $32.4 million.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

3366.
Ar'

Ice Skating: Thrvill and Dean

Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
ts:

(1) Has he taken any initiative to encourage
an agency to bring Torvill and Dean to
Western Australia?

(2) If "No", will he in future take any prac-
tical steps available to him to bring this

Mr

(I)

outstanding couple to perform in West-
ern Australia?

DAVIES replied:

and (2) Discussions have taken place be-
tween me and my office and representa-
tives of the Perth Entertainment Centre
and the Edgley organisation. I under-
stand that everything possible is being
done to ensure that Torvill and Dean
skate before Perth audiences for up to
four performances in mid July. My
latest information is that agreement has
been reached in principle and awaits
final confirmation. This has been widely
discussed in the media in Perth for the
past week and will come as no surprise
to most members of the public. How-
ever, I am glad to confirm it for the
member.

TAXATION

Payroll: Administration, and Exemptions

3367. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has his department encountered diffi-

culties in the administration of payroll
tax grouping provisions?

(2) Have any exemptions to the grouping re-
quirements been granted, and if so, how
many?

(3) If exemptions have not been granted,
why not?

(4) How many applications for exemptions
have been received in the past year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) l am not aware of any difficulties.

(2) There are no provisions for exemptions
but there are discretionary powers con-
tained in the Act for the exclusion of
employers from a group.

Exclusions have been granted for ap-
proximately 28 employers since the
introduction of the grouping provisions
in 1976.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) Applications for exclusion from group-
ing have been received from 34 em-
ployers in the past year.
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EDUCATION
Balga Special School: Cutbacks

3368. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Were cutbacks made in library and
teacher aides' working time at the Balga
Special School at some time during
1983?
I f so would he provide details?
How much was saved in-

(a) 1982-83; and

(b) 1983-84,
through this cutback?

(4) Was similar action
special schools, and if
resulted in-

(a) 1982-83;and

(b) 1983-84?

taken at other
so, what savings

(5) Have teacher aide services for special
school camps been curtailed?

(6) If so, would he provide details?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) Teacher aide time was not

reduced at Balga Special School in
1983. Library aide time was reduced
from 33 hours per fortnight to 13 hours
per fortnight.

(3) (a) and (b) The reductions were made
as part of a rationalization designed
to give new schools and schools with
increasing enrolments access to li-
brary aide time.

(4) (a) and (b) The library aide time at
White Gum Valley Special School,
a school of comparable size, was
reduced from 26 hours per fortnight
to 13 hours per fortnight.

(5) and (6) Teachers' aides receive a sub-
stantial additional payment when they
attend camps. Due to increased camping
activities in 1983-84 the budget covering
these payments was depleted and some
limitations were necessary in the first
term of 1984.

PUBLIC WORKS
Department: Quotations

3369. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Works:

(1) Is it fact that when the Public Works
Department issues a quotation for head

works that quotation increases at the
rate of one per cent per month from the
date of quotation automatically and re-
gardless of actual increases in costs?

(2) Ifso, will he review the procedure?

(3) If not, what is the position?

Mr MO!VER replied:
(1) With respect to water supplies, the Pub-

lic Works Department meets the Cull
cost of all source works. Subdividers
contribute towards the cost of local dis-
tribution works through the payment of
lot charges which are levied on each ad-
ditional lot created.
Where it is necessary to construct a new
water supply scheme solely to meet the
needs of a single development, the
subdivider is required to meet the full
cost of all headworks but is not subject
to lot charges for local distribution
works.
In the case of sewerage, the Public
Works Department meets the full cost of
the treatment works and the subdivider
is required to contribute through lot
charges towards the cost of the sewerage
connecting link between the subdivision
and the existing sewerage facilities. As
for water supply, where a new sewerage
scheme is necessary solely to meet the
needs of a single development, the
subdivider is required to meet the com-
plete costs of the scheme and is not sub-
ject to a lot charge for the connecting
link.
Each year the lot charges appropriate to
future months are issued. Monthly in-
creases are arrived at by applying a cost
index to the base lot charge. The cost
index is based upon inflation predictions
by Treasury.

During 1983-84 the monthly increases
for water and sewerage average 0.64 per
cent. The lot charges for 1984-85 have
yet to be Finalised.
Quotations provided to subdividers are
subject to review if acceptance is not fi-
nalised within four months. Discounts
are provided for the early payment of lot
charges.

(2) The procedures have been in force since
July 1982 and are constantly under re-
view. However, they are considered to be
fair to subdividers.

(3) Not applicable.
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TRANSPORT

Taxis: Gcraldton
3370. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister Car

Transport:
(1) Is it a fact that the Transport Com-

mission is giving serious consideration to
the issuing of a private taxi car licence
for the Geraldton town and surrounding
area?

(2) Is it also a fact that the Transport Com-
mission, in discussing problems with the
Taxi Association in Geraldion, quoted
that one of their problems is the over
supply of licences, and too many plates?

(3) If this is fact, why is consideration being
given to an additional licence and why is
it that anyone wishing to enter the in-
dustry is not required to purchase the
plates of an existing licence?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) Yes,
(3) This matter is not quite as simplistic as

the member suggests in the manner in
which he has framed this question.
I understand the applicant proposes
using a luxury type vehicle servicing an
entirely different market to that pres-
ently serviced by the metered taxi indus-
try. The demand for the service pro-
posed is limited and just does not justify
the market price being asked by existing
metered taxi plate holders. Furthermore,
to deny the applicant a licence would be
to deny users a level of service they wish.

AGRICULTURE
Rural Industries: Assistance

3371. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) In view of the statements made in the

Farmers Weekly of 16 May 1984, re-
porting the visit of the Minister for Pri-
mary Industry, Mr Kerin, in which the
State Government has been criticised for
its lack of action in presenting the need
for urgent assistance to the rural indus-
tries in Western Australia, would he
please indicate the date that his sub-
mission on behalf of the State Govern-
ment was forwarded to the Federal Min-
ister?

(2) Would he be prepared to table a copy of
the submission document for public in-
formation?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr EVANS replied:

I)to (3) The statements in the Farmers
Weekly of 16 May, 1984 which were at-
tributed to the Minister for Primary In-
dustry (Mr Kerin), do not accurately
reflect what was actually said by him.
Mr Kerin was careful to separate the
immediate urgency situation from the
longer term financial needs of WA
farmers.
Regarding urgent immediate finance I
made a submission to Mr Kerin on 23
February 1984 seeking extra rural ad-
justment scheme funds to help alleviate
the financial emergency. Mr Kerin re-
plied on 10 April, advising that an extra
53.3 million would be made available to
WA. Mr Kerin acknowledged this
course of action at farmer meetings in
this State.
On the issue of longer term financial
needs of farmers, Mr Kerin said he was
concerned that WA had not yet made a
submission to him. He is aware of the
work of the parliamentary Select Com-
mittee on rural hardship and expects a
submission to be based on consideration
of the committee's report and the survey
undertaken by the , Department of
Agriculture.

PUBLIC WORKS: DEPARTMENT
Mr J. V. Fagan: Police Inquiry

3372. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is it a fact that the Criminal

Investigation Branch has been
investigating the leak of information
from the Public Works Department in
connection with the "Fagan Affair"?

(2) If "Yes", will he give me the oppor-
tunity to be questioned by the Criminal
Investigation Branch so that the veracity
of all my claims regarding the Fagan af-
fair can be checked?

Mr MOIVER replied:
(1) No.
(2) The member is at liberty to take his

claims to the Criminal Tnvestigation
Branch if he so desires.
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PUBLIC WORKS: DEPARTMENT
Mr J. V. Fagan: Employment

3373. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is he now in a position to advise me

when Mr Shaun Fagan last reported for
work with the Public Works Depart-
ment?

(2) On how many days has Mr Pagan re-
ported for work since he first left work
on compensation a few days after he
joined the Public Works Department in
May 1983?

Mr McI VER replied:
(1) 23 June, 1983.
(2) This information is being compiled.

RAILWAYS

"Autstralind" Service: Railcars

3374. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Where will the new rail cars for the

Ausi ralind service be manufactured?
(2) How many driving rail cars and trailer

cars will be purchased for the new ser-
vice?

(3) What will they cost?

(4) How is it intended that these rail cars
will be funded?

(5) What will be the seat capacity of the
new service in its first full year of oper-
ation?

(6) What is the anticipated patronage for
the new service in the first full year of
operation?

(7) What is the anticipated revenue for the
first full year of operation of the new
service?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) This will not be known until tenders are

received and evaluated.
(2) Three driving cab cars and two non-

driving cars (all vehicles are to be pow-
ered).

(3) Estimated cost is $5.75 million.
(4) From traditional sources available for

railways capital works programmes.
Actual source has not yet been deter-
mined.

(5) 295 472 seats.
(6) 170 989 passengers.

(7) Based on existing fare levels,
approximately$ $1.45 million in 1987.

RAILWAYS

Locomotives: Speed Limits

3375. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

What is the maximum safe speed for a
passenger locomotive on a narrow gauge
line?

Mr GRILL replied:
The maximum safe speed for a passen-
ger locomotive on a narrow gauge line is
determined for any particular line by the
standard of track, the curvature of the
line, and the characteristics of the loco-
motive.

The maximum speed of locomotive
hauled passenger trains in Westrail is 80
kilometres per hour, and this figure is
reduced on lines of lower classification.

RAILWAYS

Unit Trains

3376. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

Now that the Industrial Commission has
cleared the way for Westrail to use two-
man crews on its train services, when is
it intended that this reduced form of
manning will be introduced?

Mr GRILL replied:
The decision of the Industrial Com-
mission is subject to appeal. However,
an order has been obtained from the
commission to proceed in accordance
with the decision. The first service op-
erating with a two-man crew is sched-
uled for I June 1984.

ROADS

Main Roads Department: Tenders

3377. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) During the 1983-84 financial year to

date, how many tenders has the Main
Roads Department submitted for road
works in this State?

(2) On how many occasions has the depart-
ment been the successful tenderer?
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(3) On how many occasions has the depart-
ment not been the successful tenderer?

(4) How does the department cost its ad-
ministrative and head office charges
when tendering for road works?

(5) On each occasion that the department
was the successful tenderer, did it actu-
ally complete the work for the stipulated
figure of the tender?

(6) If not, would he please give details?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Seven.

(2) Three.
(3) Four.
(4) An assessed amount to cover divisional

overheads and head office administrative
charges is added to the estimate of on-
site construction work.

(5) and (6) No, these are "schedule of
rates" contracts. "Schedule of rates"
contracts involve a tenderer submitting
firm rates for estimated quantities of
specific items of work.
Adjusted contract prices for "schedule
of rates" contracts are, therefore
invariably different to the tender price
due to variations in the quantities of the
items of work. Changes in costs can also
occur when additional work items not al-
lowed for in the original tender are in-
cluded. Variations also result from the
application of the rise and fall conditions
applying to the contracts. These factors
naturally apply to any successful ten-
derer.
Only one of the three contracts awarded
to the Main Roads Department referred
to above has been completed. This re-
sulted in a small overrun compared with
the adjusted contract price.

TRAFFIC: TRUCKS

Speed Limit: Eyre Highway
3378. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Has there been any success in endeav-

ouring to achieve greater compliance
with the speed limit on the Eyre High-
way since the speed limit for heavy ve-
hicles was raised from 80 kph to 90 kph
on I February 1983?

(2) Have the penalties been increased for
trucks breaking this new limit?

(3) Is it intended to retain the speed limit
for heavy vehicles on the Eyre Highway
at 90 kph?

(4) What efforts have been made to increase
the surveillance on this highway?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) Statistical analyses of surveys taken on

the highway between I February 1983
and April 1984 have shown a reduced 85
per centile speed of heavy vehicles.

(2) Yes.
(3) Yes, for a further 12-month period as

from February 1984.
(4) Maximum utilisation of available man-

power and equipment.

LAND

National Park: Ningalco Reef

3379. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Does the Government intend to legislate

for the declaration of the Ningaloo Mar-
ine Park as a marine national park?

(2) If so, will this declaration be under the
fisheries Act, another Act of Parliament,
or separate legislation?

(3) When is it anticipated that the Govern-
ment will take some legislative action?

(4) How many submissions were received on
the recommendations of the Ningaloo
Marine Park report?

(5) When will the Environmental Protection
Authority complete its review of these
submissions?

(6) Will any of the members of the Environ-
mental Protection Authority or the De-
partment of Conservation and Environ-
ment visit the area for discussion and
negotiations with the Exmouth Shire
and local citizens before any final de-
cisions are taken?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) to (3) The Government requested the

Environmental Protection Authority to
review both the report on the Ningaloo
Marine Park proposal and the sub-
missions that were received, so as to pro-
vide it with advice on the best means of
establishing the marine park including
as necessary appropriate legislative
measures that should be taken. In this
context, the Government will consider
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the question of legislation when it has
received the EPA's advice.

(4) 113.
(5)
(6)

Approximately 3 months.
The EPA will take his question into con-
sideration when it carries out its in-
depth study of the overall proposal.

RAILWAYS

Accident: Inquiry

3380. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) As he is quoted in The West Australian

of 29 February, 1984 as saying:
'protection from defamation proceed-
ings would be provided by arranging for
Parliament to authorise or order the
publication of a report on the outcome
of an inquiry into a railway accident", is
he now prepared to proceed in this man-
ner to make public the findings of the
train crash which occurred in the metro-
politan area in June 1983?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No.
(2) 1 have already confrrned Press reports

that the accident was found to be caused
by human error.

TELEVISION
Remote or Underserviced Communities Scheme

3381. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for Re-
gional Development and the North West:
(1) As it was advised in January 1984 that a

further 42 communities will receive
ABC TV as a result of the remote or
underserviced communities scheme
(RUCS), is he now in a position to ad-
vise which of these communities is in
Western Australia?

(2) Is Fitzroy Crossing among the com-
munities to receive TV via the remote or
underserviced. communities scheme?

(3) If so, when?
(4) If not, why not?
Mr G RILL replied:
(1) to (4) The provision of translators under

the remote or underserved communities
scheme (RUCS) is the responsibility of
the Federal Minister for Communi-
cations. I understand that the Federal

Minister will be making an announce-
ment shortly on the sites that will be in-
cluded in stage I1.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT
Joint Venture: Withdrawal of West rail

3382. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has the possible sale of Westrail's share

of Total West to Gascoyne Trading
Company Pty Ltd now been aborted?

(2) If so, is this as a result of the Parliamen-
tary ALP caucus decision to veto the
proposed sale?

(3) What is the Government's intention now
in relation to Westrail's share of Total
West?

Mr GRTLL replied:
(1) to (3) These are matters of a commer-

cial nature and I am, therefore, not at
liberty to answer the questions put by
the member.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Geraldcon and Mid-west Region: Blueprint

3383. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for Re-
gional Development and the North West:
(1) Is the recently released economic and in-

dustrial profile of the Geraldton, mid-
west region of the State a blueprint for
future development of this area?

(2) If so, is it proposed that these develop-
ments must wait until the completion of
the "Bunbury 2000" programme before
being implemented?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) The regional profile referred to was pre-

pared by the Regional Manager of the
Department of Industrial Development.
The document provides background in-
formation for use by potential investors
and other users. It is not a blueprint for
future development.

(2) Not applicable.

LAND
National Park: Ningaloo Reef

3384. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Lands and Surveys:
(1) What will be the position of leaseholders

and sub- leaseholders at Coral flay when
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the recommendations of the Ningaloc
Marine Park are implemented?

(2) Will these leaseholders and sub-lease-
holders still have security of tenure?

(3) Will they still have the opportunity to
apply for freehold title in the future?

Mr McI VER replied:
(1) to (3) The report and recommendations

on the proposed Ningaloc Marine Park
were prepared by the marine park work-
ing group and presented to the National
Parks Authority in June 1983. Public
comment on the report was invited and
submissions closed on I March 1984.
Until final recommendations are known
and considered by the Government,
answers to the member's questions
would be hypothetical.

TRANSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Symbol

3385. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What arrangements are being made to

ensure that the HATCHEM code sym-
bols are prominently displayed on car-
goes of dangerous goods?

(2) What is being done to ensure that
drivers involved in the transport of
dangerous goods know and understand
the HATCH EM code of symbols?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) and (2) Such matters fall within the

portfolio of the Minister for Minerals
and Energy.

TRANSPORT

Dangerous Goods: Training Courses

3386. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What progress has been made with hold-

ing training courses for drivers involved
in the cartage of dangerous goods?

(2) What arrangements have been made to
advise and train managers and drivers
involved in the transport of dangerous
goods from country areas in safe prac-
tices for the transport of these goods?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) Such matters fall within the

portfolio of the Minister for Minerals
and Energy.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Bunbury Historical Society: Loss of Trains

3387. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Why has the Bunbury Historical Society

lost Koombana Queen and Leschena nit
Lady?

(2) Did the Government refuse to give as-
sistance directly or through a tourist
grant to keep the steam trains in
Bunbury?

(3) What is to be the future of the two
steam trains now?

Mr

(1)

GRILL replied:
The operation of the Koomnbana Queen
and Leschcnault Lady trains continues
to be the responsibility of the
Leschenault Railway Preservation So-
ciety, not the Bunbury Historical So-
ciety.

(2) No.

(3) The Leschenault Railway Preservation
Society plans to continue utilising the
trains as at present. Although siding
workshop facilities are planned for
Boyanup, passenger journeys will com-
mence and finish at the new Bunbury
station.

TOWN PLANNING

Cot tesloe and Scarborough: High-rise
Development

3388. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister Rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) Referring to the fact that during the

term of the Tonkin Government building
height restrictions on appeal to the
Government were extensively lifted for
the Allendale Building in St George's
Terrace to encourage employment and
that near doubling of the height has now
become the maximum legal height for
buildings in central Perth, how does he
reason that the Government, in fairness
and equity, can hold the beachfront high
rise buildings at Scarborough and
Cottesloc to once only approvals?

(2) Citing the "Allendale Building"
precedent, is it not reasonable that other
property owners along the beach front
will have expectations that they will re-
ceive similar consideration and approval
from the Government?
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(3) If answer to (2) is "No", will he explain
why?

(4) Remembering that it was announced by
a Burke Government Planning Minister
that a previous Minister for Planning
approval for extending the commercial
zoning area in the Melville district
Centre was to be withdrawn, what steps
have been taken by the City of Melville
and the Government to meet the
Government's direction?

(5) Does the Government still intend to
overturn the previous approval and
reduce the commercial zoned area in the
Melville district Centre despite the ex-
pectations of the land owners?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) There is no relationship between circum-

stances surrounding central city office
development and those relating to high-
rise residential structures along the
metropolitan coastline. The latter must
be assessed in the context of adjacent
residential development and environ-
mental constraints.
The Government has consistently ex-
pressed the view of what is sound
planning for beachfront areas.

(2) and (3) 1 am not familiar with the al-
leged precedent.

(4) and (5) 1 am awaiting a report of recent
action by the City of Melville.

RAILWAYS

Frcmantie-Perth: Roiling Stock
3389. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Now that the Perth-Fremantle rail ser-

vice has been reintroduced, how many
more of the present heavy uneconomic
suburban railcars, (ADL/ADC), have to
be purchased?

(2) How many more of the ADL/ADC
railcars have to be purchased because of
the delay resulting from the new in-
quiry?

(3) When will the 10 suburban rail car-
riages presently on order be in service?

(4) What progress has been made towards
selecting and ordering a new technology
rail vehicle to replace the oldest of our
suburban rail fleet?

(5) Is consideration being given to a rail ve-
hicle which can recharge its batteries on
the run and travel on rail and road?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) None.
(3) The schedule provides for progressive

delivery from August 1984 to December
1984.

(4) The Government has initiated a study
into finding a technologically advanced
railcar for future use on Perth's sub-
urban passenger train system. Prelimi-
nary discussions have been held with
Australian manufacturers preparatory
to the calling of technical proposals.

(5) No.

RAILWAYS

Electrifkiation: Cost
3390. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) What is the estimated cost of carrying

out the latest study into electrification of
Perth's suburban passenger rail service?

(2) Considering the Government has just
expended in excess of $55 000 on re-
viewing the new land freight policy when
the technical and monitoring reports
were available, how does he explain the
need for this new electrification study
when recent reports have already rec-
ommended against spending this large
capital sum at this time and the Director
General of Transport review "Transport
2000" clearly shows there is no need to
make these uneconomic changes until
after the year 2000?

(3) Have the unions pressed the Govern-
ment to carry out the study?

(4) What is the estimated cost caused by
this inquiry by delaying the replacement
programme of the old rail carriages
which are incurring excessive mainten-
ance?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) It is anticipated tha 't roundly $1.50 000

may be spent on consultancy, to ascer-
tain the optimum timing and sequence
of introducing electrification and the
most appropriate form it should take.
The precise amount will be subject to
the steering committee's decisions on the
involvement of appropriate consultaney
skills.
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(2) The Government is convinced that rail-
ways should form the backbone of
Perth's metropolitan transport system.
Indeed, even the previous Government
was at pains to assure the public that the
Midland and Armadale lines would re-
main open.

The Wilbur Smith study in 1974 showed
that the benefits of electrifying the rail-
way would exceed any extra cost relative
to a diesel railway. More recent studies
have not included the option of electri-
fied light rail systems which have ad-
ditional potential to be cost effective.

(3) Some railway
interested in an
railway system
pressed for a study

unions are vitally
electrified suburban

but they have not

(4) None. Maintenance costs, as such, are
less than the capital servicing costs of
the new railcars whose acquisition would
reduce maintenance. However, the con-
dition of some railcars is very poor and,
if not replaced, Westrail recommend
that major refurbishing will be necessary
to bring them up to acceptable standard.
The possibility of purchasing some
interim diesel stock as a potentially
cheaper alternative to refurbishing is to
be pursued.

TRANSPORT

Fares: Increase

3391. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Are the rail and bus fares to increase

this year?

(2) If "Yes", from what date are the in-
creases to commence?

(3) If no decision has been made regarding
fares, when will the public be advised of
the Government's intentions in this re-
gard?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (3) The Government will announce
any proposed increases at the appropri-
ate time as part of the normal Budget
process.

TRANSPORT

Urban Transport System: Private Vehicles

3392. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

Will he please table the paper or report
prepared by the Main Roads Depart,
ment (or officer) on the positive contri-
bution private vehicle owners make to
our urban transport system?

Mr GRILL replied:
I will arrange for a copy of a paper
titled "The Private Car in Urban
Transport" to be forwarded to the mem-
ber.

HOUSING

Land: Stocks

3393. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning:

Will the Minister please let me know the
total number of building blocks which
were available for the building of homes
in the metropolitan region on or about-
(a) I September 1978;
(b) I March 1983;

Mr
(a)

(c) I May 1984?
PARKER replied:
Not available.

(b) Approximately 22 000 lots were vacant
as at June 1983.

(c) Figures on vacant lots not available for
May 1984 until early June 1984.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: STAFF

Adviser: Dr Rodney Vaughan

3394. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What are the duties of Mr Vaughan

who has been appointed to his staff?
(2) What special task has Mr Vaughan been

appointed to carry out?
(3) Does the Government intend to appoint

Mr Vaughan to a transport department
or agency?

(4) Why was Mr Vaughan employed instead
of having one of the many first class
professional technical officers already
employed in the 13 agencies and depart-
ments which are already serving the
Minister for Transport and the Govern-
ment?
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Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Details of the duties specified in Dr

Vaughan's contract are-

The Officer shall perform all such
duties consistent with the purpose
of the employment as the PREM-
IER OR MINISTER FOR
TRANSPORT, AND RE-
GIONAL DEVELOPMENT AND
THE NORTH WEST WITH
SPECIAL RESPONSIBILITY
FOR 'BUNBURY 2000' shall from
time to time direct and without
limiting the generality of such
duties shall include:-

advising the Minister on mat-
ters affecting Transport and
Regonal Development in West-
ern Australia;

undertaking special research
and investigations and
preparing reports and sub-
missions as required by the
Minister;

assisting with policy develop-
ment and implementation with
special attention to Transport
and Regional Development, as
these matters relate to the
responsibilities of the Minister;
liaising and co-operating with
senior officers of the Public
Service and representatives of
other Governments, industry
and community organisations
on matters relating to Govern-
ment policy;

consulting with the Premier's
personal office on matters af-
fecting he performance of
Government policy.

(2) See (1).

(3) This matter has not been considered.

(4) Indeed there are many first class pro-
fessionals employed by the agencies.
However, their services are vital to the
functioning of the agenicies. If we were
to have taken one out of an agency, then
the agency concered would have had to
find a replacement. That course would
have caused a great deal of disruption to
the agencies programme. Clearly it was
more appropriate to appoint directly a
first class professional like Dr Vaughan.

EDUCATION

High School: By ford

3395. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) What progress has the Government

made in deciding to build a high school
at Byford or Mundijong?

(2) If no action has been taken, when can a
decision be expected?

(3) When will the land for the school sites
at Byford and Mundijong be purchased?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) Population trends in the

Mundijong-Byford area are being
closely monitored.
The Government accepts that a high
school in this area will be needed in the
future.
The decision as to whether the high
school will be located in Byford or
Mundijong will be made in the light of
population trends and after further con-
sultation with local people.

PUBLIC SERVICE: PUBLIC SERVANTS

Replacement Policy: Employment Statistics

3396. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:
Referring to the Government's policy of
not replacing 50 per cent of Government
employees retiring or resigning, will be
show the result by listing the total
numbers separately of employees in each
Government department, Commission or
agency at or about-
(a) I March 1983;
(b) I September 1983;
(c) I January 1984;
(d) I May 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) to (d) The necessary details are being
compiled and the member will be sent
the information directly.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Employment Statistics

3397. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

Will he please let me know the number
of people employed in each of the

(272)
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Government transport agencies, com-
missions and departments at or about-
(a) I March 1983;
(b) I January 1984;
(c) I May 1984?

Mr GRILL replied:
(a) Mb (c)

I March 1 jan- 1 May
1983 son, 1984

Co-ordinanor General of 12 12 12
Transporl

Westrai 8 614 7922 7848
Main Roads Department 2681 2600 2618
Transport Commission 88 87 18
Metropolitan Transport rrust 2115 2069 2074
Department of Marine and 130 132 134

Haror,
Stalthips 299 305 309
Frenmantle Port Authority 834 799 794
Port tiedland Port Authority 28 28 28
Albany Port Authority 25 25 25
Bunbury Port Authority 25 25 26
Esperance Pori Authority 15 16 16
Ceraldion Port Authority 27 27 27

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Deficit: Plan
3398. MrT RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Transport:
Referring to the recent announcement
that Westrail will soon put forward a
radical plan to turn the present deficit
into a SIO million profit, when this plan
is introduced will he ensure Westrail is
allowed to be-
(a) commercially competitive;

Mr
(a)

(b) operate without regulation privilege
forcing freight into rail;

(c) answerable to a corporate board
with a majority of members with
commercial experience?

GRILL replied:
to (c) There was no announcement. A
draft document prepared by Westrail re-
ceived coverage in the Press and I have
not had the opportunity to study
Westrail's formal submission, as it
reached me only yesterday.

3399. This question was postponed.

TOWN PLANNING

Swanbourne Hospital Land: Future Use
3400. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister Rep-

resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) From the land presently used by the

Swanbourne Hospital and the Crown
land around it, how many hectares are
going to be utilised as the first stage of
developing this area-

(a) for subdivision into freehold title
entities including roads and public
open space;

(b) for the purpose and use of John
XXIII school complex;

(c) for other purposes, and would he
please describe these purposes?

(2) How many separate freehold title blocks
are planned to be created under (l)(a)
above?

(3) What is the acreage and description of
the public open space in (I)(a) above?

(4) Could the Minister table a plan showing
the different land uses as queried under
(1) to (3) above?

Mr

(1)

PARKER replied:

(a) This is subject to rezoning by the
City of Nedlands under town
planning scheme No. 1.

(b) Details are not yet finalized.

(c) No other purposes are proposed for
the land currently zoned "urban"
under the metropolitan region
scheme.

(2) to (4) Dependent upon rezoning by the
City of Nedlands.

TOWN PLANNING

Swanbourne Hospital Land: Future Use
3401. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-

resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) For what purpose is the land around

Swanbourne Hospital to be utilised for
individual holdings, zoned?

(2) Would the Minister table a plan show-
ing the zonings?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Swanbourne Hospital is located on
Crown land, the greater part of which is
reserved for "Public Purposes
(Hospital)" in the metropolitan region
scheme. Approximately 13 hectares of
the reserve abutting (3raylands hostel
was zoned for "Urban" purposes on 6
January, 1984.

(2) A map showing metropolitan region
scheme zones and reserves in the area,
will be forwarded to the member.
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TOWN PLANNING
Swanbourne Hospital Land: Future Use

3402. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) Will the land around Swanbourne Hos-

pital be utilised for individual freehold
title holdings, be sold in bulk to private
developers for them to organise the
subdivision development and sell off in-
dividual blocks, or will the Government
or any of its instrumentalities do the
business of subdivision and sales itself?

(2) If the Government or any of its
instrumentalities will be involved, are in-
dividual sales by-
(a) tender;
(b) auction;
(c) private treaty;
(d) or any other method,
envisaged?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) Final decisions have not been

made regarding disposal of freehold
sites.

BUILDING INDUSTRY
Regency Constructions Pry. Ltd.:

Progress Payment
3403. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister fo r

Works:
Has Regency Construction Pty Ltd
furnished to the superintendent of the
project Fremantle Technical College
Catering Trades Block the required sat-
isfactory proof that all amounts which
have accrued due and payable by the
contractor to any nominated
subcontractor, including Industrial and
Commercial Electrics, have been duly
paid before Regency received its last
progress payment?

Mr McI VER replied:

and Commercial Electrics as nominated
sub-contractors on the Fremantle Tech-
nical College Catering Trades Block
construction has not been paid by the
contractor, is he--being the princi-
pal-going to pay this amount to the
nominated sub-contractor under clause
10.6 or the prevailing general conditions
of contract?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr McI VER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Because any residual moneys left in the

contract will be applied to the
completion of the project.

WATER RESOURCES
Catchment Areas and Reservoirs:

Recreational Activities
3405. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:
(1) Has the Western Australian Water Re-

sources Council yet arrived at a rec-
ommendation regarding possible use of
catchment areas and surface reservoirs
for recreational and other purposes?

(2) If so, what is the recommendation?
Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) The Water Resources Council

has prepared for public release a
broadsheet setting out recreational ac-
tivities which are currently permitted on
water catchments in the south-west, and
facilities that are available. A copy of
the broadsheet is hereby tabled.
The council is still working on modified
guidelines for recreational access to
catchmnents and water reserves but it will
be some months before the necessary
catchmnrt management plans are
available.

The broadsheet was tabled (see paper
No. 785).

Yes. WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

BUILDING INDUSTRY
Industrial and Commercial Eleetrics:

Progress Payment

3404. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) As the progress payment authorised on 6

April 1984 for payment to Industrial

Bores: Oeraldton
3406. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:
(1) Other than the amounts detailed in his

reply to question 2311 of 1984, are there
any funds proposed to be spent in
1984-85 for the Geraldton district
"Allanooka" bores and treatment plant?
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(2) If so, can he give details of the prop-
ositions?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) It is intended to continue with

the drilling of the two new production
bores and the installation of the new
automatic control system for the
Allanooka bores. The level of funds to
be provided in 1984-85 is dependent on
budgetary considerations yet to be fi-
nalised.

WATER RESOURCES

Reservoirs: Eva poration
3407. M r MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:
Could he please give an estimated
amount of water which would have been
saved as lesser evaporation during
1983-84 as a result of the already roofed
service and other reservoirs in the
country?

Mr TONKIN replied:
350 000 cubic metres.

WATER RESOURCES

Reservoirs: Evaporation

3408. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:.

Could he please give an estimated
amount of water which would have been
saved as lesser evaporation during
1983-84 as a result of the already roofed
service and other reservoirs in the metro-
politan area?

M r TON K IN repl ied:
The estimated evaporation saving-i.e.
gross evaporation less rainfall-as a re-
sult of roofed reservoirs in the metro-
politan area for 1983-84 is 87 000 cubic
metres.

WATER RESOURCES

Metropolitan Water Authority: V/ehicle Fleet
3409. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:
Adverting to his reply to question 2427
of 1984 could he please now give any
rough indication of the ongoing cost
saving achieved by the vehicle pool in
operation with the Metropolitan Water
Authority?

M rTON KI N repl ied:

Introduction of the pool has enabled the
fleet to be reduced in size by 15 small
sedan cars.

This has resulted in a saving of $83 000
in capital cost through vehicles not being
replaced, and an estimated average
annual saving or $15 300 in maintenance
and running costs.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MADE GOODS

"Go For It" Ca mpa ign: Expenditure
3410. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy Prem-

ier
(1) How much will be spent in the current

financial year on the "Let's Go For It"
campaign?

(2) Or that spending how much will be
spent on television, radio, newspaper or
other areas?

(3) Will he detail for me those other areas
of expenditure by item and amount?

(4) Will he list for me the amount to be
spent on each television station, radio
station or newspaper?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (4) The information sought by the

member is being collated and will be
provided in writing as soon as possible.

TOURISM

Tourists: Target Figure

3411. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Has the Western Australian Tourism

Commission yet set targets for visitor
numbers and spending that it is aiming
to achieve in the future?

(2) If so, what are those objectives?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) Yet.

(2) * Visitors 1984-8 5-5 10 000
spending-$332 million.

* Excluding visits by Armed Services-
currently 40 000 per year.

(3) Not applicable.
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POLICE

Firearms: Regulations

3412. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Are the firearms regulations currently

under review?

(2) If so, what is the nature of that review?
Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) All aspects of firearms legislation are

under review.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Station: Bunbury

3413. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) During his recent visit to the United

States and Korea, is it correct that the
Commissioner of the State Energy Com-
mission-

(a) gave commitments regarding an
energy "package" for the proposed
aluminiumn smelter, indicating a
formal offer on energy would follow
from the Government;

(b) discussed various proposals relating
to a feasibility study being under-
taken for the proposed aluminium
smelter/power station in the south-
west; and

(c) gave certain undertakings regarding
State Energy Commission and
Government support for the pro-
posed feasibility study?

(2) What is the cost estimate of suggested
Government support and assistance for
the proposed feasibility study?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) (a) to (c) No.

(2) Not applicable.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Staff': Redundancies

3414. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Industrial Development and Technology:
(1) What efforts are now being made by

him or his department to promote
alternative employment in Narrogin.
Wagin and Katanning for those persons
affected by Westrail staff reductions?

(2) Is he or his department offering assist-
anc to new or existing industries to as-
sist with creating jobs in the towns con-
cerned?

(3) Is a waiver or deferral of payroll tax
available for assistance in creating
alternative employment?

(4) If the answer to (3) is "No", will the
Government consider such an incentive?

(5) Will he confirm that whatever incentives
are available to establishing industries in
Perth, will be available to assist in pro-
viding replacement jobs in the town af-
fected?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) The Department of Industrial Develop-

ment is represented on the working
party set up by the Minister for
Transport and Regional Development
and the North West to minimise the im-
pact of Westrail staff reductions. In ad-
dition, there is consultation between the
Minister concerned and myself, as re-
quired.

(2) Assistance to qualifying new or existing
industries in the towns concerned is
already available. It may be that
alternative methods of assistance may
need to be developed in circumstances
appropriate to the Westrail
restructuring.

(3) Not at this stage. If payroll tax assist-
ance is established as an appropriate
method of minimising the impact, then
it will certainly be considered.

(4) Answered by (3).
(5) In respect of industry assistance, the

Government does not offer incentives in
the Perth metropolitan area which are
not available in our country areas.

PERTH MINT

Sale

3415. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Regarding the future of the Perth Mint,

what action is the Government propos-
ing to ensure the local gold mining in-
dustry is protected following any sale of
the Mint to banking and finance
interests?

(2) Is the Government proposing to retain
an interest in the operations of the
Mint?
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Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) Although the Government has

received a number of unsolicited offers
for various options associated with the
future of the Perth Mint it has not, so
far, responded to any of these offers.

The Government recognise that the in-
dependence and integrity of the Mint
are crucial to its success and to its ac-
ceptability to the gold mining industry.
That industry will be fully consulted be-
fore the Government makes any de-
cisions.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS
Woodada: Deliveries

3416. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the correspondence be-

tween the manager of the State Energy
Commission resources contracts section,
and the partners in the Woodada
Gasfield, was the communication from
Mr Ludlow in which serious claims are
made against the Woodada partners ap-
proved by him or the commissioners be-
fore being sent?

(2) If not, should either he or the com-
missioners have been made aware of
such a serious claim, especially as it has
subsequently become a public issue in
the media?

(3) Is he now seeking to ensure that the
matter is resolved forthwith?

(4) Did the State Energy Commission at
any time ask the Woodada partners to
restrict deliveries of natural gas?

(5) Have the partners formally re-commit-
ted to supply gas beyond 30 June 1984,
until such time as the delayed North-
West Shelf gas becomes available?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The communication was approved by an

assistant commissioner.

(2)

(3)

Not applicable.

and (5) These matters are the subject of
current discussion between the com-
mission and the suppliers.

(4) Yes.

FUEL AND ENERGY: COAL
Purchases: Payments

3417. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to payments by the State

Energy Commission for purchases of
coal, does the SEC make regular pay-
ments for coal in accordance with the
various purchase arrangements?

(2) Is the SEC currently-
(a) ahead;
(b) in conformity;
(c) in arrears,
with its payments for coal purchases
from Western Collieries and Griffin
Coal Mining Co. Ltd.?

(3) What is the current arrears situation
with payments to Griffin Coal Mining
Co. Ltd. in accordance with Schedule F
of the coal purchase contract?

(4) What is the total amount outstanding
for purchases of coal for power gener-
ation, and owing to both Western
Collieries and the Griffin Coal Mining
Co. Ltd.?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) to (4) This information is commercially

confidential.

FUEL AND ENERGY

State Energy Commission: Deficit or Surplus

3418. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is it correct that a preliminary estimate

for the likely financial results for the
State Energy Commission for the 1983-
84 financial year depicted a shortfall of
several million dollars?

(2) What was the estimated influence on the
financial shortfall of the much lower
load growth than originally budgeted?

(3) Is it correct that a reassessment of the
State Energy Commission's financial
performance for 1983-84 is now esti-
mated to reveal a small surplus?

(4) If the answer to (3) is "Yes", what
changes have accrued to bring about
such a transformation?
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Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (4) The member for Narrogin will be
well aware that the preparation of a
Budget is an iterative process and no
significance can be drawn from prelimi-
nary results.

WATER RESOURCES

Ma rri bank Aboriginal Mission

3419. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware of health problems associ-

ated with the water supply at the
Marribank Aboriginal Mission near
Kojonup?

(2) Who is responsible for the Provision and
maintenance of an efficient water supply
of acceptable health standards?

(3) Is a new scheme, or improvements to the
existing scheme, proposed by the appro-
priate funding authority?

(4) Will he ensure that the necessary
funding becomes available to provide the
necessary improvements to the mission
water supply?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No. If there is a problem it has never

been drawn to my attention or to that of
my department.

(2) The mission.
(3) Not to my knowledge.
(4) Funding such a proposal is not a function

of the Health Department.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Staff: Redundancies
3420. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Regional Development and the North West:
(1) Has the working party preparing a pro-

gramme of detailed assistance to al-
leviate the effect of Westrail staff
reductions in the Great Southern com-
pleted its submission to Government?

(2) If so, when will the Gonerrnmdnt indicate
what assistance or initiatives will be
undertaken to provide alternative em-
ployment?

(3) Has the Government considered what
incentives and/or assistance should be
offered to new or existing industries to
create alternative employment?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) The recommendations of the working
party, where relevant, have been in-
cluded as part of the Government's
Budget considerations.

(3) Assistance for specific existing indus-
tries is under consideration. Incentives
and/or assistance for new or existing in-
dustries to create alternative employ-
ment will be the subject of an additional
report by the working party following a
survey of businesses in Kattanning,
Narrogin, and Wagin.

FUEL AND ENERGY
State Energy Commission: Budget

3421. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the 1984-85 budget for

the State Energy Commission-has he
received a report from the Committee of
Inquiry into Tariffs on the proposed
budget?

(2) Has the proposed Budget been con-
sidered by the Commissioners of the
SEC?

(3) Has he yet received the SEC budget?

(4) In view of his advice to Parliament that
he would "prune that budget"
(Thursday 10 May), what progress has
he made?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) Yes.

(4) Good progress.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS
North- West Shelf.~ Deliveries

3422. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the option of leaving

some North-West Shelf Gas in
"inventory" as provided under the pur-
chase contract, are the Government and
the State Energy Commission proposing

-to- consider financing inventory gas in
the manner suggested by the com-
mission's financial advisors?

(2) What quantity of natural gas does the
State Energy Commission now estimate
it will be unable to commercially market
from the volume it is required to take at
I July 1985?
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(3) What is the estimated financial loss to
the State Energy Commission caused by
the delay in commencement of gas deliv-

crties from the North-West Shelf?

(4) Has the State Energy Commission as-
sured the Government that any delays in
North-West Shelf gas will be covered by
deliveries from other sources?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1)

(2)

Not yet determined.

The total volume of gas likely to be sold
and used by the commission will depend
on future growth in both the commercial
gas market and the interconnected elec-
tricity system.

(3) There will be a relatively small loss to
the State Energy Commission in the
1984-85 financial year due to the delay
in commencement of gas deliveries from
the North-West Shelf since the loss in
sales revenue will be substantially offset
by reduced gas purchase costs.

(4) The commission has contingency plans
to ensure maintenance of essential gas
supplies should North-West Shelf gas be
delayed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Bunbury: Taxation and Investment Allowances

3423. Mr PETER JON ES, to the Premier and
Treasurer:
(I) With regard to the proposed private

power station to be established as part of
the aluminium smelter project, has the
Government established whether those
participants involved in the power
station will receive the maximum
taxation and investment allowances?

(2) If "No", will the Government establish
what will be the taxation and investment
allowance arrangements in view of the
recent Federal initiatives to prevent pri-
vate power station financing receiving
benefits?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The matters referred to by the
member for Narrogin are still under
consideration.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER

South-west: Overseas Participation

3424. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the formulation and

offer of an energy price and associated
details for the proposed aluminium
smelter project in the south-west, has
the offer made to possible overseas par-
ticipants been approved by the Com-
missioners of the State Energy Com-
mission?

(2) Were the proposed energy pricing ar-
rangements submitted to, and approved
by, the State Treasury?

Mr PARKER replied:.
(1) and (2) There has been close

interrelationship between all the relevant
arms of Government in respect of the
formulation of supply arrangements and
costs for the proposed aluminium
smelter. These matters are still being
examined and will be referred to all ap-
propriate groups.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

HEALTH: DRUG

Marijuana: Radio Programme

903. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Is the Minister aware that on the 6WF

morning radio programme on Friday, I I
May, at or about the beginning of the
school holidays, two people from a
national organisation who aim to legal-
ise marijuana were interviewed?

(2) Is he aware that the two people con-
cerned were actively promoting the ben-
efits of marijuana and drew on their per-
sonal experience?

(3) Is the Minister concerned that a topic
such as this on what was for many
children the first day of the school hol-
idays, would have been heard by many
children?

(4) Did he seek any assurance from the
ABC that such a subject would be more
sensibly dealt with at a future date?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) to (4) I am totally unaware of any such

broadcast. I certainly did not bear it, nor
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did I hear any suggestion that such a
broadcast took place until today. How-
ever, in regard to ABC broadcasts I
have no intention of putting myself in
the same position as the Papua New
Guinea Government.

LOCAL GOVERN MENT

Wannerco Shire Council: "Free Beaches"

904. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Is the Minister for Local Government

aware that a recent referendum conduc-
ted by the Wanneroo Shire Council re-
sulted in a majority in favour of the
shire declaring a "free beach"?

(2) Have there been any recent develop-
ments as to the likelihood of "free
beaches" being approved?

(3) Does the Government intend to
introduce legislation to enable "free
beaches" to be declared?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) 1Jam aware that on 5 May 1984, in con-
junction with a local government elec-
tion, the Shire of Wanneroc held a
referendum on the question of "free
beaches" and that the result was a nar-
row majority for the "yes" vote.

(2) 1 have sought legal advice from the
State Crown Solicitor. On the basis of
that legal opinion it appears that there
are no legal impediments to local
authorities declaring "free" or "nude
beaches", under existing laws and that
nudity per se does not constitute an of-
fence on beaches so declared.

(3) In view of the legal advice referred to in
answer to (2) it appears that this is now
properly a matter for local councils to
decide upon for their areas.

MINING
Gold: Harbour Lights Project

905. Mr MacKINNON,. to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

I refer the Minister to the announce-
ment in today's Daily News that
$300 000 will be paid to Aborigines by
the consortium developing the Harbour
Lights project at Leonora and ask-
(1) Of the $300 000 initial payment,

how much will go to the local Abor-

iginal group, Leonora Aboriginal
Movement Body?

(2) How much of the $25 000 per
annumn compensation will go to
LAMB?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) Various Aboriginal groups have

some claim over that area. Negotiations
which took place resulted in the
companies indicating what they wouldl
like and, as a result-

Mr MacKinnon: Which other groups had
claims?

Mr PARKER: I cannot remember their
names, but one was the group mentioned
by the member. There were two other
family groups. I cannot remember their
names, but they say they have some as-
sociation with the area as well.
What we sought to avoid was the situ-
ation which occurred in Argyle some
time ago.

Mr Laurance: Why did you seek to avoid
that?

Mr PARKER: Because the companies were
subject to a later claim for moneys from
other groups.

Mr Laurance: You opposed those later
claims?

Mr PARKER: That is right. This is finalised.
There is to be no further negotiation or
discussion. The reason for that was that
we decided the best body to handle the
matter was the Aboriginal Lands Trust,
which is the body statutorily given the
task of managing the land on behalf of
the Aboriginal people in this State. All
the moneys are paid to the Aboriginal
Lands Trust for disbursement. It has
been agreed by all Aboriginal groups,
the Aboriginal Lands Trust, the
companies and the Government, and
that finalises the matter as far as the
compensation and utilisation is con-
cerned.
To my recollection there is a general
agreement within the Aboriginal Lands
Trust. Of the 3300 000 compensation,
$250 000 is to be paid for the land, and
the remaining $50 000 is to be retained
by the ALT for other Aboriginal groups
which may come along subsequently. All
of the $25 000 is to be used on the other
Aboriginal groups which have some
claim in the area.
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WATER RESOURCES
Catcbment Area: Stintan Creek

906. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Minister for Water
Resources-
(1) Was the Minister aware of a Press state-

ment sent to the Roleystone Courier
with regard to a declaration of Stinton
Creek watershed as a water reserve?

(2) Was the statement issued by the Prem-
ier as quoted in print authorised by him?

(3) Did the release pre-emnpt a Cabinet de-
cision?

(4) Was this contrary to his and the Metro-
politan Water Authority's undertaking
to the residents that before the area is
gazetted the proposal would require to
be laid on the Table in Parliament for
14 days?

(5) Why was the statement withdrawn?
(6) Do the duties of Mr McNamara enable

him to make such Press releases on be-
half of the Premier?

(7) Could the residents who wrote in great
numbers to the Minister now expect to
receive answers to their various
questions before any further action is
taken?

(8) Will the Minister confirm that it is
intended to place on the Table in Parlia-
ment for 14 days the final decision of
Government on this matter?

Mr TON KIN replied:
I thank the member for Darling Range
for adequate notice of the question, the
answer to which is as follows-
(1) 1 am aware of a Press statement

sent to the Roleystone Courier early
in May for its exclusive use in re-
sponse to a series of questions from
the editor. A second statement was
sent in error and withdrawn im-
mediately.

(2) As noted in (1), a second statement
was issued in error and was with-
drawn. The editor agreed not to use
the statement, which was
inaccurate at the time.

(3) No, because it was withdrawn and
was not published in a newspaper.

(4) There is no provision for procla-
mation of a water reserve to be
tabled in Parliament. However, it
has been consistently promised that

a set of by-laws, specially suited to
meet the guidelines applicable to
the proposed Stin ton Creek water
reserve, would be drawn up. In ac-
cordance with statutory require-
ments these by-laws will be laid be-
fore both Houses of Parliament for
14 sitting days.

The question on which Cabinet has
been deliberating is whether it
should authorise the MWA to pro-
ceed with the formalities for procla-
mation and arrange the drafting of
a suitable set of by-laws.

(5) Because it was inaccurate at the
time.

(6) Mr McNamnara is a Press secretary
attached to the Government media
office.

(7) All submissions which were re-
ceived were promptly acknowl-
edged. All letters from the
Karragullen Progress Association
have been answered in detail and a
deputation was received from that
organ isation.

Most of the letters from property
owners repeated common issue
which had been freely discussed in
Press statements and at the public
display. Letters from landowners or
Other interested parties which
introduced other topics were re-
sponded to in more detail. It is pro-
posed that all property owners Will
be individually advised of the final
decision, in the same manner as
each property owner was individu-
ally advised last October about the
proposal.

(8) The Government will comply with
the statutory requirements concern-
ing the tabling of the by-laws.

I want to make it quite clear that at no
time did I give anyone any undertaking
that before the area was gazetted I
would lay it on the Table of the House
or anything like that.
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EDUCATION
Federal Opposition's Policy

907. Mrs BEGGS, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(I) Did the Federal Opposition spokesman

on education visit Perth recently to an-
nounce his party's education policy?

(2) Is the Government proposing to im-
plement any of these policy proposals in
WA?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 understand that the Federal

Liberal Party spokesman for education
visited Western Australia, and he an-
nounced the Liberal Party's education
policy. That put him ahead of his State
colleagues who have yet to do that. This
policy was not much more than a sum-
mation of the issues contained in the
Beazley and MeGaw reports. Although I
heard him state on television that he
thought his policy fitted in well with
what the Western Australian Govern-
ment was doing, I note that we were
doing that before he announced his pol-
icy. Ignoring the Purely rhetorical as-
pects, then, I can say that we have
already put in train most of the things
proposed in my policy, which I might
say is unique for an educational policy,
in that it fits on a single page.
There is, however, one aspect of that
policy which ought to concern pcople in
Western Australia. That is the proposal
that a Liberal Federal Government
would return to the nexus arrangements
between non-Government school funding
and Government school funding, be-
cause that would mean a net decrease in
funding for private schools in Western
Australia. I hope the non-Government
sector will take very careful note of the
Federal Opposition's proposal.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Northampton; Ministerial Visit

908. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

()Is it a fact that the Minister attended a
meeting last Friday to discuss the lo-
cation and plans for new buildings for
the district high school at
Northampton?

(2) Is it not normal courtesy to notify the
local member of a Minister's visit to an
electorate?

(3) Why did this courtesy not apply on this
occasion?

(4) Is it Government policy to use consulIt-
ants in all Public Works Department
contracts in upgrading school buildings?

(5) What are the estimated additional
costs involved in the employment of con-
sultants?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (5) 1 am scrupulous in informing

members of the Opposition when I am
visiting country electorates, or any
others, though 1 might Say this courtesy
was never extended to me by the pre-
vious Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: Despite being snubbed by the

previous Government, I have neverthe-
less been quite scrupulous in that regard.
I know of only one failure.
I thought I saw the honourable member
last Friday at the local government sem-
mnar in the Sheraton Hotel where I spent
most of the day. In fact I spoke to the
representatives of the Northampton
Shire last Friday.

A member: That was last Friday week.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I have not been to

Northampton for the last few weeks. I
was certainly not there last Friday or
last Friday week. The last time was at a
public meeting, some six weeks ago
which I called myself concerning where
the local community wanted that school.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: It was a unique experience for

the people of Northampton, and indeed
for the people in the rest of the State. I
did not attend the meeting last Friday, I
attended a meet ins some months ago.
Let me inform the member what we
have done at Northampton. The money
available for that school gives the people
two options:
Option 1 was to use the 5800 000 which
we were prepared to make avail-
able--which was $800 000 more than
came from the previous Government-to
build a new school on a site chosen by
the shire, using consultants and new
methods of construction which would be
cost-effective, and cost the Government
the $800 000. Option 2 was to use the
S8S00q 1000 to refurn ish the school on the
old site. A number of meetings and dis-
cussions have been held; the public meet-
ing I attended voted marginally, by three
or four votes, in favour of refurbishing
the school on the existing site.
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Mr Tubby: I attended that meeting.
Mr PEARCE: I am sure the member did.

At that meeting, the townspeople made
it perfectly clear that if there was a
50:50 split, they would expect me to
make a decision, and they would fall be-
hind whatever decision was made. I re-
ceived strong representations from the
shire in ravour or moving to the new site.
I had reservations about leaving the old
site, but I was persuaded by the shire
representatives of the advantages of lo-
cating the school next to the community
facilities which the shire had already
provided at the showgrounds, which
would make it worthwhile to try that
scheme.
As has already been stated, consultants
have been employed to start the scheme.
The reason we are using consultants is
that it will reduce the cost. To build the
school to the standard required would
cost the State $1.2 million or $1.4
million, which we do not have. We could
not justify that sort of cost when a
school is already there.
At the meeting of local government
authorities, I was assured by the shire
representatives that they were perfectly
happy with the arrangements that had
been made-so much so that when their
shire electors petitioned them to recon-
sider the placement of the school, they
were perfectly happy to reject the re-
quest for a referendum and go along
with my decision.

TOUR ISM

Cheynes Beach Whaling Stat(ion

909. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Tour-
ism:

Is he aware of recent moves to rehabili-
tate the Cheynes Beach whaling station
at Albany for use as a tourist attraction?

Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Is it not strange for an Opposition,
which did very little about tourism when
in Government, to guffaw and jeer when
the Parliament is about to be given
specific details of an initiative that it
should applaud? All I can say is that the
member for Albany must go red with
shame to hear his colleagues poking fun
at what will be a major development in

his electorate, If the member for Albany
wishes us to wind the project down, he
should say so.
In the meantime, I am pleased to tell the
House that the grant under the com-
munity employment programme to the
Jaycees' Community Foundation to de-
velop the Albany Whaleworld Museum
totalled $592 965. The benefits of the
funds and the development of the
Cheynes Beach site are twofold: Firstly.
the CEP funding will create employment
for 56 local people. Secondly, the funds
and the admirable energy of the Jaycees'
Community Foundation will bring about
the development of an attractive and
well-equipped tourist site. For example,
the development provides for-

the construction of a new complex
made up of a theatrette, museum,
kiosk, and toilet block;
the restoration of seven buildings
and the last whalechaser in Aus-
tralia, the Cheynes IV', for the pub-
lic; and
the provision of a day picnic area
and children's playground as well as
scenic walks, harbour and jetty fa-
cilities, and educational facilities.

Mr Spriggs: You could have read all this in
the Albany newspaper two months ago.
You have just caught up with it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: But I am reading it to
the member for Darling Range this
time.

Mr Spriggs: Thank you!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Rather a strange man!
I am delighted with the prospect of this
unique whaling museum development. It
will enhance the attraction of the
already beautiful harbourside town of
Albany.

FUEL AND ENERGY

State Energy Commission:- Dual Roles

910. Mr READ, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

Can the Minister explain the philosophy
behind the separation of the State
Energy Commission's dual roles of
energy policy and utility operations?

Mr PARKER replied:-

Yes.
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At the outset, I emphasise that the
Government is satisfied with the com-
petence of the State Energy Commission
as an energy provider. Under Com-
missioner Kirkwood the State Energy
Commission has become a well-run, re-
liable power supplier. It is no reflection
on the capabilities of the people who run
the State Energy Commission to separ-
ate the dual responsibility of policy and
planning and providing energy. The
Government's concerns lie in other
areas.

In 197 5, when the passage of the State
Energy Commission Act combined the
existing State Electricity Commission
and the Fuel and Power Commission
into a single State instrumentality, the
Government needed to ensure that
supplies of fuel and energy were ad-
equate to ensure the State's continued
development. Policy was very much
bound up with the achievement of econ-
omic growth. However, since the OPEC
oil price rises of 1973-74, utilities have
widely experienced operational difficult-
ies. The 1980 annual report testified
further to the problems which have been
encountered, as follows-

Inflation, high interest rates and
sharp fuel price rises combined to
lift the Commission's operating
costs to the highest level in the 5
year history of the Energy Com-
mission.

In the face of such persistent operational
difficulties, questions have been raised
regarding the overall desirability of the
course being pursued.

The State Energy Commission's dual re-
sponsibility for energy policy and utility
operations means that it is difficult to
consider issues of policy unaffected by
the momentum of its operations. The
only way in which a sound basis can be
provided for the formulation of policy is
to design institutions specifically for the
purpose. For this reason, the Staie
Government intends to legislate in the
spring session to transfer responsibility
for energy policy to an energy policy and
planning unit under the Minister for
Minerals and Energy.

The energy policy and planning unit will
be made up of 3 major components-

(a) An Energy Advisory Council made
up of representatives from Govern-
ment departments, the State
Energy Comm ission, private energy
suppliers, energy consumers, and
the public. The council will have a
small independent research staff of
its own so that it can undertake in-
depth analysis of energy matters be-
fore giving advice to the Minister.

(b) Policy and planning professional
staff responsible for advising the
Minister on energy planning.

(c) An Energy Research Institute re-
sponsible for encouraging all forms
of energy research. The Energy Re-
search Institute will take over the
Solar Energy Research Institute of
Western Australia and will expand
its activities into areas such as con-
servation.

(d) In addition, the ER! will provide in-
formation to the public on the best
choices for fuels and appliances.

Through the Energy Policy and
Planning Unit the Minister will re-
ceive well-researched and well-bal-
anced policy advice that takes into
account the interests of all associ-
ated with energy.

Naturally the State Energy Com-
mission will play an important role
in these functions.

To summarise, the State Energy COM-
mission will become an energy utility re-
sponsible for the delivery of energy in
accordance with the policy and plans de-
velope~d by the Energy Policy and
Planning Unit and agreed to by the
Government.

LAND: AGRICULTURAL

Release: Cabinet Subcommittee Report

911. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) Has the Cabinet subcommittee on land
- release reported-to the Cabinet?

(2) If so, can he advise if and when new
farming blocks already serviced by roads
will be available for selection?

Mr McI VER replied:
(1) and (2) The field working party has

completed its report, but it has not been
seen by the subcommittee appointed by
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the Cabinet to consider agricultural land
release in Western Australia. We hope
that will occur in the next couple of
weeks.
The final decision will probably go be-
fore Cabinet in late June.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
BILL 1984

Amendments: Rejection

912, Mr GORDON HILL, to the Premier:
Is he aware of statements by the Leader
of the Opposition that the Legislative
Council may reject the proposed
changes to the Local Government
Amendment Bill 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Yes, I have had reported to me state-
ments by the Leader of the Opposition
that it is his view that the attitude of the
Opposition in the Legislative Council
may well be that it should reject the
Local Government Amendment Bill
presently before the council.

Mr Davies: To their peril!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I must say I find it

stunning to think that the Opposition
could repeatedly tell the Government
that it should consult with local govern-
ment; that the Government could then
proceed to consult in a manner beyond
reproach and in a manner that is rep-
resentative to a degree that no previous
Government has ever consulted on a
particular piece of legislation; that the
consultation should result in a massive
majority of endorsement of the Govern-
ment's position, as agreed upon through
the consultation process, only to find
that that agreed position should be sub-
ject to implicit censure by the Leader of
the Opposition and the Opposition mem-
bers in the Legislative Council.
It really is an unmanageable proposition
to think that we should have such a
broad agreement about a package of
measures that were subject to compro-
misc on both sides and then to see the
Leader of the Opposition, like a spoiled
child, saying, "You may have agreed
and there may be general acceptance of
the package, but nevertheless we might
still vote down those proposals". I can
understand the chagrin of the Leader of
the Opposition because the mass meet-

ing at the Sheraton Hotel had its inspi-
ration in a meeting behind closed doors
called earlier by the Opposition when it
sought to engender within local govern-
ment opposition to the Government's
proposals. It was planned at that secret
meeting that there should be a mass
meeting which would embarrass the
Government and which would cause the
Government to rethink its proposals.
The result was that the Minister for
Local Government in his very com-
petent, experienced and professional way
was able to persuade and convince local
government of the fact that its interests
were being served by the legislation-

Mr Clarko: He bullied themn by saying,
"Take the lot or you get nothing, you
won't get franchise".

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What an insult to local
government.

Mr Cla rko: You bullied them; you said,
"Take the lot or you will get none"
That has been stated by your Minister
25 times. He said that it was non-nego-
tiable.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is it any wonder that
the business community has no faith in
this Government?

Mr Clarko: That is exactly right. Don't
change that in Hansard.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My breath is taken
away by the way the member for
Karrinyup carries on. Is it any wonder
that the business community has lost
faith in this Opposition?

Mr Clarko: You have changed it now.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course I changed it.

Local government has forever been the
bastion of the Opposition's strength, and
is then so thoroughly attacked by front-
bench members of the Opposition. The
member for Karrinyup has tonight said
that by a majority of 300:100 local
government was cowed and bullied.

Mr Cla rko: l did not say that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand the mem-

ber for Karrinyup did say that the local
government representatives were bullied
into accepting a position they did not
want to accept. What I am saying is that
those people, in the estimation of the
member for Karrinyup, are incapable of
putting their point of view to the Oppo-
sition and the Government. Clearly what
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happened was that local government,
having been invited to consult-and, I
have no doubt, the majority of shires at-
tended the meeting thinking that they
did not want to accept the Government's
package, that they did not believe it was
in their interests-after the period of
consultation at that mass meeting de-
cided to support the package. They
voted massively to support the Prop-
osition and now we find the Leader of
the Opposition foreshadowing the Legis-
lative Council's opposition by using its
numbers to defeat the Bill. It will not do
them any good because the members of
local government who attended that con-
ference are not nitwits. They are aware
of the agreement reached and they are
aware of the good faith of and of the es-
teem in which the Minister for Local
Government is held. The Opposition
members can thumb their noses at local
government if they want, but it will
leave a bad taste in the mouths of those
people who attended the conference if
members of the Opposition are not man
enough to accept the fact that they lost
that vote.

Personal Explanation
Mr HASSELL: I seek leave to make a per-

sonal explanation because I have been
misrepresented by the Premier in answer
to his dorothy dix question.

Leave granted.
Mr HASSELL: I simply want to place on re-

cord what I have attempted to place on
record in the public arena on more than
one occasion; namely, that the Premier
has misrepresented what I have said. I
assume he has done so deliberately.
I want to explain firstly what happened
and what was said. I was contacted by
the ABC and asked by Mr Maher for a
comment for the news on whether the
Opposition would reject the legislation
in light of the outcome of the meeting. I
advised Mr Maher in unequivocal terms
that the Opposition had made no further
decision in relation to the legislation fol-
lowing the meeting at the Sheraton
Hotel. I explained to Mr Maher that as
a matter of principle the Opposition had
opposed and no doubt would continue to
oppose adult franchise in the form pro-
posed by the Government. I emphasised
to him that no decision had been made

by the Opposition and that none would
be made until the Opposition met at its
customary meeting today, 29 May. The
remarks 1 made to Mr Maher at his re-
quest were very accurately reported by
him on the 10.00 p.m. news that night,
together with comments from the Minis-
ter for Local Government to the effect
that he thought it would be wrong for
the Opposition to reject the legislation in
light of what occurred at the Sheraton
Hotel.
Subsequently on the following day I be-
came aware of repeated news reports
that the Premier had got into the act
over the top of the Minister for Local
Government alleging from one end of
the State to the other that I had said
that the Opposition would reject the
legislation.
Clearly the Minister for Local Govern-
ment understood that I had not said that
in view of his comments on the same
news bulletin as those on which my com-
ments were reported.

Mr Carr: The comments I made to Mr
Maher were made without knowledge of
what you had said, and when I later
heard your remarks I interpreted them
to mean that the Legislative Council
would probably still reject it.

Mr Brian Burke: You have said it again.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier was then going

ahead repeating time and again that I
had said-

Mr Bryce: You are supposed to be making a
personal explanation.

Mr HASSELL: I listened in complete silence
to the misrepresentation of my remarks
while the Premier answered the dorothy
dix question, and I am now putting the
true position.

Mr Bryce: You may never get the right to
make one again if you abuse the right
now.

Mr HASSELL: I am not abusing it at all,
and I will finish as quickly as I can if
members opposite will allow me.
On the following day I went on at least
two radio stations to explain the position
accurately, and to correct the position I
issued a Press release to the ABC be-
cause it had carried the story of the
Premier's assertions.
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Quite simply, the Premier and his ad-
visers do not seem to be able to under-
stand the difference between the word
"oppose" and the word "reject". On no
occasion did I say by implication or
otherwise that the Legislative Council
would reject the amended local govern-
ment Sill.

Mr Brian Burke: We wilt see what happens.

Mr H-ASSELL: I said that no decision had
been made and that we would continue
to oppose the principle of adult franchise
as proposed by the Government.
As I said, the matter was dealt with by
the joint Opposition parties and by the
Legislative councillors at their respective
meetings today. I imagine the issue is
now being debated in the upper House.

Questions (without notice) Resumed

TECHNOLOGY
West intech Innovation Corporation Ltd.

913. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister for
Technology:
(1) Will he confirm that Westintech Inno-

vation Corporation Ltd. has received a
management and investment company
licence?

(2) What impact will this have on the tech-
nological development of Western Aus-
tralia?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am certain that members op-

posite will want to join me in congratu-
lating the people who were the initiative
behind the application for an MIC li-
cence by Westintech. I am delighted to
confirm that since the House last met
the announcement has been made that
Westintech has received a licence to op-
erate as a management and investment
company in Western Australia.

It is important on two fronts: Firstly, it
is a very significant step for Perth and
its development as a financial centre in
Australia; and, secondly, it is very im-
portant for this city and State in respect
of technological development and its
needs for venture capital. What thrills
me most, and I am sure members op-
posite share my enthusiasm, is that
Westintech was the only company from

*outside the Melbourne-Sydney axis to
receive a licence.
As we would have expected, a large pre-
ponderance of applications for these li-
cences came from Melbourne and
Sydney. Of the seven licences granted,
six were to basically Melbourne and
Sydney-based companies. Western Aus-
tralia was the only other State in which
a company received a licence, and it was
not a coincidence. It was based upon the
quality of the application put together
by the people who lined up the projects
which are part of the scheme for
Westintech to develop as a venture capi-
tal company.
I emphasise that with the development
of science-based industry in this State
we can have all the bright ideas in the
world and all the bright people that we
like in the institutions that count, but if
we do not have an adequate supply of
venture capital to back up the process of
transforming those bright ideas into
products we will fail in our endeavours.

PORNOGRAPHY AND VIOLENCE

Video Films: Government Attitude

914. Mr THOMPSON, to the Premier:
(1) Does he recall advising the Australian

Family Association in a letter dated
27 June that, "I share your concern over
the effects of horror and pornographic
videos on children and the community in
general"?

(2) Because the interjection he made during
the urgency debate today seems to indi-
cate that the Government has changed
its stance on the criteria which would
prompt the Government to forbid distri-
bution of certain material, will he firmly
state where the Government now stands
on this question?

(3) Since stating his crackdown on video
porn in the Daily News of 16 April fol-
lowing an earlier indication of concern
on this matter, what has the Govern-
ment done?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) This matter was canvassed fairly

thoroughly during the urgency debate
today. I do not recall in detail the letter
to which the member referred, and I
doubt whether he would expect that I
did. However, I can say-and I have cx-

8688



[Tuesday, 29 May 19841 68

pressed this previously as have other
Ministers-that I am concerned about
certain aspects of the videotape, film
and published material that has surfaced
from time to time in this State.
That is the reason legislation was
brought into the Parliament and passed
with the full support of the Opposition
and with the present Leader of the Op-
position being the lead speaker, I under-
stand, for the Opposition when the Bill
was brought in. That is why other States
are seeking to copy the legislation that
was introduced; they consider it to be
excellent legislation for controlling the
undesirable aspects of the material to
which the member referred.

Mr Thompson: Things have changed since
that legislation was introduced.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is also true that this
Government has taken additional steps
to ensure that pornography involving vi-
olence and necrophilia, which has been
referred to rather flamboyantly from
time to time by different people, and
other aspects of pornographic material
will find no place in the categories ap-
proved by the committee which has the
obligation of considering whether to ban
certain items.
That was never done by the previous
Government. The Opposition says these
things in the Chamber, but published in
the paper on the same day is a report of
a court case that illustrates the pros-
ecution of someone for doing something
which the Opposition claims is going on
unhindered in the State. The Govern-
ment's present position is that it is moni-
toring the situation closely. We have the
legislative authority to take whatever ac-
tion is necessary to curb or control the
least desirable aspects of this particular
trade. The Opposition is seeking to jump
onto a bandwagon which will not ad-
vance it far. We understand what it is
about and in particular that the Oppo-
sition thinks it will gain some political
mileage from the issue.

Mr Coyne: We are trying to protect children.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Do not tell me that.

We introduced legislation to prevent
children being used in pornographic
situations and the Opposition in the
Legislative Council knocked it out.

Government members: Shame!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition has
neither the moral nor the intelligent
right to be the keeper of society's ethics
in this matter or any other after its re-
fusal to accept legislation that would
prevent children from being used to pro-
duce pornographic publications and
films. We wanted to stop their
involvement and the Opposition said,
"No, you cannot". Where does the Op-
position stand?

Mr Coyne: Right behind these kids.
Mr Tonkin: You knocked it back.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members opposite

stand right behind the Opposition in the
Legislative Council.

Mr Bryce: You and your cronies knocked it
back.

Mr Clarko:, Who brought in the homosexual
Bill?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members opposite
stand behind the Legislative councillors
who refused to give that protection to
children. Members opposite stand be-
hind the Leader of the Opposition in his
search for issues that will arouse public
passions.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-

position is leading his colleagues absol-
utely nowhere. They cannot turn the
clock back to the time when everyone
was at each other's throats. It is no good
bringing the Premier of Queensland here
while hiding the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in Bunbury, because it is out of
time and out of date. The Opposition
lacks credibility on this issue and it will
not gain any political advantage by
trying to come in on something to which
it has not previously paid tribute.

DRAINAGE

Albany
915. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Water Re-

sources:
(1) Since landowners on the northern end of

the Balston Road-Regent Street-Oxford
Street area of the Albany suburb of
Gledhow have been relieved of paying
drainage rates for the Wilson drainage
scheme, how many additional residents
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who were not previously assessed have
been charged drainage rates in-
(a) Shire of Albany
(b) Town of Albany?

(2) Is the Minister aware that a natural
creek existed prior to the establishment
of the Wilson drain, into which all sur-
face water from the Gledhow area
drained naturally?

(3) Is it a fact that the Wilson drain was es-
tablished to reduce and maintain the
water level for the farmland, particu-
larly potato growing areas in the
Albany-Torbay area, and the drain was
therefore built for flood mitigation?

(4) Does his department have a policy of
charging a drainage rate to urban
landholders where a drainage scheme is
intended for general drainage purposes,
but not to urban landholders who hap-
pen to be located near a drain built for
flood mitigation Purposes for
agriculture?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) (a) Nil.

(b) 393.
(2) Yes. A natural creek existed prior to the

construction in 1949 of the Robinson
drain, and its subsidiaries, into which
the surface water from the Gledhow
area drains. The Robinson drain seems
t0 be the one referred to by die member
as the Wilson drain.
This drainage system was reconstructed
to a redesign in 1966 to improve the
general drainage. The original
upgrading of the creek to a drain and
the further upgrading in 1966 were
necessitated by the clearing and develop-
ment of the land in that area.

(3) The Robinson drain was not specifically
constructed for flood mitigation pur-
poses, but was constructed to reduce
waterlogging of the low-lying agricuL-
tural area and to increase its pro-
ductivity.

(4) No.
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