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THE SPEAKER (Mr H-arman) took the Chair
at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.
BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST

READING
1. Acts Amendment and Repeal (Water

Authorities) Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mir Tonkin

(Minister for Water Resources), and
read a first time.

2. Mining Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Brian

Burke (Premier), and read a First time.
3. Acts Amendment (Lotteries) Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Pearce
(Minister for Education), and read a
first time.

ARTIFICIAL CONCEPTION BILL
Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) j2.28 p.m.): 1 move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
In vitro fertilisation is the procedure whereby an
egg recovered from the ovary by laparoscopy is
fertilised by sperm in the laboratory. Artificial
insemination by donor is the procedure whereby
the sperm of a donor is inseminated through the
cervical canal of a woman by means other than
sexual intercourse.

The need for the law to respond to these techno-
logical developments is well -established. In par-
ticular, the legal status of children born as a result
of such procedures is at present uncertain. This is
an important legal question which must be
attended to by the laws of this State.

The Bill seeks to ensure that a child who is born
as a result of a fertilisation procedure using donor
gametes will be the child of the couple who have
consented to the procedure. The Bill covers ferti-
lisation procedures which involve the donation of
ova and/or semen.

It is designed to: Recognise that the social
father and/or mother of the child should be
regarded in law as the legal parents of the child;
and, sever any legal relationship between the child
and its genetic or biological parent or parents.

The Bill is based on model legislation which is
the result of careful deliberation and debate since
1977 by the Standing Committee of Attorneys
General. Legislation based on the standing

committee's model, although differing in some
particular respects, has already been enacted in
Victoria, New South Wales and South Australia.

The New South Wales legislation is silent as to
the legal status of children who are born following
the use of donor ova. This Bill, however, follows
the Victorian and South Australian approach
which does provide for the status of children barn
following the use of donor ova.

The standing committee recommended that ar-
tificial conception legislation should apply to mar-
ried or de facto couples in genuine domestic re-
lationships. The Bill reflects this position.

The Bill does not cover fertilisation procedures
undertaken by single women. The provisions of the
Bill apply only if the woman who undergoes the
fertilisat ion procedure is married or living in a
genuine domestic relationship, and her actual or
de f'acto husband consents to the fertilisation pro-
cedure. The consent of the husband is presumed,
but can be rebutted.

To complete the establishment of a legal parent-
child relationship within a social family, the Bill
dissolves any legal links between the donors of the
gametes and the children who are born as a result
of the fertilisation procedures.

The inheritance rights of children affected by
this Bill are equated with natural children of the
social parents by consequential amendments to the
Wills Act 1970, the Administration Act 1903, the
Property Law Act 1969 and the Adoption of Chil-
dren Act 1896.

Consequential amendments have also been
made to the Criminal Code Act Compilation Act
1913 and the Evidence Act 1906 in respect of the
offence of incest.

I understand that there are two private clinics
carrying out in vitro Fertilisation procedures in
Western Australia. There are also two major
sperm banks and many private doctors who use
artificial insemination techniques in clinical prac-
tice. I understand that approximately 300 children
have been born, or are in utero, as a result of the
donation of ova or semen.

The Government appreciates the need to keep
abreast of new technological developments in the
area of in vitro fertilisation and artificial insemi-
nation. In this respect the Minister for Health is
awaiting the final report of the in vitro fertilisation
ethics committee which is considering social, ethi-
cal and legal issues in this area, including such
matters'as surrogate motherhood and the freezing
of embryos.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.
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COMMERCIAL TENANCY (RETAIL SHOPS)
AGREEMENTS BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 5 March.

MR BRADSH-AW (Murray-Wellington) [2.33
p.m.]: I certainly welcome this legislation and be-
lieve that it should have been brought into this
House some time ago. The Bill contains some good
points, but there are some points in it that will be
of no benefit to anybody and, in fact, they will be
detrimental to small business. This Bill is the re-
sult of a pre-election promise by the Labor Party
in an attempt to solve the differences between
landlords and tenants in retail shopping centres.

This Bill will not necessarily solve all the prob-
lems, but it will certainly be of some benefit par-
ticularly in regard to the proposed tribunal which
will be established to solve disputes between ten-
ants and landlords.

The introduction of disclosure notices being
made available to people taking on leases is a good
idea. At present many people enter lease agree-
ments without really knowing what they are let-
ting themselves in for, but with the advent of dis-
closure notices prospective lessees will know what
their outgoings will be and what conditions will
apply to their lease agreements.

I have been in the retail business myself and
during that time I heard many grumblings from
those people with whom I mixed concerning rent
arrangements. The unrest was the result of four
factors: The high inflation in the 1970s; falling
sales; high interest rates; and, a wage explosion.
These factors added to the Calling profits of the
retailers and obviously they looked for a scape-
goat. In many cases, the scapegoat was the land-
lord.

Conditions have changed over the last couple of
years as a result of a lower inflation rate, an
upward trend in sales, a decrease in interest rates,
and the stabilisation of wages. To some extent this
Bill may be out of place at this time, but it cer-
tainly will help in the future and it will give the
tenant something on which to fall back.

The Bill is possibly a little one-sided because it
tends to look after the lessee and to ignore the
lessor. There are always two sides to any question
and the landlord is not always at fault. In many
instances the person leasing the premises leaves a
lot to be desired.

When a person buys a motor car it is only
natural that he wants to buy it at the lowest poss-
ible price and when he sells a motor car he wants
the highest price he can receive for it-when he
does sell it he believes that he has not sold it for

enough money. It all depends on what side of the
fence one is on.

Many people who go into business do not seek
advice from those people who know all about
agreements and leases and in many cases they ind
themselves in difficult situations. For example, I
know a person who leased an hotel in my area and
he was having trouble with his landlord. He
showed me a copy of the lease and on reading it I
found that he had signed up for a two year
lease-it was a part lease-and one of the con-
ditions was that he keep the premises in a good
condition. However, when he took over the prem-
ises they were in need of upgrading, but obviously
he did not read the lease properly. The landlord
told him that he had to paint the building and on
receiving a quote for the work he found that it
would cost $32 000. He was also instructed by the
landlord to upgrade the sewerage system, and the
plumbing that was required amounted to $20 000.
This is what the lessee agreed to when he signed
the two year lease agreement. It cost him $90 000
to go into the business and he was confronted with
these additional costs. Many people do not realise
what they are getting themselves into when they
enter a lease agreement and they should obtain
advice in the first instance in order to avoid great
expense and disappointment.

People are blindfolded with the thought that
they will make a fortune if they go into business
and once they are in business they are confronted
with a lot of outgoings-it is not all beer and
skittles. Certainly, there is a lot of cash flow, but it
is generally out and not in.

I agree with the cooling-off provision contained
in this Bill. Some people race into a business
proposition without seeking advice from those
people in the know and I hope that one of the
future provisions of the Bill will be that people
who have not been in business before and who are
entering into new lease arrangements must seek
some advice about the conditions contained within
the lease. The Bill states that a lease agreement
must be for five years and I will come to that point
later in my speech.

Unfortunately, this Bill will not protect those
people whom it sets out to protect because many
people will still race into agreements without con-
sultation. They must ascertain whether the busi-
ness can remain viable for the first two months in
which they are in business-in some cases it takes
two or three years for the business to become a
viable proposition and during that period the
lessee must be in a position to sustain the business.

I have never agreed with the concept of key
money. I think it is hideous that landlords should
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be able to ask for key money. I know that the
practice goes on and, although the Bill abolishes
it, I am sure there will be ways and means by
which some landlords will manage to get key
money in some way. Certainly some will forgo it
or perhaps build it into the rent structure. I am
certainly not convinced that the abolition of key
money will make it disappear. There are ways of
handing over cash, services, or goods in lieu, even
though no official agreement may be involved.

The legislation is creating problems for tenants
and landlords; people are delaying the renewal of
their leases until the Bill goes through and they
have had an opportunity to see how the provisions
will affect their leases. There is some difficulty in
the industry at present between landlords and ten-
ants because no leases are currently being signed.

In some ways that is not a bad thing, but some
people are concerned that once the Bill becomes
law, instead of disputes being settled on a one-to-
one basis, tenants will run to the registrar to Sort
out their- problems rather than, as in the past,
dealing directly with the landlord. The Bill is in-
clined to look at the image of a landlord as a
fellow with a tall black top hat and cloak who is
the villain of the piece. It is true there are some
landlords of this type, although they do not go
around in gear such as that. Basically the Bill
protects the tenant from the type of landlord who
wants, wants, and wants more, without concern
for the tenant and without consideration for the
tenant's need to make a profit.

It is important that the Bill and the regulations
should be passed at the same time rather than the
Bill going through first, followed at some later
stage by the regulations. The regulations are a key
part of the Bill and we should be aware of what is
contained in the regulations before passing the
Bill.

It is also important that once the Bill has been
passed and before it is promulgated it should sit
for six months on the Table Of the House while
landlords and tenants settle down and work out
new leases which will comply with the Bill. I ask
the Minister whether he is prepared to do that.

Mr Bryce: With regard to the query about the
Bill being passed at the same time as the regu-
lations, that never happens. The perfeictly normal
procedure of this Parliament is to legislate and
then develop the regulations and bring them to
Parliament as subordinate legislation. That is our
intention. No panic or indecent haste will be
involved and the regulations can lie on the Table
of the House.

Mr BRADSHAW: Once the Bill is passed it
should not be promulgated for six months.

Mr Bryce: I would not guarantee that the period
will be six months. There will be a generous and
adequate period of notification of the industry on
both sides of the equation in respect of the date
from which the Bill will become applicable.

Mr BR.ADSHAW: I am also concerned With
regard to some of the definitions. For instance the
term "common area" does not include creches and
staff rooms. These should be included in that defi-
nition and possibly other areas should be included
also.

I query whether the definition of "retail shop"
includes a solicitor's office.

Mr Bryce: In the Queensland legislation the
second schedule lists services as those small service
offices which are listed in the second schedule as
acceptable under the legislation. We intend With
that provision to define something as a specified
business and to use the power to specify the other
firms which are not retail if the request is made of
the registrar to include them under the Bill
Straight off they will all be retailers.

Mr BRADOSHAW: The definition "retail shop"
could be applied to solicitors, dentists, etc., par-
ticularly if they are in a retail complex. The way I
read the definition that would apply.

Mr Bryce: If they are in a retail complex by the
definition of "shopping centre", under the Bill all
shops in the shopping centre will be covered by
this Bill, whether they are used by hairdressers,
solicitors, or members of Parliament. Those
outside the shopping centre in strip and isolated
developments would have to be specified.

Mr BRADSHAW: Would the offices at the
Karrinyup centre, come under the Bill or would
they be excluded?

Mr Bryce: The way the definition works they
would be excluded.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Bill is introduced to
look after small retailers, yet on page 4, line 4,
reference is made to a retail shop with a floor area
that exceeds I 000 square metres. From my re-
search it seems that most small businesses
probably have a floor area of 200 square metres. A
shop with a floor area of 1 000 square metres is a
large shop. For example, a hardware shop in one
of the large centres would probably have a floor
area of 200 square metres. We feel that the figure
could be reduced to 200 square metres rather than
1 000 square metres, which is not typical of a
small retailer.

Mr Bryce: That was an issue over which there
was a great deal of discussion. One side of the
equation suggested 10 000 square metres and
another side of the equation suggested 400 to 500
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square metres. That was a balanced consensus fig-
ure we agreed to experiment with on the basis of
what had been tried in Queensland.

Mr BRADSHAW: It probably would not affect
many people anyway, but it certainly gets out of
the range of small business.

I refer now to the rents based on turnover of the
tenant, who may give notice in writing if he
objects to his rent being determined by turnover. I
think it is a little one-sided and is certainly in
favour of the tenant. The Bill seems to be com-
pletely on the side of the tenant rather than con-
sidering the lessor's point of view. Surely, if some-
one enters an agreement he should have 14 days
after signing the lease to be able to decide that he
wants either a fixed rent or a rent based on his
turnover.

A person may be in business for two years and
then decide to change from a turnover rent to a
fixed rent. As I said, the fellow may have agreed
in the legal document to pay one way or the other,
yet here the fellow is allowed to change his mind if
he desires to do so.

Another section of the Bill which should be
eliminated is clause 7(4)(O), which provides that
the amount of any purchase, receipt or other simi-
lar tax imposed upon the purchase price or cost of
hire of merchandise or services at the point of sale
or hire should be taken out of the turnover figure.

Does that include sales tax and things like that?
That is the way I read it. It will be complicated for
the tenant if he has to withdraw sales tax and all
the other taxes from which his turnover is derived,
because one has various sales taxes ranging from 0
per cent to 27 h per cent-it may be up to 30 per
cent now. This would create a lot of book work.
Normally mark-ups on goods include sales tax. It
would not make any difference whether it went
onto the turnover figure.

Looking at it from the landlord's side, if he
takes out little bits and pieces, the figure for the
rental will increase so that the landlord gets the
amount he wants. I cannot see any point in that
clause. The landlord will still want a certain re-
turn, regardless of whether he works on 5 per cent
of the gross turnover or on 7 per cent or 8 per cent
with little bits and pieces taken out. It will mean a
lot of work for the tenant to extract these figures.

In clause 7(5) the rent shall be as agreed in
writing between the parties, or determined under
part.[Ill by the tribunal. This is where the rent
based on turnover is made void because the tenant
decides in that way. It comes to the situation
where the parties cannot agree on whether the rent
should be a certain figure, so it goes to the tribunal
to be determined.

Surely this is something which should be similar
to clause 11 (3), where it is determined by licensed
valuers, not necessarily by the tribunal. Licensed
valuers will have more ability to determine what
should be the rental value. It should not be for the
tribunal to set the rent, it should be done by an
independent valuer. If valuers from both sides can-
not agree, a third valuer must be used. This is the
general practice. If the landlord gets one valuer
and the tenant another, they should try to come to
an agreement. The tribunal should not determine
the rent.

Clause 10 gives me some concern. It relates to
the signing of a lease or a sublease. It puts the
pressure on the person leasing the premises, but it
leaves a few questions open. Does the landlord
actually have to sign that he has received the
request? Does he have to sign the lease over to
somebody else to sublease the premises, or does
the person just post a letter and say, "I wish to
sign my lease over to somebody else"? Is there any
way in which the landlord will know he has
received his request, because he must reply within
42 days, otherwise it is taken that the landlord
agrees with what the lessee wants to do?

I wonder whether this overrides the original
lease if the original lease says that the premises
cannot be relet or subleased This indicates to me
that it does.

Mr Bryce: I recognise the point you make and I
am having some work done on a proposed amend-
ment. It was never intended to override that be-
cause of non-reply.

Mr BRADSHAW: The landlord could be ill or
away for an extended time.

Mr Bryce: It is not intended to override a pro-
vision in the original lease which refuses the ten-
ant the right to sublet.

Mr BRADSHAW: Clause 11(3) poses the
question of whether the landlord and the lessee
can come to an agreement on what will be the
rental conditions. It states that the final arbitrator
is the registrar. It is common practice that the
landlord and tenant obtain a valuer each and try
to work out an agreed rent between them. If those
two valuers cannot come to an agreement, nor-
mally they get a third valuer, appointed by the
Licensed Valuers Association, and come to an
agreement in that way.

In this case the registrar, who possibly does not
have any expertise in these matters, will be the
arbitrator, according to this Bill. I feel it should be
left to the two valuers, and possibly a third one,
rather than to the registrar.

588



(Wednesday, 6 March 1985]59

Clause 13 is of great concern to me also. I
believe this clause should be scrapped. It is
fraught with many problems.

The SPEAKER: Order. I do not want it to be
seen that I am picking on the member for Murray-
Wellington-that is the last thing I want to
do-but in a second reading debate the practice
and tradition of the House over the years has been
that the general issue is debated, not the different
clauses of the Bill. That is a matter which is left
for debate in the Committee stage

Mr BRADSHAW: Thank you, Sir. There are
problems with respect to clause I13, because it
seeks to give a tenant certain rights in respect of a
lease which he signs for one or two years, in the
form of a five-year option. Frequently when a
redevelopment is planned, premises are leased on a
weekly or monthly basis until final approval is
obtained from the local authority concerned or the
required capital is available. A prime example of
such a redevelopment is that which is bounded by
Murray, William, and Wellington Streets. The
tenants there leased their premises on a weekly
basis until the redevelopment took place. The
Minister should have another look at that clause.

Unfortunately many people who go into
businesses do not obtain the necessary advice, nor
do they prepare themselves properly. Although
this Bill will solve many of those problems, it will
not necessarily produce all the desired effects for
which we hope. We will never stop people jumping
into things in which they should not be involved.
However, the establishment of the proposed tri-
bunal will go a long way towards solving the prob-
lems and the compulsory disclosure notices will
also-be of benefit.

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [3.02
p~m.]: The development of shopping centres in this
State is a concept which is a little less than 20
years old. That concept is basically one of having a
large shopping complex surrounded by adequate
parking to service a neighbourhood or district
centre. It has taken most of (hat 20 years for
Western Australians, firstly, to accustom them-
selves to the use of those centres and, secondly, to
build up the expertise which comes both in manag-
ing those centres and in operating successful
businesses in them.

In the last 20 years we have had what has been
virtually an explosion in shopping centre develop-
ment which has been greatly welcomed by the
people who live in suburban areas and which has
sometimes been bemoaned by retailers in central
business districts, particularly in the centres of
Perth and Fremantle, because it has changed

shopping patterns. It has also changed the charac-
ter of retailing in this State.

Primarily large shopping centres depend on the
draw of the big supermarket and department store
chains. Those are the organisations which supply
the everyday goods which people buy sometimes
daily and, more often, once or twice a week. They
consume those goods on a regular basis in their
homes and they include groceries, foodstuffs, and,
indeed, all the merchandising which used to take
place in either the small corner store or as a result
of the individual travelling into the centre of the
city or to one of the large strip shopping develop-
ments such as the Victoria Park shopping centre.

The way in which shopping centres have devel-
oped has provided convenience for the consumer
along with a growth industry which has provided
employment in the construction and operation of
those centres.

However, it has taken a While for the expertise
for managing those centres successfully to be built
up, along with the expertise required to success-
fully operate a small business in those centres.

There have been some tough times between the
rnid-1960s and mid-1980s, particularly in the late
1970s and early 1980s when inflation was at a
very high level. There were periods during the
mid-1I970s when landlords were facing inflation on
many of their outgoings in the order of 15 per cent
per annum, but were restricted to only three-
yearly rent reviews. This represented a major
problem for landlords as well as for small shop-
keepers who, at the end of the three years, faced a
massive 30 or 40 per cent increase in their rents on
the renewal of their leases.

At the same time, for a similar reason, consider-
able escalations in Government charges took place
and there was a relative downturn in the retail
industry.

As a result of the large numbers of people
entering into the retail area, many of them with
limited experience, it was understandable that a
lot of people wou ld f ind t hi ngs very ha rd.- It was to
be expected that many people would not make a
success of their retail shops. Conversley a number
of people did make a success of their retail
businesses during that period; they made good re-
turns, and they expanded. Generally, however, it
was not an easy time.

That position was due partly to inexperience in
business on the part of many of those who opened
retail shops presuming that all they had to do was
set up their shops, obtain the necessary stock, and
they would be in business making money. As any-
one who has any experience in the retail business
would know, it is not as simple as that. The
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position was also due partly to the fact that same
of the expertise in the running of those centres was
not as good as it should have been and those
involved did not always understand the problems
encountered.

That is the background which has given rise to
the political pressure which . resulted in this
Government's promise to introduce the legislation
we see before us presently.

In the past I have said a number of times in this
place that I have no objection to people under-
standing very clearly what they are letting them-
selves in for when they sign contracts. Certain
aspects of this legislation are very good and they
will be very helpful, if only to ensure uniformity
across the board in respect of some of the practices
adopted already by the "good" companies which
lease premises. 1 refer there to the practice of
ensuring that people understand the terms and
conditions of leases before they enter into them.
The provisions in the Bill in relation to that aspect
are commendable and will ensure that anyone who
enters into a contract knows precisely what he is
taking on.

However, I am concerned about the provisions
of the Bill which will give rise to the ability of one
party to alter a commercial contract after it has
been entered into with full understanding and dis-
closure. This may occur, in some cases a consider-
able time after the contract has been entered into
and where the two parties to it have either
received the benefits from it or have not, as the
case may be.

I am concerned about the way in which some of
those provisions could be used, because, let us face
it, it is not always the lessor who lacks expertise or
enideavours to put one over the person to whom he
is leasing premises. It is not uncommon for some
people in small business to do exactly the same
thing and to take advantage, when they can, of
their positions.

Both the Government and the Opposition would
not want to see an imbalance created. I presume
the Minister would say that his purpose in
introducing this legislation was to redress what
some people saw as an inequity in the bargaining
position that they possessed under the current situ-
ation and certainly that they believe they have
possessed in the past.

As I have said, I believe that the disclosure
provisions in the Bill-the requirement for a clear,
preliminary understanding of what the contract is
about which includes a period during which those
involved may think over the contract after they
have signed to give them an opportunity to step
out of it again within a limited, reasonable period,

and 28 days falls into that category because in
these cases we are dealing with contracts which
possibly last five or 10 years and most commonly
two or three years in terms of a fixed contract and
options associated with it-are not unreasonable.

I am concerned about the provisions to allow
arbitration on rent after a contract has been
entered into and is in operation. This relates par-
ticularly to the provision that deals with turnover.
As I mentioned, one of the problems we have had
in the industry in this State has been that both
those people who operate the cenitres and those
people who lease shops in those centres perhaps
did not have sufficient expertise, and were not
under the same market pressures they should have
been under to ensure that both parties operated
successfully.

The idea of a rent based on turnover originated
in the United States, where it has worked very
effectively. However, it has worked under two con-
ditions: First, there is a lot of competition between
those people who erect, own, and operate shopping
centres to get them full, to get shopkeepers in
them and operating successful businesses. There is
a lot of competition, so someone wanting to go into
business has a fair degree of choice whether to do
so. Secondly, the levels at which the fixed
component or turnover-based rent and the variable
component were set were realistic. The idea be-
hind it was that someone opening up a shopping
centre wanted to get shopkeepers in there so that
people would start coming in regularly, so that he
could create a draw on existing retail cenitres; he
wanted to attract people there and to change their
shopping behaviour pattern so that they continu-
ally purchased in that centre. To the people pre-
pared to come in he offered a realistically low
rent, which was just. enough to allow him to
operate the shopping centre.

Further, the idea was that, on that low based
rent, when the turnover of the shops went up, the
landlord would increase the amount he received as
a return on rent, because the initial rent on which
the people went into the centre was not a sufficient
rental for him to make a return, but just sufficient
for him to break even or close to it. That concept
worked very well because it allowed a lot of shop-
ping centres to be got off the ground and, because
of the competitive market structure, it allowed
those shopping centres to operate within reason-
able limits.

Our shopping centre developments have been
planned and there has been a lot of pressure not to
allow shopping centre developments to occur when
they might influence other existing shopping
centre developments. Consequently, a lot more
bargaining power was in the hands of the existing
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shopping centres than was in the hands of those
people who wanted to get into the shops, particu-
larly when a lot of people were deciding to go into
small retailing as a livelihood. There was also a
fair bit of optimism on the part of those people.

But in quite a lot of cases the base rent was
mare than an adequate return, and the turnover
component above that base rent represented real
profit to the owner of the shopping centre. It was
under those circumstances that a lot of people
raised legitimate concerns about turnover-based
rentals. Nonetheless there is a significant base for
them. I know that very large retail chains would
prefer turnover based rentals, and I hope that
form of rental structure will continue in this State.

Some of the provisions in the Bill relating to
turnover are not unreasonable, but one does con-
cern me because it appears that, if a tenant has
been operating on a turnover rental under his
existing rent prior, for instance, to this Bill coming
in, and when there has been no dsclosure
statement in relation to turnover rent-an agree-
ment which is prescribed in the Bill-even after
the Bill comes into force, the tenant may operate
for a year or two years on the basis of a rent with a
turnover component. However, it would seem that
the Bill would allow the tenant at any time to
decide that he did not like that rental structure
and to go to an arbitrator-in this case probably
the Registrar of the Commercial Tribunal-to
have a fixed rent put in place.

Mr Bryce: That is not intended.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That seems a possibility,
and it does concern me. Again, my main concern
is the integrity of commercial contracts. That in-
tegrity must continue. Once a contract is signed it
should stand. if everything has been explained to a
person, if his concerns have been considered, if he
has signed the contract with everything being
known to him, and with this Bill providing a 28-
day cooling off period, it seems to me, after that,
the integrity of the commercial contract must be
maintained. It is important for people going into
leases, and for people who want to lease properties
and who are prepared to build developments for
lease, to know that when they have a contract it is
something that gives them some security.

I also express concern about the way in which
the provision in the Bill dealing with goodwill is to
operate, although perhaps I could talk more on
this point during the Committee stage. The Bill as
it stands is perhaps a little imprecise. I would be
concerned if the concept of the inability to charge
goodwill were able to be spread too wide. Capital
value is something inherent in the operations of
business in our society, and built-up capital value

and equity in capital value are extremely import-
ant.

Mr Bryce: I assure you there is absolutely no
intent in nor, in my opinion, in fact a provision in
the legislation that prohibits a tenant from charg-
ing his goodwill when he sells his business. It
applies only to that situation which currently pro-
vides for the landlord to do so in respect of the
tenant.

Mr TRETHOWAN: But the landlord is al-
lowed to charge costs associated with the
changeover.

Mr Bryce: There is a reference to reasonable
costs.

Mr TRETHO WAN: Sometimes those costs can
be high. Legal charges can amount to $2 000 or
more for the redrafting of tenancy agreements,
depending on the details involved.

The Minister has partly answered my other con-
cern by way of an interjection to the member for
Murray-Wellington, but I am not completely sat-
isfied. I am concerned about the degree to which
this legislation can be spread or perhaps the press-
ure that could emerge to spread it beyond the
restricted area it is now intended to serve. This all
relates to whether businesses other than retail
businesses will be affected by the provisions of the
Bill. I see in it a potential ability to include office
developments within shopping centres, because
they are mainly in multi-storied buildings. On oc-
casions some professional suites do exist on the
same level as retail shopping areas, and I refer to
the offices of dentists, accountants, and lawyers. It
is not uncommon in large shopping centres to find
those professional people included.

Further, I am not sure whether they are
excluded in strip shopping developments. If a strip
shopping development has perhaps five or six
shops, and within them are some professional
premises. they still seem to be included.

Mr Bryce: They are by the definition of
"shopping centre". Everything which is defined as
a conventional shopping centre, as we know it,
plus the strip shops of five or more, throws an arm
around all of those shops for the purposes of this
Bill. They come under it. Of course, the
Queensland legislation recognised that, and that
was the reason for the second schedule in the Bill
which actually Spells out the most likely service-
based companies that you would expect to find.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That is the point I was
coming to, and I am glad the Minister mentioned
it. I take the point that we have a problem in
defining who will be covered within the ambit of
this Bill. 1 must admit I do prefer the Queensland
concept for two reasons: The first is that that
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schedule is included within the Bill, and not in
regulations; in other words, specified businesses
are mentioned in the Bill and, I presume, will be
included within the regulations here.

Mr Bryce: The discussions my officers had with
their Queensland counterparts, and the discussion
I had with the Minister in Queensland, suggest
that they wish they had not done it in that way,
because the ink was scarcely dry on the Bill and
they had to change the schedules because new
businesses were popping up all the time which
required inclusion in those schedules.

Mr TRETHOWAN: 1 take the point. That is
part of the concern I have in regard to a Bill going
through without our having the opportunity to at
least look at draft regulations, because those regu-
lations can affect the Bill quite significantly.

My concern is not just about that, it is that
under quite common circumstances, shops or busi-
ness, other than retail business, will be included in
the ambit of this legislation by their geographic
position. If they are outside those geographic con-
cepts of a shopping centre or a multi-storied build-
ing, or they are covered elsewhere, they will not be
covered. There will be quite a few professional
businesses included in that.

The argument will arise that, if the people are
covered in that situation by the Bill, why cannotI
be covered by it? I am in the same sort of pro-
fessional business.

That is where my concern really rests, with the
idea that the provisions of this particular Bill will
be spread slowly beyond the immediate influence
of retailing, for which it was initially designed.

Mr Bryce: It is impossible to give anyone a
guarantee. You won't have those sorts of problems
at the fringes, and that is why I ought to explain in
my reply that it is an endeavour to do something.
We will have to sit back and see how it works over
a period of a few years.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Another area of concern
relates to the question asked by the member for
Murray-Wellington, and I think the Minister
undertook to look at this matter. I would certainly
appreciate that. The matter relates to the question
of deemed assent of the sublease under a certain
time. 1 am not opposed ta the concept of deemed
assent at all. I believe in many cases the operation
of Government-

Mr Bryce: Which clause is that?

Mr TRETHOWAN: It is clause 10. The Minis-
ter has already said he would look at that. I
merely wanted to say that I am concerned about
that as well. I belicve ii could lay itself open to the
operations of vexatious tenants, and there has to

be some mechanism to distinguish between them,
particularly in relation to small owners of rela-
tively small centres. I think that is where the prob-
lem would occur. I do not think large shopping
cenitres with managers would have a problem with
that at all, because they would have the mechan-
ism in place all the time to handle that sort of
thing.

My other major concern relates to the provision
of the Bill that requires minimum lengths of lease.
I am concerned about that, because it is not really
relevant in the short-term to new centres being
established. If someone wants to build a new
centre in, say, the northern corridor, or the south-
east corridor, they have the approval to do so and
they set up their leases, most will not need to
worry, but most would want to ensure that they
had tenants for at least five years. Of course, the
normal terms and conditions of a lease would ap-
ply. If the tenant is no good and cannot pay his
rent, the option is to take the normal course of
action under the lease.

In most cases, shopping centre managers look
for consistency among their lessees. It is an im-
portant thing to have people who are stable within
a situation;, particularly if they are good tenants
one would want to keep them.

The concern exists more with older areas where
we have old strip shopping centres or an older
shopping development that needs complete re-
development to bring it up to a competitive situ-
ation with a new shopping centre buildings per-
haps four or five kilometres away.

One of the problems about leases which have
been running for a long time-perhaps for 20
years and it may be a five, six, seven, eight, I0 or
15-shop complex-is that the individual leases fre-
quently get out of synchronisation, so the leases
spread over perhaps a three or four year period. If
an owner wants to redevelop that sector, he may
well want all of those tenants to come back into
the new centre, because they have established
businesses. However, be may have to go through a
period of redevelopment during that period. [I ap-
pears he cannot do what he has done up until now;
when a lease becomes due, he may offer a particu-
lar tenant only a three or two year lease, so that,
say on 30 June IS months hence, or whatever date
he decides, all the leases in his centre will fall due.
Everyone will know perhaps two or three years in
advance that there will be a new redevelopment,
and he may even try to offer leases, which com-
mence maybe 12 months after that, to the people
concerned, depending on the building time. He
wants to be able to say, "I can lease it up to this
date; from that date I want to redevelop the
centre. I can offer you new shops in the centre, but
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I can't during that period because 1 want to pull
everything down and redevelop it".

It seems to me there is a potential problem in
that particular clause. 1 think it is important, be-
cause it is particularly true of central business
districts that that sort of thing is happening all the
time. It will become increasingly so, now that the
older shopping centres are at least 20 years old.
When they are 30 years old the pressure for re-
development of shopping centres will increase in
order to update them, in terms of their appearance
and merchandising techniques, to what the market
demands.

I would appreciate it if the Minister could look
at that particular provision, because I believe it
will operate in the way I have said. There could be
considerable inhibitions on those people who wish
to go ahead and redevelop an existing shopping
complex. That is not good, because if we inhibit
that ability to redevelop we will deny, in the long
term, both the shopkeepers in that complex, and
the consumers, the upgraded facilities that would
have been to everyone's advantage.

As I said before, I applaud the disclosure as-
pects of the Bill. I think they will contribute to the
efforts made by the Small Business Development
Corporation in trying to inform those wanting to
go into the retailing business of what they should
look for and what they should assess before they
sign a lease. 1 think that is important.

I do express some concern with those aspects of
the Bill which are really an attack on the commer-
cial integrity of a contract, once it has come into
force. We will certainly be taking some of these
matters up with the Minister, in the Committee
stage.

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [3.30 p.m.):
This is an historic Bill. It represents a long-over-
due reform and one which I know will be
welcomed by many small businesses in my elector-
ate. Nigel Clarke is to be congratulated for his
very thorough and comprehensive review of com-
mercial tenancy agreements and the problems
associated with them in Western Australia.

Over the last two years I have had many com-
plaints from small business people in my elector-
ate about problems in regard to tenancy agree-
ments. Some of those people made submissions to
the Clarke inquiry. I would like to talk briefly
about four different examples of problems which
have arisen in my electorate because they demon-
strate the range of problems that can occur, which
problems will be greatly assisted by this legis-
lation. In particular, I welcome the proposal to
establish a tribunal where disputes can be inde-
pendently resolved and arbitrated.

The first example concerns a delicatessen in
Thorolie in my electorate. Almost everyone knows
that running a delicatessen usually involves work-
ing extremely long hours, and this one was no
exception. It was a small family business, and I
know from personal experience the family worked
in the vicinity of 80 hours a week to run the
delicatessen. The rent was increased without
warning from $6 080 to $15 000 a year. an in-
crease in the vicinity of 120 per cent. My constitu-
ent was unable to meet this increase in rent and
approached me. At the same time he told me he
estimated his stock was probably worth between
$38 000 and $40 000. His landlord offered him
$33 000.

He was extremely upset because he had
increased the turnover from about $45 000 to
$62 500 a year, he believed mainly through his
own hard Work and efforts. He was notified of this
massive increase in rent only a week before his
lease was due to expire.

Mr Court: What was the increase in turnover?

Mrs HENDERSON: From $45 000, which is
gross turnover, to $62 500 during the time he was
renting the shop.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! If members
arc going to interject and expect to receive
answers they should do so in order that Hansard
can hear the interjection and record it, otherwise it
is impossible to put it in the record.

Mrs HENDERSON: This shop probably does
not conform to a delicatessen that sells no grocery
lines. It is more akin to what used to be a small
grocery store, but it calls itself a delicatessen and
sells everything from canned soup to eggs and is
open all weekend. It could not be called a super-
market, but it sells grocery items and other items
that most delicatessens sell.

To add injury to my constituent's concern, he
later found his landlord offered his stock to the
incoming tenant for $25 000 although my con-
stituent estimated its value at between $38 000
and $40 000. This was an inducement to the in-
coming tenant to accept the increased rent. My
constituent had no recourse at all. The family
went out of business and 1 do not know what
became of them, but for some time they were
unemployed and in dire straits.

The second example is a completely different
situation in a very large shopping centre-the
largest in my electorate. The situation of this per-
son was as described yesterday by another mem-
ber in this debate. When the shopping centre was
being built people were able to go in and pick out
the shop they wanted to rent.
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My constituent chose a shop which happened to
be on the corner of an aisle and which ended up
being one of the most advantageous parts of the
centre because it was directly opposite the largest
retail store. The shopping centre changed bands
and the new management asked the tenant
whether he would mind moving because he had
the most advantageous spot and they wanted it for
someone else. He refused; he had a three year
lease with an option and he said he did not want to
move. He was doing very well, thanks very much.

The shopkeeper adjacent to my constituent de-
cided to sell her lease and put it on the market,
and there were three potential buyers. However,
the shopping centre management retained the
right to vet any applicant who purchased her lease,
and it rejected all the potential buyers. As far as I
know the management gave no reason that the
prospective buyers were unsuitable. The shop-
keeper had no-one to whom she could sell her
lease, and in the end she had to leave and take
what she could. I believe she had to leave behind
some of the items she had purchased herself. I
understand that in some large centres tenants buy
the front window and some other fittings in the
shop.

My constituent whose shop was next door was
surprised to find that the next tenant who moved
into the adjacent shop began selling the same
goods as he did. He could hardly believe his eyes,
as he sold a specialist line. He went to the new
tenant and said, "Do you realise I am selling these
goods and we cannot both get sufficient custom?"
The new tenant said he had been told that the
management had done a survey and that there was
enough room for both shops, they would not be
duplicating each other, and there would be no
problem. He extended the front of his shop by
putting the window out into the aisle.

The new tenant really struggled to the extent
that be started serving in the shop himself and
then got a junior worker and started working
somewhere else. He then employed a junior
worker there because he was not getting enough
money to keep himself going. The centre manage-
ment again approached my constituent and asked
him to move, and he again said he would not. My
constituent's lease was nearing the end of its term
and he had told the management of the shopping
centre several times he intended to exercise his
option, but through his own neglect I guess,
through an oversight, he did not put it in writing.
The deadline expired and the manager came
around and said, "You should have put your letter
in yesterday, you are to be evicted".

When my constituent was evicted he found the
management had gone to the struggling shop next

door and offered to buy the lease. The manage-
ment then took over both shops, combined them
into one, and let the new shop at $28 000 a year
compared with my constituent's original rent of
$6 000. My constituent came to me and said that
demonstrated the extent to which, over a six-
month period, the management of that shopping
centre was determined to get his shop and a higher
rental because the management believed it was in
a prime positidn and should be able to get more
than my constituent was paying. He said they had
deprived him of exercising his option of renewing
his lease.

The other example to which I wish to refer is a
small bookshop in a strip development. This is
different because it relates not to rent but to vari-
able outgoings. This woman approached me when
her variable outgoings were increased from $19 to
$58 a month, a 200 per cent increase. When she
rang the real estate agent who was managing the
strip development and asked the reason she was
told a decision had been made that insurance costs
for the whole building were to be passed on to the
tenants and it was being divided among the five or
six shops. That was why the outgoings were to be
increased. There was no redress; my constituent
had to accept the 200 per cent increase or leave.

My final example relates to a small garden shop
in a small shopping centre in my electorate where
a constituent of mine had a two year lease. When
the lease expired he was told by the landlord he
would not be given a new lease because there were
plans to expand the shopping centre at some stage
in the future and the place where his shop was
located would be in a thoroughfare.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Clontarf has been in this place long enough to
know full well that the action he just took is highly
disorderly and discourteous in the extreme
towards the Chair. I suggest that as soon as I sit
down he apologise for the action he just took.

Mr Williams: Mr Deputy Speaker, I apologise
for my action.

Mrs HENDERSON: The owner of the small
garden shop was told that his shop was to become
a thoroughfare when the shopping centre was ex-
tended and that he would not have his lease re-
newed upon its expiry. He sought to have it writ-
ten into his lease that he would move out of the
shop within a month of any extension commenc-
ing. However, he was still refused the opportunity
to have his lease renewed.

So insecure was the tenant that he approached
me following the publicity about the Clarke in-
quiry. He was anxious to make a submission.
However, he would make a submission only if he
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could be absolutely sure of his anonymity and sure
also that nobody could trace his name because he
felt he could be thrown out of his shop with a
week's notice.

I bring those examples to the attention of the
House because they are only four of the cases out
of many that have been brought to me over two
years. They are not atypical and I am pleased the
legislation before the House today offers an appar-
ent remedy to people such as the four small busi-
ness people, all of whom appear to be acting in
good faith in wanting to approach an independent
arbitrator to have their cases examined and to
have some determination made.

I welcome the legihlation.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [3.42 p.mn.1: The
National Party welcomes this legislation. Mem-
bers will recall that, in 1980, 1 moved for the
establishment of a Select Committee of this House
to investigate retail shopping centre developments
in Perth and in other areas. That motion was
supported by the present Government, but was
opposed by the present Opposition. While it was
aimed mostly at the development of shopping
centres, I am quite sure that the committee, had it
commenced its inquiries, would have made
recommendations also in relation to tenancy
agreements and the difficulties that are experi .-
eniced by tenants of particular shopping centre
developments. There is no doubt about that. I am
certain that the committee would have sought an
extension of time and extension of its terms of
reference to inquire into that matter.

I am pleased that the Government of the day
had the forsight in 1983 to commission an inde-
pendent inquiry into this aspect of shopping centre
problems. The report of that inquiry was a good
one. I do not know how closely the Government
has followed the report, but it appears to me that
it has used that report together with the
Queensland legislation, to introduce the Commer-
cial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreements Bill. I
think the Government used the report as the basis
for its legislation and used the Queensland legis-
lation as a model. My only regret is that, had the
previous Government taken action in 1980, this
legislation would have been before the House
three or four years ago.

As I said, the National Party supports the pro-
visions in the legislation before the House and I
hope the legislation has the support of the mem-
bers of all parties.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [3.44 p.m.]: Un-
like several other members who have spoken in
this debate, I do not welcome the legislation. How-
ever, I am prepared to support it. I make that

qualification at the outset, because I believe that
this legislation should be experimental only. In
fact, the Minister indicated that in his second
reading speech. He said that he had a preference
for non-legislative solutions, if that were possible.
He said that he hoped, with the presentation of the
Clarke report, that the problems being experi-
enced by shopping centre tenants would be solved
and that legislation would not be required. That
has not been possible as the legislation is now here
before us.

The Minister indicated also in his second read-
ing speech that it was not intended that the Bill
should interfere in any way with market forces at
place in the industry. It is difficult for the Govern-
ment to introduce legislation and not interfere in
the market forces. However, I can see what the
Minister is trying to do. The Commercial Tenancy
(Retail Shops) Agreements Bill is a Clayton's Bill:
It is the Bill you have when you are not having a
Bill.

The Minster has decided that there, has to be
legislation and I support that legislation to some
degree. However, the thrust of it should be that
there be no legislative interference in the market-
place because that would be artificial interference
and there is no way that the Government can
artificially put the whip in one party's hand. The
Government cannot suddenly give the landlord all
the power or the tenant all the power. Some ten-
ants want to have all the power.

Mr Cowan: And some landlords.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, but mostly that is a
commercial reality. I am not trying to hide from
that.

Mr Cowan: The only way that the landlords
could have got around the problem would have
been for them to regulate their own industry.

Mr LAURANCE: That is true; that would have
been far more desirable.

Mr Cowan: But it was not possible.

Mr LAURANCE: No, and hopefully the shop-
ping centre owners will appreciate that may be an
option in the future and that it may have been
better for them to have worked harder at finding
solutions to their problems.

No matter how many times one tries to assist
people entering into an agreement and to protect
people from themselves, it is very difficult to pro-
tect everybody. We should remember the old
Latin saying, "caveat emptor"-eL the buyer
beware. Anybody entering into any form of agree-
ment should obtain advice. There are both solici-
tors and accountants in this Parliament who would
support that view. People have to pay for that
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advice, but it is necessary for them to obtain it.
This Government is not in the business of putting
solicitors and accountants out of business. I do not
think the Small Business Development Corpor-
ation should be a free agency in supplying that
advice. It should be directing people who need
advice to solicitors and accountants. If a person
wants to foolishly enter into a business agreement,
one cannot prevent him doing so. Sometimes it
does not matter how much those people are given
an out, they are blind to the dangers and still enter
agreements with closed eyes.

I appreciate the goodwill of the Minister and
the Government for introducing this legislation. I
hope it saves some people from going to the wall as
a result of their making bad business investment
decisions. It seems that, no matter how much
legislation we write, we cannot save people from
themselves. We cannot hope, in legislation like
this, to give the whip hand to the tenant. Neither
should we be trying to do that because tenants
want to hold the whip over the landlord.

I indicated a moment ago, in answer to an inter-
jection, that allowing that to happen is not a com-
mercial reality. My family are tenants in business
and, indirectly, are also landlords. It has some
insight into both sides of the story. My family, as a
tenant, would like to have nll the rules on its side
to enable it to wave the big regulatory stick at the
landlord. However, that would not help my fam-
ily's businesses and I guess, in many ways, tenants
would find that there is no way, in reality, that
they can be given that control.

It will not, and it is not desirable that it should.
However, there are some imperfections and this
legislation attempt to direct itself towards those. It
is difficult to become involved, and the Minister
has said that there should not be a whole lot of
regulations in order to control the legislation.

Unfortunately, when one becomes involved in
these matters and tests the water with one's toe,
the next thing that happens is that we find that
person has found a way around the legislation and
the loophole must be closed. The Minister must be
aware that tenants and landlords will find a way
around the legislation and that the legislation will
be brought back into this House to be tidied up.
That is the danger of becoming involved.

I commend the Minister for tiptoeing through
the tulips as lightly as possible. He did say that he
did not want to become involved, but he indicated
that the legislation was necessary and decided to
legislate in this way.

I am prepared to support the legislation but it
should be treated purely as experimental in order

that we can obtain an idea of how it will operate in
the future.

The Minister has said that the legislation will be
kept under review; in his second reading speech he
said-

The Act in operation will
monitored to ensure it continues
needs of industry groups, and in
has review provisions included
complete review after five years.

be closely
to fulfil the
any event it
to cause a

Five years may be too long, but I am pleased to see
that the Government is prepared to look at and
monitor the legislation continuously.

Members who have spoken have been well-
informed about shopping centres in general,
tenancies and the development of the Commercial
retail business in Western Australia over the last
I5 years. It has been interesting to listen to the
debate. However, we must accept also the basic
commercial reality is that there are some land-
lords who will be very difficult to deal with and
tenants should be wary of them and learn from
previous experience and say, "I will not go near
that particular landlord because I have been
warned by other tenants that he is very difficult to
deal with".

The other point is that a tenant cannot be given
a cast-iron guarantee that he will continue in busi-
ness,' and neither should he. If the landlord is to be
fair to himself and fair to the other tenants in the
shopping centre, he will want good tenants be-
cause if there are a number of bad tenants in a
centre not only will the landlord feel the pinch, but
also the surrounding tenants will be affected. It is
not the case that the landlord will push out the bad
tenants because in most cases the other tenants in
the shopping complex will ask the landlord to get
rid of the bad tenants because it is detrimental to
the centre. An unsatisfactory tenant should not be
given the right to stay in business for ever because
he will affect the whole level of the operations of a
shopping centre and not only the landlord, but also
the other tenants will suffer.

There are some good points in the legislation. I
agree with the idea of a mediator. There will
always be disputes between a landlord and a ten-
ant because that is the nature of business and a
mediator may be a quicker, cheaper and more
effective way of settling disputes than by way of
the litigation currently available to those parties.

The Minister has said that similar legislation is
working well in Queensland.

Mr Bryce: I will give you the figures, which
were slightly misquoted by both the member for
Nedlands and the Minister yesterday. The figures
were checked today and Queensland has had 47
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approaches to the mediator since last August
when the legislation was set in place and four of
them have gone through to arbitration.

Mr LAURANCE: That indicates that the me-
diator has been of assistance to the industry in
Queensland. Often we find two parties who are
implacable in their stance especially when a land-
lord wants a certain thing and the tenant wants
the opposite. In cases such as this a mediator
would be able to settle disputes. As a result of the
Queensland legislation it is obvious that the intro-
duction of a mediator would be acceptable if
either party became unreasonable in negotiations.

A matter I would like to bring to the attenti on
of the Minister concerns the requirement by land-
lords for the original lessee to continue to be
legally liable even if he has sold his business to
another party. That requirement exists in standard
leases at the moment. I have received complaints
about this matter and I feel that if we are to try to
bring in some laws in order to regulate landlords
the whole question of legal liability is one which
should be investigated. From my reading of the
Bill I cannot see where this matter has been
addressed, but it could be by way of regulation.
Perhaps the Minister would be able to tell me.

Mr Bryce: I am not sure that it is. but I will
check it.

Mr LAURANCE: In the case of a Five year
lease and where the tenant sells his business after
only two years, in respect of the balance of the
lease the landlord will say, "Okay, I accept the
new tenant and he will pay the rent in the normal
way. However, the original vendor will be held
liable for the default of the new proprietor".

Mr Bryce: The incoming lessee should negoti ate
his own agreement with the shopping centre
owner.

Mr LAURANCE: The vendor must seek from
the landlord approval for the transfer of his busi-
ness to a prospective tenant. The new prospective
purchaser must establish his bona ides with the
landlord in order to take over the lease. Even so,
the landlord requires that the vendor be respon-
sible for the balance of the term of his lease and
that appears to me to be a case of the landlord
wanting to eat his cake and have it too. It is hardly
fair because all the landlord need do is to carry out
a credit check on the new proprietor in order to
ascertain whether he is capable of running a busi-
ness and he must be responsible to the landlord for
any commitment he may make. This is only a
personal matter which I wanted to bring to the
attention of the House.

Mr Bryce: To the best of my knowledge the
Clarke inquiry did not address that question. This

legislation was also based on the Queensland legis-
lation.

Mr LAURANCE: I have known people who
have sold their businesses and they have found
that in the fine print of their lease agreement they
are still legally liable and it annoys them.

The final point I want to make in respect of this
legislation concerns the whole thrust of what the
Government is doing. It has gone out in a carefully
planned way to try to attract the support of the
small business sector. I must admit that
unfortunately it has had some limited success, I
would like to think that the success is only tempor-
ary, but nevertheless I do admit to some tempor-
ary small success by the Government in wooing
this particular sector of business.

I guess that as the legislation is in a form that
can be supported by the Opposition, it will go
through Parliament and this will be used by the
Government to its advantage in the small business
sector.

However, if the Government is dinkum about
wanting to help small business, it should consider
the question of charges imposed on businesses.
There are difficulties with tenancies and probably
there will always be difficulties in that area. The
mediator may be able to sort out some of those
problems, but disputes will still arise between
landlords and tenants as long as there is business.
The real area of difficulty, particularly for new
businesses-and the Minister's advisers and staff
of the Small Business Development Corporation
could tell him about the number of failures in the
first and second year of business-is the number
of charges imposed which are not immediately
obvious to a person entering a business.

I understand that the failure rate in the first
years of business is very high and these charges
are one of the major reasons for that. They come
as an extra charge. Although people may have
received advice and are told about stamp duty and
transfer fees, State Government taxes and charges
are a severe impost on the establishment of a new
business. I will give a recent example which was
close to my family. My wife purchased a business
during the last 12 to 14 months and to her surprise
she found that stamp duty, legal costs, etc., on an
average small business, amounted to $6 000. 1 am
referring to a business with a goodwill cost of
approximately $30 000, fixed plant of $10 000,
and stock in the area of $50 000. The shop cost
about $80 000 to $90 000 to get into.

Mr Bryce: Would you distinguish between what
the lawyer took and what the State Government
took?
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Mr LAURANCE: By far the largest amount
went in stamp duty. I am not blaming the Govern-
ment for stamp duty; it was not the first Govern-
menit to think of it. However, I can accuse the
Government of raising the charges and
introducing new ones. I do not blame the Govern-
ment for the BAD tax but I do blame the Govern-
ment for the FID. A fairly typical small business
in a metropolitan regional shopping centre has
cost $6 000 to establish. When a person
establishes a business and tries to meet the other
costs involved, such as purchasing stock and good-
will, employing staff, and trading successfully, this
additional cost is a severe impost. If the Minister
is dinkum about the Government wanti ng to assist
small business, this point should be considered. It
is not only the amount involved, but also the fact
that it is an up-front cost and must be met within
the first few weeks of trading. That makes it very
difficult for a business to absorb the cost. The
Government should investigate the effect these
costs have on the establishment of new businesses.

The Government has said that it hopes it has a
fair basis on which commercial tenancy agree-
ments can be drawn up and that the Bill will
provide a basis for harmony. That is expecti ng a
great deal from this legislation, but I have the
same hopes. I have given my support-albeit a
little qualified-and I hope that this legislation is
a basis for harmony in the industry and that it
helps people to survive and prosper. It is hoped
that the difficulties can be sorted out quickly with-
out the need for litigation, as was perhaps the case
in the past. However, these problems cannot be
totally overcome. People will still make commer-
cial decisions, but it is hoped that problems can be
solved without the need to go too deeply into legis-
lation.

I appeal to the Government to make this an
experiment and to keep the legislation under re-
view. It should not try to bring forward amend-
ments to close loopholes that may become appar-
ent, otherwise what is a mild attempt to establish a
basis for harmony will become a juggernaut for us
all.

MR RUJSHTON (Dale) [4.05 p.m.]: Much has
been said about this legislation and, therefore, I do
not wish to go into detail. I echo the thoughts of
the previous speaker; the legislation needs to be
continually reviewed because it has the potential
to create as many problems as it solves. However,
with goodwill and constant review it could be sat-
isfactory.

Mr Tonkin: In other words, do nothing.

Mr RUSHTON: No. An attempt will be made
in this area.

I query whether the Minister would be prepared
to include a sunset clause in the legislation so that
there is a definite time by which a review will take
place. I understand there will be a continuing re-
view of the situation and with the goodwill of all
parties involved, that could work out.

I have been involved a great deal in the estab-
lishment of shopping centres. It has always been
my belief that we must be careful from a planning
point of view to ensure that areas are serviced.
There is a tendency to forget the small shop and to
concentrate on comprehensive shopping centres.
However, it is important to make sure that local
shops are also available.

When we were working out the terms of refer-
ence I brought to the attention of the Minister the
question of strata titles. I do not notice any refer-
ence to strata titles in the legislation and I ask the
Minister to develop that point. I am in favour of
people having options and if a person does not
want to be involved in a comprehensive centre he
should have the option of owning a property. Of
course, that would involve the planning aspect. I
ask the Minister to advise what has been done in
this regard. Some advantage could have been
gained in this area, and from my contact with
people in the shopping centre business, I under-
stand a satisfactory system could be worked out. I
thought that this would be included in the terms of
reference, but, unless I have missed it, no attention
appears to have been given to this aspect.

I also ask the Minister to give some thought to
the inclusion of a sunset clause to give a commit-
ment for a full review at a certain time.

Mr Bryce: There is a sunset clause which states
that a review will take place within five years of
the date that the Bill comes into operation.

Mr RUSHTON: That is good. I hope the Min-
ister will develop the point about strata titles.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Williams.

DENTAL PROSTICETISTS BILL

Council's Message

Message from the Council acquainting the
Legislative Assembly that in relation to the
Dental Prosthetists Bill 1984 it-

(a) Does not insist on amendment No.
17 in Legislative Assembly's Mes-
sage No. 89;

(b) insist on amendments Nos. 1-5, 9-
16, and 18-46;

(c) further amended the Bill as shown
in the Schedule annexed,

now considered.

599



[Wednesday, 6 March 1985]59

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr H-odge (Minister for Health) in
charge of the Bill.

The further amendments made by the Council
were as follows-

No L

Clause 3, page 2, after line S-To insert
the following-

"Dental Technician" is a person who
has successfully completed an appren-
ticeship or an approved course of train-
ing or who has in the opinion of the
person holding the office of Director of
Dental Health Services in the Health
Department of Western Australia estab-
lished under the Public Service Act
1978, become proficient in the technical
construction of removable dental ap-
pliances for use within the jaw under the
instruction of a dentist.

No 2.

Clause 18, page 11, after line 17-To in-
sert the following-

(2) When on the coming into oper-
ation of this Act a person is desirous of
engaging in the practice of dental pros-
thetics in the State and has been con-
tinuously engaged as a dental technician
for a period of not less than five years he
shall for the purpose of dealing with an
application made under Section 17
within one year after the coming into
operation of this Act, be taken to be
qualified as required by Subsection (1)
(b) (i) if he undergoes an assessment by
a written and practical examination of a
prescribed standard as approved by a
person holding the office of Director of
Dental Health Services in the Health
Department of Western Australia estab-
lished under the Public Service Act
1978, and performs to the satisfaction of
that person in that assessment.

No. 3.
Clause 19, page 12, lines 1 to 30-To de-

lete these subclauses.

Mr HODGE: I move-

That further amendments Nos. I to 3 made
by the Council be not agreed to.

The three clauses are interrelated. Amendment
No. I attempts to insert in the Bill a definition of
"Dlental Technician". Amendment No. 2 is a vari-
ation of the grandfather clause proposed, and

amendment No. 3 seeks to delete the authorisation
in the legislation for partial dentures to be Fitted.

The reason the Legislative Council has seen fit
to include the definition of dental technician is so
that the compromise grandfather clause proposed
can be made to work. What has been suggested is
that the grandfather clause should provide that if
a dental technician has been working as a tech-
nician for five years and undergoes an assessment
in writing and a practical examination by the per-
son holding the position of Director of Dental
Health Services in the Health Department of
Western Australia, he is eligible to be licensed as a
dental prosthetist.

That is unacceptable to the Government, and it
reveals a fundamental misunderstanding by the
Opposition in the Legislative Council of what the
legislation is all about. It is not our intention, and
never has been, that dental technicians who have
been involved in doing the work of dental tech-
nicians should be eligible, without further edu-
cation and training, to undertake dental pros-
thetics. What we have said in the Bill is that
people who have been continuously working for a
period of five years in the practice of dental pros-
thetics-that is, dealing with the public-should
be considered to be eligible under the grandfather
clause. The dental technician may have spent the
last five years working at a bench in a laboratory,
never having seen, much less fitted dentures to a
patient.

The third amendment seeks to delete from the
legislation all reference to partial dentures. Obvi-
ously we have debated this numerous times
already, and the Government is strongly of the
view that partial dentures are an essential part of
this legislation and it is not prepared to agree to
that deletion.

Mr THOMPSON: It is true that there has been
a lot of debate on the issues which arise out of this
Bill. It is not my intention to devote much time to
this question, but I want to point out to the House
that the Legislative Council and members of the
Legislative Assembly from this side of the House
have taken a very keen interest in this Bill. I
cannot remember a Bill which has been more
seriously studied than this one. The amendments
we have sought to put into this legislation have
been designed for one purpose and one purpose
alone, and that is to ensure that standards with
respect to dental care are not reduced.

The Australian Dental Association in this State,
over many years and on many questions, has been
supportive of moves designed to ensure a rise in
the standard of dental health. The dentists
supported the introduction of fluoride into public
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water supplies, and they -have supported a number
of things which have been to the benefit of the
community, although they knew those things, par-
ticularly the fluoridation of public water supplies,
would have an impact on their profession. Indeed
it has had quite a dramatic impact on the pro-
fession. It has led to a significant drop in their
work over recent years.

They are happy about that, because they see
that as being a step in the right direction. People's
mouths are healthier now than previously. It is
from the same motivation that the dental pro-
fession has vigorously opposed the more radical
parts of the legislation which the Government
brought to this House.

We have had discussions with the dental pro-
fession and with other people in the health field, as
well as with the dental prosthetists. Nowhere have
we been able to Aind anyone in the health field who
has been prepared to give support to what the
Government intended with respect to this Bill. In-
deed, every health discipline that has anything at
all to do with dental health, or might be assumed
to have an interest in it, has said that what the
Government proposes in this respect goes too far
and should not occur.

It seems to me ironic that in every field of
health there are rising standards. The Government
is doing something in this respect which contrib-
utes to a reduction in standards. We are simply
not prepared to see that happen. I think the Legis-
lative Council has acted responsibly in the amend-
ments it has sought. We are motivated only to
ensure that there is no reduction in the health
standards applying to the mouth.

By contrast the Government appears to be
motivated only because it gave a commitment in
its policy to allow dental prosthetists to deal di-
rectly with the public. The Labor Party and the
Government were unwise to make that promise,
but they made it. They received the support of the
dental prosthetists. and they now have to pay the
piper.

There is no justification for Parliament to go
along with changes to the law which have such
dramatic ramifications on the community and
which place such dangers on the community.

Mr Jamieson: Isn't the same move being made
in the Eastern States?

Mr THOMPSON: It has happened only in
Tasmania and New South Wales.

Mr Hodge: Shortly it will be happening in
Victoria.

Mr THOMPSON: That move has not been
made in Victoria. The Labor Government has

been in office for three years and, if it loses
another seat, it will not be doing that. The
Government there is having a job mustering a
majority at the moment with a hung House in the
Legislative Council. The fact is, it does not happen
in Victoria.

Even if it were to occur in all of those States,
that does not necessarily make it right. I point out
that we have not been dogs in the manger in re-
spect of this issue. We have spoken with people in
the health field and there has been universal
rejection of the full effect of the legislation the
Government desires to implement. Had there not
been some pressure from the Minister, the dental
prosthetists themselves would have been prepared
to accept the amendments inserted by the Legis-
lative Council. Indeed, some of my colleagues in
the Legislative Council who had close consultation
with the dental prosthetists told me they would
have been prepared to accept the amendments
which the Liberal Party members in the Legislat-
ive Council endeavoured to insert. However, as a
result of communication from the Minister, they
changed their minds.

The Minister may well want to get his way on
this issue, but I belive sincerely that it is not in the
interests of the community for this change to oc-
cur, and the Legislative Council has acted respon-
sibly in this respect.

Question put
lowing result-

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Cla rko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Hassetl
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee

and a division taken with the rol-

Ayes 25
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 19
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
M r Spriggs
M r Stephens
M r Thompson
Mr Trethowan
M r Tubby
Mr Williams

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Ayes
Mr Taylor
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith

Pairs
Noes

Mr Blaikie
Mr Grayden
Mr Watt
Mr Coyne
Mr Laurance

Question thus passed; the Council's further
amendments not agreed to.

The amendments on which the Council insisted
were as follows-

1.-Clause 3, page 2, lines I I to 13-To
delete the definition of "endorsement".

2.-Clause 3, page 2, line 31-To delete
"the giving of advice to, or".

3.-Clause 3, page 2, line 33-To delete
"or in preparation for,".

4.-Clause 3, page 2, line 35-To insert
"full" before "artificial".

5.-Clause 3, page 2, line 37-To insert
"full" before *'artificial".

9.-Clause 12, page 7, line 14-To delete
"conduct or".

10.-Clause 12, page?7, line IS-To delete,
"if any,".

11I.-Clause 12, page 7, lines IS and
19-To delete "or endorsement".

12.-Clause 12, page 7, line 21-To delete
".or endorsement".

13.-Clause 12, page 7. line 24-To delete
"or endorsement".

14.-Clause 12, page 8, line 19-To delete
"or endorsement".

I 5.-Clause 18, page 11, lines 7 to IS-To
delete paragraph and insert

(b) the applicant has, upon assessment
by examination,-

(i) gained from an educational
authority prescribed for the
purpose of this paragraph a
qualification so prescribed; or

(ii) become qualified in a manner
to be prescribed which is at
least equivalent to a qualifi-
cation required by the regu-
lations for the purpose of this
paragraph.

16.-Clause 18, page 11, lines IS to
27-To delete the subclauses.

18.-Clause 20, page 12, lines 31I to 39,
and page 13, lines I to Il]-To delete the
clause.

19.-Clause 21, page 13, lines 17 to
22-To delete the subclause.

20.-Clause 21, page 13, lines 23 and
24-To delete "or the endorsement of whose
licence has been cancelled".

21.-Clause 21, page 13, lines 27 to
35-To delete all the words after
"rcvocation" and substitute-

for the restoration of his licence, and
the Commission may, on payment by the
applicant to the Commission of the
prescribed fee, restore the licence to that
person.

22.-Clause 22, page 13, lines 38 and
39-To delete "or cancel the endorsement of
a licence".

23.-Clause 22, page 13, line 39-To de-
lete "or (2)".

24.-Clause 22, page 14, lines 2 and 3-To
delete "or cancel an endorsement of a li-
cence".

25.-Clause 22, page 14, line 4-To delete
.,or (2)".

26.-Clause 22, page 14, lines S and 9-To
delete "or the effect of an endorsement".

27 .- Clause 22, page 14, lines I I and
12-To delete "or, as the case may be, the
endorsement".

28.-Cliuse 23, page 14, lines 14 and
IS5-To delete ", or grant an endorsement of
a licence,".

29.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 17 and
I8-To delete "or the effect of an
endorsement".

30.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 19 and
20-To delete "or cancels the endorsement of
a licence".

31.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 21 and
22-To delete "or the endorsement of a li-
cence".

32.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 32 and
33-To delete "or grant an endorsement of a
licence".

33.-Clause 23, page 14, line 33 and page
1S, line I-To delete "or the endorsement of
a licence".

34.-Clause 24, page 16, lines I I and
12-To delete this paragraph.

35.-Clause 24, page 16, lines 14 to
16-To delete "or suspension, cancellation or
restoration of an endorsement thereof".

36.-Clause 25, page 16, lines 34 and
35-To delete the words "or endorsement
granted".
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37.-Clause 25, page 17, line 5-To delete
the words "or endorsement".

38.-Clause 28, page 19, lines 6 to 8-To
delete "that a licence did or did not have an
endorsement,".

39.-Clause 28, page 19, lines 8 and 9-To
delete "or an endorsement thereof".

40.-Clause 29, page 20, lines 13 and
14-To delete "or the endorsement of a li-
cence is cancelled or suspended,".

41 .- Clause 29, page 20, line 15-To de-
lete "cancellation".

42.-Clause 30, page 2 1, lines 6 to 2 I-To
delete all the words after "Act".

43.-Clause 30, page 21, lines 23 and
24-To delete "or endorsement".

44.-Clause 30, page 21, line 29-To de-
lete "or endorsement".

45.-Clause 30, page 21, lines 31 and
32-to delete "or endorsement".

46.-Clause 30, page 21, lines 35 to 37-to
delete all the words after -section".

Mr HODGE: I move-

That the Committee continue to disagree
to amendments Nos. I to 5, 9 to 16, and IS to
46 insisted upon by the Legislative Council.

Mr THOMPSON: We are convinced that there
is no clearer issue on which we should continue to
hold our position than this one. There is no scien-
tific support for what the Government proposes. It
is taking this action simply because of a political
commitment and political commitment should
never be the basis on which health matters are
decided.

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

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
M r Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Ayes 25
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson
M r Tom Jones5
Mr Mclver
M r Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
M r Wilson
MrT Gordon Hill

(Teller)

Mr Bradshaw
MrT Cash
Mr Clarko
MrT Court
M r Crane
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee

Ayes
Mr Taylor
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith

Noes I8
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
M r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
MrT Thompson
MrT Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Blaikie
Mr Grayden
Mr Watt
Mr Coyne
Mr Laurance

(Teller)

Question thus passed.

Report, etc.
Resolution reported and the report adopted.
A committee consisting of Mr Bertram, Mr

Thompson, and Mr Hodge (Minister for Health)
drew up the following reasons for not agreeing to
further amendments Nos, I to 3. made by the
Council-

Amendments to the Dental Prosthetists Bill
proposed by the Legislative Council
(Message 9$, amendments 1, 2 and 3) are
unacceptable to this House.

As previously stated in this House on 27
November 1984, the deletion of the clause
relating to the endorsement of licences would
prevent the Government from regularising
what is now an untenable situation.

The intention and spirit of the proposed
legislation are completely undermined by
these and previous amendments and the ori-
ginal Bill would be almost unrecognisable in
the form now proposed by the Council.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)
[4.37 p.m.]: I move-

That the reasons be adopted.
MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) [4.38 p.m.]: I

make it clear that as a member of that committee
1 did not agree With the reasons that have been
defined.

Question put and passed; reasons adopted.

Assembly's Request for Conference
MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)

[4.38 p.m.]: I move-
That the Legislative Council be requested

to grant a conference on the amendments
insisted upon in the Dental Prosthetists Bill
and on Legislative Council's further amend-
ments Nos. I to 3, to which amendments of
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(he Legislative Assembly has disagreed, and
that the Managers for the Legislative As-
sembly be the Member for Balcatta, the
Member for Kalamunda, together with the
mover.

Question put and passed, and a message accord-
ingly returned to the Council.

TOURISM: "AUSTRALIA [I"

Museum: Grievance
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader

of the Opposition) [4.40 p.m.]: My grievance re-
lates to the America's Cup. Members will recall
that when Australia It won the America's Cup, a
tremendous wave of national pride and enthusiasm
engulfed Australia. I think every Australian
knows exactly where he was at the time Australia
11 won the cup with its momentous victory in the
final race. It was an unprecedented victory. When
the victory celebrations died down the community
and Alan Bond and his group realised that we
would have to retain the cup. That will not be an
easy task. However, it has led to a tremendous
amount of activity within this State, by the
Government, by the Royal Perth Yacht Club, and
by others. As we have seen in today's paper, two of
the challengers for the cup have involved them-
selves a large amount of investment.

A small bricklaying contractor told me in my
office today that he believes that one of the major
reasons for his business flourishing has been the
America's Cup coming to Western Australia. it
has been a great fillip to our economy. Win, lose
or draw, I believe the major benefit from the
America's Cup will be the tremendous exposure
the event will generate for this State, We have
already received worldwide attention and we will
be receiving more attention during the challenge.

I have spoken to people involved and they esti-
mate that about 1 000 media people from various
countries will cover the event. One can see, from
that, that the exposure will be tremendous. How
we use that exposure is crucial. Never have we
received such tremendous publicity. The publicity
that Western Australia received upon Australia
irs win will be repeated when the challenge takes
place in 1987.

A number of countries will be represented at the
challenge. Therefore, if we are to ensure that we
use that exposure to our benefit, two steps need to
be taken.

Firstly, we need to ensure that visitors who
travel to Western Australia to witness the chal-
lenge are well catered for. The Opposition has
appointed an America's Cup task force which has
put the Opposition's ideas on how this can be

achieved on paper. Those ideas have been
presented to the Government and the Western
Australian Tourism Commission has indicated
that it has taken our ideas on board. We need to
work on that part of the project so that visitors
leave with a favourable impression of the State.

The second important step that we need to take
is to capitalise on the publicity and ensure that,
after the event, promotions are undertaken and
events are planned to ensure that the exposure is
used to the best possible advantage.

That leads me to the point of my grievance:
What would be the best promotional tool? Of
course, it would be Australia II. It must be the
most outstanding attraction that any State or
country could wish for in a tourism sense. On 4
November last, an announcement was made which
appeared in The West Australian of 5 November
that the proposed museum of social history in
Canberra intends to buy Australia 11 for $2
million. The article states-

The Commonwealth Government will fund
the purchase for the museum on the basis of
$1 million deposit, to be paid now, and four
six-monthly payments of $250 000.

The 12 m yacht, which made sporting his-
tory by winning the America's Cup will go on
permanent display at the museum in
Canberra.

But that will not be till 1990 when the new
museum is opened.

I am pleased to see that Australia If is being
purchased by the Commonwealth Government.
Nobody will deny it is a national asset. However, I
am concerned that Australia I/ is to be housed in
Canberra after 1990. After all, Western Australia
is Australia irs home. We should ensure that this
State attains the maximum possible benefit from
the America's Cup, win, lose, or draw, and
Australia 11 must become a permanent Fixture in
this State.

We are all aware from the publicity we have
seen in the Press that the Federal Government is
providing an amount in the order of $30 million to
assist with projects in Western Australia to pre-
pare for the America's Cup. Surely a couple of
those millions could be redirected to the purchase
of Australia HI? Alternatively, if that is not poss-
ible, a $2 million investment by the Western
Australian Government in Australia 11 would be a
very small price to pay for what I believe to be an
outstanding promotional tool to be used in
attracting tourists from overseas for many, many
years to come.
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We could consider private sponsorship to fund
the purchase of the yacht. The maritime museum
in Fremantle has an international reputation for
excellence. The housing of Australia 11 in that
museum would ensure that that reputation is
maintained. In fact, Australia If would prove to be
an outstanding international drawcard. What
would happen if Australia 11 were not located in
Western Australia and, heaven forbid, we lost the
America's Cup? Why would anybody come to
Western Australia just to look at where the
America's Cup was raced? After all, all they
would see would be a couple of marinas and a vast
expanse of ocean. If Australia 1I, together with
the great collection of memorabilia relating to the
cup, were housed in the museum in Frenmantle,
that would be a great asset to this State and would
prove to be a great attraction.

I believe that Australia It is an asset of national
significance. However, there is no reason it should
be located in Canberra. Canberra has plenty of
national treasures and assets. It is time that West-
ern Australia was given a better deal and some of
the nation's assets were located in the premier
State of Western Australia. No better example of
that could be given than Australia IL Australia It
was built here and raced during the preparatory
stages of its build-up for the America's Cup. It
should have its home here. I urge the Government
to take immediate steps to ensure that Australia I1
is retained in Western Australia for the benefit of
all Australians and for the benefit of the West
Australian tourism industry, in particular.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister for the
Arts) [4.48 p.mn.): I do not think the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition will get any argument
from anyone in this House or in Western
Australia about the proposition he has just
presented to this Chamber. I am certain that each
and every one of us would like to see Australia 11
housed in Western Australia. From the moment it
became known that the yacht was for sale, efforts
were made to see that it was located in Western
Australia. The maritime museum in Fremantle
does not have the capacity at present to house it,
although that did not inhibit our deciding that this
was an instance in which Government funds could
be spent in providing a special building. The par-
ochial pride which each and every West
Australian feels about Australia 11 is shared by
the rest of Australia. I do not think we were alone
in our jubilation when the cup was won by a yacht
not just from Australia, but, in particular, from
Western Australia. I remember the news coverage
that night saying that traffic on the Sydney Har-
bour Bridge was almost at a standstill at 7 a.m. It

was much lighter than normal because many
people were still at home watching the race.

While we may have a special and parochial
pride. I am quite certain that the rest of Australia
would say that this is something of national im-
portance and we should share that also. I believe it
would be a tourist attraction. Indeed that was part
of the submission we put to the Federal Govern-
ment when it said the yacht would be purchased
and made available for exhibition after being used
for training. At that time the Federal Government
would not make any particular commitment
although we were left with a distinct impression
that it would be housed in the maritime museum
in Canberra. It was also suggested that it would be
housed in Sydney-perhaps the Commonwealth
Government has yet to make up its mind. The
museum authorities in Western Australia were ac-
tive in promoting the desirability of keeping it in
Western Australia and the Premier made a num-
ber of submissions to the Prime Minister
suggesting that this was the obvious place for it. I
do not think there is a firm commitment yet,
although I think the indication by the Leader of
the Opposition is likely to come to pass.

We are continuing to ask the Federal Govern-
ment to consider our submission that the proper
and rightful place for Australia 11 is in Western
Australia. We hope that in the interim leading to
1990 the Federal Government will possibly have
change its mind.

The amount of money involved is fairly large
and on the question of economics I do not know
whether there would be that much value in its
tourist potential.

I am quite certain of one thing; the crew of
Australia If has done a great deal to attract atten-
tion to the America's Cup. I am confident that we
will retain the cup when the challenge takes place.
However, I am certain a number of other
countries will continue to try to emulate what
Australia has done. I suggest that by 1990 there
might be several winners of the America's Cup
and there might be sufficient winning yachts for
one to be located in each State. I suppose
Australia 11 is the first and most famous of all the
winners and we will continue to see if we can
persuade the Federal Government to act along the
lines we have already suggested, an attitude which
has been endorsed by the Opposition.

This is not so much a grievance as the situation
of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition bringing
the matter to the attention of the House. I am
quite certain that the way things are going there
will be several winners of the America's Cup by
1990 and at least one will stay in Western
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Australia. That will not stop this Government
from trying to persuade the Federal Government
ini this matter. We shall remind the Prime Minis-
ter that he too is a Western Australian and per-
haps he will look favourably upon the suggestions
that have been made, suggestions which have also
been endorsed by the Opposition.

FIRES: BUSHFIRES
Preparedness; Grievance

MR TROY (Mundaring) [4.54 p.m.]: I wish to
raise the matter of preparedness in this State in
regard to bushfire protection. 1 raise this matter
for the following five reasons: firstly, as the mem-
ber for an electorate that has great potential for
disaster with a high level of urban settlement and
small land-holdings in a heavily treed environ-
ment; secondly, as a member of a Select Com-
mittee that investigated and reported on this sub-
ject to this House on 8 November 1984; and
thirdly, I am mindful of the Ash Wednesday
tragedy that occurred in February 1983 affecting
both South Australia and Victoria and that some
of those areas have again been burnt out this year.
Fourthly, I am mindful that despite the very sig-
nificant efforts of authorities in this State with
regard to fire prevention there is still considerable
scope for improvement. My fifth reason is that 1
am aware that currently activities associated with
the 1985-86 Budget are under way in the respect-
ive departments and authorities.

In placing this matter before the House again
and before the responsible Minister-the Minister
for Lands and Surveys-i am seeking to ensure
that positive initiatives are taken in the forth-
coming Budget so that the present threat of
bushfire to various areas of high risk in this State
is reduced by a programme of improvements.

During the past three summer months signifi-
cant fire outbreaks have occurred in the Perth
metropolitan fringe area and the Eastern 'States.
This adds to my concern on this matter. In the
Perth metropolitan eastern fringe area, with its
pockets of urban development interspersed with
heavy belts of native forest, quite severe outbreaks
occurred during January. highlighting once again
the delicate balance that exists with Fire preven-
tion and Fire combative schemes in this area. I do
not need to remind the Minister of some of the
headlines which appeared in the January
Press-The West Australian carried headlines
such as "Flash Point in Hills-Winds fan the
flames", "A time of panic.. .. and courage", and
so on.

One could advance the view that the results of
those occasions speak for themselves and I do not
wish to ignore the efforts which went into fighting

those fires so successfully. I acknowledge that the
damage to life and property were minimal on that
occasion. However, if one speaks to responsible
fire officers not one will give an assurance that a
similar incident in the future will not bring more
tragic and serious loss.

We have also had the example of the experience
this year in the Eastern States. I believe it is quite
appropriate to once again acknowledge how much
better we are prepared in this State. However, one
should not ignore the lessons from that recent
experience. Members would be aware of a range
of newspaper articles describing the disappoint-
ment at the response to many of the points raised
to the inquiries in the Eastern States.

My concern today is that areas which need at-
tention and which were referred to by the Select
Committee findings must receive attention in the
forthcoming 1985-86 Budget This will be the first
Budget which can deal with the financial aspects
of those recommendations.

From recollection the recommendations brought
down on 8 November revolved around six areas
which i will briefly mention. Firstly, on the ques-
tion of fire prevention measures, a
recommendation was made that local authorities
should be subject to a statutory requirement to
ensure implementation of fire protection plans ac-
cording to the guidelines established by the Bush
Fires Board. The second referred to the Bush Fires
Board's having its role expanded to include moni-
toring and implementation of those plans and the
requirement for an audit to ensure that those
guidelines were complied with.

The Select Committee was concerned about the
lack of clear responsibility and definition for bush
fire prevention and combative responsibility being
spelt out by the statutory provisions. It takes a
long time for adequate standards of fire protection
to be established. Also, it was concerned at the
lack of an audit check by an independent group on
the effectiveness of fire planning and preparedness
in each local government area. The next point
referred to the total dependence on the goodwill
between local authorities, volunteer groups, and
the Bush Fires Board's personnel to achieve any
result. One could say that it is a "soft sell" ap-
proach because of the lack of statutory obligations
and the lack of adequate Bush Fires Board re-
sources to speed up the implementation pro-
gramme. I know that the word "compulsion" in
any area of volunteer operations is not welcome,
but the reality is that apart from a very few local
authorities-and the Swan regional group is in-
cluded in that exempt group--the situation is far
from adequate in this State.
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In the same area of fire prevention measures,
attention was brought to the problems in the
MRPA. It is pleasing to note, and this is to the
credit of the MRPA. that it has responded quickly
and employed consultants, It is moving towards
integration of fire protection plans with adjacent
authorities.

Another aspect was the possible undesirable ef-
fects on the environment of the extension of fuel
reduction burning. I do not believe for one mo-
ment that the committee suggested the present
technique be set aside while the research was car-
ried out. However, attention needs to be given to
that environmental aspect as quickly as possible.

In addition, we had the need for firebreaks to be
planned in a more strategic manner. There is no
question that the issue needs a positive approach
with local government input. It should not be left
on a voluntary basis only. Strategic firebreaks
should be given consideration, and the need is
urgent.

I know that one of the recommendations was for
strong contact between the Fire Brigades Board
and the defence liaison groups in this State. How-
ever, I see the need for more strength in the con-
tact between the local authorities, the local fire
organisations, and the defence groups.

The Select Committee report contains a range
of recommendations in relation to manpower and
the provision of equipment, but how far has this
matter been considered by the local authorities?
Do they accept what the Committee saw as a
primary responsibility for equipping volunteer
bushfire brigades? What steps have been taken to
implement the provision of the small 4 x 4 vehicles
which are seen as the key to local Fire suppression,
and the larger units which would be funded more
effectively by the State?

There was a recommendation on the operation
of a vehicle pool and access by local authorities to
those vehicles. I refer to a system either of reserve
price or first option.

Furthermore, there was the difficulty with
aboveground spotter services not being guaranteed
in the latter parts of summer. I understand that
the service is not available after 10 February. That
is a disappointing situation and one that should
not be permitted to exist in future years. Linked to
that, of course, is the system of spotter plane
identification using sophisticated infrared facili-
ties. There is no doubt that the Eastern States
experience has proved the worthwhile nature of
such technological features.

One of the important areas is education of the
public and media involvement. The committee
made a total of I I recommendations on public

education and media involvement. In essence, they
called for sound methods of utilising the media for
the carriage of a co-ordinated public education
programme. The committee called on the State
and Federal Government's for co-operation to de-
velop an awareness campaign in critical areas.
This would require an allocation in the 1985-86
Budget.

A recommendation was made about the co-ordi-
nation of the various responsible authorities
outside the direct combative nature of fire control,
with the support systems of a non-combative
nature. They were listed in the report; and there is
no question that that could be used as a basic tool
in a review of emergency services in this State.

I am certain that every member of this House
would recognise that the recommendations of the
Select Commitee simply cannot be left on the
Table of the House. They demonstrate major
areas of concern, and probably the major part for
the immediate future is the need for communi-
cations awareness. The report covered that quite
adequately.

I close my remarks at this stage by seeking
special consideration from the Minister, in view of
the voluntary nature of this service. It is absolutely
crucial that the Government gets behind the
bushflires service and supports it to the full.

MR Mel VER (Avon-Minister for Lands and
Surveys) [5.04 p.m.]: I fully appreciate the genu-
ine concern of the member for Mundaring and the
manner in which he has addressed the House,
having regard for the area he represents. I want to
assure him that the Government is most conscious
of the issues he has raised, and very briefly I will
address myself to them.

I advise the House that a new building for the
Bush Fires Board is under constructioin at South
Perth. In addition, finance has been made avail-
able so that wireless communication facilities in
Western Australia can be expanded. I support
what the member for Mundaring said in this re-
gard. I assure him that the Treasury has approved
the allocation of additional funds to make sure
that we have the most modern wireless communi-
cations for bushfire control in Western Australia.

In addition, we continually run seminars in re-
lation to fire prevention. I draw the attention of
members to that aspect. That is why Western
Australia is far more advanced in combating fires
than any other State. We concentrate continually
on fire prevention as well as combating fires. It is
through education that we will get on top of the
bushfire situation.

Fortunately, we receive full co-operation from
all the shires in Western Australia. The bushfire
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organisations in the country areas send people to
the seminars so that they can learn modern
methods of combating fires at first hand.

The member also referred to the Eastern States
situation on Ash Wednesday. and to the current
position at Canberra and Queanbeyan where the
towns are threatened by bushfires. I am saddened
to report to the House that we now know, from
media reports, that the bush fires were deliberately
lit by an arsonist, the same as the Ash Wednesday
fires and the other tragic fires in the Eastern
States. It is beyond my comprehension that people
in this country would go to such lengths, knowing
the disastrous effects of fires on country areas and
the cost to the State generally.

The member also referred to local government,
and the liaison between local government, the lo-
cal bushfire committees, and the people who serve
on them. Fortunately, we have wonderful liaison
in the country areas; and I am sure country mem-
bers would support me on this aspect. During the
summer months, and particularly during the last
month of continuous heat, we were most conscious
of the tinderbox we have in Western Australia.
With that knowledge, as the Minister for Lands
and Surveys, in conjunction with the Under Sec-
retary, I made representations to the Treasurer for
urgent funds to be set aside in case we have an
outbreak of fire in country areas and the areas
mentioned by the member. We have spotter planes
and helicopter surveillance, and communications
between the helicopter and our people on the
ground; so we will know the size of fires, and
whatever. The need for that does not require any
elaboration from me.

I have been assured that money will be made
available for helicopter surveillance should we
face the outbreak of a large fire. It should there-
fore be gratifying to all members, and particularly
the member who raised this grievance, to know
that the matter is well under control.

I believe I have answered all the matters raised
by the member for Mundaring. I know he is most
concerned about the subject because of the area he
represents. That area, like many areas of the State
now, is a tinderbox. Nevertheless I feel very confi-
dent that, come what may, we are capable of com-
bating fires irrespective of their magnitude.

Nonetheless I urge the people of WA, particu-
larly those who picnic at the weekends, to be most
conscious of the dangers of starting fires, knowing
as we all do the damage fires create in rural areas
especially.

Realising the member's involvement in matters
of communication, he being an ex-senior officer of
Telecom, I can assure him that we are pressing

always for increases in this area, irrespective of
the money we have received from Treasury. We
will continue to press on. I thank the member for
raising his grievance, because it has allowed me
not only to reply to his concerns but also, as the
Minister responsible for the Bush Fires Board, to
provide some current information on plans the
Government has for the present and the future to
combat Fires. 1 assure everyone that we are most
conscious of the need for this planning and that we
will apply ourselves in the future as we have done
in the past.

[Questions taken.]

Sitting suspended from 5.57 to 7. 15 p. m.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: GOVERNMENT
SERVICES

Pro vision: Grievance

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [7. 16 p.m.]: I
wish to raise with the Minister for Community
Services and having special responsibility for Ab-
original Affairs a question about whether or not
the time has come for us to review the way in
which the services provided for Aborigines by
Government are effective. Are those services doing
the job that they were designed to do! Are they
managing to increase and enhance the benefits
that are available to Aboriginal people within this
nation, and by "benefit", I am not talking of
money, I am talking about the way in which these
people become members of our Australian society.

The reason for my comment is very simple. A
case could be made out that many people within
the community who work and are associated with
the programmes to which I have referred are not
doing the job adequately and in many instances,
not only is there something of a backlash against
those programmes-and housing is an area in
question-but more particularly they are not help-
ing the Aborigines at all. These people should
perhaps seek some different programme. The
Aborigines have not been consulted enough re-
garding a whole range of benefits of which they
themselves are the recipients but which would be
so much more meaningfulI if a review was made as
to how effective are these programmes.

Since 1967-when a referendum was held, and
you, Mr Speaker, would be well aware of this from
your previous experience, we-and by "we" I
mean politicians who comprise governments of
both political persuasions-have provided a
tremendous range of assistance and programmes
for Aborigines within Australia. Money has liter-
ally been thrown at Aborigines and in many situ-
ations this money has been wasted.
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We have at the present time a standing com-
mittee of the Federal Parliament which has
produced an interim report suggesting that there
are examples, not only of an extravagant waste of
money within the Aboriginal Development Com-
mission, but also it has produced allegations of
fraud and other activities. I am not referring to
that specifically, although it is symptomatic of
what I am saying-in the context of the totality of
what we provide.

I refer to the area of housing where a situation
has arisen regarding local government building
by-laws which require certain types of housing to
be constructed within an area. I am sure the Min-
ister as Minister for Housing, is as well aware as I
am, that in many instances it has been criminally
wrong to ask Aborigines to occupy the housing
that has been built. It is absolutely wrong, and
those who are familiar with the situation in
Roebourne-and I know the Minister is-and of
what was provided there in 1974 in order to house
a group of people who were removed from the
region of the Harding River, knows that is a very
good case in point. The Federal and State Govern-
ments of that time believed that it was the best
thing to do and they were required to do it because
of the local government building by-laws which
prevailed.

We need to chink again in the areas of design,
type, and style. We need to chink of locations and
the problems of today. I live with this situation in
my electorate, as the Minister is well aware. The
whole situation has reached the stage where those
who administer housing programmes within this
State are not only concerned, but also need to be
constructive in their attempts to lift their game in
order to meet the needs of Aborigines.

Governments, both Federal and State, have said
over many years that the Aborigines are a
disadvantaged group within our community. It
would be difficult to deny that, but it is also cor-
rect to say that in many instances they are an
advantaged group,-sometimes for the wrong
reasons.

This year we are providing from public funds,
over $4 million for Aborigines to be paid to go to
school. I am not saying that Aborigines should not
go to school, but surely we ought to look at the
most effective way of administering these funds,
and more importantly, ensure that that provision
does not create divisions within the community.

Two or three weeks ago the parents of children
enrolling at a high school in my electorate were
charged $250 and $300 for school books and
School fees. Aboriginal students at the same

school had their books paid for, and they were not
attending school.

Mr Davies: That sum is a bit steep.

Mr PETER JONES: Those were books for high
school students. The Minister for Education can
tell the Minister his views about this matter, be-
cause he quite properly expressed concern about
these fees.

Aborigines are also privileged before the law.
Recently in one instance some 65 charges were
brought against Aborigines for vandalism, drunk-
enness and theft but the police had to withdraw
some 58 of those charges as they could get no-
where because of the legal situation that prevailed.
No restitution could be achieved. In the end the
charges were dropped, even though the offences
involved considerable damage to property.

Without making changes in the first instance we
need to consider whether in some circumstances
we were wrong in the way we embarked upon our
methods of support for the Aborigines. In my elec-
torate one Aboriginal family which has several
children receives some SI 100 a fortnight! Such
cases are breeding dissension in our community. I
do not want to dwell on that fact, but I believe it is
time for the Minister to recruit the support of his
Federal colleagues and various welfare organis-
ations within the community in order to take a
dispassionate view of the situation and ascertain
whether or not the system we have established is in
the best interests of Aboriginal people in this State
and in our nation.

We need to look at the way in which these
services are delivered in order to ascertain whether
there is something we can do that perhaps would
assist the people in a better way. After all, the
Aborigines do not dream up these programmes;
they are merely the recipients of them. It is not
their fault that there are imperfections in the
system. It is the fault of politicians and of those
who advise them. It is our fault, and it is our
responsibility to make sure that what is being
provided is positive and constructive.

MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs) [7.27
p.m .]: I do not mean to be negative in the first
instance, but I am reminded by the member for
Narrogin-who has raised these matters in all sin-
cerity-that if my grandmother had lived until
today she would be 97 years old. That fact makes
me think that if she had lived for 97 years, during
the course of those years. and for even longer,
people have been asking the same questions that
the member for Narrogin raised in his grievance
speech tonight.
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Those questions have dogged generations since
white settlement took place in Western Australia.
As the member for Narrogin rightly said, at vari-
ous times in our history people have attempted, to
the best of their understanding and in terms of the
best advice available, to deal in the best way poss-
ible with the problems the member has raised.
That would be as true of non-Aborigines, poli-
ticians, and administrators as it would be of the
Aboriginal people. In a sense it is an age-old ques-
tion. It is a question which has puzzled and frus-
trated generations of Australians, Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal.

The member for Narrogin, having been Minis-
ter for Housing, and other members on the Oppo-
sition benches who have held positions of minis-
terial responsibility, would know how frustrating it
is to rack one's brains in an attempt to work
towards a solution for these problems. In one sense
it raises the problem and draws attention to the
negatives of the situation. Unfortunately we find
ourselves more often than not drawing attention to
the negatives.

I think the community, and not just the Govern-
ment, is responsible for this because Governments
alone cannot achieve the aims that we might have
for bettering the situation. I think we must have a
community-wide approach to the situation. The
media too often features the negative sides of the
issue and does not give enough attention to seeking
solutions or printing articles about positive devel-
opments that have occurred. It is my strong im-
pression that, in the last 20 years-it is
approximately 20 years since 1967-many ad-
vances have been made. We forget too many of
them,. In spite of the problems that some Aborigi-
nal children have in getting to school regularly,
there are many other Aboriginal children who go
through high school. Some Aboriginal children are
going to technical colleges and even to universities.
That did not happen 20 years ago. I think we have
to recognise that, 20 years ago, not as many Abor-
iginal people were living in urban areas and mak-
ing a go of it as there are now. We have to recog-
nise those advances and praise those people who,
in spite of tremendous difficulties, have managed,
without very much encouragement from the rest
of the community, to make a go of it. I think that
is a very important factor and one that we cannot
ignore and should not ignore.

It has not all been negative and a waste. There
have been some positive activities.

Mr Thompson: This is one of your better
speeches.

Mr WILSON. I thank the member, although I
am not sure that that is the sort of praise I want.

Today's Daily News carries a picture of a num-
ber of young Aboriginal students with their
teachers at Balga High School. Last year a group
of Aboriginal parents in that area said it was
worried about its children not going to school
regularly. As a result of that group's efforts, the
school has begun an all-Aboriginal class. The chil-
dren are all going to school every day and they
love it. They have dedicated teachers to help them
and they are getting great benefits. I was pleased
to see that the Daily News took up that story and
has shown everybody in Western Australia that
something good is happening with Aboriginal
people.

I do not want to ignore the genuine concerns
raised by the member for Narrogin. I think there
needs to be a review. In fact, the Premier has
announced already that the Government intends
to establish a task force under the leadership of
the member for Kimberley to undertake such a
review. Before commencing that review, my de-
partment is undertaking an exercise which has
never been tried before. We now have a separate
State administration for Aboriginal affairs. We
are approaching every department and
categorising the expenditure on Aboriginal affairs.
That has never been done before. It has been very
difficult to prise information from other depart-
ments about what they are doing and how much
they are spending. We need to do that to put a
solid case to the Commonwealth Government be-
cause we do not intend to let the Commonwealth
Government off the hook with respect to Aborigi-
nal affairs. We believe it has a responsibility for
resourcing Aboriginal affairs.

That has been the first stage prior to the task
force doing its work and making recommendations
to the Government. It will talk With the people
about the sorts of services with which they should
be provided. Of course, we are preparing our case
to take to the Commonwealth and to say to the
Commonwealth that this is the way we want to go
in Western Australia.

I thank the member for his comments. I will
take them at face value and I assure him and other
members of the House that the Government is
fully aware of the problem and intends to act
along the lines I have stated.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

DECORUM OF THE CHAMBER

Pointl of Order
Mr THOMPSON: Twice in the last two days,

Mr Speaker, you have spoken to members on this
side of the House about their conduct in the
House. You spoke to the member for Darling

(20)
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Range tonight and to the member for Murray-
Wellington today. Those actions have caused me
to look at the Standing Orders in relation to the
behaviour of members of this House.

I draw your attention, Mr Speaker, to Standing
Order No. 63 which states-

Every member shall be uncovered when in
the House, and shall make obeisance to the
Chair in passing to or from his seat.

1 recall very vividly the cartoon that Bill Withers
from the upper House drew on this Standing Or-
der in relation to being uncovered.

Mr Speaker, I draw your attention to the fact
that, during the speech of the Minister for Com-
munity Services, the Premier rose from his place
and walked up to and in front of your Chair. He
made no obeisance to you before he left his place
or as he moved towards the Chair. The member
for Scarborough entered and sat down in his place
without making obeisance to the Chair.

Mr Bryce: You were a tell-tale tattletit when
you were at school, I'll bet.

Mr THOMPSON: No. I believe that the Stand-
ing Orders ought to be adhered to by members
from both sides of the House.

The SPEAKER: I agree with the point of order.

ATTORNEY GENERAL: O'CONNOR CASE

want of Confidence: Motion

MR H-ASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) (7.38 p mlj: I move-

This House expresses grave concern and a
vote of no confidence in the H-on. J. Berinson
as Attorney General and in the Government
of Western Australia in view of-

I . The astounding decision to direct
the Crown to take no further action
in the case against Mr J. J.'
O'Connor, Secretary, Transport
Workers' Union.

2. The failure to maintain the indepen-
dence and integrity of the position
of Attorney General by allowing
political considerations to influence
the proper processes of the law.

3. The very serious loss of public confi-
dence in the fair application of the
law in this State as Mr Berinson's
decision clearly demonstrates that a
union official is able to avoid crimi-
nal charges by threat of industrial
trouble.

4. The Premier's publicly expressed
words on Wednesday, 25 September

1984, when in referring to the
O'Connor case in Parliament he
said "There is no scope for the
Government to interfere nor would
it seek to interfere under any cir-
cumstances", and "I repeat that
there is no role for the Government
in that matter. We do not see a role,
we do not seek a role, nor will we
play a role".

5. The grave repercussions in the
workplace where those union
leaders who have a contempt for in-
dividual rights and the laws of this
land will see the decision as a li-
cence to increase their standover ac-
tivities with immunity.
and

6. The deep concern at the decision
expressed by members of the public,
the Law Society, employers, aca-
demnics, the media and others.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: Since the Notice of Motion

standing in the name of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition was presented at yesterday's sitting I have
given thought to the propriety, or otherwise, of the
motion, as the Leader of the Opposition would
expect.

Standing Order No. 178 reads-
No question shall be proposed which is the

same in substance as any question which, dur-
ing the same Session, has been resolved in the
affirmative or negative.

If the members care to consult the precedents
referred to in the notes on page 66 of their Stand-
ing Orders volume, they will find several occasions
on which Speakers have ruled concerning this
Standing Order. It is not my intention to quote the
detail of those rulings. However, it may be of some
interest to the House if I draw attention to one of
the earliest of the list of precedents.

On 30 July 1903, the then member for
Murchison (Mr Nanson) sought to amend the Ad-
dress-in-Reply by adding the following-

That we desire to add that this House views
with grave concern the proposed introduction
of Chinese or other alien coloured labour into
the Transvaal, believing that the interest of
the Empire of South Africa-to maintain
which this State, in common with the rest of
the Commonwealth, has expended blood and
treasure-demand that imported coloured
labour should not be employed in the mining
industry of South Africa.
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The amendment was ultimately negatived.

On is January 1904, Mr Nanson rose to move
the following-

That this House earnestly hopes that the
labour problem in the Transvaal will be
settled by other means than the introduction
of Asiatic labour.

Speaker Harper's ruling was short and to the
point. He said-

This question having already been dealt
with this session, the motion would be out of
order.

There have been many occasions since that time
when this rule has been deliberated over. Lest I be
accused of relying on an ancient precedent, per-
haps I could make reference to the situation in
1981 when the House was considering a motion
concerning the foreign ownership of land.' The mo-
tion originally had been for the appointment of a
Select Committee and an amendment proposed by
the Minister for Agriculture would have had the
effect of deleting all reference to the appointment
of a Select Committee and replacing those words
with others intending to give the Government
guidance on the implementation of its policy on
foreign ownership of land in Western Australia.

On 16 September 198'-Hansard, page
3689-the member for Stirling sought to remove
certain words in the amendment and replace them
with other words intending to reinstitute a Select
Committee, although on this occasion, with
differently expressed terms of reference. Speaker
Thompson indicated that, in the first instance, the
member for Stirling could continue with his at-
tempt to delete the words in the Minister for
Agriculture's amendment. However, the Speaker
went on to say that the member's proposed
foreshadowed intention to reinstitute the Select
Committee would, if moved, be ruled out of order.

By no means are these the only precedents to
which I could go for reference. However, I will not
weary the House with particulars of the other
occasions where Speakers have determined that
the question before them was the same in
substance as one previously resolved.

If, on the other hand, one is to examine the
precedents where Speakers have ruled the question
to be not substantially the same as an earlier ques-
tion, one will find there are notable differences.

In 1949, for instance, the Speaker ruled that a
Bill was in order although it included an amend-
ment which had been foreshadowed in an earlier
debate in the same session. The Speaker ruled that
as the amendment had been foreshadowed on the
basis that certain words would be inserted follow-

ing the deletion of certain other words and that as
the deletion had not been carried out the amend-
ment had never been put to the House.

In 1960, Speaker Hearman considered two mo-
tions concerning the Water Supply Department's
finances. In reading Speaker Hearman's expla-
nation I find he draws a clear distinction between
the two motions. His final words are-

I feel that a protest on the part of the
Legislative Assembly is something quite dif-
ferent from advice to the effect that there is
widespread and strong dissatisfaction
amongst residents in the metropolitan area.
Consequently, I rule that the amendment is in
order.

I turn now to the Notice of Motion presented by
the Leader of the Opposition. Its opening words
are-

This House expresses grave concern and a
vote of no confidence in the Hon. i. Berinson
as Attorney General and in the Government
of Western Australia in view of ...

The motion then lists six items purporting to be
the reasons for a vote of no confidence.

Referring now to the motion agreed to by the
House last evening, this read, in part-

This House expresses its total and complete
confidence in the integrity of the Attorney
General following his actions in relation to
the court case against Mr J. J. O'Connor.

The motion then noted certain points in Favour of
that statement.

In my view, the Notice of Motion presented by
the Leader of the Opposition concerns a vote oF
confidence, or otherwise, in the Attorney General.
This is the same in substance as the question
which was decided by the House when it
supported the motion moved by the Premier last
evening. My ruling is based on the simple words of
the Standing Order supported by the well-estab-
lished precedents of this House.

I also refer members to page 379 of Erskine
May's Parliamentary Practice, 20th edition which
reads-

A motion or an amendment which is the
same, in substance, as a question which has
been decided in the affirmative or negative
during the current session may not be
brought forward again during that session.

Therefore. I rule that the motion by the Leader of
the Opposition is out of order.

Mr HASSELL: You have made a ruling, Mr
Speaker, and therefore presumably you are not
prepared to receive a submission on that ruling.
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The SPEAKER: I have ruled it out of order.

Dissent Ifrom Speaker's Ruling
Mr HASSELL: In the absence of your being

prepared to accept a submission and reconsider
the matter, I move-

Thai the House dissent from the Speaker's
ruling.

In doing so 1 will state the position clearly and
quickly as the Opposition sees it.

It was not only you, Mr Speaker, who con-
sidered the matter between last night and tonight.
It was our anticipation that as the Premier had
taken the point of order late last night in trying to
stop our motion being put on notice it would draw
your attention to a consideration of the matter.
We have also considered the matter carefully and
believe firstly, that the motion we have moved is
different in substance from the motion dealt with
by the House last night; and, secondly, that the
developments of certain facts since indicate that
the matter ought to reconsidered and that you
might take that into account when reconsidering.

Last night we dealt with a motion of confidence
in the integrity of the Attorney General It was not
a motion of confidence in the Attorney General,
but a motion of confidence in the integrity of the
Attorney General. It was very deliberately
expressed in that way by the Premier when he
moved the motion. Also the House went on to
agree by a majority vote that the Attorney Gen-
eral's decision was right and proper in the circum-
stances. The motion of which I gave notice last
night expressed grave concern. It might well be
that the House could express grave concern about
a decision while at the same time having confi-
dence in the Attorney General.

Secondly, it is a motion of no confidence not
only in the Attorney General, but also in the
Government of Western Australia, on specified
grounds. No motion of lack or confidence in the
Government over this issue has been considered by
this House, therefore, a very substantial part of
the substance of this motion is completely differ-
enit from what was considered last night. While
some of the arguments may undoubtedly be the
same, the motion and its orderliness are what you,
Sir, are ruling upon.

We have relied on the words of the Standing
Order to say that there is a substantial difference
and we believe that, in the circumstances, your
ruling is unduly narrow, bearing in mind that the
effect of this ruling is to close off debate on an
issue which is of considerable importance and
substance and of which we gave due notice to the
House yesterday. Of course, the Government took

advantage of the advice we had given of this inten-
tion to seek to gain advantage for itself. It did not
succeed in terms of public perception, but, never-
theless, it played the trick.

In all the circumstances we Find your ruling to
be quite inappropriate and unacceptable, because
it interprets the Standing Orders in a very narrow
way. The effect of your ruling, Sir, is, firstly, to
stifle debate on this matter and, secondly, to let
the Government off the hook. I am sure that is not
the basis upon which you reached your decision,
but it is the necessary effect of the ruling. There-
fore, in all the circumstances, we have no option
but to record our serious dissent from your ruling.

Mr CLARKO: I second the motion. As you,
Sir, are aware, the relevant Standing Order is
Standing Order No. 178 which relates to whether
the two motions under discussion are the same in
substance.

You, Sir, have quoted certain areas in which
you have said that, if the matters are noticeably
different, the motion could proceed. You and I are
both about six feet in height, we have similar hair,
perhaps we went to similar schools, and we are
both members of Parliament. If one puts up a list
like that, one probably could find a number of
similarities between us, but there are also a num-
ber of areas in which we are different. We may
have different eyes, be different sizes, etc. There
are many ways in which you and I are the same,
but there are also many ways in which we are
different. Because of those things, we are different
in substance; so just because some aspects of the
two motions are the same, it does not mean that
the matters cannot be different in substance.

I have noted many points here, but I will not
take a great deal of the time of the House. How-
ever, I say this: It is pointed out by Erskine May
that in 1845 five distinct motions were allowed to
be debated in the Westminster Parliament relating
to the opening of letters at the post office under
warrant from the Secretary of State. I quote from
page 371 of the 19th edition of Erskine May's
Parliamentary Practice as follows-

They were all varied in form and matter, so
far as to place them beyond the restrictions;
but in purpose they were the same and the
debates raised upon them embraced the same
matters.

In the absence of other examples, Erskine May is
regarded as a reliable authority by Parliaments of
our type. I have quoted a case in point in which
five different motions which dealt with the same
subject were allowed to be debated in the same
session in the Westminster Parliament. As you,
Sir, said the motion would be acceptable if these
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matters were noticeably different. I shall summar-
ise the content of the motion moved by the
Premier and that which my leader proposes to
move. The former motion begins with the words-

This House expresses its total and complete
confidence in the integrity of the Attorney
General following his actions ini relation to
the court case against Mr J. J. O'Connor.

It goes on to say that, in the circumstances, the
Attorney General's decision was right and proper.
It then goes on to list three items which, without
doubt, are dissimilar from what is contained in the
motion proposed by the Leader of the Opposition.
The three points which are taken from the advice
of the Solicitor General relate, Firstly, to the use of
criminal law being unnecessary and inappropriate;
secondly, to the fact that too rigid an application
of the criminal law can be counterproductive and
contrary to the interests of the community; and,
thirdly, it refers to the fact that Leishman was
attempting to avoid the award.

The SPEAKER: Order! You cannot debate it.

Mr CLARKO: I am not debating it; I am set-
ting out the substance of the motion moved by the
Premier. I shall now indicate the substance of the
motion proposed by my leader. I am trying to
prove that, using your words, Sir, the motions are
"noticeably different". If in fact they are notice-
ably different, I am sure you will reconsider your
opinion.

The motion the Leader of the Opposition pro-
poses to move refers to the fact that the House
expresses grave concern and indicates a vote of no
confidence in the Attorney General and the
Government. This motion is not exactly the same
as the motion moved by the Premier. To a large
extent it may be common, but it goes on to say, "in
view of" and then lists six points which I shall
paraphrase. If you, Sir, listen to those six poi .nts
you will find they are substantially different from
the notes and other points made in the motion
moved by the Premier.

The first of the six points refers to the decision
to direct the Crown to drop the case against
O'Connor. That is not the same as what appears i n
the Premier's motion. The second point refers to
the failure to maintain the independence and in-
tegrity of the position of Attorney General by
allowing political considerations to influence the
proper processes of the law. That is different. The
third point refers to the very serious loss of public
confidence in the fair application of the law in the
State, as the Attorney General's decision clearly
demonstrates that a union official is able to avoid
criminal charges by threat of industrial trouble.

There is no mention of that in the motion moved
by the Premier.

The fourth point refers to the Premier's wards
on 25 September, when he said that there was no
scope for the Government to interfere and that
there was no role for the Government. There is no
mention of that in the Premier's motion. The fifth
point refers to the grave repercussions in the
workplace where union leaders who have a con-
tempt for individual rights and the laws of the
land, will see the decision as a licence to increase
their standover activities with immunity. There is
no reference whatsoever to that in the Premier's
motion. Finally, the motion proposed by my leader
refers to the deep concern expressed by members
of the public, the Law Society, employers, aca-
demics, the media, and others about this matter.
Again there is no reference to that in the motion
moved by the Premier.

The two motions are noticeably different; they
are not substantially the same; they are not the
same in substance. The subject may be the same,
but, as I indicated by quoting Erskine May's
example which occurred in 1845, five motions
about the same subject were dealt with in one
year. The debates embraced the same matters, but
they were allowed, and that is the precedent we
have followed in the past. I think we should follow
it again. I have demonstrated to you, Sir, that
these matters are not of the same substance, there
is a huge difference between them, and, as such,
you should reconsider your decision.

Mr BRYCE: I support your ruling, Sir, and I
find it rather strange that members opposite
would set themselves about the task of wanting to
spend a significant part of their private members'
time arguing about a procedural question when all
of us in this House know it is a try-on to repeat a
debate held less than 24 hours ago.

There can be absolutely no substance in any
suggestion that the Speaker's ruling is an endeav-
our to stifle debate, as was suggested by the
Leader of the Opposition. This House discussed
this question for six hours yesterday.

Mr MacKinnon: And for a quarter of an hour
during question time today when your leader
abused the questions without notice period.

Mr BRYCE: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition is becoming quite famous for leading with
his chin at question time. If the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and his colleagues ask questions
and do not like the answers they get, it is about
time they learnt it is a rather rough world in
certain areas, at certain times, and in various re-
spects. If the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
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does not like the answers he gets, he will have to
learn to live with them.

That is part of the reality of k:eing on the op-
posite side of the House and asking questions of
Ministers of the Crown in this place who have the
right to answer those questions however they like.

As has been suggested by the Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Karrinyup, the
Standing Order which is ventral to this difference
of opinion is No. 178. 1 do not intend to quote it;
my reference to it is to underline to the former
Speaker sitting opposite, to the former Chairman
of Committees, to the former Ministers, and to
their new colleagues, that there is a tradition in
this place based upon the Standing Orders; and a
very adequate description of precedents was
outlined by the Speaker that, when this House
deliberates on a question and resolves that ques-
tion in the affirmative or the negative, that ques-
tion is not considered again in the same session.

In the 15 years that I have been here, that
particular interpretation has been used on count-
less occasions with countless different subjects,
and it does the member for Karrinyup and his
colleagues very little credit to pretend tonight that
there is some difference between the debate that
they want to have, and the debate that they had
less than 24 hours ago and on which they spent six
long hours. Nobody could suggest seriously that
he has been stifled on this question.

What has happened in terms of your interpret-
ation, Mr Speaker, is that this matter has been
resolved. The matter that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition wants to put to this House concerns the
Attorney General, his handling of a particular
issue, and the community reaction to it. However
it is worded, might I remind the Leader of the
Opposition that a rose is a rose by any other name.
The Opposition could have 20 speakers tonight
who would seek, as the member for Karrinyup did,
to suggest that there is a difference in the
substance of the motion, or the substance of its
intent, or the substance of the debate that would
accompany this particular exercise. However, not
one person in this Chamber does not recognise, in
the clearest of terms, that the reason dissent from
the Speaker's ruling has been moved is that the
Leader of the Opposition is slightly peeved that he
was on the back foot yesterday in tactical terms,
and he and his colleagues were forced to debate a
motion that they did not want to debate. He
indicated that in a slight exhibition of petulance;
when the Premier gave notice of his motion, the
Leader of the Opposition indicated that he
intended to proceed, no matter what.

You, Sir, indicated by virtue of a generous num-
ber of precedents used in this place by our
predecessors over eight decades, that without any
shadow of a doubt when an issue is brought to this
place-not in the form of a parliamentary ques-
tion, not in the form of a speech to the Address-in-
Reply, but in the form of a substantive mo-
tion-and it is then resolved in the affirmative or
the negative, that issue cannot be considered again
during the same session of this House. Mr
Speaker, you very generously went back to the
turn of the century; you quoted from the 1920s;
and you came even closer to "real time" with a
reference to your predecessor's ruling in 1981.
There is no shortage of evidence that this
Chamber, in respect of this fundamental question,
has operated on the basis that when an issue is
brought to this place, is voted upon, and a decision
is made-that is what is meant by "resolved in the
affirmative or the negative"-it is not appropriate
to consider it again in the same session.

Mr Clarko: Only if they are of the same
substance.

Mr Thompson: You differentiated between
Berinson and the Government all the way through
the debate.

Mr BRYCE: There is no doubt in anybody's
mind in this House tonight that what the members
opposite are seeking to do is a try-on-a repeat.

Mr Hassell: You are trying to make sure that
the debate goes away because you are frightened
of it.

Mr BRYCE: We have had six hours of debate,
and I can guarantee that there would not be one
shred of information presented to this Chamber
which would be the slightest bit different from
that already presented. Members opposite are
looking for the opportunity to crank up a case and
to recycle something that this place discussed last
night.

Mr Speaker, your decision to rule out of order
the proposition put to the Chamber by the Leader
of the Opposition was quite proper, and 1 have a
great deal of pleasure in recommending to all the
members of this House with more than a modicum
of good sense that they support your ruling.

Mr STEPHENS: Mr Speaker, I will present the
National Party's point of view in respect of the
move to dissent from your ruling. Having heard
your comments, I was not surprised that you re-
ferred to the situation in which I was involved in
1981.

In view of my recollection of that situation, I
would have been surprised indeed had you not
ruled the way you did because, quite clearly, last
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night we had a motion of confidence in the At-
torney General; tonight we have a motion of no
confidence. Therefore, the substance is essentially
the same; one is in the affirmative and one is in the
negative.

Let us go back to the ruling given in 1981 when
I had before the Chair a Notice of Motion which
read as follows-

That a Select Committee of this House
investigate and recommend appropriate
measures to retain maximum ownership of
Western Australian land in Australian hands.

The inquiry to pay special regard to-

(a) the magnitude and source of recent
overseas investment in Western
Australian real estate (in general)
and Western Australian farmland
in particular; and

(b) the implication of these trends con-
tinuing.

The essential point of my Notice of Motion was
that it called for positive action to retain maxi -
mum ownership of land in Western Australian
hands-in other words, to stop the erosion of our
land to foreign ownership.

The member for Warren, as he was in those
days, had actually moved a motion, an amend-
ment to which was being debated. The member for
Warren's original motion read as follows-

That in the opinion of this House a Select
Committee comprised of members from all
parties in the Legislative Assembly be set up
to examine, report upon and make
recommendations regarding-
(a) the extent to which ownership by foreign

interests of farming land and urban
properties has increased in Western
Australia in the past 5 years, and

(b) the nature and the extent of the effects,
and the' possible effects, of increased
foreign ownership of such land by
interests.

Essentially, the motion moved by the member for
Warren called for the establishment of a Select
Committee to find out the extent of foreign owner-
ship, but not to do anything about it. Opposed to
that was my Notice of Motion which called for
positive action to be taken.

The then Minister for Agriculture had moved
an amendment to the motion moved by the mem-
ber for Warren, and he sought to delete words
with a view to inserting other words. The amend-
ment is a fairly long one, so I will not read it; but
in essence the amendment proposed by the mem-

ber for Katanning contained a call for a further
monitoring of the work that was already being
done.

He was trying in effect to say the Government
was taking all the necessary actions, but none of
those actions was to take any positive step to pre-
vent the sale of Western Australian land to foreign
ownership. My motion was quite definitely differ-
ent in substance as far as I was concerned because
it required a positive action by the Government to
stop further sales of our land. The motion and the
amendment related only to a monitoring of the
matter. Notwithstanding that essential difference,
Speaker Thompson ruled they were essentially the
same and refused to permit me to proceed with my
notice of motion.

I accepted that ruling at the time, and I believe
that in accepting your ruling tonight, Mr Speaker,
the National Party is showing that consistency of
action for which it has been noted.

Mr Thompson: You are talking to us now.

Mr STEPHENS: It is very consistent. I would
have thought the. member for Kalamunda would
be the last person to interject, as we are speaking
about a ruling he made.

Mr Thompson: It was a good ruling.

Mr STEPHENS: Okay. If it was a good ruling
then it is a good ruling tonight. I fail to see how
the member can support his leader in dissenting
from the Speaker's ruling.

We do not like the motion before the House; we
cannot support it for the reasons I have just
outlined, and I believe our action in opposing it is
consistent with the ruling given by Speaker
Thompson in relation to our involvement in a mo-
tion in 1981.

Motion (dissent from Speaker's ruling) put and
negatived.

ATT'ORNEY GENERAL: O'CONNOR CASE
Censure: Standing Orders Suspension.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [8.13 p.m.]: I move, without notice-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to en able the fol-
lowing motion to be moved-

That this House censures the Attorney
General for misleading the Parliament
by failing to disclose that the advice of
the Chief Crown Prosecutor to him as
Attorney General was that the pros-
ecution of J. J. O'Connor, Secretary of
the Transport Workers Union should
proceed.
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I move this motion because the Attorney General
has made a new disclosure in the Legislative
Council tonight.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Op-
position is moving for the suspension of Standing
Orders. He cannot debate what he intends to say.

Mr H-ASSELL: I understand that under Stand-
ing Orders I have to give some justification for
moving for the suspension of Standing Orders.
The justification for it is that in this whole sordid
affair which has been continuing for some days we
have tonight a new disclosure by the Attorney
General which casts a new light on the whole case.

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Opposition
cannot debate that.

Mr HASSELL: I am not seeking to debate it. I
am seeking to justify to the House my move to
suspend Standing Orders. I ask the House to bear
in mind that the Premier told us last night that
some of his members did not know about the At-
torney General's original statement, so presum-
ably some of them do not know about the At-
torney General's new statement in which he
disclosed that he had positive advice that the case
should proceed.

That casts a new light on the matter and
justifies the suspension of Standing Orders and
our debating that very point which is that the
House debate a censure of the Attorney General
for misleading Parliament. I will not pass onto
ground which will cause you offence, Mr Speaker,
but the fact is the Attorney General made a sig-
nificant statement to Parliament last week.

No-one questions the importance or the signifi-
cance of the statement he made. There is a great
deal of difference as to the substance, manner, and
implications of the statement. There is agreement
that it was a very important statement. Therefore,
it has to be seen as informing the Parliament of a
situation. We question that statement and some of
the things the Attorney General said. Tonight the
Attorney General has made new disclosures which
indicate that by telling only half the facts known
to him last week he misled the Parliament.

Mr Bryce: Fanciful nonsense!
Mr HASSELL: Only at question time tonight I

asked the Premier whether he would arrange to
table the advice given by the chief Crown pros-
ecutor to the Attorney General. What did the
Premier say? lie said he would take it up with the
Attorney General; yet at that very time the At-
torney General was disclosing to the Legislative
Council that he had positive advice, It was the
only advice he had. I ask members to remember
that the Solicitor General did not give any advice.
He said that on the one hand the situation was

-X" and on the other hand it was "Y", and the
Attorney should make up his mind and if he de-
cided to prosecute the chief Crown prosecutor
would sign the indictment.

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the Leader of
the Opposition has made his case. I have given
him fair rein to test his motion. If he is successful
in getting the suspension of Standing Orders he
can elaborate. I think the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has had a fair go at getting his point across
on the question of suspending Standing Orders.

Mr HASSELL: I accept your concern, Mr
Speaker, and I will not stray at all. I do not want
to waste time, I want to debate the issue. It will be
up to the Government to decide whether it is going
to stop the suspension of Standing Orders on this
private member's day to debate an issue of im-
mediacy and importance.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Oppostion) [8.18 p.mn.]: I second and sup-
port the motion moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. The Government now has a copy of the
motion as have you, Mr Speaker and it is clear it
differs in substance and intent from the motion
debated yesterday in the name of the Government
and that of the Leader of the Opposition which
was ruled out of order by you under Standing
Order No. 178. Clearly the Attorney General has
presented new evidence this evening in another
place and if the Government has nothing to hide
the debate should be allowed to proceed.

We were subjected tonight to a tirade of abuse
from the Premier including misstatement of the
situation, which the Government should allow the
Opposition to answer if it has any decency at all;
the Government itself can participate in the de-
bate on this motion. I do not wish to delay the
proceedings of the House. I urge the Government
to give consideration to allowing the debate to
proceed on what is clearly a most important mat-
ter to both Houses of the Parliament and to the
public of Western Australia.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [8.19 p.m.1:- A mo-
tion seeking to suspend Standing Orders is quite
different from the ruling you have just given, Mr
Speaker. We regard the issue which would be the
subject of debate if this motion were successful as
being extremely important indeed. We also regard
as important the claim by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition that he has additional information which
needs to be put before the public. While we were
quite prepared to support your ruling twe are also
prepared because of the importance of the issue to
support the Leader of the Opposition in moving
for the suspension of Standing Orders to allow the
public to be better informed, and to have the issue
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raised in the proper place; that is, in this Parlia-
ment.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [8.20
p.m.]: The Government will not support the sus-
pension of Standing Orders.

Mr Hassell: A stifled debate: on private mem-
bers' day! What a disgrace. You are running
away.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition obviously

had in mind to move for the suspension of Stand-
ing Orders from, I presume, the time it was
informed about the statement made by the At-
torney, yet it did not raise the issue with the
Government.

Mr Hassell: It had in mind to debate the motion
it gave notice of 24 hours ago.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: For however long the Op-
position had the question in mind it has failed, as a
normal courtesy, to inform the Government of its
intention.

Mr Hassell. We found out the value you give to
courtesy yesterday when you abused a courtesy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As a matter of course I
think that in the past the Government has been
exceptionally generous in terms of the suspension
of Standing Orders and in terms of urgency mo-
tions. We have tried consistently to accommodate
the Opposition in those two areas as we have in
terms of the order of business, even when it has
been competing with private business.

Mr Thompson: The judgment was that we were
not going to harm you in those cases, but in this
case we are.

M r BR IAN BU RKE: That is not the case.
Mr Hassell: Why are you frightened to debate

this issue which is private members' business on
private members' day?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not afraid.
Mr Hassell: The Attorney General made a liar

out of you and out of himself.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition seems to

forget that we spent six hours yesterday debating
this issue.

Mr Hassell: Not debating this issue.

Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I heard the term used
by the Leader of the Opposition and it is the only
term I really am opposed to in the pursuit of
exchanges between the Government and the Op-
position; that is, the use of the word "liar". I ask
the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw the
remark he used against the Premier.

Mr HASSELL: If I may explain-

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Op-
position referred to the Premier using the term
that he is a liar. I have asked for only one word in
this House not to be used arid that is it. I ask the
Leader of the Opposition to withdraw it.

Mr HASSELL: I withdraw it. I am not arguing
about it, but I simply wanted to say to you, Mr
Speaker-

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: May I take a point of order and

may I address the Chair?
The SPEAKER: On a point of order the Leader

of the Opposition may address the Chair.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: I have withdrawn my remark

unconditionally and there is no argument about
that.

The SPEAKER: What is your point of order?

Mr HASSELL: My point of order is to point
out that the expression I used was that the At-
torney General had made a liar out of the Premier
and out of himself. It is a common expression and
it was not intended that I call the Premier a liar. I
have withdrawn the remark, but I want the basis
upon which it was said understood.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to address

the particular issue.
Mr Hassell: You are trying to avoid it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The day 1 run away from
the Opposition, as it is presently constituted in this
House, is the day I will cease to be a member of
this House. If there is one thing that I am known
for it is not running away.

Mr H-assell: Except from the trade unions, the
left wing, and this debate.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not prone to run-
ning away from trade unions, the left wing, or the
rampant socialists.

We spent six hours debating this matter last
evening and we have had two speakers-

Mr Hassell: What about the new disclosure by
the Attorney General tonight?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It really is sad. We have
had two speakers tonight to a point of order, both
of whom have addressed the subject matter of the
intended motion and I am presuming that we will
have a string of speakers who will occupy the
time-

Mr MacKinnon: Our time.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, the Opposition's
time and it will be used in the same way as it was
last night.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Former Speaker
Thompson remarked to me that the Government
may as well agree to suspend Standing Orders
because the matter will be debated anyway when
members disagree with the Speaker's ruling, or
move for the suspension of Standing Orders and I
believe that will happen. However, we must have
some rules and one of them is that we cannot have
a lightning bolt occur to someone, particularly the
Leader of the Opposition, which permits him to
stride into this place and disrupt it at the drop of a
hat, simply because the Opposition railed to move
the right motion or give notice of the right motion
yesterday. All the Opposition had to do yester-
day-

Mr Hassell: How could we give notice of the
motion yesterday when the disclosure had not
been made yesterday?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Leader of the Op-
position had not bound himself to what was
substantially a direct negative of the motion
agreed to by the House yesterday, there would
have been the ambit to discuss the matter, but the
problem was that the Opposition bound itself to a
matter which was substantially the same subject
as that discussed last evening. On that basis it was
prevented from moving its motion.

I am not expecting that the substance will not
be debated. The Leader of the Opposition, with
considerable forbearance I thought, was permitted
to wander right through the matters he wants to
canvass in his motion.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did say with
"considerable forbearance" and I meant it.

In any case, the proposition is-

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think that the
rules of this place should be broken at the drop of
a hat. A member can move for the suspension of
Standing Orders and the Parliament can agree.
Standing Orders certainly allow for that course of
action and they also allow for the Government to
disagree with the suspension of Standing Orders
and that is what it is doing.

I do not believe that it is appropriate for the
order of business in this House to be disturbed,
day after day, without prior notice to members
when there are matters on the Notice Paper and
on which there has been substantial agreement

reached between members of the Opposition and
the Government.

The Opposition approached the Government
and asked it to move that a particular order of
business be taken after the dinner suspension.
That request was made after the Attorney Gen-
eral's statement.

The Opposition came to us.
Mr Hassell: Did you know what the Speaker's

ruling would be before he gave it?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition came to

us and asked us to move that a certain order of
business be the order of the day after dinner. That
was after Mr Berinson's Statement.

Mr Hassell: Before the Speaker ruled?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying it was

not. That was after Mr Berinson's statement.
Mr Thompson: The debate was on the motion to

enable us to debate this matter.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: After the member's rul-

ing in 1981 he would not be able to comment on
our suspicion of what the Speaker would do. In
fact, the Leader of the Opposition said he
expected a ruling in this way and he had prepared
arguments.

An Opposition member: Was it a surprise to
you?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, because I took a
point of order.

Mr Hassell: Did you know what the Speaker's
ruling would be before he made it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No. Mr Speaker-
Mr Hassell: Did you know what the Speaker's

ruling was before he made it?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Speaker, I obviously

believe that the Speaker's ruling was correct. That
is the first thing.

Mr H-assell: Did you know what the Speaker's
ruling was before he made it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the Leader of the
Opposition also knew what the Speaker's ruling
was to be, so on both grounds-firstly the fact that
the Opposition asked us to order the business in a
certain way after Mr Berinson's statement, and
secondly, that the Leader of the Opposition obvi-
ously knew or had a fair idea of what the Speaker
was-

Mr Hassell: A dramatic disclosure.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask that the Premier

be heard in silence.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In any case I am about to

conclude. On both those grounds it seems to me
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that the Opposition is being unreasonable. That is
in the context of a Government which has consist-
ently attempted to be reasonable in accommodat-
ing the Opposition. Those members who were here
when farmer Premier Sir Charles Court, and to a
lesser degree former Premier O'Connor, were in
this place will understand and accept what I say is
true. There was never a time that I can remember
when former Premier Sir Charles Court agreed to
the suspension of Standing Orders. We have
agreed on several occasions.

Mr H-assell: When did you agree?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We agreed yesterday.
Mr H-assell: It was your motion.
Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I agree.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was under the im-

pression the request was from the Opposition that
Standing Orders be suspended.

Mr H-assell: You did not agree to that request,
you moved your own suspension, remember?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At the Opposition's re-
quest I thought.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Op-
position. Some minutes ago I asked that the
Premier be allowed to make his speech without
interjections-in other words, in silence. lnterjec-
tions are highly disorderly.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I say. Mr Speaker, we
have been accommodating. I cannot quickly recall
a specific occasion, but there have been two or
three previous occasions when we have assisted the
Opposition, or accommodated the Opposition by
agreeing to the suspension of Standing Orders.

In any case, all I can say is that all those people
of balance in this place will agree that we have
been more accommodating as a Government-

Mr Clarko: Why are you running away from
this issue?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 do not know that we
are, because we are expecting the Opposition to
move to suspend Standing Orders tomorrow.

Mr Hassell: You will agree to it?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We will certainly con-

sider the request; we will not dismiss it out of
hand. However, if members of the Opposition stop
and think, if they have any sense, it does not
matter how much the Opposition says it is a dra-
matic new disclosure, the Attorney's statement
will take the headlines. Tomorrow there is a
chance the Leader of the Opposition will get good
coverage.

Mr Peter Jones: Will you fix that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If members saw this
morning's paper, they would realise they cannot
rely on me to fix anything.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: All I can say is, if the

Opposition requests a suspension of Standing Or-
ders to debate this matter tomorrow we will con-
sider it. I am not saying we will agree, but we will
certainly consider it.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I feel as if I am in the
15th round and I have my hands under the mem-
ber's arms holding him up while the member for
Nedlands biffs him silly.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have a vested interest in
trying to make the Opposition go the distance; do
not worry about that. I will carry the Opposition
until just before the final bell.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr MacKinnon: Who is going to carry you?

Government members: We are.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! We are not down at the
WACA ground or at Subiaco Oval, we are in the
Parliament of Western Australia.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I was concluding-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! What do I have to do to

draw the attention of members to the fact that
interjections are highly disorderly? 1ffI hear one
more interjection [ will take action.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I was concluding, on
the basis of those two areas of consideration, on
the basis of absolutely no notice being given, but
rather a contrary indication being given by the
Leader of the Opposition, I give an assurance that
we will consider any request that Standing Orders
be suspended tomorrow. I am not saying we will
accede to the request, but we will certainly con-
sider it. It is not the Government's intention to
support the motion to suspend Standing Orders.

The SPEAKER: To be successful this motion
requires an absolute majority of the House. If I
hear a dissentient voice when I put the question I
will have to call for a division.

Question put.
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The SPEAKER: There being a dissentient
voice, I will have to divide the House.

Division taken with the following result-
Ayes IS

Mr Bradshaw
M r Cash
M r Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
M r Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Ayes
Mr Blaikie
Mr Grayden
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt

Mr MeNee
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
M r Trethowa n
Mr Williams

Noes 27
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson
Mr Torn Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D, L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
M r Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Taylor
Mr Parker
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Buchanan

(Teller)

The SPEAKER: As I have assured myself that
there is not an absolute majority of members
present and voting in favour of the motion, I de-
clare the question negatived.

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

TRADE: EXIM CORPORATION
Private Enterprise: Mvot ion

MR COURT (Nedlands) [8.40 p.m.]: I move-
That, in the opinion of this House, the

Government should stop plans for the Exim
Corporation to go into competition with the
private sector by operating businesses which
provide goods and services already well sup-
plied by the private sector.

In particular, this House urges Exim to
withdraw from entering the nursery and cut
flower industries as such an intrusion will
severely affect the livelihood of hundreds of
employers and employees currently operating
in these industries, as well as putting at risk
millions of dollars currently invested in these
industries.

In addition, this House urges the Govern-
men t-

(a) to stop Exim or their representatives
approaching customers overseas
who are currently supplied by West-
ern Australian exporters;

(b) to take immediate action to support
our export industries by providing
encouragement and assistance for
export expansion, and

(c) together with industry to take im-
mediate action to solve critical
freight problems which face ex-
porters including the lack of services
provided, unreliability of services
due to industrial problems within
Australia and the high FOB prices
for our export goods.

It has not taken very long for the Government to
move rapidly down the path of socialist inter-
vention in industry. It has not been able to help
itself; it has put its hands into the taxpayers' purse
and invested money in what it tends to call
"windows into industry".

In my first year in this House, I outlined in a
speech some of the areas into which a Labor
Government would move when it got into Govern-
ment; and sure enough, the Government is going
down that path. The Government is now into its
third year, and it is becoming more heavily
involved in taking up equity interests and
intervening in the private sector.

The motion we are debating tonight is very
serious because we are seeing a very strong attack
by this Government on the small business sector.
Tonight we are concentrating primarily on the
attack the Government has decided to make on the
nursery and cut flower industry. However, the mo-
tion takes it wider than that because we are con-
cerned about some of the vehicles which the
Government has developed, including the Exirn
Corporation. We are concerned that the Govern-
ment will do a lot of damage to the private sector
in the brief period it has left in Government.

The first vehicle which the Government estab-
lished to intervene in the private sector was the
Western Australian Development Corporation.
That was its first little gem, if members will par-
don the pun. I well remember the debate we had in
this House on the WADC. From memory, it went
until 4 a.m.

During the debate, the Premier made it very
clear that the WADC was a company in which the
public would be able to buy shares, and that it
would run like a normal company. Nothing could
be further from the truth.

Many times we asked how the public would be
able to buy shares in that company, and the
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Premier kept brushing it off by saying, "That's
easy. You should know how it's going to happen".
We still do not know how it will be done.

Let us look at some of the things that the
WADC has done. It has successfully off-loaded a
trumped-up diamond investment, at the expense of
the taxpayers. It has effectively stopped the pri-
vate sector financial institutions from
participating in new banks in Western Australia.
That is a scandal in itself. We had a dream oppor-
tunity-16 new banks being established in
Australia, and what happened in this State? All
the private sector financial institutions which
wanted to take some of the action-they were
longing for the opportunity to work with the larger
overseas banks-could not do so because the
Government came in very quickly and said, "Our
WADC and SGIO will take the equity interest in
this bank", and the private sector was scared off
completely. What private sector financial insti-
tution would come in with the Government in this
case?

We have now seen the Government guarantee-
ing a source of income to the WADC by allowing
it to take over the management of short-term
Treasury funds. The concerning aspect of that is
that those funds could well be put at severe risk. It
will be my intention during a later debate in this
House to make clear just what the Government is
doing in its management of these funds and the
transfer to the WADC.

The WADC was the first tool which the
Government used to start mixing with the private
sector, and now we have a trading corporation. All
Labor Governments dream of having trading cor-
porations; they really sound good because one can
take control the sale of goods around the world.
We have seen the Federal Government toying with
the idea for a couple of years, but it has had the
good sense not to get involved. However, that is
not the case with this Government; it has set up
Exim.

The Government seems to have taken the atti-
tude that the private sector must be a bit thick. It
does not seem to understand how to best go about
being involved in business. It does not know what
exporting is all about. However, the Government
is saying, "We will get in there and we will show
them how it is done". In itself, that is an insult to
the private sector, which has a tremendous track
record in respect of industry, but a bad track
record in respect of restrictions which the Govern-
ment is putting in its way.

Mr Bryce: Which Government introduced
WAOPA?

Mr COURT: I am talking about a trading cor-
poration of the sort the Government has estab-
lished with Exim.

Exim is not just a trading corporation; it will
also go into the production of goods. It will be a
producer as well as being on the trading side.

It is important that we consider how Exim was
established, because we will not be able to debate
whether Exim should be established. The Govern-
ment very cleverly found a way to get around that.
What is the vehicle for the establishment of Exim?
The Government realised that it had Northern
Mining Corporation NL still sitting there-we all
remember the debate about the acquisition of
Northern Mining and the amendment to the
Argyle diamond agreement to enable the Govern-
ment to purchase its interests in a diamond mine.

Northern Mining was the body the Government
had sitting there, and it very smartly thought it
could use it as the vehicle to set up the Exim
Corporation. When the Government announced
the establishment of the Exim Corporation, it was
a very sad day for private enterprise in Western
Australia because we saw the Government going
into direct competition with private trading
companies and exporters, large and small.

At the time Exim was established, we did not
realise it would also go into competition as a pro-
ducer. I believe the Premier deceived the Parlia-
ment by using Northern Mining as the vehicle to
establish Exim.

What were the aims of the acquisition of North-
ern Mining? Why was the Bill introduced into the
Parliament? Let us have a look at the Northern
Mining Corporation (Acquisition) Act. Its long
title reads as follows-

An Act to enable the State of Western
Australia to acquire, exercise the powers
attaching to, and dispose of all or any of, the
share capital of the company Northern
Mining Corporation N.L. and to make ad-
vances to, and guarantee any financial obli-
gations of, that company, and to provide for
matters incidental to or connected with the
foregoing.

That Bill went through Parliament because the
Premier stood up in this House and said the
Government wanted to buy Northern Mining Cor-
poration so it could acquire an interest in a dia-
mond mine. Is there any dispute? Is that why we
debated the Northern Mining Corporation
(Acquisition) Bill which became an Act of Parlia-
ment? I do not understand the legalities of using
this company when the Government said the
whole purpose of the Bill was to buy the company
so it could have an interest in a diamond mine. All
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of a sudden we find the Government changed the
name of the Northern Mining Corporation to WA
Government Holdings. WA Government Holdings
then has a wholly owned subsidiary, Exim.

We find that the Premier-who told us that he
wanted this Bill passed so that he could buy a
diamond mine-has very cleverly gone well be-
yond the purpose for which he set out with the
Northern Mining Corporation. We rind that little
baby "Exim" at the other end of the line, can go
into business in direct competition with others, A
good example of this is the cut flower and nursery
industry. It can act as a trading company. It can
do what it likes. It can produce things.

When we debated this in Parliament why were
we not told that the Northern Mining Corporation
was going to end up as a trading company and as a
producer in competition with small and large
growers in the cut-flower industry? I think that is
a deception in itself. It may be a joke to Govern-
ment members but there are thousands of people
employed in that industry. Thousands of people in
the nursery and cut-flower industry want to know
right now just what this Government wants to do.

The question we should ask is how far will
Northern Mining Corporation-now changed to
WA Government Holdings, which in turn owns
Eximn-venture into these areas? That is a matter
of great concern. This House should spend more
time finding out whether the Government should
go beyond what it said it was going to do to get
into the field in which it now finds itself. We have
the ridiculous situation, where, under this Bill, the
Government can put as many guarantees through
it as it likes. The Parliament has no control over
what the offshoots of the Northern Mining Cor-
poration-now WA Government Holdings, with
Exim as the subsidiary-do. The Deputy Premier
thinks that is very clever. I am sure the Premier
thinks it is clever also, but one day those Ministers
will be accountable for the financial adventures
into which they are putting the taxpayers of West-
ern Australia. The first adventure they are
entering is the flower business, in competition
against those hundreds of growers, employers, and
employees. Under that legislation they have open
slather to spend what they like without the control
of this House. That is certainly a matter of con-
cern.

It is worth mentioning briefly some background
to the establishment of Exim. I am not referring so
much to the vehicle which the Government used
but how it went about the concept of it. In the
party's platform before the election, the ALP said
it would establish a South-East Asian Marketing
Corporation. When in Government, consultants
were engaged to examine the feasibility of setting
up that trading corporation. The Government en-

gaged consultants-Bittai-to prepare reports on
the feasibility of the project. That company was
using a gentleman by the name of Keith Gale who
was formerly the boss of the Gollin's group. We
saw Mr Gale travelling around the State. visiting
and talking to many firms throughout Australia,
asking questions and floating the concept of the
Government trading corporation and trying to get
support for it. By this stage, industry was starting
to realise that Labor Governments did not have
the "smnell like a rose image" that they made out
they had in the first year or so and industry
started to get suspicious when people from the
Government started asking questions about their
businesses; for example, "What goods do you sell
overseas? Where are your markets?" It would be
quite fair to say that the Government got a cold
reception when going around industries trying to
sell this concept of a Government trading corpor-
ation.

Mr Bryce: Did you notice how many of them
turned up to a highly successful launching of it?
You are the hypocrite who said to everybody,
"Boycott it and do not have a bar of it". You then
turned up to the cocktail party.

Mr COURT: I went to the launching of Exim
representing the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Bryce: Yes, you went there and told every-
body to boycott it and have nothing to do with it.

Mr COURT: Get your facts straight. I made it
very clear that the private sector should not get
involved in Exim. I say it again today and I have
said it a hundred times outside the House. I will
keep saying it. The Government has no role to
venture into the private sector, running a trading
corporation, and it certainly has no role running a
nursery and cut-flower industry.

The Deputy Premier knows only too well what
my views are on this subject. I know what it is like
to try to survive in the private sector and I know
the disasters that this Government will put on the
taxpayers. When the Government had its whizz-
bang show for the launching of Exim it thought
everyone would support it, that it would be a fore-
gone conclusion, and everyone would fall for it.
The first project Exim decided to venture into
caused an outrage throughout the community and
the next project caused the same reaction. The
Government is using taxpayers' funds to put
people in the flower industry out of business.

There was worse to follow after that-the ex-
travagant launch at the Merlin Hotel. Who pays
for these big functions held at such hotels as the
Sheraton-Perth and the Parmelia Hilton? If the
largest trading corporation in Western Australia
put on a show at those places, there would be a
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severe dent in its profits. How can a newly-formed
trading corporation afford to entertain hundreds
of people at the Merlin for this launch? A
company would get more support if it held its
launching in the open air to show what controlling
overheads, are all about. I think most of the people
at the launching seemed to be Government em-
ployees.

Mr Bryce: Rubbish! You are treating the truth
as carelessly and maliciously as you did last night
when you went on your trip to fantasy land.

Mr COURT: That is not correct at all. I was
not given the opportunity tonight in this House to
reply to the Premier's allegations made during
question time.

If we had been allowed to debate that motion
we would have shown the Government how a
member of the public had gone to three Ministers
to seek help. It is all very well for the Premier to
say, in a statement telexed this morning, that no-
one had contacted his office and that that oc-
curred when he was in the United States.

I mentioned during question time that it was on
Monday, 26 March that that man contacted the
Premier's office, yet this morning the Premier said
no-one approached his office. Who is telling the
truth?

Mr Bryce: You grew up in an environment
where you found it very hard to tell the truth.

Mr COURT: I will not listen to that sort of
stupidity. The member has been saying that for
the last 15 years, and if it makes him comfortable
he can keep saying it.

After Exim was launched an announcement was
made that the next venture was in the nursery and
cut-flower industry, but absolutely no consultation
was held with the industry.

People in the industry read advertisements in
their newspapers calling for staff for these ven-
tures. Those advertisements cost a small fortune.
Those expensive advertisements advertised for
staff to run the so-called trading corporation
which now happens to be a producer as well. The
Government is foolish and ill-advised for taking on
that industry. There are thousands of small
growers out there fighting to survive, and the
Government wants to wipe them out with this one
multi-million dollar venture.

Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: I will debate small business with
the Deputy Premier any time of the day or night. I
have been in small business for many years and I
know what it is like to be stood over by a Govern-
ment. As recently as a few weeks ago I knew what
it was like to have the doors closed. The Govern-

ment did it well. Of all the companies in Western
Australia the Government picked on a firm in
Nedlands, Court Marine, and thought it should
have a go at closing them up for a while. It
succeeded; I give the Government full points for
that.

Now the Government has decided to take on an
industry which has grown rapidly in recent years.
Tremendous investment has gone into this indus-
try in the last few years and new owners have
established here. Some specialists have come here
from countries such as Holland and have set up in
the cut-flower industry. It is really quite impress-
ive to see.

I urge members opposite who do not know a
great deal about the nursery and cut-flower indus-
try to go out and see it.

Mr Bryce: When did you become an instant
expert on nurseries?

Mr COURT: I have been interested in the in-
dustry for some time. The member for Darling
Range has been teaching me a great deal about
that industry for many years.

Mr Bryce: Anyone who would be proud to claim
him as a mentor had better start again.

Mr COURT: The member for Darling Range
happens to be a very good flower grower and hor-
liculturist and has great expertise in those areas.

Mr Bryce: I am not talking about his green
thumb, I am talking about his knowledge of the
industry.

Mr COURT: H-e knows more about the horti-
cultural and agricultural industry than the Deputy
Premier would know in his lifetime, so the Deputy
Premier should think twice before making such
Statements.

I urge members opposite to go out and have a
look at some of these industries. They will be
surprised by the number of people involved. Has
the Deputy Premier been out to consult with mem-
bers of the industry before making a million-dollar
investment? He has not even had a feasibility
study done before putting millions of dollars of the
taxpayers' funds into that industry. What a great
start to a business that is.

The Deputy Premier would be surprised by the
large number of people involved in this industry
and the high level of technology that has gone into
it. He would be surprised by the technology used
to develop different kinds of plant strains and to
control them and the like. He would be surprised
by the amount of money invested in the industry.
However, that money has now been put at risk,
because the Government has decided to take these
people on.
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Another matter the Deputy Premier would find
when visiting nurseries and cut-flower growers
would be the disgust and contempt for the Govern-
ment and its ethics. The Government will put
these people out of business.

Mr Bryce: Say that to Barry Waldeck. Don't
talk about the whole industry.

Mr COURT: If he makes a decision to go into
business with the Government-

Mr Bryce: He happens to comprise an import-
ant part of it.

Mr COURT: The majority of people in the
industry are disgusted by the activities of the
Government-

Mr Bryce: I do not think they have even begun
to know anything about those activities.

Mr COURT: Is the Deputy Premier proud of
the fact that they do not know about it?

Mr Bryce: I suspect there has been a modicum
of malicious misrepresentation.

M r COURT: By whom?
Mr Bryce: By someone your size and shape.
Mr COURT: That is a great thing to say. The

Deputy Premier does not even have the courtesy to
consult with the industry before going into a ven-
ture such as this, but is prepared to say in this
House that those people will have nothing to fear.
'They will have a lot to fear. The Government is
putting their lire savings at risk.

We have heard examples of this. A grower was
in this House yesterday and told us that formerly,
the value of his business was $150O 000 but that his
business has now been valued at $50 000. How
would the Deputy Premier like to be a small
grower and have a giant come in and move over
the top of him?

Mr Bryce: I would think it was pretty wonderful
if that was going to establish a freight system so
that 1 could export my flowers reliably.

Mr COURT: What has freight got to do with
this? The Government of this country should be
helping to improve the freight services and should
be encouraging the industry.

Mr Bryce: Just listen to Mr Waldeck when he
explains the rationale for the move.

Mr COURT: We would support any initiative
by the Government to improve the freight out of
this country. The first thing we would support
would be an improvement of the operations at the
wharf at Fremantle. We do not think Western
Australia should have a ship-free harbour.

We will support the Government if its actions
are positive. This Government should be support-
ing business; it should not be going into the grow-

ing of fresh flowers and the selling of the product
overseas. Many people are capable of doing that.

I can tell the Deputy Premier that the people in
the industry will not stand back and allow their
industry to be taken away from them. They will
fight. We are talking not only about the growers,
but also about the exporters. Many small ex-
porters have established themselves and they are
also under attack. These people have been trying
to sell their products and they have spent years
cultivating the latest varieties. These people can-
not trust the Government any more, because the
Government is going into business in competition
with them.

Other speakers tonight will discuss the finer
details of this business of nurseries and the flower-
growing business. They will be looking into the
role of the Department of Agriculture. We have
very good people working in the Department of
Agriculture; in fact, one person seconded from the
Department of Agriculture to the Department of
Premier and Cabinet will be running the company
which will be in competition with the industry. He
has all their secrets. He knows what they do and
their developments with plant varieties and the
like. He knows their markets. They are concerned
about that. We believe we need some answers to
questions.

The Department of Industrial. Development is
carrying out a survey into whether the export loan
fund scheme should be continued. It has written to
all people involved in the export industry who re-
ceive assistance through the loan fund. Who will
fill in survey forms for this Government with any
confidence? The Government has asked for quite
confidential information in those forms. I think
people will think twice before they give any confi-
dential information to the Government. If they tell
the Government about their wheat exports, the
next thing is that the Government will be buying
wheat farms! There are plenty of wheat farms for
sale.

Mr Hodge: You are a real whinger.

Mr COURT: Does the member for Melville
think this is whingeing? I think the Government is
going into competition against these people, and
the member calls me a whinger.

This is a very sad state of affairs and the Oppo-
sition will fight it. The moves which this Govern-
ment has made to enter the private sector are
totally unnecessary. I would like to know whether
the Department of Industrial Development sup-
ports the Exim concept.

Mr Bryce: Don't be funny. We have been
involved.
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Mr COURT: I presume the Minister was re-
sponsible for it.

Mr Bryce: We have been involved with the de-
velopment of the concept for about a year.

Mr COURT: So the Department of Industrial
Development supports the concept. Why is the
Premier running the show?

Mr Bryce: It really galls the poor old member
for Nedlands that the Premier and the Deputy
Premier work closely together on a whole range of
issues and that we happen to agree on an issue in
which the Premier has a strong interest; I agree
that he runs it.

Mr COURT: So the Premier and the Deputy
Premier work as a team but in this case, the Depu-
ty Premier allows the Premier to run the scheme
for him and the Deputy Premier will back him up.Is the Deputy Premier's department
recommending other businesses which the Govern-
ment should go into next?

Mr Bryce: Exim is doing its job. It does not
require recommendations from the Department of
Agriculture or the Department of Industrial De-
velopment or anybody else. Exim is doing its own
assessment.

Mr COURT: The Department of Industrial De-
velopment has traditionally had a role in helping
industries in this State which wanted to enter the
exporting arena. A Government operation is now
approaching overseas customers 'of Western
Australian companies which have spent many
years building up their clients. Complaints have
been made to us that officials from the Exim Cor-
poration are approaching customers of firms in
this State and telling them that it will be a better
supplier of flowers in the future. What a great
assistance this Government is to industry in this
State! I believe the Minister for Small Business
should not wash his hands of Exim because Exim
will make a major attack on the small business
sector in this State and he, not the Premier, should
be involved in how it operates because eventually
he will have to bear the brunt of that attack.

The Government is using the taxes of the small
business sector to Fund the competition which will
kill those small businesses. It is providing its own
competition and that is not acceptable. What sec-
tion of small business will the Government decide
to attack next?

I conclude my comments by saying that we have
not had the opportunity to debate whether or not
the Exim Corporation should have been set up. At
the beginning of my speech, I made it clear that I
believed it was deceitful for the Northern Mining
Corporation (Acquisition) Bill to come before this
House with the explanation, during the second

reading debate, that the Bill was simply for the
purposes of purchasing diamonds. It was not
introduced for the purposes of having its name
changed to Western Australian Government
Holdings and then, in turn, to a subsidiary known
as the Exim Corporation which would then go into
competition in industries as diverse as flower
growing. Who would have thought that we were
debating a Bill in this House which would be used
as a vehicle for the setting up of a corporation to
grow flowers?

I urge members to support my motion.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader

of the Opposition) [9.17 p.m.]: I second the mo-
tion moved by the member for Nedlands. The first
point I wish to raise is that covered by the first
paragraph of the motion. For the benefit of mem-
bers it reads as follows-

That, in the opinion of this House, the
Government should stop plans for the Exim
Corporation to go into competition with the
private sector by operating businesses which
provide goods and services already well sup-
plied by the private sector.

Before outlining why I support that part of the
motion, let me turn back time to 7 February when
the announcement was made in a news release
under the heading of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet that the Exim Corporation was to be
set up. The statement began-

The State Government today unveiled
plans to increase Western Australia's over-
seas trade and to stimulate Western
Australian activity.

The Premier said the corporation would do four
things. Let us consider those four areas of involve-
ment and compare them with what we now see as
the Government's action and its involvement in
this matter. in the words of the Premier, the cor-
poration would offer trade and marketing support
services such as market intelligence, represen-
tation, trade financing, and freight services to the
private sector, especially to small and medium-
sized businesses which face difficulties in
marshalling resources by themselves to enter ex-
port markets.

What do we now find? We ind a corporation
that will offer trade and marketing, services in
competition with the private sector. The Govern-
ment is a primary owner in that corporation in
association with Mr Waldeck. I have no criticism
of Mr Waldeck. I say full marks to him for being
smartly out of the blocks to take advantage of the
Government's "initiative". However, the Govern-
ment is employing its chief adviser in the area,
who has access to confidential information and
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who is using all the resources of Government to
actually compete against those small and medium-
sized businesses, about which the Premier was
speaking in the Press statement of 7 February.

I am sure that if the Deputy Premier was at the
launching he did not hear any mumbling concerns
about the competition that they feared. At the
time they had listened to the statement-the
honeyed words. We now see the corporation set-
ting up in direct competition with the private sec-
tor. If that is not the cast the Deputy Premier
should talk to those people in the industry who
have tried to get some information from the cor-
poration; who have spoken to the Government
officers and to the chief officials of the corporation
and who are not at all satisfied about what is
happening. These people believe they will now face
increasingly unfair competition from that source.
While the Deputy Premier may not believe that to
be the case, the people affected and involved are
yet to be convinced. I am referring to both the
domestic and the export markets as I will explain
further at a later stage.

Mr Bryce: You are so far out.

Mr MacKINNON: We will see how far out I
am as time goes on. I believe the Government has
made some monumental errors in the last few
weeks. One was the decision to proceed willy-nilly
with the Chinese restaurant; the second was the
decision made and now known as "Berinson's
blunder"; and, the third was the decision to di-
rectly compete with local industry, the first
example of which is Exim which we are debating
tonight.
In the second of the four points made by the
Premier he said the corporation would-

provide a commercial outlet for W.A.
Government instrumentalities that have tech-
nology and consulting skills which are sale-
able internationally.

Probably that is not so relevant to the floricultural
or cut-flower industry in Western Australia. The
Premier continued to the third point as follows-

co-ordinate and utilise the considerable re-
sources of government to promote effective
trade between private sector businesses and
overseas customers.

What do we see now? The Government itself is
now one of those businesses it talks about which
will be trying to solicit those overseas customers,
selling to them in direct competition with
businesses in Western Australia. It will be selling
products grown in Western Australia and will buy
them from existing growers at prices it will deter-
mine.

When that point was read out at the launching
it would have seemed harmless but in practice we
now see that it is a cause for grave concern not
only for those directly involved in the industry but
also for all other industries. They will wonder who
will be next. Which industry will be under attack
and whose livelihoods will next be threatened by
Government involvement?

The fourth point made by the Premier was-

provide the link with potential markets where
customers prefer to deal on a government-to-
government basis, especially in the vitally im-
portant emerging market in China.

I would not have thought it would apply to what
we are debating tonight-the company that has
been formed by the Government and by Waldeck.
In fact, we have for some years had the Western
Australian Overseas Projects Authority which I
thought was handling that work adequately. Obvi-
ously that authority which was set up by the
Government will in no way handle those activities;
it will be dealing directly with private enterprises
and people purchasing flowers in other countries.
The statement on 7 February looks harmless but
when one reads between the lines it is clear exactly
what the Government is about. This has been
demonstrated by its activities in joining with
Waldeck in this company.

Mr Bryce interjected.

Mr MacKINNON: The Deputy Premier could
not have heard me earlier. I said I have no criti-
cism to make of Mr Waldeck. I said that full
marks go to him for being smart enough to be first
out of the blocks. He saw the opportunity and has
exploited it. Our criticism is aimed at the Govern-
ment for creating the opportunity which will pro-
vide direct, needless competition to those in the
marketplace who would have been able to exploit
those opportunities given the right support from
the Government.

I am pleased to hear the Deputy Premier say
that this industry is not able to exploit the
opportunities presented to it in overseas markets.
It is a direct criticism of the industry.

Mr Bryce: Last year we exported $1.6 million in
an export market of up to $3 billion and there are
legitimate reasons why small business cannot de-
velop that.

Mr MacKINNON: The Deputy Premier be-
lieves that the Government will enable them to
exploit the opportunity better than private
enterprise can.

Mr Bryce: With private enterprise.
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Mr Mack INNON: I am really surprised if the
Deputy Premier believes that to be the case. I am
sure that all these people to whom we have been
speaking, who are actively involved in developing
these markets today, are confident that they can
achieve those results without direct Government
involvement. They do not need direct financial
support by the Government. They would like the
Government to help by co-ordinating their activi-
ties but they do not want direct involvement as we
have seen.

I turn to the second part of the motion moved
by the member for Nedlands which reads-

in particular, this House urges Exim to with-
draw from entering the nursery and cut-
flower industries as such an intrusion will
severely affect the livelihood of hundreds of
employers and employees currently operating
in these industries, as well as putting at risk
millions of dollars currently invested in these
industries.

We urge the Government to do that for several
reasons. Firstly, this corporation is headed by Mr
Watkins who was previously employed by the De-
partment of Agriculture and then seconded to the
Department of the Premier and Cabinet. I under-
stand that his title is now general manager of the
new corporation. I do not wish to cast aspersions
on Mr Watkins. 1 do not know him personally but
from all reports he has been an effective and ef-
ficient officer in his job. However, he has had
access to confidential information from many in-
dustry participants with whom he is now in direct
competition in the export market. He has access to
all that information and has now been placed in
the chief management position of a company
backed up by Government, partly owned by
Government, which will be in direct competition
with the companies which provided that infor-
mation in good faith. That is immoral, if nothing
else. The Government has plucked a man with
access to that information which undoubtedly he
will use because that is part of his knowledge and
skill. It is totally wrong for the Government to use
that man to compete directly with people whose
livelihood it is to create wealth for those in the
community.

Mr Bryce: If he had left the department to go
into private business would that have been as bad?

Mr MacKINNON: Yes it would.
Mr Bryce: He could have used that information.
Mr MacKINNON: The Deputy Premier fails

to understand. If he left the Government he would
not have been using our money to play with. He is
using the Government's money and my money
against my will to invest and take risks.

Mr Bryce: It is not really a question of
confidentiality.

Mr MacKINNON: He is willingly supported
by the Government. I am really pleased that the
Deputy Premier is taking this attitude because the
industry, as I have indicated, knows the Deputy
Premier for what he is and it knows the Govern-
ment for what it is. The Government will rue the
day that it got involved with Exim.

The Government should withdraw from this
venture, secondly, because it has access to far
greater capital resources than does any other pri-
vate enterprise operator in the community. Mem-
bers opposite know that as well as I do. The
Government also has far greater influence in the
community than any private sector operator. This
Government has said, "We shall take shares in the
corporation. We will give it all the advantages of
Government. We shall compete directly with any-
one else involved and we do not care if we put
them out of business. We will use all our vast
resources and compete against you, come what
may". That is the position the Deputy Premier is
promoting and that is what this Government is
promoting. We are totally opposed to that situ-
ation.

The third reason is that, if one looks at it-the
member for Darling Range will outline the
position much more clearly later-there is no
reason for the Government to be involved in this
industry. Members should go out and talk to the
people involved. How many people in the industry,
other than Mr Waldeck, has the Deputy Premier
consulted?

Mr Bryce: I am not Exim. I have explained to
you tonight in words of one syllable thai the Exim
Corporation is under the responsibility of the
Premier.

Mr MacKINNON: The Deputy Premier, who
is supposed to represent industry in this State, is
saying, "I don't share that responsibility. The
Government has made that decision, but I am
washing my hands of it. I have nothing to do with
it. I will not defend the Government and stand
behind the decision it has made. I will not consult
with people and listen to what they have to say."~

After the last election we learnt a few lessons.
One lesson was that we should listen to people.
The Deputy Premier is fast getting the reputation
of being a poor listener, as is his Government.
They have not listened to these people and this
industry. They have not even consulted with the
industry. There is no reason for the Government to
get involved in this industry.

This is an expanding industry. I agree with the
Deputy Premier that it has almost unlimited
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potential, but that does not mean the Government
itself needs to exploit that potential. The private
sector has enough ability to do so and, if the Depu-
ty Premier got out of his chair and went out into
the industry to look at what is happening, he
would be aware of the tremendous investment go-
ing into the industry from the private sector, and
the great inroads being made into the export mar-
ket.

The fourth reason that the Government should
withdraw immediately from its involvement in this
area is that it has not consulted with the industry.
No-one has had discussions with the Government
in respect of this matter, other than Mr Waldeck
for whom I have a great respect. However, he is
the only person who has been consulted. It is his
idea and the Government has taken it up.

The final point is: Why was Mr Waldeck
chosen? Other companies involved in the industry
around the State have approached the Govern-
ment for assistance previously and I assume they
will approach it in the future, but those
approaches have been and will be rejected. How-
ever, this individual has been singled out for pref-
erential treatment and I believe that to be patently
wrong. The Government is playing favourites; it is
trading its favours with people in the community
and it should not be allowed to do so, particularly
when the livelihoods of people are at stake.

The third point made in the motion moved by
the member for Nedlands is-

In addition, this House urges the Govern-
ment-

(a) to stop Exim or their represenitati .ves a p-
proaching customers overseas who are
currently supplied by Western
Australian exporters;

We met with one of those exporters yesterday. He
is now exporting approximately $3 000-worth of
cut flowers a week. He is about to venture over-
seas again and confidently predicts that, by the
end of the year. he will be approaching sales in
excess of $10000 a week. He is a private
enterprise operator. He does not have any Govern-
ment-owned shares in his business. He is running
it himself, along with others, aLl] of whom are
risking their money and taking their chances.
They are very successful, but what has this ex-
porter discovered in recent weeks? As he tele-
phones his overseas customers to make appoint-
ments to see them they say. "We are not aware
with whom we will be dealing in the future, be-
cause we have heard there is this new, 'you beaut'
corporation in Western Australia which has been
set up with Government backing. We will
probably be able to get cheaper supplies from that

company than from you; so we are not interested
in talking to you. When you come over here we
shall have to decide whether to deal further with
you".

Yet the Deputy Premier tells me, "We are
interested in the export market. We are not
interested in the domestic market". These people
are Western Australians; they are not Asians, nor
are they from South Australia, New South Wales,
or any other State. They work, eat, and sleep in
this State and they have risked their money here.

The Deputy Premier sits there blithely and hap-
pily defending his actions in going into direct com-
petition with those people who have risked their
fortunes and have put their sweat and toil into
these ventures.

Mr Pearce: You are afraid of competition.

Mr MacKINNON: We are not afraid of com-
petition, nor are we asking that these people
should be immune from it. We are asking that
they be protected from unfair Government compe-
tition. One can hardly call it "competition" when,
as the member for Albany says, the Government
holds all the aces, and members opposite know
that well.

The Government should immediately stop its
representatives approaching customers overseas. It
should ensure that the Western Australians
developing into that market are able to get on with
the job of doing so.

We turn then to the next point made in the
motion moved by the member for Nedlands which
is-

(b) to take immediate action to support our
export industries by providing encour-
agement and assistance for export ex-
pansion,

The Deputy Premier well knows the sorts of activi-
ties which are currently being undertaken in an
endeavour to do that. Indeed, when we were in
Government we implemented some of those pro-
grammes and I am pleased to say the Deputy
Premier has continued many of them. I have not
had direct involvement in this area recently, but I
hope he has improved them. Knowing the quality
of the people involved, I am sure he has.

These people need Government assistance. For
example, when we were in Government we assisted
machinery manufacturers to form their own as-
sociation. We provided secretarial support for that
association at taxpayers' expense. We did not take
over a company and get into the business of manu-
facturing farm machinery. We got together with
those involved in the industry and supported them
in their activities so that they could compete in the
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Eastern States and overseas. We also provided the
industry with financial assistance to get into those
markets.

We implementd-and this Government has
continued it-the export development fund
whereby industries can obtain funds in advance
which ,hey would normally get from the Common-
wealth Government, but which take too long to
process.

That is the sort of programme the Government
should assist and we would support it in that en-
deavour. It is the sort of programme we under-
took, but it is not the sort of programme which
involves direct participation in industry. We will
never have a part of that and we urge this Govern-
ment never to take part in it. If it does, as it seems
it is hell bent on doing, it will pay the price in due
course in the form of lack of electoral support
which will eventuate as a consequence and, of
course, in the lack of profit that that Government
enterprise will make.

I remind members that this Government is re-
peating an exercise which it says is based on
Japanese and Singaporcan models. However, if
one looks closely at the Canadian model, one sees
that is what it is really based on. The Canadian
model has been a monumental disaster.
Approximately 10 years ago Canada went through
this exercise and many of its Provinces are now
extracting themselves from those ventures at
tremendous cost to taxpayers. We shall rue the
day this Government became involved in these
ventures, because, as taxpayers, we shall pay the
price.

The last point made in the motion reads as
follows-

(c) together with industry to take immediate
action to solve critical freight problems
which face exporters including the lack
of services provided, unreliability of ser-
vices due to industrial problems within
Australia and the high FOB prices for
our export goods.

instead of sitting in this place, trying to block the
debate about Mr O'Con nor, and instead of talking
about the Exim Corporation, why were not this
Minister and his Government members out at the
airport last weekend trying to get the wheel of
industry moving and trying to reason with Mr
O'Connor who was involved at the forefront of the
demarcation dispute crippling industry again in
this State.

Why are not this Minister and his Government
members down at the wharves at Fremantle trying
to talk some sense into the heads of his union
colleagues at the waterfront who cause so many

problems? If they do not believe that is the case,
then they should talk to the vegetable growers in
this State.

I am sure the member for Darling Range knows
too well that thousands of dollars have been lost
over recent years due to strike action and the
union activity on the wharf. Do we hear any of
that from this Government? Do we hear of the
Deputy Premier talking to the vegetable growers
about their problems? It is not likely; this man is
too busy in his ivory tower with his advisers and
his big team of people, trying to work out how to
solve our problems. That will not solve our prob-
lems, nor will Government involvement in indus-
try.

Again, if the Government bothered to take the
time to talk to people involved in the industry it
would ind, as we did yesterday, that a large ex-
porter said that he did not have trouble getting
transport out of this State, except at peak times.
Who does not have trouble getting on the roads at
Christmas time? That is a peak time on the roads.
It is peak time in the air, and peak time every-
where. The Government could certainly assist to
overcome those problems without having to own a
company to do so. However, the Government has
chosen not to do so. If]I am any judge, the Govern-
ment will soon be chartering flights out of this
State. The establishment of this company, so-
called, will be done in the best interest of this
State. Again, we will pay the price.

I will recount a telephone call I received on
about 8 or 9 February. 11 was just about when
school went back. The Minister for Education
could tell me what date school went back. H-e has
not any idea. Terrific!

I received a phone call from a citizen concerned
about the standard of accommodation at one of
the schools in his electorate, and the shadow Min-
ister for Education, the member for Karrinyup,
has clearly outlined that situation to this Parlia-
ment; the fact is that this Government has treated
education in a very off-hand manner.

The caller said that if the Government had been
concerned about the children and education in this
State, it would not have put its money into a
trading corporation. He said that after all, who
needs the Government to be trading and why
could it not have put that money into providing
services for his children. He asked was that not the
real job of Government. That was pleasing for me
to hear. An educated citizen in our community
had been able to assess that for himself.

There is one role for Government and that is to
provide services and the community needs of
health, education, and other services. Govern-
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ments are not adverse to becoming involved in
trading activities and corporations. Examples
around the world have shown that to be so. We
hope the Government will see the error of its ways,
when it examines this motion and listens to the
debate. We hope it will decide not to go ahead
with Exim and to get out of that business
altogether.

if it does that and puts its energies into what it
should be doing, then the State will be a far better
place and the people involved in this industry will
be much better off for the Government's non-
involvement.

MR SPRIGGS (Darling Range) [9.45 p.m.]: I
wish to speak to this motion moved by the member
for Nedlands and say that I strongly support it.

Mr Pearce: Who is the member on the
backbench responsible for this.

Mr SPRIGGS: The Minister is the marijuana
grower from Gosnells!

When this Government sought to become the
Government it made many promises, none of
which it has kept or even attempted to keep.

Certainly, we have had two years of legislation
passing through this House. Sure we have seen
hanging outlawed, we have seen laws of the State
abused and prostituted-as has happened this
week-and we have seen homosexuality promoted.i
Electoral manipulation has been promoted and
there has been a sufficient influx of "R"-certifi-
cate videotapes to destroy the youth of this State.

We have seen casinos and two-up promoted in
sectional areas of this State. That is what the
Government has done. Have we seen anything
constructive? Not a bit. We are still waiting to see
it. We have seen nothing to create jobs; any such
schemes have been absent from the planning of
this Government.

Now, we see an attempt at using public money
to destroy an industry that has grown in the last
five years to tremendous size. We see this creation
of Exim, a socialist missile, designed to destroy the
cut flower industry and the living of thousands of
people in that industry.

Mr Pearce interjected.

Mr SPRIGGS: The Minister should support his
marijuana cause! My friend, you were the greatest
insult ever to this House when you were made a
Minister.

Several members interjected.

Mr SPRIGGS: The Minister has promoted the
growth of marijuana. The member for Armadale,
the member for marijuana.

This floral industry will be established at
Baldivis. It is probably on Mr Maumill's land! I
understand he has some land in that area. That is
the style of this Government, to go into something
to destroy it. The Government has made no at-
tempt whatsoever to consult with anyone in the
industry, bar its favourite fellow. All the Govern-
ment has done is decide to invest a million dollars
of public money in an exercise which will be a
disaster.

What has happened has been a sneaky oper-
ation, made more sneaky by the lack of any replies
to any questions asked in this House.

We have the Minister who is supposed to be the
Minister for Industrial Development, but who
does not know the answers to questions he is
asked. He has never heard of floral culture. We
have asked questions of the Minister for
Agriculture. Surely floral culture is part of
agriculture, but we have received no answers from
him.

When the member for Nedlands spoke, the
Minister for Industrial Development thought he
knew all about floral enterprises. What he does
know would fill a thimble and what he does not
know would fill a book.

Several years ago the floral industry in Western
Australia was a minor one. Seventy per cent of the
flowers sold in florists' shops were imported from
overseas or the Eastern States. Now the reverse is
the case. Very few flowers and exotics are
imported, and they are exported in large
quantities, much larger than the Minister has
indicated. That is a massive reversal of the situ-
ation and the Government is now set to destroy it.

Mr Pearce: You are a joke.
M r S PR IG GS: The M in ister is the biggest joke

I have seen. When the Minister does a day's work
it will be his first.

The Government is trying to destroy people who
are prepared to work with their hands and develop
businesses and earn a living without bludging off
the State. They are the people the Government
wants to destroy and members opposite do not
want to understand them because those members
have never worked in their lives. The Minister for
Education has managed to obtain his money by
having it handed to him by a boss or the Govern-
ment.

Mr Bryce: 1 have never slept through a division
in this House.

Mr SPRIGGS: It would be better if the Deputy
Premier slept forever.

The SPEAKER: Order! I was quite interested
in the debate and the remarks being made by the
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member for Darling Range when he was talking
about the subject matter before the House. I
would like him to continue to do that.

Mr Pearce: You made more money asleep than
by watering flowers.

The SPEAKER: Order! Thc Minister for Edu-
cation will come to order.

Mr SPRIGGS: The Minister for Education is
another person without whom the State would be
much wealthier.

This has been a very sneaky exercise by a very
sneaky Government. A departmental officer has
been seconded to the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, and he and one other officer were respon-
sible for a tremendous improvement in the flori-
culture of this State about three or four years ago.
Those two men changed the pattern of flower
growing in this State to the point where instead of
importing 70 per cent of our flowers, we are now
exporting large quantities. People were attracted
to the State because of the availability of research
carried out by Mr Phillip Watkins and another
officer of the department.

Mr Watkins was taken out of that department,
not in September, as was said to me in an answer
to a question, but before then, and seconded to the
Department of Premier and Cabinet for the sole
reason that he had a lot of information. Every
person who exports flowers has to ill in a form.
The information on the form relates to who is
exporting the flowers and who is importing them,
their names and addresses, and all the particulars.
Those forms are filled in by people in the industry,
honest people who have invested their own money
and not asked for public money. They have built
up their businesses from nothing and one of them
at present has an export contract worth $3 million
or $4 million. That may be peanuts to the Govern-
ment, which controls the public purse, but it is a
lot of money to the person concerned.

All the information obtained from those people
when they developed their markets was given to
the departmental officer and he has been able to
use it as he sees Fit. In my book that is a pretty
sneaky way of doing business. The Minister for
Industrial Relations said it was estimated that
$1.7 million-worth of' wildflowers was exported
from this State last year. I do not believe that
takes into account the plants or exotic flowers
which were exported. The figure is considerably
more than that.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
mentioned one grower who began growing flowers
last October. He is now exporting a minimum of
$3 000-worth of carnations a week. That is how
quickly he has been, able to develop a flower-ex-

port business. His property was valued at
$150000 but, because of this unfair competition
brought about by the use of public money and the
nationalisation of the flower industry, his property
is probably worth only $50 000 now. Of course,
that is only a little point as far as the Deputy
Premier is concerned and the Minister for Edu-
cation is delighted because it means some private
enterprise guy will go down the tube.

Mr Bryce: If you are genuinely interested in
that person you will arrange an appointment for
him to see somebody associated with the Premier's
office, mine or Exim.

Mr SPRIGGS: I am genuinely interested, but
those people have not been able to see the Premier.
The department has no intention of talking to
anybody until it gets its stinking, dirty operation
of the ground. The growers have tried to talk to
the Government, but they have failed. One group
is going to talk to the Premier tomorrow and it is
the first time anybody in the industry has been
able to speak to anyone in Government.

Mr Bryce: Don't blow a pooper valve, George.
If you give me his name-

Mr SPRIGGS: I would not give the Deputy
Premier anybody's name.

Mr Bryce: You are not interested in that man at
all.

Mr SPRIGGS: Yes, Ilam.

Mr Bryce: If you were remotely interested, you
would make sure he got an appointment. I have
made the offer and you ignored it. Remember
that!

Mr SPRIGGS: I will talk to the Deputy
Premier about that afterwards.

The Government is prostituting an industry
which has grown tremendously in a short time. It
has used officers of the department who, through
their position, have been privy to information
which can be used to the disadvantage of people
who have invested their own money to develop
their businesses.

If this Government were not a sham, it would
accept that there is an adequate number of
growers with expertise to expand very quickly the
export of exotics and wildflowers from this State.
All that is necessary is for the Government to use
its efforts to promote the export of flora and to
give assistance if the demand is proved.

Much has been said in the streets about where
this Government is going and what it is doing to
destroy incentive. I am sure you, Mr Speaker,
must be alarmed about the public's questioning of
this Government's honesty.
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People in the streets are saying that the Exim
Corporation and other enterprises like it are
purely an exercise by the Government to feather
the pockets of some of the Government Ministers.
I say sincerely that it is bad when people believe
there is a corrupt Government in this State. What
is being said is that this Government is corrupt,
some people believe that certain Government Min-
isters are getting their nests very well-feathered.

Mr Bryce: I think there should be a Select Com-
mittee of inquiry into you and your allegations.

Mr SPRIGGS: Of course there should be, but I
am not saying it; the people in the streets are
saying it.

Mr Bryce: Have you any evidence to prove it?
Mr SPRIGGS: I do not have any evidence, but

I suggest to the Minister that if he walks down
Hay Street he will hear what the people are say-
ing.

Mr Hodge: What street do you walk down?
Mr SPRIGGS: Obviously not the street the

Minister for Health walks down.
I have here notes prepared by a very prominent

person in the nursery business. I will admit to the
House that I have cut off the name of the person
involved.

Mr Pearce: That means that it cannot be veri-
fled.

Mr SPRIGGS: Yes. I would like to read to the
House what this person thinks about the Exim
Corporation entering into the floriculture busi-
ness. It reads as follows-

Some of the major problems involved in the
formation of EXIM, as I see them are:

I . That there was no consultation with the
main industry bodies and associations on
what the requirements of the industry
are.

2. That a Department of Agriculture
Officer, whilst employed at the Depart-
ment, received major support and input
from both the cut flower and the nursery
areas of the industry and it would now
appear that this information will assist in
EXIM competing against existing pri-
vate enterprise exporting companies.

3. That the last thing Western Australia
needs is a cut flower or plant nursery
facility set up for export when we have
existing nurseries who more than hold
their own on the Australian and overseas
markets.

I was in Sydney recently and I spoke to many
people within the industry and the general opinion

was that Western Australia was held in high es-
teem and that its nurseries were comparable with
other nurseries not only in Australia, but in the
world; yet this Government seeks to compete
against it and undermine the industry.

The notes continue-
W.A. is already oversupplied with whole-
sale and retail nurseries which is causing
problems in the local market. To ease
this problem some of the larger nurseries
are already operating on the export mar-
ket with a good deal of success.
Our own nursery has won a joint venture
contract, in Kuwait, competing against
other nurseries and Government bodies
throughout Australia and overseas.
The contract is worth 3.5 million dollars
and now has people employed by us,
working in Kuwait and it is expected in
the near future that this will lead to sig-
nificant plant and technology exports.

4. The cut flower growers, along with our-
selves, are already involved in
introducing excellent new hybrid Kanga-
roo Paws onto the cut flower and pot
plant market.
EXIM is reported as saying that a tissue
culture laboratory would be set up to
introduce new varieties, virus free etc.
This is a very expensive project and will
only duplicate what already exists and
developed.
Over the last year our own tissue culture
laboratory, with our own research, at our
cost, has introduced over 6 new varieties
onto the market with at least another 6-
10 in the system to be introduced over
the next 6-12 months.
New varieties take 2-3 years to release
once the breeding programme is com-
plete.
Plants are grown, flowered and trialled
for 1-2 seasons before release to make
sure they perform as required. ice: for cut
flowers or for flowering pot plants both
for local and overseas markets. Cur-
rently significant trials are being
undertaken overseas to acquaint overseas
growers with plant response to their local
conditions.
It is expected that by next season large
numbers of plants will be exported as a
result of these trials.

5. If the Government has these sorts of
funds then there are many ways it could
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assist the whole of the cut
flower/nursery industries in the pursuit
of exports.

(a) Offer long term, low interest or
interest free loans to existing
growers, nurserymen etc. to allow
them the finances to implement the
excellent and innovative ideas that
already exist in the private
enterprise area.

(b) To immediately employ Extension
Officers within the Department of
Agriculture to advise and liaise with
growers. These would be in support
of and additional to the Research
officers,

(c) To obtain better co-operation be-
tween State and Federal depart-
ments involved in the day to day
processes of export. ie: make it poss-
ible to obtain all necessary docu-
mentation required for export of
plants, flowers etc. to be made avail-
able from one source.

At the moment if one is to obtain
this documentation you would need
to apply to Canberra for the necess-
ary permit to allow you to export
native flora, obtain a Phytosanitary
and export permit from the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, in South
Perth, obtain an Entry for export-
ation permit from Customs in
Fremantle and if you are exporting
into certain countries, a Certificate
of Origin from West Perth. This
process could surely be streamlined.

I feel that the Government should
be supporting the existing exporters
of plants and flowers and not be
attempting to compete against them
with public funds, by building facili-
ties which already exist in W.A. and
are operating to world wide stan-
dards with extreme efficiency. if the
Government insists on proceeding
with EXIM it must obtain input
from all facets of private enterprise
in the nursery and cut flower areas.
If one accepts that EX IM is a fact
of lire then it needs to be explained,

I . Why wasn't industry opinion
sought?

2. Who, on the EXIM Board has ever
exported plants or flowers and if

such a person exists what are their
practical qualifications?

3. Why the secrecy before EXIM was
announced and why is it still im-
possible, even after the announce-
ment to find out the full story?
Officers within the Government,
who are involved in the export and
horticulture areas appear to know as
much or less than we have been able
to glean.

In conclusion I feel that the Govern-
ment has not sought a wide enough
range of advice as to what the in-
dustries and the people within the
industry require.

I feel that the money about to be
committed to this project could be
much more wisely spent.

The person who provided this information has a
very large nursery in this State.

In the last couple of weeks the Leader of the
Opposition and I have asked a number of ques-
tions about the Exim Corporation to which we
have received no answers. With due regard to the
Minister for Agriculture he did attempt to answer
one of my questions which definitely fell within his
responsibility and it was quite obvious from the
answer I received that he was not given much
information about what was happening in that
particular section of his department. I asked a
question of the Deputy Premier tonight about this
matter and I was told that it did not fall within his
area of responsibility. However, when this debate
commenced tonight it was evident that the Deputy
Premier would answer the questions that would be
asked during the debate.

Mr Bryce: That is not true.

Mr SPRIGGS: These questions were not asked
just because information was wanted by us, they
were asked because thousands of people are
involved in this industry and they are concerned
that there was no information given, no input
asked for and, no discussion; they know nothing
about Floral Enterprises Ltd., apart from what
they read in the newspaper. Some of the people
rang the Minister's department; they have
attempted to get meetings and they have been
refused or fobbed off.

Wild flower sellers were told, "We will not go
into exotics, we will grow carnations and roses".
The carnation growers told people, "We will grow
wild flowers, you do not have to worry"

That is the sort of information which the indus-
try has tried to obtain and it has not been able to
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obtain it. I asked questions to try to get same
information, but this Government will not provide
it. This is a socialistic deal which will only destroy
what could be an industry of great importance to
this State. Exim is condemned and will be con-
demned. Hopefully the Government will go for an
early election, because members opposite will not
be in Government next year. In my book Exim will
not continue in existence. There will be no
nationalised competition in the flower industry.

I support the motion.

Debate adjourned, an motion by Mr Bryce
(Deputy Premier).

BILLS (2): RECEIPT AND FIRST READING

I.- Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Bill.

2. Acts Amendment and Validation (Casino
Control) Bill.

Bills received from the Council; and, on
motions by Mr Davies (Minister for the
Environment), read a first time.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ROAD: BRIDGE

Gascoyne River: Plans

2252. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What plans does the Main Roads De-
partment have for a new bridge across
the Gascoyne River at Carnarvon?

(2) Are roadworks currently being carried
out by the Main Roads Department ad-
jacent to Brown's Range designed to act
as a flood mitigation measure as well as
upgrading the North West Coastal
Highway in this area?

(3) Will the Government honour previous
assurances that work on a new bridge or
on flood mitigation measures will be dis-
cussed with the Carnarvon Shire Council
and affected plantation growers before
commencement?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The Department has no short-term plans
for constructing a new bridge over the
Gascoyne River at Carnarvon. However,
the consultants, Sinclair Knight and
Partners, provided advice to the depart-
ment on a preferred location for a long-
term crossing of the Gascoyne River
taking into consideration the effect of
the roadworks on the Carnarvon flood
mitigation works. The department is
seeking the incorporation of the proposed
alignment into a Town Planning Scheme
to protect the road reserve from develop-
ment and this action would provide the
affected landowners with opportunity to
voice their opinion.

(2) No. However, the initial design provided
for a short section of the road near
Brown Range to be raised to accommo-
date the levee proposed in the Carnarvon
flood mitigation scheme should that be
the option agreed upon. This part of the
design is currently being reviewed with a
view to deleting the levee accommo-
dation works at this stage.

(3) Appropriate consultations will be
arranged prior to any such major works.

ANIMALS: VETERINARY PRODUCTS
Antibiotics: Distribution

2311. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has he received representation from the

Australian Veterinary Association call-
ing for restraint on the distribution and
sale of veterinary preparations contain-
ins antibiotics because of the risk of bac-
terial resistance in humans?

(2) If so, what action has he taken?
(3) If no action has been taken does it mean

that he has not been convinced by the
association that a problem exists?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) My department is currently reviewing

the Poisons Act with a view to providing
for the tighter control of the use and
supply of poisons. The association has
also been advised that the Health De-
partment of Western Australia closely
follows the recommendations of the
National Health and Medical Research
Council in the control of all poisons, so
long as they are compatible with any
special requirements in Western
Australia.

(3) Answered by (2) above.

OVERSEA S PROJECTS AUTHORITY
Ministerial Responsibility

2318. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy
Premier:
(1) Is he still responsible for the

administration of the Western
Australian Overseas Project Authority?

(2) If so, what is to be the role of the auth-
ority in light of the Government's an-
nouncements relating to the EXIM Cor-
poration?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(I) and (2) The future of WAOPA is cur-

rently under review.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: ENERGY
Tariff. Study

2354. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

When is it proposed to release for public
consideration the energy tariff study for
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the proposed aluminium smelter which
the Premier promised on 14 July 1984,
would be released "within a month"?

Mr PARKER replied:

I am not aware of any such promise
made by the Premier. The Government
has consistently stated that details of the
matters relating to the tariff will be
made public as soon as it is commercially
prudent to do so without prejudice to the
confidential negotiations which are
taking place.

EMERGENCY SERVICES: ROYAL FLYING
DOCTOR SERVICE

A uthorisation: Medical Practitioner
2379. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that-

(a) the delay in calling the Royal Flying
Doctor to Jurien to the accident vic-
tims on Friday, 22 February, as a
result of the gas explosion at Sandy
Cape was because it is a require-
ment that authorisation must be
given by a medical practitioner;

(b) it was only because coincidentally
there happened to be a doctor
among the victims that he gave the
authorisation or the delay would
have been considerably longer
awaiting the arrival of the doctor
from Moora?

(2) Is it a requirement in all country areas
that a medical practitioner must give
authorisation before a Royal Flying Doc-
tor plane can be despatched for help?

(3) If "No", why was this necessary at
Jurien?

(4) Will he investigate the matter with a
view to allowing such authorisation to be
given by-
(a) a police officer;
(b) a Silver Chain or similar nursing

sister;

(c) a responsible person in the com-
munity, such as a Justice of the
Peace, a school principal, a First
Aid Certificate holder, a bush fire
officer, etc?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) (a) There was no delay by Royal Flying
Doctor Service in responding to the
call from Jurien Bay. The call was

received at 1 2 mid-day from the
Nursing Post.

The one aircraft on the ground at
Jandakot was airborne in 15 min-
utes with extra equipment and a
doctor experienced in aviation medi-
cine on board.
Normally 30 minutes are allowed
for pre-flight checks, filing of flight
plan with Department of Aviation,
briefing of aircrew and loading of
additional equipment.

The second aircraft was en route to
Three Springs. By 12.45 p.m. the
second aircraft was en route to
.Jurien Bay having landed the
patient in Three Springs.

The third aircraft was carrying
patients in the south west of the
State. It was recalled and refuelled.
By 2.17 p.m. the aircraft was en-
route to Jurien Bay.

(b) No. The member has been mis-
informed.

Any person can request help from
RFDS with a view to aerial
evacuation.

The normal procedure when a call
for help is received from KFtS is
for one of their medical
officers-all of whom are experi-
enced in both aviation medicine and
provision of emergency medical
care-to consult with the person
making the call prior to the flight
being despatched.

The reasons for this are:
(i) immediate medical advice can

be given to ensure that the best
available treatment can be
commenced, particularly where
an RFDS medical chest is
available to the caller;

(i i) where a doctor or nurse is
present at the site, procedures
required for pre-flight stabilis-
ation may be commenced be-
fore the aircraft arrives;

(iii) if special expertise or equip-
ment is required for the safe
transport of the patient-some
special forms or emergency life
support may be required;

(iv) where more than one call is
received a medical decision on
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(2)
(3)
(4)

the priority and urgency of
each call can be made and the
nearest aircraft diverted.

Explained by 1 (b),
Not applicable.

The member appears confused by who
may call for RFDS help with a view to
air evacuation, and how that service re-
sponds to a call and how a flight is auth-
orised.

It would be counter productive to limit
the class of person who may call for help
from RFDS.

However, it remains highly desirable
that a medical officer is consulted before
flight takes off so that pre-flight prep-
aration and therapy prior to the arrival
of the plane can be prescribed.

It is important that the best care poss-
ible-on the advice of the RFDS doctor
is given-until trained help arises.

The pilot makes the final decision as to
whether the flight requested can be ac-
complished safely.

PLANNING: STIRLING CITY COUNCIL
Chinese Restaurant Rezoning: Legislative Power

2380. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Planning:

(1) Under what section and Act is he taking
action to act against the will of the City
of Stirling and majority local citizen vote
who have acted in accordance with their
rezoning responsibilities in refusing the
establishment of a Chinese restaurant in
the Australian Labor Party building on
Wanneroo Road?

(2) What are the reasons for the Govern-
ment overruling the decision of the City
of Stirling and local citizens and forcing
the use of the Australian Labor Party
building for a Chinese restaurant?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Section IS of the Town Planning and
Development Act where subsection (1)
enables the Minister to require a modifi-
cation to be inserted in a town planning
scheme before it is presented to him for
final approval.

(2) Council has already approved the devel-
opment of a private club, dining room,
and associated facilities on the site, and
the building has been constructed. The

owners of the building intend that the
dining room should in fact be open to the
general public as a Chinese Restaurant,
and I can see no material difference in
the proposed change in terms of car
parking requirements, vehicular access,
or noise. I believe, therefore, that my
action is reasonable in town planning
terms.

I am influenced in this belief by the
knowledge that substantially the same
position was taken by the City of
Stirling's Town Planning Committee un-
til a Caucus Meeting of Liberal Mem-
bers of the Council decided to over-turn
the recommendation for party political
reasons.

BUSINESSES: SMALL BUSINESS

Taxation: Concerns

2430. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Small
Business:

Was the Government fully aware of the
tax concerns small business had before
the tax hot line was run?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The Government was aware of the gen-
eral tax concerns held by small business
but considered that the Tax Hotline
would assist in identifying concerns
across the whole tax spectrum.

BUSINESSES: SMALL BUSINESS

Taxation:, Reduction

2431. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Small
Business:

Does the Government intend taking ac-
tion to lessen the burden of State
Government taxes and charges on small
business following its tax hot line?

Mr BRYCE replied:

Issues raised by small business, through
the Tax Hotline, are being considered by
the Government as part of the overall
position it will adopt at the National
Taxation Summit.

Suggestions for changes to State
Government taxes and charges will be
considered in the context of the next
Budget.
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TAXES AND CHARGES: TAX HOT LINE
Cost

2432. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Small
Business;
(I) What was the department's budgeted

cost of running the Government's tax
hot line?

(2) What was the actual cost?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) and (2) As the information sought will
take some time to compile, I will reply to
the member in writing as soon as it be-
comes available.

TECHNOLOGY: TECHNOLOGY PARK
Tenants: Terms and Conditions

2433. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Technology:
(1) When will the Government make avail-

able to industry the terms and conditions
on which they can become tenants at
Technology Park?

(2) When will the first lease agreements be
finalised?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) It is anticipated that terms and con-

ditions for entrants to the Park will be
announced at the end of March 1985.

(2) A scheme to provid 'e leased accommo-
dation is presently being formalised.
Once the financial arrangements have
been finalised, consultations will occur
with interested parties which will lead to
lease arrangements being entered into.

TECHNOLOGY: TECHNOLOGY PARK

Mfedical Incorporated: Operations
2434. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Technology:
(1) Have arrangements been finalised for

the Firm "Medical Incorporated" to be
situated at Technology Park?

(2) If "Yes", when will they commence op-
erations at Technology Park?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) Arrangements are still in the negotiation
stage between the State Government and
Medical Incorporated. It is anticipated
that a Development agreement satisfac-
tory to both parties will not be available
for some months.

(2) Not applicable.

TECHNOLOGY: TECHNOLOGY PARK

Organisation
2435. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Technology:

Will Technology Park be run as a com-
mercial development or will it be
subsidised by the Government?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The Park will be managed
predominantly as a commercial develop-
ment. However, where there is perceived
to be a need to assist small local entities
not presumably capable of commercial
operations, then the Government will
consider the best means of effective sup-
port, on a case by case basis.

TECHNOLOGY: FORMULAB
TECHNOLOGY AUSTRALIA PTY. LTD.

Investment: Government
2436. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Technology:

What investment has the Government
made in Formulab to date and in what
form has this investment been made?

Mr BRYCE replied:

The Government has invested $375 000
in the form of an Equity Investment
representing 16 2/3 per cent of the en-
tity.
The major portion of the money was
allocated from the Technology Develop-
ment Fund introduced by the Govern-
ment in the last Budget.

TRANSPORT: WESTRAIL

Housing: Maintenance
2454. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) How many Westrail houses are there in
Western Australia?

(2) (a) Does Westrail undertake mainten-
ance of Westrail houses on a regular
basis;

(b) if "No", why not?

(3) What is Westrail policy with respect to
the long-term retention of Westrail
houses?
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Mr GRILL replied:.
(1) 829 of which 762 are for employee hous-

ing and 67 subject to lease to both em-
ployees and non-employees.

(2) (a) and (b) Houses which have been
identified as being required for
Westrail purposes are maintained
on a regular basis.
Houses which will not be retained
for future Westrail purposes are
held on an "essential maintenance"
basis only. Sonic houses no longer
required for Westrail purposes are
subject to private lease arrange-
ments on an "as is" basis with no
maintenance by Westrail.

(3) The question of Westrail's long term
housing requirements is the subject of a
review currently being undertaken.

PLANNING: METROPOLITAN REGION
SCHEME

Amendment: Manning-Spencer Roads Link

2455. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Planning:

(1) Does he intend to present to Parliament
amendments to the Metropolitan Region
Scheme to allow for extension of Spencer
Road, Thornlie, to join Manning Road?

(2) If "Yes", when is the amendment
expected to be presented to Parliament?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) The MRPA has not, at this

stage, adopted any amendments to the
Metropolitan Region Scheme to allow
for the extension of Spencer Road,
Thornlie to join Manning Road (the
Spencer-Chapman road link). A Work-
ing Group comprising representatives of
the Town Planning Department, Main
Roads Department and City of Canning
is currently preparing an Environmental
Review and Management Programme,
(ERMP) which will examine in detail
the environmental effects of such a pro-
posal for consideration.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

Quo Vadis: Use
2458. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Has the Government sold the Quo Vadis

property at Byrord?

(2) If "No", what does the Government in-
tend to do with this property?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) The property will be leased to the Kulila

Association Inc.

ROADS

Sen'etus Street- West Coast Highway: Opening

2459. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister far
Planning:

(1) When will the road linking Servetus
Street and West Coast Highway be-
tween the rifle range and the golf course
be open for traffic?

(2) Now that the Government has further
delayed provision for regional traffic be-
tween Stirling Bridge, Fremantle and
Karrinyup--

(a) does the Government intend to
amend the Metropolitan Region
Scheme to reduce the road reserve
in Servetus Street;

(b) does it intend to confirm its support
for the regional road provisions in
this corridor; or

(c) when will it bring forward alterna-
tive amendments to the regional
scheme to relieve the many affected
residents from the present inde-
cision?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) August 1986.

(2) (a) The Government's recent decision
with respect to construction of the
road between the rifle range and
golf course is a significant move to
assist regional traffic movement.
The Government does not intend re-
ducing the road reserve in the
Metropolitan Region Scheme.

(b) and (c) The Government has
already confirmed the regional road
provisions in the Western Suburbs
and has initiated as a matter of pri-
ority a study into the secondary
road system.
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TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Railcars: Air-conditioned

2460. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) How many of the 10 air-conditioned rail
carriages ordered early in 1983 for the
metropolitan passenger service have been
accepted and on traffic?

(2) If any of these cars are still unaccepted
will he please give a full explanation of
this delay, especially as these air-con-
ditioned rail carriages were planned for
the comfort of patrons during this sum-
m er?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Four.

It is anticipated that trials with a further
four cars will be completed by 12 March
and if satisfactory, the cars will be
placed in service.

Delivery of the final two cars from the
manufacturer's works in Newcastle,
NSW, is anticipated for late March.

(2) The delay in acceptance of these railcars
has been due to their failure to meet
specified noise levels necessitating a pro-
gramme of modifications and trials by
the manufacturer to reduce noise to ac-
ceptable levels.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Light Rail Vehicles: Study

2461. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has the study into the provision of light
rail vehicles on the urban service been
completed?

(2) If "Yes", will he let me have a copy?

(3) If "No" to (1), when is the study
expected to be completed?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable,

(3) It is anticipated I will receive the study
recommendations on a lighter and
technologically advanced railcar by mid-
April.

PLANNING: LIAISON COMMITTEE
Meetings

2462. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) When did his liaison committee, which

includes the Lord Mayor of the City of
Perth, last meet?

(2) When did the City of Perth/Government
planning working committee, which sup-
ports his liaison committee, last meet?

(3) Has the siting of a casino on Burswood
Island been referred to either or both of
the committees mentioned in items (1)
and (2)?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), what has been the
recommendation from each of these
committees?

(5) Has building of a four-storey building in
the Supreme Court gardens been re-
ferred to either or both of the com-
mittees mentioned in itemps (1) and (2)?

(6) If "Yes" to (5), what has been the
recommendation from each of these
committees?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) 26 February 1985.
(2) Friday, I March 1985.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) No.
(6) Not applicable.

HEALTH: AIR POLLUTION
Goldfields: Report

2472. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Referring to question 1267 of 16

October, has he yet received the report
he ,referred to in answer to that question
from the officers of the Health Depart-
ment and the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment?

(2) If not, when does he expect to receive the
report?

(3) If he has received the report when does
he intend to make a decision on it?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) A decision has been made and was

summarised in a Press release in
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December 1984, a copy of which will be
supplied to the member.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

York District: Building Programmne

2473. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) What building programme is planned for
the 1985-86 financial year for the York
District igh School?

(2) How does it compare with the requests
made by the school's parents and citizens
associatlion?

(3) When is it expected that the building
needs of the school will be met?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (3) The 1985-86 Capital Works Pro-
gramme is not yet finalised.

STRATA TITLES: CORPORATE BODIES

Minutes: Evidence

2475. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

(1) Can minutes of meetings of corporate
bodies or management committees of
parties involved in strata title arrange-
ments, be admitted as evidence in cases
involving these parties?

(2) Does such a provision exist under the
Companies Act?

(3) Does the Attorney General intend to
undertake a review of the Strata Titles
Act?

(4) I f "Yes" to (3), when?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Evidence in civil cases is admissible in
accordance with the law of evidence and
at the discretion of the Court. z

(2) No specific provision is included in the
Companies Code.

(3) and (4) A Strata Titles Bill will be
introduced into the Parliament shortly.

2477 to 2480. Postponed.

(21)

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Frcmantle-Perth:, Loss

2482. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With regard to the present operations of

the Perth- Fremantle railway line, what is
the estimated financial loss on the line's
operations for the current fiscal year?

(2) What is the estimated patronage for the
current fiscal year?

(3) Is the Government concerned at the
estimated financial losses of this oper-
ation?

(4) When is it intended to review the future
operation of this line?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The decision to reinstate the Fremantle
passenger trains was based on estimates
of the incremental, or extra cost, to the
State of changing from the linc-bus ser-
vice to the trains.
An extensive cost study was carried out
and has not been repeated as it would
require considerable manpower re-
sources. However, an examination of ac-
counting figures based on fully
distributed costs, adjusted to apply pre-
vious incremental principles, suggest
that the original estimates have not
changed significantly.
For the member's information the ori-
ginal "cost to the State" estimate as ap-
plicable to the 1984-85 fiscal year oper-
ations was $0.799 million, in 1983 prices.
This would be $0.883 million in current
dollar values.
A newspaper report of extra losses on
suburban rail of in excess of $5 million
due to the re-opening of the Fremantle
line is wholly fallacious.

(2) Approximately 2.3 million.
(3) The .Government is concerned to ensure

that every dollar spent on its account in
any area of Government activity is spent
in the best possible manner. However, as
the cost of operating the line and the
deficit are in line with estimates made
prior to the re-opening there is no need
for any special concern.

(4) Checks of passenger train loadings for
each of the three suburban rail lines are
made by the MTT and the financial
situation is kept under review on an on-
going basis. There is no evidence from
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this to suggest that the Perth-Fremantle
line should be singled out for any special
review.

2483. Postponed.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: ELECTRICITY
Tariff Pricing Arrangements

2484. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

Adverting to the reply given to question
2348 of 1985, is it proposed to release
the energy tariff pricing arrangements
for the proposed aluminum smelter, as
promised by the Premier on I4 July
1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Relevant details of the electricity tariff
for the aluminium smelter will be made
public when an appropriate stage of the
confidential commercial negotiations has
been reached. Prudent commercial prac-
tice will be observed with respect to com-
mercially confidential details.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: BANKS
Foreign: Western Australia

2489. Mr HIASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) In connection with the establishment of a
Western Australian based foreign bank-
ing operation, when is it expected that
the bank will commence its operations in
Western Australia?

(2) What estimate of job opportunities has
been given to the Government by the
bank?

(3)
(4)

When was that estimate given?
Where is it expected that new jobs will
be available-city or country, and if in
the country, at what centres?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:.

(1) Initial operations of the proposed 183
Australia Bank are expected to com-
mence around nine months after the
granting of in-principle approval, that is
to say, towards the end of 1985.

(2) Under current plans 183 Australia Bank
will have created roundly 361 new job
opportu nities when fully established.

(3) November, 1984.

(4) Cities and regional centres.

MEDIA DEPARTMENT
StaiD, Number

2502. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) How many people are currently

employed in the Government's Media
Department?

(2) Can he give a breakdown of the positions
held by those people and their journal-
istic gradings?

(3) How many additional staff are employed
by the Media Department on a
consultancy basis?

(4) What is the salary bill for the Media
Department?

(5) What is the cost of the consultants?
(6) How many additional staff have been

recruited by the Media Department in
the past three months?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I assume the Leader of the Opposition is
referring to the Government Media
Office which is attached to the Depart-
ment of the Premier and Cabinet.
(1) 26.
(2) There is one director, a deputy di-

rector, and seven Press secretaries
employed under contract. Journal-
istic salaries, as under previous
administrations, are based on the
Journalists' (Metropolitan Daily
Newspaper) Award. It is not the
Government's practice to disclose
individual contract gradings or
salaries. However, it will be recalled
that the previous administration
employed a significantly greater
number of Press secretaries,
reaching a total of 16.
There are also nine clerical and sec-
retarial staff as well as eight people
working in the Media Monitoring
Unit.

(3) None.

(4)

(5)
(6)

This is not broken out from the
overall salary figure for the whole
department. There is no specific
budget allocation for salaries for the
Media Office.
Not applicable.
No additional staff has been
employed in the period.

2503. Postponed.
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INSURANCE: GOVERNMENT INSURERS

Merger: Premiums

2504. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

(1) Apropos his announcement of the
merging of the State Government In-
surance Office and the Motor Vehicle
Insurance Trust and the cheaper motor
vehicle insurance premiums-

(a) will the proposed amalgamated
body have to work and calculate
premiums towards anticipated prof-
itable operation from the motor ve-
hicle third party insurance business
only, or

(b) will it be allowed to calculate for
losses from this operational section
to be recouped from other insurance
business?

(2) If the answer to (1) (b) is "Yes", will
these losses be spread throughout the
whole business of the merged insurance
company or just certain sections, and if
so, which ones?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) Yes.

(b) Not applicable.

(2) Not applicable.

INDUSTRIAL ACCIDENTS: AWARDS

flow-through: Legislation

2505. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Is the Government introducing legis-
lation to--

(a) curb the growth of injury-related
"awards" and their associated flow-
through to settlements; and

(b) to abolish lump-sum awards that
come under common law for
workers' compensation caused by
motor vehicle accidents,

as announced by him recently?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) and (b) A committee 6f Government
officers established by Cabinet is con-
sidering a series of legislative options to
restrain the growth of awards.

Cabinet has not yet considered their re-
port.

HEALTH: MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS

Fees: Advert isements

2506. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Does he know if it was factually reported
that the Government of Victoria is going
to make provisions allowing medical
practitioners to advertise their fees?

(2) In view of this report, can he make an
assurance that it is not the State Govern-
ment's policy to institute such pro-
visions?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) 1 have had no communication from the
Victorian Government to this effect how-
ever I know it is permitted in New South
Wales.

(2) Comprehensive amendments to the
Medical Act are proposed and obviously
this will have to be a consideration.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Royal Perth: North Block

2507. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

As a result of what procedure, or on
what professional advice has he arrived
at his announced decision that C. M.
Campbell and Associates will provide the
project director and management ser-
vices for the north block project for
Royal Perth Hospital?

Mr HODGE replied;

The detailed matters pertaining to the
contract of C. M. Campbell and Associ-
ates as Project Director/ Manager were
examined and agreed between the then
Public Works Department and officers
of Crown Law Department.

The effective date of commencement of
the contract was 1 August, 1984. This
was an extension of the three year proj-
ect director's contract agreed upon in
1981 by the Hon. Ministers for Works
and Health. C. M. Campbell and Associ-
ates have also acted as Interim Project
Manager from September 1983.

On 31 January, 1985, the Minister for
Works recommended to the Minister for
Health that C. M. Campbell and Associ-
ates act as Superintendent and thus they
would be responsible directly to the Min-
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ister for Works for the administration
and implementation of contracts.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Royal Perth: North Block

2508. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has the new Building Management
Authority participated at all with
recommendations or in any other way in
arriving at his announced decision that
Consolidated Construction Pty Ltd is to
co-ordinate building of the $80 million
north block project for Royal Perth Hos-
pital?

(2) If not, who gave him the
recommendation to make this decision
and what was the process from which he
arrived at it?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Not applicable.

2509. Postponed.

WATER RESOURCES: WATER
AUTHORITY

Voluntary Severance Scheme: Union Approval

2510. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Has the Metropolitan Water Authority
"Voluntary Severance Scheme" met
with the approval of the Hospital Ser-
vices and Miscellaneous Workers'
Union?

(2) Accordingly, has the union
recommended to its eligible members to
apply, or not to accept the scheme?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) and (2) The Hospital Services and Mis-
cellaneous Workers Union notified its
membership that the Union Executive
was opposed to the Metropolitan Water
Authority voluntary severance scheme
and urged its members not to accept the
scheme.

WATER RESOURCES: WATER
AUTHORITY

Damages: Insurance Policies

2511. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What was the aggregate amount, if any,

claimed for damages against which the
Metropolitan Water Authority kept on
foot policies with the State Government
Insurance Office in 1983-84?

(2) What was, and is going to be the aggre-
gate amount of premium for these poli-
cies in 1983-84 and 1984-85 respect-
ively?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) $2222 100 (includes $2 169000
Workers' Compensation claims).

(2) 1983-84 SI 923 600 (including
$1 807 000 Workers' Compensation).

1984-85 S2421 800 (including
$2 300 000 estimated Workers' Compen-
sation)

WATER RESOURCES: COUNTRY
UNDERTAKINGS

Supply Capacity: Increase

2512. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What was the yearly increased water

supply capacity in the area of country
water undertakings in the last two years?

(2) Would he please give details as to the-

(a) type of sourcing (dams or ground
water);

(b) location of those sources?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) and (2) The information requested is not
readily available. To answer this ques-
tion would involve approximately 6 man-
months of work in calculating precisely
the increase in capacity provided by the
numerous items on the Country Water
Supply Capital Works Programme over
the last two years.

General statistics on the increased con-
sumption from the Country Water
Supply undertakings, kilometres of main
laid, etc., can be found in the Public
Works Department, Engineering Re-
turns and Statistics for the years ending
June 30, 1983 and 1984.
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WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

Extraction Capacity: Increase

2513. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources;

Has there been an increase in the ground
water extraction capacity for public
water supply during the last two years,
and if so, would he please give details?

Mr TONKIN replied:

During the last two years no new pro-
duction wells have been commissioned
and groundwater extraction capacity has
remained unchanged within the metro-
politan area.

SHIPPING: STATESHIPS

Trade: Overseas

2514. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is a media report essentially factual in

declaring that the Government is con-
sidering expanding the role of the State
ships to encompass trade between West-
ern Australia, North America and South
East Asia?

(2) If so, from what source did such a
recommendation come?

(3) Who has the Government appointed to
consider the advisability, or otherwise, of
such a move?

(4) When would the Government expect to
receive the results of any considerations
being made into this transport ambition?

(5) What is the anticipated financial loss of
the Western Australian Shipping Com-
mission this financial year?

Mr GRILL replied:

(I) In reply I table a copy of my News Re-
lease of 27 February 1985.

(2) Proposals have not yet been developed so
there are no recommendations for con-
sideration at this time.

(3) The South East Asia study will be car-
ried out by the Co-ordinator General of
Transport in consultatio 'n with the WA
EXIM Corporation and Stateships, and
the potential for viable trading to New
Zealand and the West Coast of the
U.S.A. will be investigated and reported
upon by the Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission.

(4) I anticipate that both reports will be
made within three months.

(5) $15.4 million.

The paper was tabled (see paper No.
488).

SHIPPING: STATESHIPS

"Kinmberley". Dry-docking
2515. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) When did the State ship, Kinmberley, last
sail to Singapore to enter dry dock?

(2) Did the vessel carry cargo on either the
outward voyage or the return voyage to
Western Australia?

(3) What arrangements were made for the
ship's crew while the vessel was in dry
dock?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) M. V. Kim~berley sailed from Bunbury
on I March 1984 and entered dock at
Singapore on 9 March 1984 for re-deliv-
ery to her owners.

(2) No cargo was carried. There was no re-
turn voyage.

(3) The crew were accommodated in hotels
on 9 and 10 March 1984 and then
returned to Australia.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS

Legislation: Federal

2516. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
Is he still able to unequivocally confirm
that any Aboriginal land rights legis-
lation brought to Parliament by his
Government will not be overridden by
subsequent Federal legislation
introduced by the Hawke Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I have constantly stressed that by pass-
ing a moderate and sensible piece of
legislation regarding Aboriginal land in
this State, the WA Government will be
in a much better position to resist any
Commonwealth intervention on this mat-
ter.

Should however the Opposition
mindlessly oppose the passage of such
legislation, then WA will be at the mercy
of the Commonwealth.
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POLICE: STATION

Forrest field: Establishment

2517. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

(I)

(2)

(3)

In view of the ever increasing violence,
petty thieving, break-ins and general
problems requiring a permanent Police
Headquarters in Forrestfield , has any
consideration been given to the establish-
ment of a police station in Forrestfield?

If not, why not?

If "Yes", will he advise when such a
facility will be ready and in use for the
people of Forrestield?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Yes, but a proliferation of small sub-
urban police stations is uneconomical
and can only provide a restricted service
to members of the public.

(2) and (3) The provision of a 24-hour ser-
vice to members of the public requires
the establishment of mobile patrols
operating from centres strategically
placed throughout the metropolitan area.

The mobile capacity of the metropolitan
area to include Forrestfield will be ex-
tended and improved as staff and equip-
ment become available.

251IS. Postponed.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Albany: Sale

2519. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Would he confirm his assurance given to
me last year that the Albany Primary
School site on Albany Highway, Albany,
will not be sold for commercial develop-
ment?

(2) Would he provide details of any
approaches made to the Government
seeking to purchase the land for com-
mercial development?

(3) Before any consideration is given to
using the school for any other purpose,
will he provide me with an opportunity to
convene a public meeting, with depart-
mental representation, to seek local
opinion on any proposals for change?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) One preliminary approach was made in
1984 and another in 1985.

(3) In such circumstances, I would naturally
ensure wide public consultation myself.

EDUCATION: FOUR-TERM SCHOOL YEAR
Public Holidays

2520. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Under the four term school year system

to commence operation in 1985, will the
traditional public holidays for-
(a) Labour day;

(b) Foundation day;

(c) Queen's birthday,

continue as holidays for teachers and
students on the same days as the rest of
the workforce?

(2) If not, is he aware of the considerable
disruption it would possibly cause to
families, especially in the country, who
value those opportunities for family re-
unions, country week and other sporting
carnivals and holiday weekends with
their families?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Under the conditions of the four term
school year proposed to commence in
1986, public holidays for Labour Day,
Foundation Day and the Queen's Birth-
day will be taken on the same days as
taken by the rest of the workforce.

(2) N/A.

2521 to 2528. Postponed.

ENVIRONMENT: PROJECTS
Public Environmental Repores: Requests

2529. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

How often in the past ten years has the
Environmental Protection Authority not
requested an environmental review and
management programme in connection
with projects valued at over $200
million, but instead satisfied itself with a
"public environmental report"?

Mr DAVIES replied:

The EPA does not determine whether an
ERMP or other form of environmental
assessment is made on the basis of proj-
ect cost, but rather on the perceived
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nature and level of environmental im-
pacts.
Since the Authority formally adopted
the Public Environmental Report, in
1984, four PER's have been called for:

These were-

(1) Proposed Transmission Line
Interconnections for the proposed
Aluminium Plant (SEC).

(2) Proposed Tannery at Albany.

(3) Casino Burswood Island,
(4) Proposed Infrastructure require-

ments for the Aluminium Smelter.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: MARINA

Sorren to: Environmental Studies
2530. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the

Environment:

(1) Has the Environmental Protection Auth-
ority reported yet to the Government on
the environmental review and manage-
ment programme of the proposed
Sorrento marina?

(2) If so, what is the summary of the
recommendations?

(3) If not, when is the report expected?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) No.
(2)

(3)

Answered by (1).
The ERMP is open for public comment
until 29 March 1985. The Authority's
report will be provided after all com-
ments have been reviewed and an assess-
ment report prepared.

ENVIRONMENT: PEEL INLET
Algae: Solution

2531. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

(1) Has his department examined and
reported to him on the proposition made
by Australian Shipbuilding Industries
regarding a solution to the Peel Inlet
weed problem?

(2) If so, what is the view of this depart-
ment?

(3) I f not, will he ask for a report?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) to (3) No proposal has been received by
the Department of Conservation and En-

vironment or the Waterways Com-
mission from Australian Shipbuilding
Industries.
The Peel In let Management Authority
was approached by the Australian Ship-
building Industries to give information
with respect to that Company's dredging
proposals. The problems of dredging
have already been researched by a
specialist study team and are at present
under review.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: MARINA
Sor-en to: Environmental Studies

2532. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Has the Metropolitan Region Planning

Authority reported yet to the Govern-
ment on the environmental review and
management programme on the
proposed Sorrento marina?

(2) If so, what is the summary of the
recommendations?

(3) If not, when is the report expected?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The Authority will be considering the

Environmental Review and Management
Programme at its meeting on 27 March,
1985, following which it will make its
comments to the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority.

2533. Postponed.

WATER RESOURCES: IRRIGATION

Riparian Rights: Farmers
2534. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Water Resources:

(1) Do riparian rights exist for any farmers
drawing water from waterways in
irrigated catchment areas. For example,
does a farmer who has owned a
farm on Bancell Brook, Yarloop, for
approximately 50 years and the farm has
been in the family since 1887, have to
pay for water drawn from that brook?

(2) Have circumstances changed that this
farmer now has to pay for his riparian
rights?
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Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) Landowners in areas subject to Part III

of the Rights in Water and Irrigation
Act have riparian rights which entitle
them to use water flowing past their land
for domestic and stock requirements. If
the land was owned prior to the creation
of an Irrigation District, the owner has
the further right to use water for the
irrigation of a domestic garden not
exceeding two hectares in extent. How-
ever, the Act requires that the irrigated
land be used in connection with a dwell-
ing which precludes commercial pur-
poses.
The Bancell Brook Catchment, upstream
of the pipehead which supplies the town
of Yarloop, is proclaimed under the
Country Areas Water Supply Act 1947
and landowners do not have riparian
rights under this Act.

(2) Farmers downstream of the water supply
reservoir on Bancell Brook are within the
Harvey Irrigation District. Although
they have traditionally drawn all water
from Bancell Brook free of charge, they
have always been liable to pay for other
than domestic and stock water. At a
meeting on August 17, 1984 the South
West Irrigation Districts Advisory Com-
mittee recommended to me that users of
water downstream of the pipehead dam
be advised that the drawing of water
from the summer of 1985-86 be subject
to payment under the conditions of the
Harvey, Waroona and Collie River Irri-
gation District By-laws. This
recommendation is being implemented to
bring this area in line with others in simi-
lar circumstances.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MR i. J. O'CONNOR: CHARGE

Chief Crown Prosecutor: Advice
780. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

Will he arrange to be tabled in the
House the opinion or advice of the Chief
Crown Prosecutor, Mr Ron Davies, in
relation to the John O'Connor case?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I will certainly take up the matter with
the Attorney General. My understanding
is that the Crown Prosecutor advises the
Solicitor General who then advises the
Attorney General. That is my under-

standing. In that situation the Solicitor's
advice is tabled; and I understand that
the Attorney General has done this.

Mr Hassell: The Solicitor General's advice
has been tabled.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, but his advice is
tendered to the Attorney General; the
Crown Prosecutor's advice is not
tendered to the Attorney General but to
the Solicitor General.

Mr Hassell: That has not been the practice in
the past.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am simply giving the
Leader of the Opposition my under-
standing about his question, of which he
gave me no notice. I will take up the
matter with the Attorney General and
advise the Leader of the Opposition in
due course.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN:
BEHAVIOUR

Claims

781. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

(1) Has he considered the serious claims
about his behaviour and that of other
Ministers made during yesterday's de-
bate by the member for Nedlands?

(2) Since that debate, has further infor-
mation come to light which might assist
members in assessing the reliability of
the statements by the member for
Nedlands?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 have made further inquiries
about the claims made by the member
for Nedlands and I am bound to advise
the House that the member was being
less than truthful in the things he had to
say. Before I answer the question in
some detail I will refer to the reports of
the member for Nedlands' statement and
let him verify or confirm the statements
or retract them.

The member for Nedlands said that Mr
Leishman had approached the Premier,
the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services (Mr Carr) and the Minister for
Industrial Relations (Mr Dans).
He-Mr Leishman-had asked each of
them to help him to get the bans lift ed
and was told that the bans would be
lifted when the money-about
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$3 000-allegedly owing to the driver,
Mr John Holly, was paid.

Does the member for Nedlands retract
that statement?

Mr Court: Not at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This is what Mr
Leishman said on the radio-

I wrote to the Minister for Indus-
trial Development, Dans, who was
away overseas at the time and that
letter was replied back by Mr
Parker.

So he spoke to Mr Parker. So much for
Mr Dans' involvement. As for my in-
volvement, let me read Mr Leishman's
statement today-

My final straw
Burke's office.
couldn't speak
Burke ...

was to ring Mr
Unfortunately, I

personally to Mr

The member for Nedlands has said that
1, the Premier of this State, told Mr
Leishman the bans would be lifted when
certain moneys were paid.

Mr Court: I said "your office".

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member did not
say "my office". A minute ago I gave the
member the opportunity to retract that
statement, and he said, "Not at all". The
member said that he did not want to
retract the statement and today Mr
Leishman has said that he has never
spoken to me about it. Where is the
member's truthfulness?

Let mec underline that matter by saying
that I have no recollection-I do not be-
lieve I did-of ever discussing this mat-
ter with Mr Leishman, anonymously or
in any other way. Of course I saw Mr
Leishman in the hospital. I did not dis-
cuss this matter with him and in any case
that was well after the May period when
this matter was raised. The words [ just
used were, "I have never discussed this
matter with Mr Leishman". If he says
that I discussed~it with him, he is telling
lies, as the member for Nedlands was
last night when he said that I told Mr
Leishman the bans would be lifted when
the money was paid. That is a lie. I have
just read to the House the extract of the
report and the member for Nedlands did
not retract it.

Mr Trethowan: Is it from Hansard?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course not. But I
gave the member for Nedlands the op-
portunity to retract it.

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

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can only repeat to the
member for Nedlands the statement that
he was reported to have made and ask
him whether he wants to retract all or
part of the statement. On two occasions
he has said, "No". That is, he stands by
that statement which is contradicted by
Mr Leishman and which is now in its
restatement greeted by the member for
Nedlands, who says, "I clearly said that
it was your office". But he did not say
that. The member for Narrogin said that
it was my office, when I happened to be
in the House to hear him repeat the
claim. I interjected and he said, "Well,
to protect the officers in your depart-
ment and the officers in Mr Dans' de-
partment". Is the member for Nedlands
saying that I said that to Mr Leishmant?

Mr Court: Your office knows only too well
the approach he made.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the House
knows that if the member for Nedlands
said that I told Mr Leishman certain
things and that when Mr Leishman has
said he has never spoken to me about
those things, and the member for
Nedlands now says that it was my office
to whom Mr Leishman spoke, obviously
the member for Nedlands cannot be
right both times.

But I have had further inquiries made
into this matter and in summary the key
allegations by the member for Nedlands
were, firstly, that charges against Mr
John O'Connor were withdrawn to pro-
tect me and two other Ministers from
contempt of court charges; secondly that
Mr Leishman pursued the matter
unsatisfactorily with me-in the terms to
which I have referred-the then Minis-
ter for Industrial Relations (Mr Dans),
and the Minister for Police and Emerg-
ency Services in his capacity as the MLA
for Geraldton, and, thirdly, that Mr
Leishman came to me and the other
Ministers after, in the words of the mem-
ber for Nedlands, the Industrial Com-
mission ordered the Transport Workers
Union to lift bans. Let me examine these
key claims one by one.
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Firstly, there is the claim that the
charges were withdrawn to protect me
and other Ministers from contempt of
court charges. The allegation is patently
and monstrously absurd. As has already
been explained ad nauseam, the
basis-and the only basis-on which the
charges were withdrawn was that
outlined to the Parliament last Thursday
by the Attorney General.

The Attorney General has been
consulted about this specific point today
and he described the claim by the mem-
ber for Nedlands about contempt
charges as "astonishing". He said not
only was he unaware at the time he made
his decision on this matter of the possi-
bility of any contempt charges, but,
further, he was still unable to see on
what basis any such charges could poss-
ibly be laid against me or any Minister.

Indeed, the Government has taken no
action on this matter since the charges
were laid against Mr O'Connor that
could be construed as contempt of court.
We have been scrupulous about not be-
ing involved.

The claim is an utter fabrication, based,
I suspect, on nothing more than a desire
to grab a headline to reactivate a flag-
ging issue and to further the well-known
leadership ambitions of the member for
Nedlands. in future, the member for
Nedlands should seek legal advice, pref-
erably not from his leader.

The second allegation was that Mr
Leishman pursued the matter
unsuccessfully from his point of view
with me and the then Minister for Indus-
trial Relations, Mr Dans. I have read to
members the statement by the member
for Nedlands. He has not retracted the
statement. Let me quote from an inter-
view with Mr Leishman broadcast today
at noon on 6PR. Mr Leishman said-

I wrote to the Minister for Indus-
trial Development-

That is his mistake. To continue-

-Dans, who was away overseas at
the lime and that letter was replied
back by Mr Parker.

So much for the involvement of Mr
Dans. Mr Leishrnan then went on to say:

My final straw was to ring Mr
Burke's office. Unfortunately, I

couldn't speak personally to Mr
Burke..

I checked that out again today, and
Michael Balfe, who is my private sec-
retary, informs me th 'at a day or two
after my return from overseas Mr
Leishtnan rang through and spoke to
him., I said to Michael Balfe, "Did you
tell him that the bans would be lifted if
he paid the money?" Mr Balfe said, "I
am a private secretary. Of course I
would not give that sort of advice". I
have asked Mr Balfe to search his mind
and he assures me that in speaking to Mr
Leishman he did not give that advice,
and neither would he seek to give such
advice as a private secretary.

In any ease, the member for Nediands
has clearly said that I told Mr Leishman
the bans would be lifted if the money
was paid. Let the member for Nedlands
say that I spoke to Mr Leishman about
this matter.

The third allegation by the member for
Nedlands was that these approaches
were after the Industrial Commission
ordered the Transport Workers Union to
lift bans against Mr Leishman. The facts
arc that the matter came before the In-
dustrial Commission only once and this
was in the form of a compulsory confer-
ence. At the time of the compulsory con-
ference the TWU had no bans in place
against Mr Leishman. Secondly, even if
there had been union bans in place, a
compulsory conference has no power to
issue orders. So once again, the member
for Nedlands has got his facts wrong.

Mr Court interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If his fantastic claim
about contempt of court proceedings re-
lates to this-

Mr Court: Twist it as much as you like.

Mr BRIAN BURKE:. I do not know whether
the member for Nediands is attempting
to say that the Press is misreporting his
words. The story in the paper this morn-
ing gave me no political or personal
pleasure. It was extremely disconcerting
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to see people telling lies about my talking
to Mr Leishman.

Mr Court interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not speak to Mr
Leishman, but the member said I did. I
did not Find that a very comforting story,
but at the same time the member for
Nedlarids should have told the truth. It is
one thing if Leishman rang through to
my office, but for the member for
Nedlands to say as he did last night that
Leishman spoke to me-

Mr Court: You put out a telex this morning
denying that he had contacted your
office, and that is untrue. He contacted
your office on 9 April.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: So that the member
for Nedlands is not too confused about
his own dates, on 9 April the Minister
for Industrial Relations sent a letter to
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in
response to correspondence received by
him from the Acting Minister, Mr
Parker, when the Minister for Industrial
Relations was overseas. Mr Parker re-
plied as follows-

Reference is made to your letter
dated 8 March concerning bans on
Mr Leishman of Geraldton by the
T.W.U. The office of Industrial Re-
lations has taken up this matter
with the union and has now been
advised that the bans against Mr
Leishman have been lifted. Thank
you for bringing this matter to
Government's attention.

That is dated 9 April. To go back to the
third allegation: If the fantastic claim of
the member for Nedlands about con-
tempt of court proceedings relates to
this, he is wrong again, because re-
gardless of what Ministers or I might or
might not have done, there was no court
decision arising from these proceedings
to be in contempt of.
On every single basis used by the mem-
ber for Nedlands there is absolutely no
truth to his position. I must admit that
when I read the story in the paper I was
stunned by the statements made by the
member for Nedlands because he had
put into my mouth words to Mr
Leishman that I had never spoken. I was
upset by it because I considered it to be
an unworthy and unfounded attack on

me based upon a conversation that never
occurred. Tonight the member for
Nedlands admits it did not occur. He
now goes back to say, "I only ever meant
your office".

Mr Court: I said it last night and on 9 May
last year.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I say again that I did
not speak to Mr Leishman about this
matter. I certainly did not tell him that
bans would be lifted if moneys allegedly
owing were paid. This morning I put out
a telex in response to that story which at
that time represented my knowledge of
the situation, when I said Mr Leishman
had not contacted the office. The situ-
ation is as I have related in this answer
tonight, that Mr Leishman spoke to Mr
Balfe; so it must be Mr Balfe whom the
member for Nedlands says told Mr
Leishnian to pay the fine so the bans
could be lifted. That does not detract
from the nub of the issue which is that
the member for Nedlands did not tell the
truth when he said I spoke to Mr
Leishman and told him that the bans
would be lifted when the fines were paid.
I did not speak to Mr Leishman at all
about this matter, and I did not say those
words the member for Nedlands was
reported as saying in the Press this
morning and which he was not prepared
to retract in any way tonight. The mem-
ber for Nedlands has been shown up ab-
solutely as someone who cannot be
trusted with the truth.

TAX ES AND C H ARGES: TAX HOT L INE
Public Opinion

782. Mr HASSELL, to the Deputy Premier:
1 refer to the several questions I asked
him last week about the tax hot line and
in particular, question 2187 in which I
asked whether there were any clear re-
sults in terms of expression of public
opinion and he replied that the results
were being tabulated. I ask-

Has the tabulation been completed,
and will he table the results of the
questionnaire which was used in the
course of operating the tax hot line?

Mr BRYCE replied;

My answer to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is precisely the same as it was
about a week ago when I indicated to
him that I still had not seen the results of
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the tabulation. When 1 have, 1 will make
up my mind, as Minister responsible for
that exercise, about whether it is appro-
priate to release the information.

MR J. J. O'CONNOR: CHARGE
Withdrawal:- Attorney General's Actions

783. Mr HUGHES, to the Premier:

Does he endorse the statement of the
Attorney General last Thursday that the
decision to withdraw the charges against
Mr John O'Connor of the Transport
Workers Union was made by the At-
torney General acting alone?

Mr BRIAN bURKE replied:

1 thought this was the issue which the
Opposition wanted to discuss. We are
going to have a lot of talk about this
issue, but the only problem is we do not
want to meddle with the truth of the
situation, as the member for Nedlands
did.

I should have said in response to the last
question that not only did I speak to Mr
Leishman, but also on the radio this
morning the member for Nedlands was
denying he said that Mr Dans had
spoken to him. He was saying that it was
Mr Parker. Between last night and this
morning he had changed his mind about
Mr Dans and Mr Parker.

If the Opposition wants to come into this
place and make up fairy tales, I will tell
it that there is a green side to the apple.

Of course I endorse that statement by
the Attorney General because it is the
truth. However, it has been fascinating
to watch the machinations of Opposition
members as they try to keep the issue
going as long as they can and to squeeze
fresh headlines.
Last Thursday, they were baying for the
blood of the Attorney General. On
Friday, they were baying for his blood
and for mine. Over the weekend they
obviously stopped to think about things
and worried that they needed more head-
lines. So by yesterday afternoon when
the matter arose again in this place, they
decided to try to widen the issue. By
yesterday afternoon those who were
guilty were the Attorney General, me,
the Leader of the Government in the
Legislative Council, Mr Dans, and the

Minister for Police and Emergency Ser-
vices, Mr Cart.

When the allegations of the member for
Nedlands were not holding up too well,
the member for Narrogin decided Mr
Dans' office staff and my ofrtce staff
should be included amongst the guilty.

Last night, the member for Gascoyne
put all the blame on everyone I have
mentioned so far plus the Solicitor Gen-
eral and the new Police Commissioner.
By this morning, the member for
Nedlands was back in the fray, accusing
everyone mentioned so far plus the Min-
ister for Minerals and Energy.

Everyone has been accused and every-
one's integrity has been impugned with-
out so much as a shred of evidence.
What evidence has the Opposition
produced that anyone was involved in the
decision except the Attorney General? It
has produced absolutely none.

Several members interjecced.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 ask members of the
Opposition to tell me what their evidence
is. All they have produced is unsubstan-
tiated allegations. All they have is as-
sertion, rumour, and innuendo. They are
not interested in the truth, just as they
were not interested in whether the truck
driver, Mr Holly, had been underpaid.
They are not interested in the issues of
principle involved; they are only
interested in trying to nail people to the
wall for what they perceive to be their
political advantage.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Northern Territory Chief Minis ter: Attack

784. Mr BRIDGE, to the Premier:

(I) in the light of the savage attack by the
Leader of the Opposition on the Chief
Minister of the Northern Territory over
the Aboriginal land issue, can he tell the
House what was the nature of the con-
tact between Mr Tuxworth and himself
on the issue?

(2) Can he also tell the House whether the
attitudes expressed by the Leader of the
Opposition are in accord with the atti-
tudes generally being expressed to the
Government?

652



[Wednesday, 6 March 19851 5

BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 thank the member for

Kimberley for adequate notice of the
question.
As far as I am aware, Mr Tuxworth has
done nothing to warrant the extraordi-
nary attack on him by the Leader of the
Opposition.
When the Western Australian Govern-
nment outlined its statement of principles
on Aboriginal land issues and established
the drafting committee to draw up legis-,
lation, the Northern Territory Govern-
ment offered its co-operation and said
that some of its officers would be avail-
able to participate if this was helpful.
When Mr Tuxworth came to Perth last
month he called on me and we discussed
the Aboriginal land issue, though it was
not the only matter we discussed. As far
as I was concerned it was a courtesy call
by Mrt Tuxworth whom I had not met
previously. We discussed a number of
matters. 1 was pleased to meet him and
have the benefit of his views.
On the basis of his dealings with this
State Government, Mr Tuxworth has
done nothing to merit the vicious attack
made on him both personally and politi-
cally by the Leader of the Opposition. It
seems to me to be symptomatic of the
Opposition's increasing isolation on this
issue. It would appear that the Leader of
the Opposition's view is that everyone is
out of step except him.
There have been expressions of support
for the Government's approach from-

the Chamber of Mines;
the Australian Mining Industry
Council;
the Australian Petroleum Explo-
ration Association;
the Pastoralists and Graziers As-
sociation-and this support was de-
spite an intense lobbying campaign
by the Liberal Party and a personal
letter to delegates from the Leader
of the Opposition;
the Primary Industry Associ-
ation-this support followed the
personal appearance by the Leader
of the Opposition which was fol-
lowed by an apology from the Presi-
dent of the PIA about his perform-
ance; and,
the Country Shire Councils Associ-
ation.

The Esperance Shire Council altered its
approach after I spoke to it and was able
to expose the untruths and misleading
propaganda about this matter that the
Leader of the Opposition has been ped-
dling around the countryside.
The Leader of the Opposition's approach
is contrary not only to the attitude of his
political colleagues in the Northern Ter-
ritory, but also to the actions of Liberal
Governments in the Commonwealth
sphere and in South Australia.
The Leader of the Opposition stands
isolated on this issue and the unpre-
cedented manner in which he has lashed
out at his political colleague in the
Northern Territory is symptomatic of his
frustration at his isolation.
The Leader of the Opposition and Mr
Tuxworth might well disagree over land
rights policy, but that hardly seems to
me to be a reason to accuse Mr
Tuxworth of needing to learn about prin-
ciples and friendship.

TAXES AND CHARGES: TAX SUMMIT
Submission: Government

785. Mr !vacKINNON, to the Deputy Premier:
Bearing in mind the Minister's
statements in relation to the tax hot line,
I ask the following question-
(1) Will the Government be preparing

its own submission to be presented
to the Federal tax summit?

(2) Who will be involved in preparing
the submission?

(3) Will the results he received from the
hot line be used as part of the sub-
missions?

(4) Who will be consulted in the course
of preparing the submission?

(5) Will that submission be made pub-
lic?

(6) If not, why not?
Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) to (6) The Premier, as Treasurer, has
appointed a special committee composed
of senior officers of the Treasury and one
or two other departments, and I think it
will be chaired by Mr Boylan, The com-
mittee will gather information from key
Government departments which it feels
have a responsibility for an input into the
development of a case to be put to the
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tax summit by the Western Australian
Government.
The Department of Industrial Develop-
ment which organised the tax hot line,
has officers working on a specific aspect
of that case which we believe is of
interest to industry, commerce and small
business. That will be part of the input
into the case to be presented to the sum-
mit by the Government and which will
presumably be presented by the Premier.
I have no doubt that the case will
ultimately be made public.

MINERALS: TENEMENTS
Interest: Minister for Transport

786. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Does the Minister still hold any direct or
indirect interest in any mining tenements
in Western Australia?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Narrogin can only ask the Minister a
question that relates to his portfolio.

Mr Bryce: He might ask you the same ques-
tion.

Mr PETER JONES: He can, and I will give
-an answer. I will redirect my question to
the Premier.

MINERALS: TENEMENTS

Interests: Ministers of the Crown

787. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

Has the Premier established whether any
of his Ministers maintain any direct or
indirect interest in any mining tenement
in Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I have not established that, but what I
have tried to do is to say to the Parlia-
ment that if it supports the pecuniary
interests Bill the information will be pub-
lic knowledge and then the member for
Narrogin's situation, my situation, and
the Minister for' Transport's situation
will rollick around the public domain.

Mr Peter Jones: You have no interest as to
whether your Ministers support the Bill?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not say that. I ask
the member for Narrogin not to put
words into my mouth. He asked whether
I had established-

Mr Peter Jones: I asked you whether you had
an interest in mining tenements and
whether you had asked your Ministers
whether they support it in this State.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not asked my
Ministers. In respect of the Minister for
Transport I have not established whether
he has any direct or indirect interest in
mining tenements. However, the member
for Narrogin can establish that fact if he
votes to support the disclosure of
financial interests Bill, which previously
he voted against.

I have nothing to hide, and I dare say the
Minister for Transport has nothing to
hide.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Vote for the Bill and

Hon. Peter Dowding will have to disclose
his Financial interests. This new-found
interest in the affairs of the Minister for
Transport makes me brush my forehead
with relief. At least it is not me who is
telling lies to the people, or trying to
force them, as the member for Nedlands
says. If the member for Narrogin is
dinkum in the disclosure of financial
interests, he can ask the Minister for
Transport himself, or more seriously, he
can vote in this Parliament to support a
Bill which will require both the Minister
for Transport and the memnber for
Narrogin to disclose their interests.

AGRICULTURE: FARMERS

Viability: Government Action

788. Mr McNEE to the Deputy Premier:

In view of the report attributed to the
Deputy Premier in this evening's Daily
News in which he is quoted-

Several members interjected.

Mr MeNEE: If the Minister listened to the
question he may be able to answer it.
The article reads as follows-

Australians will have to work
harder to halt Australia's falling
share of world trade, says the
Deputy Premier, Mr Bryce.

H-e recognised that Australia's export se-
curity is based on agriculture and
mining. I ask-

Will the Deputy Premier, as a
positive approach to assist in restor-
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ing viability to farmers, ask the
Prime Minister to-

(a) withdraw the fuel tax on fuel
used in primary production;

(b) lower tariffs on such imports as
chemicals;

(c) restore the superphosphate
bounty?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(a) to (c) It is a great pity, for the education
and edification of member for Mt.
Marshall, that he was not at the
Parmelia Hotel to hear the full address.
Out of sheer regard for his desire to fill
in some of the gaps in his knowledge I
will send him a copy of that rather stir-
ring speech reported in today's paper,
showing that Australians recognise that
for more than 100 years we have re-
lied-unfortunately too heavily, to the
point where we have become compara-
tively complacent about the extent to
which we can rely-on the agricultural
sector and the mineral development sec-
tor.

They have been the mainstays of our
economy and will continue to be for
many years to come. However, our stan-
dard of living and the standard of living
of the next generation of Australians will
depend to a significant degree on our
ability to export manufactured goods
and service commodities.

There is at this moment a major
restructuring in world commodity mar-
kets and the prices we have been accus-
tomed to receiving for agricultural and
mineral commodities. It will be some
time before we enjoy a return to those
halcyon days. World trade at this mo-
ment is expanding rapidly in the area of
manufactured and service goods. The
fact that our general level of trade has
dropped is as a result of the dramatic
downturn in the structural problems
associated with demand for traditional
commodities upon which we have relied
for so long.

It seems to me that the member for
Mt. Marshall has lost track of the essen-
tial thrust of my speech. If we lose sight
of that reality to which I have just drawn
members' attention, we will have to work
harder simply in order to stand still.

If it is our intention to progress even
further in terms of economic affluence
we will have to tackle and resolve some
of those major questions concerning our
ability to export manufactured and ser-
vice commodities, in addition to those
great mainstays of the agricultural and
mining sectors, which sectors currently
are experiencing great difficulties
associated with the production policies of
the European Common Market; with the
debt problems of the Third World; and,
with the slow rate of growth by major
importing countries.

PLANNING: DEVELOPMENTS

Delays: Minister for Planning

789. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Is it a fact that developments around the
metropolitan area, such as the develop-
ment of the Swanbourne hospital site,
are being delayed due to the Minister's
preoccupation with the rezoning of the
ALP Chinese restaurant?

(2) If this is not so, why are inquirers to his
office being told this?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) There is no truth in that
proposition. In fact I deal with the exten-
sive paper work involved in the Town
Planning Department and the MRPA on
the day t receive it. It is my practice to
do this in regard to the Education De-
partment as well. I deal with everything
on the same day. I have just dealt with
planning documents for the day in the
last half-hour because I find question
time fairly boring these days.

No delays are attributable to my own
personal actions. I am quite certain that
no inquirers to my office are told that,
because it is untrue. I am certain no
member of my staff would retail an un-
truth like that, If the member brings
Forth specific facts as to who is alleged to
have made inquiries I will be very
pleased to know that.

I have no preoccupation with the
Chinese restaurant because it occupies a
very small amount of my time, except for
answering calls from journalists relaying
to me comments by the City of Stirling. I
guess it takes about 25 minutes in an
otherwise busy day, the rest of which I
spend attending to planning matters that
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are important in order not to have these
delays.
There are, I might say, delays in any
process of planning. Delays are built into
the processes which are extraordinarily
complex and lengthy. The member
should be aware that the Government is
taking steps to remove those structural
delays by establishing a new planning
commission to replace many of the
bodies which cause those delays. I have
taken steps already to fast-track a num-
ber of important projects which are im-
portant to the State.
Delays with regard to Swanbourrie are
not being caused by that. In fact, they
are being caused by people such as the
Leader of the Opposition who continues
to complain about the developments go-
ing on in Swanbourne and writes letters
to ine asking that the whole series of
decisions with regard to Swanbourne be
delayed in the interests of his constitu-
ents. I suggest that the member for Mt.
Lawley should take this up with the
Leader of the Opposition.-

TRADE: EXIM CORPORATION
Floricultural Business: Minister's Approval

790. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Did the Deputy Premier approve the

Exim investment in the flower producing
and export business, WA Floral Exports
Ltd.?

(2) if so, did he consult any of the industry's
representatives prior to the granting of
the approval?

(3) If so, who were they?
(4) If not, why not?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (4) Perhaps it will help other members

of the House if I explain to the member
for Darling Range that this question and
this field of responsibility fall within the
responsibilities of the Premier.

KULILA ASSOCIATION INC.:
ALCOHOLICS

Quo Vadis Centre: Security
791. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Health:

In relation to my question 2458, the
Minister was kind enough to tell me that

the Quo Vadis property at Byford was to
be leased to the Kulila Association Inc.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr RUSH-TON:. He has personally let me
know that this association is for Aborigi-
nal alcoholics
I will repeat that. This is an incorporated
body which looks after Aboriginal al-
cohtolics who wander about and they are
to be transferred to Byford. What secur-
ity measures will apply for looking after
these people at the Quo Vadis centre?

Mr H-ODGE replied:
I presume the same security measures
would apply as have applied for the last
10 years or so. Quo Vadis Medical
Centre will continue to be run in exactly
the same way and for exactly the same
purpose as it has been for many years in
the past; that is, it will be a centre for the
treatment of people suffering from al-
cohol abuse. Off the cuff, I am not aware
specifically of the security measures
which have been in place at that hospital,
if in fact there have been any. If the
member puts the question on notice, I
shall forward it to the Alcohol and Drug
Authority and ask it to prepare a reply.

TRADE: EXZM CORPORATION

Investments: Premier's Approval

792. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Premier been requested to ap-
prove of Exim's investing in any other
ventures on a similar basis as it has in
WA Floral Exports Ltd.?

(2) If so, what is the nature of whose yen-
t ures?

(3) Is the Premier actively seeking invest-
ment opportunities for Exim?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.

TAXES: TAX I-OT LINE

Gold Tax: Queries
793. Mr COYNE, to the Deputy Premier:

Why were people who phoned in to the
Government's tax hot line asked whether
or not they would approve of a tax on
gold?
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Mr BRYCE replied:
After the people who phoned in to the
tax hot line had been given an oppor-
tunity to express their views on what
they thought might have been wrong and
needed rectifying about the tax system,
they were asked whether they would be
prepared to respond to a questionnaire.
That questionnaire contained a very long
list of questions which concerned almost
every proposition that I can recall that
has been dreamed up for a tax in this
State and in this nation over the last 10
or I5 years.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: DEFAMATION
Minister for Local Government: Facts

794. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Local Government;
(1) Did the Minister see the public notice

placed by the Shire of Wanneroo on
page 37 of today's edition of The West
Australian?

(2) Will it continue to be the Minister's
practice to defame local authorities by
accusing them of "inefficiency, neglect,
and mismanagement" without providing
any factual detail to support the alle-
gations?

(3) Will the Minister stop maligning coun-
cillors, particularly those who were not
even members of the council at the time
of the allegations in the report, without
providing supporting evidence that this is
contrary to the principles of natural jus-
tice?

(4) Will the Minister finally accede to the
just request of the Shire of Wanneroo to
make the report public?

Mr

(1)
CARR replied:
Yes, I did see the article in this morn-
ing's edition of The West Australian and
yesterday's edition of the Wanneroo
Times.

(2) to (4) These questions show an inability
to understand the type of report which
was instituted by the Government. The
situation was that an approach was made
to the Government seeking a Royal
Commission into the affairs of the
Wanneroo Shire during the period 1970-
1980. A report was prepared for me by
departmental officers. That report set
out in some detail the situation in the
council during that time. It was an

internal report which was intended to
provide me with advice as to whether or
not a Royal Commission should be con-
ducted into the matters raised in the alle-
gations.

In advising me that there were insuf-
ficient grounds to warrant a Royal Com-
mission and also that there were no in-
stances of malpractice demonstrated in
respect of the council, that report spelt
out to me in some detail a number of
areas of concern with regard to the
administration of the council.

Most of those matters were not new.
They were matters which were inquired
into in respect of the council in a pre-
vious report known as the Keall Brinsden
report. The same areas of concern relat-
ing to the administration of the council
which were covered in the Keall
Brinsden report were covered also in the
departmental report.

It is totally inaccurate to say that the
council has been defamed, because the
statement issued by me at that time was
a conciliatory one pointing out to the
council that, while there were a number
of areas of concern with regard to its
administration which had been brought
to my attention, it was not my wish to be
dragging back over the coals of the
period 1970-1980.

It was acknowledged that a number of
steps had been put in train by the current
council to correct the problems which
had occurred during the previous period
and it was also made very clear by me
that an opportunity would be provided to
the council to meet with the officers who
had been involved in preparing that re-
port, so that the details of the problems
in the council could be examined and all
could be satisfied that appropriate
measures had been put in place to ensure
that good local government would pro-
ceed in Wanneroo.

I believe that covers most of the points
raised by the member for East Melville.
I repeat that it was never intended that
the report be made public. At this stage
it is not intended that the report be made
public.
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[ASSEMBLY]

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN:
ELECTORATE VISITS

Nouificarnon: Members of Parliament

795, Mr WATT, to the Premier:

(I) Is the longstanding convention that,
when visiting country electorates, Minis-
ters should notify the members con-
cerned, still in practice?

(2) If so-the Premier has previously given
me an assurance that that would hap-
pen and he is not one or the
offenders-would he remind his Minis-
ters of that practice, because I am get-
ting tired of Ministers who do not advise
me of their intentions to visit my elector-
ate, and those who do either let me know
the day before the visit or the day after?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 shall draw to the attention of

all Ministers the fact that the member
for Albany has raised this matter. If he
has been done a disservice and has been
treated less that graciously by any Min-
ister, I am sure it was an oversight and
something that the Minister probably
neglected.

Mr Watt: There have been too many over-
sights.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Most Ministers try
unstintingly to pay tribute to the
presence of the member for Albany when
he attends functions. That has been the
case when I have been there, and I am
sure no Minister would treat him less
than graciously.
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