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

EDUCATION: HOSTEL
Lakce Grace: Petition

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roc) [2.17 p.m.): I
present a petition from 800 residents of the
electorate of Katanning-Roe. It reads as fol-
lows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-

bers of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled.

We, the undersigned request that a
student hostel be built in Lake Grace to
come under the auspices of the Hostels
Authority.

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

I certify that the petition conforms to the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly,
and I have certified accordingly.

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

(See petition No. 8.)

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Censorship: Petition

MR BURKETT (Scarborough) [2.19 p-m]: I
have a petition signed by 52 residents of West-
ern Australia, which reads as follows-

To the Speaker and Members of the
Legislative Assembly in the Parliament
assembled, the Petition of the undersigned
shows:-

That the children in W-A. Schools need
legal protection from the adverse influ-
ences of certain books, films and videos so
that they may develop to their full human
potential as well as being law abiding citi-
zens.

Your petitioners request that the Legis-
lative Assembly in Parliament assembled
should examine the English and Health

Education programmes used in Western
Australian schools with a view to:-

I. Prohibiting the use of any part of
films or videos classified "R" or
"AO" in any Western Australian
school.

2. Prohibiting in Western Australian
schools the use of books, films or
videos which promote illegal ac-
tivities such as violence, incest,
homosexuality, euthanasia, drugs,
suicide, abortion, blasphemy 'and
obscenity.

3. Restricting the use in Western
Australian schools of material
which usurps parental responsi-
bility in the area of sex education,
i.e. contraception and pre-marital
sex.

I confirm that the petition meets the require-
ments of the Standing Orders and I have certi-
fled accordingly.
.The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be

brought to the Table of the House.
(see petition NO. 9.)

BILLS (8): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

1.
2.

Pay-roll Tax Amendment Bill.
Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment

Bill (No. 2).
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr

Brian Burke (Treasurer), and read a
first time.

3. Liquor Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs

Beggs (Minister for Racing and
Gaming), and read a first time.

&. Western Australian Arts Council Re-
peal Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Parker (Minister for The Arts), and
read a first time.

5. Transport Co-ordination Amendment
Bill (No. 2).

6. Port Hedland Port Authority Amend-
ment Bill.

7. Jetties Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr

Carr (Minister for Local Govern-
ment), and read a first time.

8. Strata Titles Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

Taylor (Minister for Lands), and read
a first time.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE, MEMBERSHIP
Motion

MR CARE (Geraldton-Minister for Local
Government) (2.28 p.m.]: I move-

That the member for Pilbara, Mrs
Buchanan, be discharged from the services
of the House Committee and the member
for Scarborough, Mr Burkett, be appointed
in her place.

The reason for this motion is that a simple
error occurred in transmitting the name of the
member from the State parliamentary Labor
Party to the House.

Question put and passed.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SIXTH DAY
motion

Debate resumed from 18 June.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.29 p.m.]: I ap-

preciate your attendance, Mr Speaker, and also
the attendance of the officers of the Legislative
Assembly at the seminar for new members held
a few weeks ago. It made my position in this
Chamber much easier and I trust that the three
years in front of you, Mr Speaker, will be very
successful ones.

Since 1890 the boundaries of my seat of
Avon have produced four Premiers of this
State. They are in order Hon. George
Throssell, Sir Hal Colebatch, Sir James
Mitchell, and Hon. A. R. G. Hawke. Consider-
ing that this is the thirty-second Parliament of
Western Australia, that is not a bad effort from
the Avon Valley and it is fair reason to lay
claim to being the premier electorate.

The death of Hon. A. R, 0. Hawke was
received in the Avon Valley with a great deal of
sorrow. He may -have been born in South
Australia and, indeed, he died in that State, but
he was truly a son of Northam. He will be well-
remembered in Northanm for a considerable
time. I apologise to the Hawke family for not
speaking on the condolence motion in this
House last Tuesday. The reason I did not do so
is that I believe it is correct to obey the tra-
ditions of this House and not speak in the
House before one's maiden speech. However, I
can assure the family that the name "Hawke" is
well and truly entrenched in the town of
Northam.

By coincidence, the seat of Avon was held for
12 years by each of my two predecessors. The
first member I shall speak about is Hon. H. W.
Gayfer who held the seat of Avon from 1962
until 1974. In 1974 he was elected to the other

place and still represents the area in the upper
House. He is a very popular man and well-
respected in my electorate, certainly by me and
in particular for his staying power.

I wish to spend more time speaking about
Hon. Ken Mclver. Mr Mclver won the seat of
Avon in 1974 but he had held the seat of
Northam from 1 96 8 until 1974.

There was no question whatsoever that Ken
Mclver was a man of the people. None of his
electors had a problem too big or too small for
him to handle. He continued the extremely
high level of representation for the seat of
Avon. The hardest thing I had to do during the
campaign was to receive a telephone call from
Ken conceding defeat. I got no joy from that
because I really do respect the man. I wish him
well in the years ahead. I hope those years will
give him time to play bowls and do the things
he would like to do as a reward for the 18 years
be gave to the State.

No matter how complex or sophisticated so-
ciety believes it is, its roots and origins lie in
the tribes and villages of thousands of years
ago. Whether we like it or not, the rules of
those times still apply today. One cannot take
from a community or society without giving.
No able-bodied Australian has a right to a car,
a house, or a good standard of living without
contributing. Unfortunately, we have built up a
different attitude over a number of years.

Our forefathers came to a harsh land. They
worked for little reward; certainly little
financial reward. They possessed better values
than we. Their values lay with the family and
building for the future. I could not imagine my
grandparents saying, as I have heard at many
social functions today, that one cannot let one's
children rule one's life. They are not words my
grandparents would have even thought of.

My generation has mortgaged the assets that
were left for us, Such assets are not only left for
us, they are left for the future. By mortgaging
those assets we have stolen them. We are not
giving back to the future as much as we have
taken.

We have an undoubted attitude problem in
our nation. That attitude can be measured by
the presence of repetitive strain injury. RSI is
of epidemic proportions in this nation whereas
in other western nations it has hardly been
heard of. I am not saying there are no RSI
su fferers in our community at all. I know there
are. I am saying that without any doubt, too
many Australians are only too happy to jump
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on the gravy train of RSI. workers' compen-
sation, and security security.

We have an even prester problem with the
attitude of our youth. One year I I class in a
metropolitan high school was recently asked
what they thought they would be doing at the
age of 25 years. Can anyone guess what the
majority of that class said? Members probably
cannot guess-they said they would be dead.
They said that some clown would press that red
button and everyone would be blown away. If
that is their attitude and they do not believe
they have a life beyond the age of 25 years, why
study or get a job, why not go to the beach, why
not be like the words in the song by the group
Mental as Anything, and just "live it up"?

A few days ago I listened to a speaker from
the Jesus People Youth and Community Ser-
vices talking about the troubles of our youth
and drugs. He was pointing out-and I believe
he has the correct attitude-that it is not the
broken families, it is not the inability to cope
with work or school, or the inability to cope
with relationships, that has forced our young
children to drugs. Our young children are
taking drugs because they want to. it is a basic
fact and we should accept it. Why do these
children wiant to take drugs? Because my gener-
ation has given our kids too much and it has
asked too little of them. They have not found
the joy that is experienced from doing a hard
day's work and the physical stimulation of be-
ing tired at the end of the day. They have not
experienced doing a job well enough to receive
the joy of succeeding. Those kids are turning to
another area for their buzz. It is most unfortu-
nate.

The power word for 1980 is 441"- "1 want",
"I am". We have developed a selfish com-
munity. No community can exist unless there is
interaction between groups and a bit of give
and take. The "I's" of this world are filling up
OUr courts, and in particular the Family Court.
We hear the words, "I was not happy." We
hear the "I wants" of the trade unions and
business organisations. Those "I's" and
",wants" are costing this country an enormous
amount.

We are churning out homeless children,
bankrupts, broken dreams, broken families,
broken beants, and broken people. We need to
address the problem of attitude. We cannot ad-
dress that problem by legislation because legis-
lation does not give liberty. it takes liberty
away. We need to look at people.

One of the real problems of the 1980s and
our society-and even earlier I presume-is
that the pressure is to be "average". If one
performs above average in our community and
one works longer, is keener for whatever
reason-whether it be financial reward or for
personal reward-too many of our unions and
certainly our community deem one to be un-
clean. If members do not accept that statement,
then we should look at the Prime Minister's
address to the nation a few days ago. If we take
away from that address those people he re-
ferred to as achievers-the sportsmen and the
entertainers- whom do we have left? Nobody!

The achievers in the Work force and in busi-
ness in our nation are not respected. Those who
cannot or do not want to make the average are
deemed to be disadvantaged. The pressure is to
reduce the avenage down to their level to make
it easier for them. That is crazy. That is what I
call the, "Melbourne Cup syndrome". In the
Melbourne Cup the horse which performs well
by working the hardest gets all the weight. It is
a crazy world, but that is what we have devel-
oped. We need to look to ourselves.

We are putting too much emphasis on the
negative and not enough on the positive, and
by way of example, I refer to a State Energy
Commission worker on a night like last night.
He goes home, has his dinner, relaxes, and
watches television with his family. Ij is pouring
with rain outside and he gets a phone call to say
that the lines are down. He has a job to to do
and no doubt he does it well. He gets rewarded
well for doing that, but on receiving his pay
packet he notices that the tax man has taken to
his pay packet with an axe and reduced his
incentive back to average.

One cannot have a community where the in-
dividual does not have incentive. We are
developing a "no incentive" situation and we
need to get that incentive back. It is not only
the individual who is lacking in incentive; it is
the small businessman too. The definition of a
small businessman is anyone who employs
fewer than 100 people. It does hot matter if
that employer owns an engineering works in
your electorate, Sir, or is a farmer in my elec-
torate. a fisherman in Geraldton, or a miner in
Leonora, he is still a small businessman. Those
people directly employ 65 per cent of our work
force. I1lis those people we are asking to go out
and employ others to get our nation going
again. What do we do to help them? We tell
them they must remit PAYE payments on a
monthly basis, payroll tax on a monthly basis,
fringe benefits tax, and that horrendous
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anticountry tax. How would members like to
own the hotel on the Nullarbor? They would be
out of it before they could blink.

The fringe benefits tax has to be remitted
quarterly. We have a prescribed payments tax,
sales tax, workers' compensation premiums,
and survey forms. The list goes on and on.
They are the inmposts on small business that
take away valuable, productive time. That time
is not measured in minutes per week; It is
measured in hours per week. Those people who
run those small businesses do not have a legal
department to turn to. They do not have a
massive number of people in their organis-
ations to remit these forms. Same forms have
to be remitted up to 50 times a year, as is the
case for the fringe benefits tax. They are people
with their feet on the ground. There is a job to
be done and there is no-one around to do it but
themselves. So the hours these people spend in
this *'Z-class" activity of filling in Government
forms is time that is taken away from the fam-
ily. The cost of that is tremendous.

In fact, a Federal Government report, as
members know, put that cost at $80 million a
year. The red tape and the time impost on
small business is totally antiemployment.

The simplest way to get rid of red tape is to
sack employees. If there are no employees,
there is no payroll tax, PAYE payments, nor
fringe benefits tax. The pressure is for small
businessmen not to employ, and I can tell the
House that that is what is happening.

What does the future have to offer them?
We, the legislators of this country, are telling
them to go out and employ somne more people;
that we have great things in store for them. We
have a three per cent productivity deal, but as
soon as it is introduced, the percentage will
blow out. We have a 2.3 per cent wage case
and, more importantly, we have these wonder-
ful redundancy clauses which we are putting
into employment contracts and which amount
only to retrospective debts on business. They
are horrendous imposts, and small businesses
cannot afford the redundancy clauses which are
appearing like mushrooms in this State.

We have a problem in this country. What is
the solution? Our Prime Minister appeared on
the television set and addressed the nation, say-
ing that we needed a new direction. I agree with
him totally-we do need a new direction.
There are some prophets in this country, some
people who are meant to be leaders, and I refer
in particular to Mr Clive Brown, the President
of the Trades and Labor Council. He says that

direction is wrong, and that we must protect
the wage earner. I have no argument about pro-
tection of the wage earner, but I have a reat
argument against his idea of how to do it. He
says there are actually people in this country
who are making profits! He used that evil
word-profit. He says we must find those
profit-makers and tax them-get into them!

I would like Mr Brown to come to Avon one
day and show me who is making these profits. I
think he would be hard-pressed to find anyone.
I would like him to come to Perth one day and
see the small businessmen here, and sh6w mec
who is making the profits. Again, he will be
hard-pressed to find those people.

I am sure that if Mr Brown were here today
he would read out a list of profit-makers. and it
would be a true and fair list, but it would com-
prise all large companies and conglomerates,
which have the ability to manoeuvre in these
difficult times.

People like Mr Brown-and they have union
weight in the system these days-would mount
their white chargers, dress themselves up in
silver armour, put their lances at the level, and
charge into the fray to do battle with the evil
profit-makers. But when they made impact,
and opened their eyes-and that is certainly
the first time they would look-the lance
would be stuck fair in the neck of small busi-
ness, because the target they aimed at is big
enough and quick enough to manoeuvre out of
the way, as it has always done in the past.
Unfortunately for some small businesses, the
golden goose of small business has been
deemed too fat, and so it has been slaughtered
to give a feast to the needy.

But those members in this House and the
people in the State who have not felt the hunger
pains will soon do so because the source of that
feast is running out. The new rich of the 1980s
is the family comprising a husband and wife
who both work for the middle orders of the
Public Service, pulling in between $60 000 and
$100000 a year, and benefiting from a
superannuation scheme that is beyond the
limits of private enterprise-

I congratulate the Premier on his words yes-
terday in regard to the superannuation scheme.
Such action has long been necessary. It
amounts to a 25 per cent pay increase for pub-
lic servants over and above the 10 per cent that
pnivate enterprise usually gets, and it is beyond
the pale. I do congratulate the Government for
its actions in that area yesterday.
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I feel for the small business sector because I
have been there. I have experienced the sick
feeling in the bottom of the gut when the bank
manager has rung and asked when some money
would be put into the account.

I have run a business for long enough to
know that when outgoings exceed income,
one's upkeep becomes one's downfall. That is
what is happening to small business. It is
happening too often and we are not sufficiently
aware of it.

In the I1980s the Labor Party has had tremen-
dous successes, and there is absolutely no
doubt that it has the right-and has been given
a definite right-to transfer the wealth of those
whom it has deemed rich to those whom it has
deemed poor. The urban people who have this
power have used it, and the country people and
the small business earner of this nation-the
real income earner-is really in trouble be-
cause of that power

What does the future hold? It holds a
clenched fist of cold steel, with one-man-one-
vote in that fist ready to carve some more flesh
off the carcase. I am really concerned for the
future.

Small business finds problems in other areas
as welt. It finds problems with Government
because Government is always meddling in pri-
vate enterprise, and it does that very badly. A
prime example in my area is that of Westrail
and Western Quaries. Westrail is a 50 per cent
owner of Western Quarries and because of that
partnership Western Quarries is moving its
produce right throughout the country areas of
Western Australia at a fraction of the rate being
charged for superphosphate and wheat.

But more important, and even more danger-
ous, is the fact that Westrail is moving Western
Quarries' freight at a fraction of the rate which
it charges other competing quarries.

That is not the only problem. In Northanm we
have heard stories about Westrail reducing em-
ployees, and we know that will happen. How
does one explain to a shunter at the Avon rail
yards that his job is going, that he is redundant
and is not required any more; that the lean.
mean machine-the new look Wesirail-does
not require him? How can one explain to him
that his job is on the line when these other sorts
of activities are going on?

Westrail is not the only area in which
Government is playing around with private
enterprise. In a few days' time there will be a
new creation-the State Government In-
surance Commission. It will get on its white

charger also, dash out into the fray, and do
battle with those evil insurance companies.

For decades, reports in this country have
complained that there are too many insurance
companies in a market that is too small, com-
peting for too little business, making too little
profit, and making it very unsafe for the con-
sumer. So what does this Government do about
it? It makes the market even more unsafe. It is
absolutely crazy!

And when jobs are lost by these actions-
and they will be-why is it always the little
man who loses his job? Why is it always the
man who is doing the job on the spot who
becomes redundant? Why cannot some of the
fat cats in the upper and middle orders of
Government management have their jobs on
the line?

The Government needs to be much more re-
sponsible when these jobs are being carved off
in organisations like Westrail. It will need to
demonstrate to the public that it is not only
taking from the bottom of the triangle.
Otherwise, it will find that its own support base
will move away.

Small businesses have other problems. In the
country areas we live by the same rules as city
people, but we apply them a little more sanely
and with our feet a little more firmly on the
ground. If one's car were to break down in a
country town at the end of the business day, I
am sure it would be fixed, and also, in most
cases the employee who did the job would not
charge the employer overtime. I am also sure
that sometime later on, when that employee
wanted to go to see his daughter perform at the
local school assembly or in the school sports, he
would be given time off to do that. In the
Country we have that sort of relationship be-
tween employees and employers.

In 1985 the town of Northam was hit by a
group of people'who were more like the Mafia
than members of a union. They were members
of the Builders Labourers Federation and the
Plumbers and Gasfitters Union. I may not be
Aesop, but I have a tale to tell about a couple of
teenage boys in Northam who wanted to work,
and who asked their parents if they could do so.
The parents agreed. They approached a friend
who happened to be a tradesman, and he
agreed to take them on for a very smali amount
of money.

They went to El Caballo Blanco, which
would be well-known to all members here, to
do a job. The boys did work, -but they also
spent most of the hot January day going up and
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down the water slides. When they arrived back
at Northam the tradesman's car was pulled
over '2-cars" style by the union which de-
manded full wages for the boys on the spot
from the employer. When he quite correctly
refused, the union took those boys from the
care and control of that family friend and took
them home and presented them to their
mothers.

One of the mothers in particular was ex-
tremely irate and told the unionists what she
thought of them. They told her in no uncertain
terms that she was a very poor mother and
unfit to be a mother, and that they knew better
than she what was in the boy's best interests.

That is not acceptable behaviour where I
come from;, we do not operate like that.Unfortunately, some of our unions do. The
BLE came to Northam, approached our
builders, demanded some overaward pay-
ments, and said that if those payments were not
made immediately they had ministerial ap-
proval to knock back any Government job
those builders applied for. I have asked the
Minister for Industrial Relations whether that
is a fact, and he told rue that it is not. I believe
the Minister, but I know it to be absolutely true
that when such a threat is put in front of one
there can be no more real threat, because the
BLF has the power to take away the livelihood
of small businesses, and it uses that power.

No union should be above the law. In 1985
we saw many buildings with "Free Norm"
painted across their fronts. If I got my -paint-
brush and bucket of paint and went to the
home of the general secretary of the BLF and
wrote "Gaol Norm" across the front of his
house, would I be treated in the same way as
BLF members in the eyes of the law? I think
not.

I am a member of two unions; I believe in
unionism and the collective rights of workers;
but I cannot and will not condone violence and
blackmail, and that is what is ruining the situ-
ation now.

In summary, those of us who are in a
position to legislate need to look at providing
incentives for the individual. We must get back
to the situation where the individual can dream
and work towards fulfilling that dream. That
possibility has gradually been eroded over the
years, and we must return it. We must recog-
nise the contribution made by small business,
and unchain it and let it go about the job it is so
good at doing.

Somehow we have to educate Government
that it is a lousy private enterprise operator. It
operates poorly in private enterprise and
should get out of that arena.

Above all we cannot have a community in
which some sections are more equal than
others before the law. Every individual must be
equal before the law.

In closing I ask the House to remember the
words of John F. Kennedy who said, "Ask not
what your country can do for you; ask what you
can do for your country".

[Applause.1

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) 12.55 p.m.J:
I preface my remarks by congratulating you,
Mr Speaker, on your elevation to that office. I
have no doubt you will bring credit to that
position, and you have my best wishes for your
time as Speaker. I would like to congratulate
new members on both sides of the House who
were successful in being elected to this Parlia-
ment in the 1986 State election and at some
subsequent by-elections. The comment made
earlier in this session that additional talent has
been added to the House should be reiterated,
and I welcome those people to this place. I1am
sure they will make a strong and positive con-
tribution.

The topic I want to address today is one
which has been a hidden problem in our so-
ciety, and it does not give me a great deal of joy
to talk about it. However, it is one which our
Government has tackled for the first time in
Western Australia. I refer to the problem of
violent assault in the home.

In February 1985 this Government estab-
lished a task force under the chairmanship of
the former MLC, Lyla Elliott, to report on the
existence and causes of, and offer some sol-
utions for, physical and mental violence in the
family home. At the outset I commend the
Government for tackling this difficult problem
for the first time in Western Australia's history,
but I particularly want to commend Lyla Elliott
on a very fine report which is now available for
public comment. I hope all members of the
House will take the time to look at it.

That task force was in operation from
February until December last year, it moved
around the State and took written submissions
from people who responded to publicity, and
oral submissions. it had discussions with police
officers, welfare workers, refuge workers, hos-
pitals, and doctors; it examined police records
and conducted a fairly extensive survey by tele-
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phone and questionnaires in newspapers to get
some appreciation of the extent of the problem.

No-one could argue that that sort of ap-
proach gives a scientific assessment of the
number of people affected by the problem, but
it established what has been shown in almost
every other State of Australia and overseas-
that a problem exists in Western Australia
which is no different from that in the rest of the
Western world.

The task force found a problem of persistent
physical and mental abuse, often systematic, of
women and children, which often resulted in
very severe injury. It could involve kicking,
punching, and slapping, as well as threats with
guns, knives, axes, and heavy furniture. Some
of the women who responded to the survey
were pregnant, and the task force found that
pregnancy was no defence against that sort of
abuse, particularly where there had been a pat-
tern of abuse before the women became preg-
nani; it afforded no defence against continuing
abuse.

The task force found that as well as physical
abuse verbal abuse was common, mostly
centred on calling the person useless, hopeless,
and stupid, day in and day out. Many of the
women had endured the abuse over long
periods.

The task force report was called "Break the
Silence", and I believe that is an apt title be-
cause a significant number of women who
came forward and responded to the task force
said it was the first time they had told anyone
about a problem which had dominated their
lives for anything from three months to 1 5
years. For some it was a predictable pattern of
violence; some experienced it on a daily or
weekly basis. For others it was totally unpre-
dictable. Their lives Were really terrorised be-
cause they never knew when to expect the viol-
ence, but they became finely tuned to minute
details of the assaulter's behaviour such as tone
of voice, footsteps, and so on which gave warn-
ing that an attack was imminent.

One of the most disturbing things about the
survey was that 65 per cent of the women who
came forward and identified themselves as vic-
tims of this abuse had to seek medical attention
for broken bones, bruising, and bleeding, and a
substantial number were hospitalised as a re-
sult of injuries. For many the pattern started
soon after marriage, and for most it started in
their younger years, before they were 30.

The most obvious question that occurs to
everyone is why anyone would remain in a situ-
ation like that for many years. It is particularly
difficult for those people whose only knowledge
of family life is of warm, caring, and loving
relationships to understand that family life for
others can be a daily tenror. It is also difficult
for people who are in control of their lives and
are reasonably independent and assertive-
members of Parliament are a good example of
this-to understand how other people can
reach the stage where they feel they have little
if any control over their daily life to the extent
that they are unable to do what might seem
obvious to others-to escape the situation-
because the abuse has rendered them unable to
act and unable to take any further moves to
save themselves.

When the women who responded to this sur-
vey were asked why they had not left-and
many stayed in that situation for upwards of 15
years-the most common reason given was
that their own self-esteem was so undermined
by the verbal abuse on a daily basis and their
self-worth had reached such a low ebb that they
could not conceive of their taking independent
action to relieve the situation.

The second reason a lot of these women did
not leave is that they are mostly extremely
economically dependent. They had no alterna-
tive source of income and often had no control
over the family finances, and no capacity to
accumulate resources which they could use in
order to seek outside shelter and establish
themselves so they could take a break and look
at the situation. In this respect it is important
to note that one thing which emerged from the
survey is that women's refuges play a crucial
part in providing a lifeline for those women to
escape a violent situation, to set themselves up,
and to have a look around and consider the
options open to them.

The third reason many women in the survey
did not leave the family home was because of
their concern about their children. It is
interesting that for many women the final point
at which they did leave was the point at which
their children, who had not previously been
assaulted, were assaulted. For others, they
could not conceive of their being able to econ-
omically provide for their children -or give
them the love and attention they thought they
needed. That was an inhibiting factor against
leaving the family home.

Another concern shared by many of the
women was about possible retribution or retali-
ation if they did leave. The statistics produced
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by the survey revealed that this fear is very real.
More than half the women who came forward
to identify themselves as victims said that after
they had separated from their partners they
were assaulted by them. Over 40 per cent were
threatened in some way or were harassed after
they had left.

The final reason some of these women gave
us to why they did not seek to leave the violent
situation was that they had genuine feelings of
affection towards their partners. In spite of the
fact that the partner was violent he was not
always violent. In fact, a recurring theme
throughout the survey is that many of these
men exhibited a Jekyll-and-Hyde type of per-
sonality. To the outside world many of them
were model husbands, loving and caring and
very well-adjusted. I would like to read to the
House the following statement made by one
woman-

To everyone outside my family my ex-
husband was a lovable generous person
who adored his wife and children. This
always made me feel I was imagining it all,
but the fears and hang-ups I have from my
20 years of marriage are all very real. I am
still terrified of him.

I think that sums up the fact that a lot of the
women feel that if somehow they could give
their husbands sufficient love and affection it
would overcome the problem. One woman
said-

Somewhere in my mind I thought if I
loved him enough he would be healed and
somehow be normal.

The causes of people adopting these forms of
violent behaviour in the home are not readily
evident. One thing-which has emerged from the
survey is that this sort of violence affects all
sectors of society-it knows no bounds. From
the most economically disadvantaged to the
wealthy, the problem pervades all levels of so-
ciety. It is not confined to particular
occupations, and it can affect those from the
most educationally-disadvantaged to those who
have had superior education.

One cause which did emerge was alcohol
abuse, but it is not a constant factor in this
problem. Just over half of the women who
responded to the task force submitted that al-
cohol was always a factor and indeed often was
the precipitating factor which led to the
assaulting behaviour. However, for just under
50 per cent of the women involved there was
no link with alcohol and the attacks on them
(27)

were likely to occur when their partners were
stone cold sober.

If we look at the problem in an historical
context we see there is nothing new about it; it
has been around for more than 100 years. If we
look back in history we will see that the earliest
British law created a context where women
were very much under the legal control of their
husbands, and were almost possessions of their
husbands. Marriage was a union of two
people-husband and wife-to create the one
who was, in fact, the husband. Some writers at
the time described women's existence as being
suspended during the period of the marriage.
The father was the obvious head of the house-
hold and it was his right to demand obedience
from his children and his wife.

It was also portrayed in those times as being
the husband's clear duty to administer punish-
ment and chastisement to his wife and children
if they were not obedient.

In 1860 an historian by the name of Cooper
wrote the following-

A Welsh law fixes as a proper allowance
three blows with the broomstick on any
pant of a person except on his head.
Another fixes the size of the stick as the
length of the husband's arm and the thick-
ness of his middle finger. Another says a
man may lawfully correct his wife with a
stick no thicker than his thumb.

The notion that a husband had a duty to chas-
tise his wife and children was firmly embedded
in the law and in the social expectations of the
time. There is no doubt that physical punish-
ment of wives and children was widespread in
Britain and Europe during the whole of the
19th century and it was not until the end of
that century that free thinkers and reformers
such as John Stuart Mill and others questioned
this practice and drew attention to it by speak-
ing publicly and writing papers about what they
described as being wife torture rather than wife
punishment. Those papers and that movement
led to the first law which permitted people to
get a divorce. In 1878 the Matrimonial Causes
Act which allowed divorce for the first time
was the result of that campaign to highlight this
entrenched and legal right of husbands to de-
mand obedience and to physically chastise
their wives.

Even though it has been over 100 years since
we had this legal sanctioning of this sort of
behaviour, the notion of the right of a husband
to demand obedience from his wife still influ-
ences our attitude today. Indeed, in all the
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studies that have been carried out on people
who use physical violence in the borne it has
been found that the men who assault their
wives in this way do not see themselves as sick
or in need of help. They see it as their right to
demand obedience and they feel it is their Fight

to hit their wives if their wives do not comply
with their wishes.

One reason that this type of behaviour still
persists today is the notion of the privacy of
family life. This is one of the key reasons that
the problem still exists. The notion that the
family home is sacrosanct and that once the
curtains are drawn no-one should know what
goes on behind the door has put an effective
cloak of silence over the lives of those people,
for whom life behind that door is almost intol-
erable. It effectively isolates those women.

The task force which I mentioned earlier
travelled around Western Australia and found
that this problem is pronounced in rural com-
munities. In fact, in closely-knit, small rural
communities there is strong pressure against
marriage breakdown. Women in these com-
munities would most likely know the local
people who would be able to offer help and
support, and it was found that this acted as a
strong disincentive for the women to tell any-
one about the problems they were experiencing
or to seek support. This attitude-that is, the
idea that all is private within the family-per-
meates the whole of society. Women who do
come out and tell others about what is going on
often experience disbelief and severe embar-
rassment.

One woman who experienced fairly marked
physical assault over many years told the dom-
estic task force that-

One of the most difficult things I had to
face was when I told my friends and my
family about the bashings. I was greeted
with such negative answers as, "I would
never let that happen to me", or "Why
didn't you hit back?"

She went on to say-
When you are abused and are constantly

told how useless you are and that you are
no good you begin to believe the brain-
washing-that is a crisis in itself.

These women have been told for many years
that no-one will believe them when they go
outside the home. It increases their feelings of
isolation and powerlessness.

In addition, women are no different from the
rest of the community in that they are ignorant
of the legal remedies available to them.

The question arises as to why we as law-
makers should be concerned about this situ-
ation. I think that even if there were only 20
women in Western Australia whose daily lives
were terrorised and who experienced regular
and consistent physical assault of the severity I
have mentioned, we should be concerned for
those women. We should be concerned for the
loss of dignity and self worth which these
people suffer and about the physical severity of
their injuries.

in fact, one of the recurring themes of the
study carried out was that many of the women
wanted to die and some had attempted to com-
mit suicide. One of the women commented to
the taskforce, "I started praying to God to let
him finish it off for me, to put me out of this
excruciating pain; I was begging God to let me
die. I was trapped".

The second reason that I think we should be
particularly concerned is the effect this viol-
ence has on children. More than 84 per cent of
all women who came forward and identified
themselves as victims of some form of physical
assault in the household had young children
living in the house. Of those women more than
90 per cent said that the children regularly
witnessed the assaults. Many of the children
wrote to the inquiry and described their trauma
and distress at seeing their mothers regularly
abused. In half the cases the children them-
selves were abused but the mothers showed
great concern for the safety of their children.
The children often wrote and told the inquiry
of the detailed way in which the mother would
warn them that an attack was about to occur
and that they were to go to bed.

It is of enormous concern that there are chil-
dren in our community whose picture of family
life is one of a husband as an aggressive and
abusive person and a wife as a person to be
abused. The implications for the role modelling
for those children is a matter of great concern.
It is my belief that the daily or regular
witnessing of violence by children will desensi-
tise them to violence in a far greater way than
any television or film violence.

The other reason we should be concerned
about children in this situation is that research
has well and truly established that violence has
a cyclical nature and that people who are
treated violently are more likely to treat others
violently; that many of the men who assaulted
their wives themselves came from violent and
unhappy backgrounds.
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Therefore, it must concern us all to try to
break that cycle to ensure that the children do
not continue that chain. We must try to stop
the problem continuing for the next generation.

The reaction of the children in the family to
violence was often to cry or scream, to totally
withdraw from the situation or to try to inter-
vene. One woman, talking about her daughter,
told the inquiry, "I have seen her, when he has
come to my house, go to the farthest corner of
the room and almost be part of the wall".

One 16-year-old girl, writing to the inquiry
stated that-

Ever since I can remember my dad has
been bashing and yelling and arguing with
the whole family. Mum has been for help
once, but they said they couldn't help, so
she hasn't bothered going for any more
help ... something must be done. I know
of several friends who have a dad like this
and I want to help my mum escape my
dad. That's why I try so hard at school.

Interestingly, although women often stayed in
an abusive situation because they were con-
cerned about their children, the assault of the
children often caused them to leave. Rather
than painting a very sombre and unhappy pic-
ture I think it is important to look at what can
be done about the situation.

Evidence from other pants of the world
shows that things can be done and the situation
can be improved. The most important thing is
to immediately tackle the problem of the viol-
ence itself to try to stop it before looking at the
underlying reason for the violence.

There is no doubt that the one agency in our
community which is most able to respond to
that sort of situation, to go immediately to the
scene of the attack without authority, and take
action, is the Police Force. In fact, more than
40 per cent of the women who responded to
this task force said that they had contacted the
police for help.

The police in Western Australia have a pol-
icy on domestic violence and that policy is
contained in their routine orders. Perhaps
partly as a result of the historical precedents I
mentioned a moment ago, those routine orders
tend to give the police a focus on themselves as
mediators and conciliators. Their role is one of
arriving on the doorstep, restoring the peace,
seeking to conciliate or mediate between the
partners, and then leaving.

It is very disturbing that we have a situation
in which the police are at risk, where the as-
sault can be very violent, where there can be a

deep-seated underlying problem that few
trained counsellors or psychologists would dare
to tread and seek to counsel in the heat of the
argument, and yet as a society we are expecting
our police, untrained as they are in that work of
acting as a counsellor, to go into the home and
conciliate between two people.

This conciliation role and the treatment of
assault that occurs behind the front door of a
home as different from assault that occurs in
the street has created dissatisfaction. it has
created a very high expectation of police
officers to carry out a role with which they are
not necessarily familiar. It is also causing dis-
satisfaction among the police who do not re-
gard it as real police work, and dissatisfaction
on the part of the people who call the police.

When the task force talked to the women
who came forward and gave examples of their
situations, 27 per cent said that they regarded
the police as having done nothing. Another 27
per cent said that the police did not seem to
want to be involved. A common theme
emerged that somehow the police had their
hands tied when they attended domestic dis-
putes and that they did not have sufficient
power to take the kind of action that was
necessary.

In fact, an examination of police records
showed that the police often attended the same
residence several times, which confirmed that
this pattern of abuse tends to occur many
times. When the police were called, in 26 per
cent of the cases they were not called by the
wife being assaulted; they were called by a
neighbour or an outside person who became
concerned. Most often the police were called
during what is termed the acute battering stage
which many researchers say goes on for be-
tween two and 24 hours. The most likely action
from the person doing the assaulting is to be
polite and differential to the police and then
resume his behaviour when they leave.

The impression gained by many women
when the police arrive is first of all that the
police are limited in what they can do and
secondly, that they are not able to effect a nor-
mal arrest for assault, as they could if a person
had been hit over the head outside the front
gate. This is a result of our community attitude
towards protection of the privacy of the home.
In fact, the woman gets the clear message that
she does not get the same protection in the
home other people in a community would ex-
pect from assault. Often the woman has the
impression that she alone can take out a
restraining order to prevent the husband con-
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tinuing his behaviour. The police seem to be
somewhat reluctant to take out these
restraining orders.

On some occasions the woman was given the
impression that it was up to her to charge the
partner for assault rather than for the police to
take out the charge on behalf of the com-
munity. The overall effect of those combined
positions was that the woman felt she was on
her own and that if she wanted action taken to
stop the behaviour she needed to initiate the
necessary actions in a court. In most cases she
did not have the knowledge or the understand-
ing to do that.

A number of studies throughout the world
have looked at the most effective way to stop
people from attacking their partners. A study
done in Minneapolis in the United States
suggested that the arrest of the abusing partner
was the most effective way of deterring the vi-
olent behaviour, and that the underlying prob-
lem could be tackled at a later stage. Indeed, a
number of States in the US have passed legis-
lation which requires the police to treat dom-
estic assault with the same seriousness that they
treat cases of assault on strangers.

However, there is a complicating factor in
this situation. Not all women want to see their
husbands arrested, and it is necessary to respect
the wishes of these women. If a position existed
in which arrest were mandatory in cases of
domestic violence, some women would hesitate
to call the police at all because they would
know that arrest was the only possible result.
Most of these women only want the violence to
stop; they still have genuine affection for their
partners.

One important reason to take the wishes of
the abused women into account in this situ-
ation is, as I described earlier, to do with the
fact that many of these women have completely
lost their self-confidence as a result of their
partners' verbal and physical abuse. To have
their wishes ignored confirms their position of
powerlessness. The woman should not be the
only person who is under pressure in this situ-
ation.

It was the recommendation of the task force
that, when the police attended domestic dis-
putes, their first duty should be to uphold the
law and to determine whether an offence had
occurred. They should not seek to act in a
mediatory role- They should determine firstly
whether an offence has been committed and
secondly in the event of an offence having oc-
curred, they should render aid to the victim.

The task force further said that the lawful
power of the police should be exercised by ar-
rest or the issue of a summons, and that action
should be taken to prevent the continuation of
the violent behaviour. The police should not
only render this assistance but should inform
the victim of other agencies which could pro-
vide assistance, and help the victim to seek that
assistance.

There is no doubt that the domestic violence
task force inquired into an area which is unpal-
atable to most people, but I think there will be
support for the far-reaching and wide ranging
recommendations of the report brought down
by the task force. There are prounds for the task
force's recommendation that the role of the
police should be changed in order to ensure
that the women who suffer this kind of abuse
are assured that their position as a victim of
assault is as serious and as important to society
as is the position of a person who is assaulted
by a stranger.

I commend the Government for undertaking
a survey in this very difficult area. I hope all
members will read the report and that it will
raise community awareness about the problem.
That is always a major pant in eliminating a
problem.

MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) (3.24 p.m.]:
The day I was elected Speaker of the Legislat-
ive Assembly the then Leader of the Oppo-
sition, Hon. Colin Jamieson, approached me in
the corridor and told me of a recommendation
he had made to Caucus earlier.

He told me of it rather than leave me to hear
about it by way of corridor conversation. He
had recommended to Caucus that there should
be opposition mounted by the Labor Oppo-
sition to my election to the offlice of Speaker.
He explained to me that he had taken this ac-
tion because he thought that during the period
I had been in this House I had not
demonstrated the qualities necessary to be-
come the Speaker. Some years later, Mr
Jamieson paid me the great compliment of
coming to me and congratulating me on the job
that I had done as Speaker, and he said at that
time that his initial impressions of the job I
might do had been wrong.

I refer to this, Mr Speaker, because it has
some relevance to your election to the position
of Speaker. In your earlier days in this place,
you were not always the most placid person
-and, indeed, there was apprehension expressed
by my colleagues about the proposition that
you become the Speaker. I want to say that
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during the short time you have occupied your
high office I have been extremely impressed
with your conduct. I also inform you that
people in our party have been commenting
favourably on the job you have done.

Mr Speaker, you have a responsible position
and I am sure you recognise that. You have
demonstrated that by your actions thus far and
I wish you every success in the high office to
which you have been elected.

The SPEAKER: Thank you very much.
Mr THOMPSON: There has been an influx

of new members into Parliament and I con-
gratulate each of them on the contributions
they have made thus far. There have been
many fine maiden speeches made by members
on both sides of the House. I was particularly
impressed with the contribution made by the
member for Victoria Park. I am confident that
he will make a fine contribution to debates in
this place. I was impressed also with the contri-
bution made by members from this side of the
House. I am sure the influx of these young new
members with fresh ideas will be very ben-
eficial to the parliamentary proceedings.

I would particularly like to welcome two new
members to the Liberal side of the House-the
member for East Melville and the member for
Murchison-Eyre. I would also welcome the new
members of the National Party.

The country electors at the last election
demonstrated clearly that they expect there to
be a rural-based party. In the recent past there
really has not been such a rural-based party.
When I first came to Parliament there were
nine members of a then rural-based party, and
there was a need for cooperation between the
Liberal Party and the then Country Party to
work as a team in Government. I am sure that
this message has come home to us. It will also
have come home to members in the National
Party because our parties, being the only right-
wing forces in politics in this State, have a re-
sponsibility to work closely in order that we
may see things done the way they should be
done.

Mr House: I hope you remember to tell your
leader that.

Mr THOMPSON: I thought I was trying to
do this in a spirit of cooperation. I have no
doubt that my leader will be listening to this
speech.

I refer now to two methods of transport. One
of these methods is a very pleasant occupation
in which I have involved myself, and that is
equestrian sport. The other method, to which I

will refer later, is the jump in the price of fuel
that will come about as a result of actions taken
by the Government in recent days.

With two of my daughters I attended the
World Championship Three-Day Event, which
was held in Australia-in Gawler, South
Australia-for the first time. Members of this
House know that I have had a fairly long in-
volvement with equestrian sport. I am still
competing and I have been involved with the
administration of equestrian spurt in this State.
As some Ministers of the Crown know, I have,
both before the change of Government and
after, been the principal instigator of an eques-
trian course at the Wooroloo Prison Farm. The
Minister for Minerals and Energy, when he was
the Minister for Prisons, attended an event
there, and he saw the sort of sport in which I
am involved. Indeed, the Minister gave his
blessing to the involvement of the Prisons De-
partment in that activity.

Other Ministers of the present Government,
including the Premier, know that I have had a
significant part to play in the successful
completion of the State Equestrian Centre,
which has been established in the vicinity of
Millendon, at the foothills of the Darling
Range. That $3 million facility is second to
none, and it will be a great boon to equestrian
sport-a fast growing sport in this State. We
have made some gigantic strides in this State
and I express how appreciative I am of the
continuation by the Burke Government of the
work that was started during the latter part of
the O'Connor Government to get that eques-
trian facility off the pround.

Returning to the event which was held in
Gawler, the World Championship Three-Day
Event is a premier equestrian event held every
four years. The last such event was held in
Luhmohlen, Hamburg, in Germany. I visited
the course and I saw some of the structures that
were used in the competition.

It was Australia's turn to hold the event,
which was run very successfully. I took the op-
portunity after I returned from Gawler to write
to Graham Pricker, chairman of the organising
committee, to congratulate him on the job he
had done. As a delegate from the WA branch of
the Equestrian Federation I was present at a
meeting in Adelaide some three or four years
ago when the final decision was made to hold
the world championships here, so I have had a
long interest in it. The organising committee
did a wonderful job.
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It is interesting to note that one of the people
on the organising committee is a member of the
South Australian Parliament who was at one
time the Speaker of the Parliament and I refer
to H-on. Bruce Eastick. If members look at the
programme they will see that some very emi-
nent people supported the event. The inter-
national body of the Equestrian Federation is
headed by His Royal Highness, Prince Philip,
Duke of Edinburgh, who was also patron-in-
chief of the Gawler event. He attended the
events on each day. The patron of the event
was His Excellency the Governor of South
Australia, and the vice-patrons were the Prime
Minister, the Federal Leader of the Opposition,
the Premier of South Australia and the South
Australian Leader of the Opposition. From a
reading of the people who were prepared to
tend their name to the event one can see it was
an event of some significance. My daughters
and I thoroughly enjoyed the experience,
although one incident does concern me and I
have taken some action over it and I intend
now to take further action.

I will briefly describe to members what such
a three-day event consists of. The competition
in fact is conducted over four days because the
first phase must be split because of logistics.
The first day's competition involves horse and
rider participating in a dressage event. Dress-
age is designed to demonstrate the obedience
and the elasticity of the horse, and also to dem-
onstrate the capacity of both horse and rider to
act as a team. To people who do not know
much about equestrian sport dressage can be
very boring, but to those who know a little
about it, it is poetry in motion to see a horse
and rider perform well together.

The second day of competition is the main
phase, the speed and endurance phase. This
involves a horse and rider negotiating, in this
case a 27 kilometre course. The horse is
required to carry 75 kilograms. When members
relate that to horses running in the Melbourne
Cup they will realise that all hell would break
loose if a Melbourne Cup runner were to be
expected to carry such a weight over two miles.

The first phase of the speed and endurance
event is not all that arduous and is referred to
as a roads and tracks phase. In this event horse
and rider cover 4.1 kilometres, at 240 metres a
minute, which is a reasonably active tint. In the
next phase the horse goes straight into the
steeplechase section, during which time the
horse must gallop and jump steeple fences. The
course must be covered at 690 metres a minute,
considered to be the optimum speed, and the

course covers just over 3 000 metres. The homse
then goes straight back onto the roads and
tracks, which is another 11.8 kilometres to be
covered at a speed of 240 metres a minute. At
the conclusion of that section there is a 10
minute break, during which time the horse is
inspected by a panel including a veterinary sur-
geon to ascertain whether it is sufficiently fit to
go on to the final stage of the speed and endur-
ance test, the cross-country phase, the most
spectacular and demanding phase of the event.
The Gawler cross-country course was 7.4 kilo-
metres. Horse and rider had to cover 32 ob-
stacles which varied in size and type and re-
quiring in the order of 40 jumping efforts--
some of the obstacles were multiple obstacles
where the horse would jump into water, up a
bank and so on. The obstacles are fixed; they
are not designed to fall if the horse hits them.
They are quite solid.

Mr Speaker, you will see from that descrip-
tion that the speed and endurance is a fairly
arduous one requiring horses to be extremely
fit if they are to negotiate it. It also requires the
riders to understand the mounts under them to
ensure they do not overtax them.

It was on the speed and endurance phase that
I witnessed something that I regard as cruelty
or at least bordering on cruelty. It related to the
activities of one of four people chosen to rep-
resent Australia. I refer to Andrew Hoy, who
rode a horse called Just James. Just James ap-
proached the second-last fence near where my
daughters and I were watching. The horse was
obviously tired. It jumped the third-last fence
and in OUr view only just fell over it. It had
then to negotiate a left-hand and right-hand
turn, go down a steep gully and then up the
other side of that steep gully. The horse ap-
proached the second-last fence with very little
energy and, indeed, it virtually just ran into the
fence. It had no energy to jump it.

Under the rules of competition, riders have
the opportunity to present their horses to a
fence three times. If the horse does not jump it
on the third occasion the horse and rider are
eliminated from the competition. Hoy turned
the horse around after it had not jumped it at
the first attempt, took it to the bottom of the
bank and then with vigorous application of
crop and spur turned the horse towards the
fence again. It could not jump it. During that
pant of the proceedings I and perhaps half of
the 400 or 500 people who were watching the
event at that point were calling to him to get off
the horse. When it did not jump the fence the
second time he turned it away. At this time

838



[Wednesday, 25 June 1986])3

there was a ripple of apologetic applause be-
cause it was assumed the horse was to be re-
tired. Mr Speaker, not on your life! The horse
was turned around again and with all the vig-
our he could muster Hoy rode it forward. It
slithered back and dropped as if dead under the
rider. I was horrified and my daughters were in
tears. The spectacle obviously distressed many
people who witnessed it.

I reported the incident as soon as I could to
the highest authority I could find, who was
Bruce Mills, the WA president of the Eques-
trian Federation, who happened to be just a
little bit further along the course. He agreed
with me that what had taken place was not on.
I asked him to take the matter up with the auih-
orities. I saw Bruce Mills later that night at a
dinner held at Roseworihy College. He told me
he had raised the matter with Michael
Trenerry, national president of the Equestrian
Federation, who had told Bruce Mills that
some complaint had been made about the inci-
dent but that the veterinary subcommittee of
which he was chairman, according to the pro-
gramme, had determined that no action should
be taken.

I told Bruce Mills that I was totally dissatis-
fied with that response and Mills suggested that
I see Trenerry. I approached him the next day
and broached the subject with him. He became
quite belligerent and virtually suggested that I
had no right even to complain about what I had
seen. I told him the situation was unacceptable
to me. I described the incident to him and
explained that people were calling on Hoy to
dismount. He replied that a similar incident
has occurred in an earlier event. It would ap-
pear that this sort of thing has happened else-
where. I suggest to members and to people re-
sponsible for equestrian sports that this type of
behaviour cannot be countenanced and that
some action should be taken.

I have approached Bruce Mills, the Western
Australian president. I also approached Sheila
Cook, who was the other delegate from West-
ern Australia and who represents our branch at
national level. I also rang Jim Dunn who is the
chairman of the subcommittee which is respon-
sible for the administration of this aspect of the
sport. It was surprising to discover from the
two Western Australian delegates that the Hoy
incident was not even listed on the agenda for a
meeting held a fortnight ago. I rang Dunn and
told him that I thought it was inappropriate not
to list it, and he told me he would put it on the
agenda. On her return from Adelaide a fort-
night ago Sheila Cook said yes, it was on the

agenda. There was no discussion about it, only
a statement from the chairman that he was
going to look into the matter. A month has
passed and nothing has happened.

The equestrian world is abuzz with what has
gone on, but the administration of the sport in
this country has done nothing about it. I say
quite deliberately that Trennery has no right to
occupy the position of President of the Eques-
trian Federation and should either resign grace-
fully or be thrown out. I suggest that Hoy
should be disciplined for what he did. He is no
chicken in this business. He has represented
Australia internationally several times and he
would have known that what he was doing to
that horse was inappropriate. He should be
disciplined to demonstrate to the rest of the
equestrian world that that sort of treatment will
not be tolerated.

There has been a very deliberate cover-up. It
appears that there has been no appropriate in-
vestigation into the matter; in fact there has
been a very deliberate hush-up. I suggest the
reason for the hush-up is that it will be a bit
embarrassing for the Equestrian Federation if
something official were to happen. It will be
embarrassing to members of the Equestrian
Federation and an affront to me and other de-
cent people involved in the sport if this matter
is not properly dealt with.

Hoy is sponsored by the Australian distribu-
tors of Range Rover as is Captain Mark
Phillips; indeed, those two men are involved in
a scheme which brings them to every State of
Australia each year to conduct schools for chil-
dren, mind you. I organised one such school
three or four years ago. Hoy and Captain Mark
Phillips were here and it was sponsored by
Range Rover. It is for Range Rover to deter-
mine whether or not it wants to continue that
association, but it seems that if it wants to
promote the sport in this State or in Australia,
there must be a better way of doing it than to
sponsor somebody who is prepared to treat a
horse in that way. Equestrianism in this
country is on the up and up and what happened
at Gawler can only be detrimental to the sport
as a whole.

In Western Australia tremendous strides
have been made in the area of show jumping.
The State Equestrian Centre will further en-
hance that situation, but the attitude of people
to equestrianism generally-whether it be pony
club children trotting around the local pony
club or world championship show jumping
competitions-will be coloured if the adminis-
trators of the sport do not take action in a case
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of clear examples of inappropriate treatment of
horses. It is time for the international body to
examine very closely whether it is appropriate
for world championship events to be conducted
under the present rules. Over the past few years
the ability of riders has increased, and the tests
now being set to find the winning combination
means that the horses are being subjected to
conditions which are too horrific.

No horse came off that course looking
spritely, as members will imagine, and I suggest
that it is time the world body very seriously
considers whether it is a fair and reasonable
thing for events to continue at that level. There
is a great difference between eventing at that
level and the eventing that happens in Western
Australia. I have been to Gawler a couple of
times and I have seen eventing there. It was as
horrific then as it was on this occasion with this
incident.

It was interesting that at the dinner dance to
which I referred I sat at a table with Michael
Plumb who is the American rider who has the
distinction of having represented his country in
more Olympics than any other person. He
represented America in Rome in 1960 and in
subsequent Olympic Games up to and includ-
ing the Los Angeles Olympics in 1984. 1 asked
what he thoughit of the course. He said, "Not
only is that course hard, it is positively danger-
ous and unfair to horses". That comment
comes from an experienced competitor. It is
time that the authorities in the sport did some-
thing about this matter.

it was interesting that someone tried to
justify Hoy's action on the basis that he was
part of a team and that he had every obligation
to get the horse home in order that the team got
a place. As an Australian and as an equestrian I
say they can stick their gold medals if it means
that a horse is to suffer that sort of treatment.

Another suggestion made to me was that this
horse suffering that fate was no worse than a
marathon runner who has run out of puff in a
marathon race. Of course, the difference is that
a marathon runner makes up his own mind. In
this case the horse has been urged on with great
persuasiveness.

Mr Peter Dowding: It sounds like the horse
had made up its mind, too.

Mr THOMPSON: It had. The horse had
made up its mind some time earlier but it was
forced to go on and to suffer in that way.
Another thing that was done in the cover-up
was that the horse was brought out and paraded
before the crowd, because the whole of the

stadium was alive with comment about this
matter. Of course, they brought the horse out
with Hoy riding it, suggesting that nothing
happened to him. However, I know differently
and it is not appropriate for that treatment to
occur.

I make it clear that I do not raise this matter
lightly publicly because I know that it will
cause more than just a ripple in equestrian
circles, but I did as much as I could to get the
matter dealt with by the appropniate
authorities. It became patently obvious to me
that they intended doing nothing about it. In-
deed, there is a conspiracy to hush-up the mat-
ter. They have had a fortnight since the appro-
priate subcommittee of the Equestrian Feder-
ation met to do something about the matter
and it has resulted in nought.

I rang Sheila Cook today to find out whether
there had been any further developments and
she told me that the result of the meeting of a
fortnight ago at which the matter was raised
very belatedly by Jim Dunn, the chairman, was
that he would make further inquiries and
would write to me. Mr Cook suggested that I
not do anything about it until I had heard from
him. It is clear that I am being treated with
scant regard; it is also clear that every day that
passes before this matter is dealt with the less
prospect there is of action being taken.

The other mode of transport to which I wish
to refer is vehicular transportation. That mode
of transport depends, of course, on our having
access to fuel. I find it interesting to note that
in my household budget, and I am sure in other
members' budgets, the one cost that has nisen
more dramatically than any other is the cost of
running the family car. Who would have
thought a decade ago that one would need a
larger budget to run the motor car than to pay
one's mortgage. That has happened. That is
why the Premier's statement yesterday, which
included increases in costs for every family of
this State by increasing the price of fuel, is very
harsh, particularly when one knows the reasons
for the increases being imposed. The Labor
Party wants to sock a few bob away to see it
through to the next election. The pattern is as
clear this time as it was last time. In, the first
Budget after the 1983 election, there were sav-
age increases in charges. This Government
trades on the likelihood of the electorate not
having a long memory. I would like to speak
longer on this matter but I have run out of
time.
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Amendment to Motion
I move an amendment-

That the following words be added to
the motion-

But we regret to inform your Excel-
lency that the House cannot condone
the massive increase in the State Fuel
Levy proposed to commence on 1st
July, 1986 which will place an un-
necessarily harsh burden on the
motorists of the State.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [3.54 p.m.]:
The member for Kalamunda put his points
very well in the limited time available to him.
HeI indicated how harsh the measures will be
for motorists of this State and how unfair the
increases are.

The increases which were outlined by the
Premier yesterday and which are to commence
from I July-next Tuesday-are totally unac-
ceptable. The Premier made the point, qui te
clearly, that we need to pull in our belts and the
belt tightening needs to be shared by all. We
assumed that he meant that it had to be shared
by all in a fair manner. These proposed in-
creases are unfair to the motorist. The motorist
is being required to shoulder this unfair burden
of the cost increases. They will be asked to
bleed for the Budget by providing a further $39
million to the Government out of a total of
$77.5 million as proposed in the measures
announced by the Premier yesterday.

We all know that many of the measures
announced by the Premier are just window
dressing which will not bring in much revenue
for the Government. However, out of a total of
$77.5 million to be collected from those
measures, $39 million will be provided by the
motorists of this State by way of a massive hike
in the State fuel franchise levy. It is totally
unfair.

This measure also highlights and emphasises
the hypocrisy of this Government. Members
will recall that, when the Government was
elected in February 1983, it decided, after a few
days in office, to recall Parliament early, on 22
March, for the express purpose of introducing
and passing a Bill, now known as the Preven-
tion of Excessive Prices Act. It was a wonderful
piece of sabre rattling that would guarantee no
unfair price increases. Since that legislation
was passed we have seen the most unfair in-
creases in prices. There has been a dramatic 92
per cent increase in the fuel franchise levy since
that time.

Let us consider that prevention of excessive
prices legislation. It gave the Minister and the
Commissioner for Consumer Affairs wonderful
powers. The object of the legislation was price
or rate fixing and enforcement procedures for
the purpose Of Preventing excessive prices be-
ing charged for the sale of goods. For that pur-
pose it shows what a hypocrite this Govern-
ment is. The Bill also provided that the Com-
missioner and officers concerned with the
administration of the Act would give particular
attention to those goods or services which may
be essential to the welfare of the community. If
motor spirit is not an essential commody for
this community I would like to know what is.

It is clear that fuel prices should have come
within the purview of the Prevention of Excess-
ive Prices Act. After all the sabre rattling, fuel
was the only commodity that was subject to
that legislation. We heard many wonderful
speeches during the debate on that legislation.
The member for Pilbara spoke about supermar-
ket prices and so on. None of those goods has
ever been subject to that legislation. Only one
commodity was and that was fuel.

Later in 1983 we saw the introduction of Bill
No. 72 of 1983. One of the purposes of that Bill
was to change the name of the Prevention of
Excessive Prices Act because it was obvious
that the name was an embarrassment to the
Government; it did not want that item on the
Statute book any longer. The Act became the
Petroleum Products Pricing Act 1983. With the
passing of that Act, we could not pretend any
longer that we intended to control prices other
than the price of fuel, because suddenly the
Government indicated that it was only fuel it
intended to control. We renamed the Act to
ensure that there would be no unfair increases
in the price of fuel in Western Australia. Since
then we have seen a 92 per cent increase in the
State fuel franchise levy, a savage hike on the
motorists of this State.

In speaking to the amendment I submit that,
if any other body had increased prices in that
way, it would have been in contempt of the
legislation. That increase has been most unfair
and it has made that legislation worthless.

Despite all the rhetoric we heard prior to the
1983 election that the Government would legis-
late to control the price of petroleum products,
it has demonstrated that it intends only to in-
crease those prices.

Let us look at the situation in other States,
but let us first look at what happened in this
State in terms of increases to that levy. I
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indicated that it has increased by about 450 per
cent since 1979.

In the year ending 30 June 1980 the levy was
O.9c a litre. It has increased fairly regularly
since then. In 1981 it was 1.3c a litre; in 1982,
l.6c a litre; in 1983, 1.5c a litre; in 19i4, 2.lIca
litre; and in 1985, 2.17c a litre. It remained at
2.1 7c a litre thus far this year, but is now to
jump an enormous amount to 4. 17c a litre.
That is now the levy on motor spirit in this
State. It can be seen that the earlier increases,
although regular, were reasonable. This is the
first unreasonable increase in that tax and it
has happened under the Burke Labor Govern-
ment.

I now want to compare this situation with
that obtaining in the other States. We have
gone from having one of the lowest levies of the
States to having the highest. We will now
charge our motorists more than any other
State. The figures 1 will give were obtained
today from the Prices Surveillance Authority in
Melbourne. There is a breakdown for motor
spirit, leaded and unleaded, and also for distil-
late, but as most motorists would be interested
in the price of motor spirit, I will confine my-
self to giving the figures for motor spirit. How-
ever, the prices for distillate are equivalent.
They change just a fraction of a cent one way or
the other, but the magnitude of the increases
are pretty muc h the same.

At present the lowest levy on motor spirit is
applied in South Australia, which has a levy of
2.51Ic a litre. There are some variations for
freight, but I will give the capital city prices. In
Adelaide the levy is 2.5 I c a litre. In Hobart it is
3.15c a litre. In Sydney it is 3.53c a litre. In
Melbourne it is 3.67c a litre. Thus Melbourne
has been the dearest State to date , but we will
leapfrog over all the other States next Tuesday,
when our levy on motor spirit will be 4. 17c a
litre, the highest of any capital city in Australia.

I left giving the figure for Brisbane until last
for a special reason. The levy as it applies in
Brisbane is the same for leaded motor spirit as
it is for unleaded motor spirit and for distillate.
The levy is exactly the same for all three. It is
nil. There is no fuel franchise levy raised in
Queensland. That is the situation that motor-
ists in this State would have enjoyed had there
been a change of Government at the recent
State election.

The Opposition in this State made the very
clear promise that were we to become the
Government the fuel franchise levy would be
removed. That would have meant the levy

Would decrease from 2.1 7c a litre to nothing, as
it applies in Brisbane today. We would have
ranked alongside those lucky Queenslanders.
What has happened is the reverse. Instead of
the levy's being reduced to nothing, it is to be
almost doubled.

Mr Peter Dowding: Mr Laurance-
Mr LAURANCE: I am not "Mr Laurance"

here.
Mr Peter Diowding: Would the member care

to say what that would have represented in
terms of last revenue?

Mr LAURANCE: Nothing. It was made
quite clear at the time that the $45 million that
was collected before the highway robbery
indulged in by the present Government would
be replaced from another source and spent on
roads. That was a very clear commitment.

Mr Peter Dowding: Where from?
Mr LAURANCE: It was one per cent, or just

over that amount, of the total State Budget. It
would have been replaced in the budgetary con-
text. That was made quite clear by the Leader
of the Opposition.

Mr Peter Dowding: What were you going to
cut?

Mr Brian Burke: Where from?
Mr LAURANCE: Where will the Govern-

ment get its funds to pay for everything? It has
increased every other charge. We would have
transferred that money from another area of
Government expenditure.

Mr Brian Burke: Which one?
Mr LAURANCE: Any one of many. In view

of the time constraints, I point out that if the
Premier would allow me an extension of time I
would accommodate his query.

Mr Brian Burke: You have nothing to sup-
port what you say, as usual.

Mr LAURANCE: It is strange that every
time I say something the Premier has to get a
committee to stop me. That is how worried he
is about what I have to say.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not worried about you
at all.

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier's members
tell me he is. When they come out of Caucus
meetings they tell me so. That is how worried
he is. Some of the older members apparently
knocked him down once and voted against his
taking some action against me. Most of them
had to retire from Parliament before telling me
personally. But it gets back to me eventually. I
know how worried the Premier is.

842



[Wednesday, 25 June 1986]14

If there had been a change of Government,
motorists in this State would have paid no fuel
franchise levy at all instead of the present 2.1 7c
a litre which is to rise from Tuesday to 4.1 7c a
litre. The revenue from that source has
increased by $39 million a year to $84 million a
year. That is how horrific the increases under
this Government have been. As from next
Tuesday, we will be the State which has the
highest levy in Australia. We will not be able to
enjoy joining the lucky State of Queensland
which has no fuel franchise levy.

I oppose this measure. I know that all fair-
thinking members of the Assembly will support
the amendment to advise the Governor that
this is a totally unfair situation for the motor-
ists of this State.

We also oppose the setting up of a transport
trust fund. The Premier yesterday indicated on
pag e 1 5 of the economic statement document
that was distributed to me that the funds so
raised by this levy would not in future go solely
to roads. A transport trust fund would be set up
into which all of the revenue from this tax
would go to ensure it was used for all transport-
related purposes, principally, though not solely,
roads. This is where the slush fund is. The rev-
enue will not be dedicated solely to woads, as in
the past; it will be set aside for other transport-
related purposes. Thus, in future, motorists will
be asked not only to pay a tremendous slug for
their fuel, but also to subsidise other forms of
public transport.

Of course, the other forms of public
transport are incurring mounting deficits. We
need refer only to the document released by the
Confederation of WA Industry (Inc) in the last
few days to realise that. I refer to the pre-
Budget submission made by the Confederation
to the Western Australia Government. On page
6 it refers to State transport deficits. It says-

In fact, the MTT deficit has increased
from 177 per cent of revenue to 198 per
cent over this period.

It goes on to recommend-
.. that concerted action be undertaken to

reduce the size of these deficits and that
any future capital expenditure in these
areas, including the $9.1 million capital
expenditure on new projects promised dur-
ing the election campaign, be subject to
full cost/benefit analysis.

We were not sure from what source the
Government would get the money to pay for
those capital expenditure promises, but it is to
be by slugging the motorists more than is

required to cover expenditure on roads so that
the Government can put the revenue into some
of those burgeoning deficits of the public
transport sector. As of 24 May, the metropoli-
tan train network in Western Australia lost $22
million. I have argued with the Minister for
Transport that we appreciate the fact that the
public transport system will not run at a profit.
However, if every one of those people who
caught a train in the last year had caught a bus,
the State would have saved $12 million as
opposed to losing $22 million.

It is not just providing an urban transport
system. The real aim is to get maximum value
for the taxpayers' dollars invested. We do not
believe it is appropriate for the Government to
slug the motorists in this way, to siphon off
those funds to prop up the other transport ser-
vices.

In conclusion, the whole episode of increas-
ing taxes in such a way as to have a massive
increase is totally unacceptable to the motorists
in this State, and I urge all members to support
this amendment.

MRt PETER DOWDING (Maylands-Min-
ister for Employment and Training) [4.11
p.m.]: I have been in this House for a very short
time, but in that time I have been impressed
with the ability of the member for Gascoyne to
make regular speeches with almost no content
at all. What content there is, is frankly vacuous.
His contribution today is insignificant because
it is entirely vacuous.

Mr Laurance: Is $39 million vacuous?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I suggest that his
closing remarks were perhaps indicative of how
little attention he pays to fact in these speeches.
No Government in Western Australia's history
has done as much to deal with the burgeoning
deficits of the public transport system as the
Burke Labor Government, nor any Minister,
including the former Minister who inteijects
and who never felt able to cancel any rail ser-
vice in the State without the fear that he would
be attacked by his country colleagues. He could
not do anything about deregulating the system
in the country. It was left to the present Minis-
ter for Transport (Hon. Julian Grill) to do
something about it.

No Government of Liberal persuasion has
done anything about making Westrail a genu-
inely more efficient organisation. None of them
did anywhere near as much as the Burke Labor
Government has done in that area.
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I am not entirely surprised that the member
for Gascoyne has left his seat because he would
have to concede that that is the record of our
Government.

Mr Brian Burke: The member for Gascoyne
is really keen about his amendment. He moves
it and then leaves.

Mr PETER DOW DING: I would too if I had
put up such a load of rubbish.

Mr Cla rko: He has the advantage he does not
have to put up with you and your vacuous
remarks.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He represents a
country electorate, yet he was prepared to sup-
port a party which would abolish the fuel fran-
chise levy, which is the way in which metro-
politan motorists subsidise the roads of the
State for the benefit of people in the country
and remote areas.

The only comment I ever get from his elec-
torate is that they never see him, yet the mem-
ber for Gascoyne is prepared to support a party
which is going to take away effectively $45
million worth of subsidy by metropolitan
motorists to ensure that we have a road system
which benefits particularly the people who live
in the country and in remote areas. That is
indicative of his inability to analyse the real
issues.

The next point I want to make is that, like
the whole of the Liberal Party, he puts up a
proposal to cut State revenue by over $40
million, but not one single word about where
that $40 million is to come from.

How will we tighten our belts? Members op-
posite did not say that before the election. I do
not hear them say it now. In the highly unlikely
event of the people of Western Australia being
prepared to trust Opposition members with the
reins of power, they are not prepared to say
where that $40 million-plusw\ould come from.
They did not say it before the election. It is that
sort of duplicity which made the electorate of
Western Australia reject them so outstandingly
in the last election and in the by-elections more
recently.

I am very pleased to see, in that context; how
the polls are going for the Burke Labor Govern-
ment and what a tragedy that must be for this
Opposition which spends its energies on its in-
ability to organise itself and on personal in-
fighting.

Mr Clarko: Are you going to address the sub-
ject?

Mr PETER DOW'DrNG: It is also very
revealing that this Opposition party has been
so poor that members have not dealt with the
very real and hard decisions that this Govern-
ment has made which were referred to in the
statement made by the Premier yesterday. No
Government in the history of Western
Australia has been prepared to tackle the issue
of superannuation. When the Opposition was
in Government it did nothing about it.

It knew, during the nine years it was in
power, that the State Public Service
superannuation scheme had lost its relevance
in terms of the Public Service. The Public Ser-
vice was not made for the many people who
entered it for a relatively short period of their
working career and not from the cradle to the
grave as previously.

The Opposition, when in Government, was
never prepared to do anything about it. The
Leader of the Opposition, who was a Cabinet
Minister during that time, was not prepared to
tackle any of those hard decisions.

The member for Gascoyne cannot even give
credit where credit is due because the decisions
which have been made by the Burke Labor
Government have not been decisions from
which we will see immediate benefits. They are
decisions which will benefit successive Govern-
ments over the next 20-odd years.

It is only with that sort of courage that we
will extricate the State and the country from
the problems which have been built up through
very many years of Liberal mismanagement.

The other matter which the absent member
for Gascoyne did not refer to is that the fuel
franchise levy in other States provides a
component which goes into the Consolidated
Revenue Fund. In all other States with the ex-
ception of Tasmania, where that levy is raised,
a proportion of it goes into the CRE.

Mr Rushton: Labor States!
Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not care

whether they are Labor or Liberal States. I am
saying one must understand the detail, and that
is apparently what is not understood on the
Opposition benches. The figures show that at
least in Victoria the fuel franchise levy has
been raised or is about to be raised, and that
the Western Australian levy will not be the
highest.

However, let us remember the history of our
tackling the issue of fuel prices and the en-
vironment in which that issue was tackled.
When we were elected to office in 1983 fuel
prices were going through the roof and there
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was very real pressure throughout the com-
munity which necessitated urgent action to be
taken. However, the then Liberal Federal
Government did nothing about it. Indeed, it
pooh-poohed the State Government's proposal
to place a price-fixing arrangement on fuel
prices which we did and which we held for 12
months. That move gave the people of Western
Australia respite from the worst excesses of the
international pressure on fuel prices.

Had we not done that, the community would
have been very badly disadvantaged. However,
the Liberal Government said that it was a non-
sense; that one could not do that; and that it
was not a relevant matter to try to ease the
pressure on the people of Western Australia.

Of course, now that the pressure on fuel
prices is downwards, we are looking at a com-
pletely different circumstance where, if the
Government is committed to ensuning an
equity of contribution from the community at
large, it is appropriate to look at a small contri-
bution per litre into the fund which goes to the
tremendously important role to which that levy
is applied.

What must be said is that, exactly as the
Liberal Opposition continually wants to put the
sole burden of responsibility for assisting the
community through difficult economic times
on the working people of this State, whether it
be-

Mr Court: Get that smile off your face. Come
on!

Mr Brian Burke: You can dish it out but you
can't take it.

Mr MacKinnon: What about the farmers of
the country?

Mr Lightfoot: You are a rich lawyer and you
have abandoned the working people.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The member who
asserts my occupation is correct; but he asserts
my financial status and is absolutely wrong.

Were the Liberal Opposition dinkum about
ensuring some equity in this community-that
is, where there are burdens, they should be
shared equally-it would understand that the
Government has sought to spread that burden
across the community in the areas which can
best afford it or, alternatively, that it is equi-
table, because it should be shared.

However, let us look at the circumstance that
would have flowed from removing this levy, or
not taking a reasonable step to increase it, as
we have. Firstly, the State road-building effort
would have been cut dramatically and, quite

frankly, it is fatuous for the member for
Gascoyne to suggest otherwise. There would
have been a very significant reduction in the
allocation of road funds by the State to local
authorities.

Mr Cowan: What is the Commonwealth re-
duction of road funds?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not know that
figure.

Mr Cowan: Well, how can you say that there
will be a substantial reduction?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I said that the
State's road-building effort would be
substantially curtailed, and that would be the
case.

Mr Cowan: Why?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Because there

would not be the revenue available to sustain
it.

Mr Brian Burke: We have to match the rev-
enue somehow.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the
National Party clearly did not hear me when I
said that the impact following the Liberal
Party's policy of abandoning this levy would be
to remove what is essentially a substantial sub-
sidy from metropolitan drivers into road build-
ing for country people. It is a very substantial
subsidy, because two-thirds of that levy is paid
within the metropolitan area.

Mr Cowan: Country people represent less
than 30 per cent of the population, yet they pay
42 per cent of the levy.

Mr PETER DOWDING: That is not the
case.

Mr Cowan: It is the case. The Transport
Commission made that statement.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Quite clearly it is a
substantial subsidy by metropolitan people to
country people, and I do not apologise for that
subsidy; it is entirely appropriate.

Let us be frank. If we have the case that, as
the Liberals would have it, the community
should not share equally, what would happen is
that one small section of the community would
bear the brunt of the economic constraints that
the Government finds it necessary to apply.
That does not have any justification, given, as I
have said, the considerable lowering of the
pressure on fuel prices; the fact that the exemp-
tion is retained for that group in the com-
munity with a clearly demonstrable need for
relief from it-that is, for off-road farm use-
and the very small proportion that this levy
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imposes in relation to the total cost of a litre of
fuel; and the fact that, if the Western
Australian component is higher than that in
other States, it is only marginally so. Indeed, 1
think we will see over the next few weeks that it
is not the highest in Australia by any means.

MR CRANE (Moore) 14.25 p.m.]: I support
the amendment. In doing so, I do not intend to
canvass much of the ground covered already by
the member for Gascoyne, but I shall concen-
trate on the effect of this measure on the rural
community. People in the rural community are
motorists, as are those who live in the metro-
politan area. The $39 million impost will be of
considerable concern to anyone who owns or
drives a motor car.

As I said last night, I concede that many
measures need to be adopted because of the
serious situation in which the nation finds it-
self. Indeed, I paid tribute to much of what the
Premier said. However, I go further today by
saying that one cannot make an omelette with-
out cracking eggs. I accept that, but I am con-
cerned that the omelette which the Premier
made yesterday has involved the cracking of
some eggs in an area in which they can ill
afford to be cracked. I refer, in particular, to
the rural industries and the rural areas of the
State, and I shall direct my remarks to them.

I remind all members that the overall effect
of the five per cent increase in the State fuel
franchise levy announced by the Premier yes-
terday will result in a direct and indirect cost to
the Western Australian rural community of $3
million. That $3 million increase will be faced
by a community which is under siege and, in-
deed, has been under siege for a number of
years, a matter which some of us here have
brought to the attention of the House on many
occasions.

Last night someone said that the Govern-
ment will kill the goose that laid the golden egg.
While I appreciate money must come from
somewhere, I point out the difficulties and
hardships this impost will place on an industry
which is on its knees already and which is
under siege-possibly a deliberate siege.

Western Australian farmers use 198 million
litres of petrol a year. A total of 85 per cent of
that amount is used in an on-road capacity. In
other words, the exemption the Government
has allowed rural people will apply to only IS
per cent of the total amount of petrol used by
Western Australian farmers. Therefore, 85 per
cent of the petrol used by farmers will not be
eligible for the exemption. Thus approximately

100 million litres of petroll used by farmers in
an on-road capacity will be subject to an in-
crease of 2c per litre resulting in an overall cost
to farmers of $2 million. That is a cost which
farmers cannot bear at this time.

Farmers in this State use 180 million litres of
diesel fuel a year, of which I5 per cent is not
exempt from fuel tax, and the expected in-
crease to farmers will result in the payment of
an extra $540 000 in total. These increases all
add to the burden on farmers which is well-
documented and understood, yet I am sure the
Premier and his Cabinet did not take these
matters into account when the additional levy
on fuel in this State was mooted.

In regard to farm bills, on average a Western
Australian farmer's total trading fuel bill is
approximatey $8 588 per annum. With yester-
day's five per cent increase in the price of pet-
rol under the Labor Government we can expect
a rise of $146 in a farmer's total fuel bill. This
$146 may not seem a let, but when it is added
to the already high $8 588 it is a considerable
amount of money.

The plight of wheat farmers probably causes
great concern to many members representing
wheat industries in this State. An average
Western Australian wheat fanner's bill will be
higher as a result of this increased levy. His
current bill is $12 780 and with a five per cent
increase he will be paying an extra $215 a year,
all because of the announcement made by the
Premier yesterday. Members know that the fig-
ures I have quoted in this place are accurate. I
am not going on as the Minister did a moment
ago, talking for the sake of talking and not
saying anything of substance; I am giving mem-
bers figures which relate directly to the rural
industry, which is already under very senious
siege. As an approximation-it is hard to get
an accurate figure now-the overall spin-off of
the inflationary costs to the rural industry is
estimated at $750 000. When we add all those
costs to an industry which is already suffering
very seriously we find it is a very serious
measure indeed. Therefore all Western
Australians, for the sake of our rural industries
which provide so much of our wealth, must
support this amendment and try to encourage
the Government to look to other areas from
which to raise some of the finance it requires.

Perhaps the easiest way to raise finance is to
reduce expenses. I have always found in my
business experience that when it was imposs-
ible to raise finance it was necessary to cut
costs. The effect is the same. A dollar saved is a
dollar earned. The Government could cut
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down in many areas. As I mentioned last
night-and as I will mention every time I am
on my feet-some of the Government's ad-
visers, I understand, almost filled the Speaker's
Gallery last night, and the advisers are an area
in which many savings could be made. I hope
that the Premier-he has vacated his seat-will
take these comments on board.

Summing up, in reply to some of the com-
ments which the Minister made a moment ago
concerning the other States, it is interesting to
note that Queensland-that State which is
ridiculed by some members opposite in many
instances, particularly its Premier, Sir Joh
Bjelke-Petersen does not have a fuel levy at all.
Queensland seems to be able to manage quite
well without it.

Members may recall that during the election
campaign the Liberal Party had on its platform
a commitment that it would also abolish this
levy. Unfortunately, the people of Western
Australia did not take notice of or heed that
promise and now we have to pay it.
Unfortunately at the same time as they have to
pay these costs the rural industry will be
dragged a little further into the quagmire into
which it has been forced over the last few years.

Let me leave this message to any motorist
who pulls up at a petrol pump to refuel his car;
let him remember these words: Don't blame
me. I voted Liberal.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [4.36 p.m.]: I also
want to make some very brief comments in
reply to the amendment. As members would
know, it is not the National Party's practice to
becomne involved in amendments to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply because we would prefer to see
substantive motions on the Notice Paper and
to have those dealt with rather than to deal
with amendments to the Address-in-Reply.

The SPEAKER: Point taken.
Mr COWAN: However, I certainly cannot let

this amendment pass without making some
comment. The member for Moore talked about
people who voted Liberal; I remind the Liberal
Party that we would perhaps not be debating
this amendment if, when the State fuel fran-
chise levy was introduced into the Parliament
in 1979, the Liberal Government of the day
had been prepared to place in the legislation
itself a provision which would guarantee that
the Parliament should determine the rate of the
State fuel franchise levy. In that case we would
perhaps have been debating an amendment to
the Act to increase the rate of the levy; we
would certainly not have been debating an

amendment to the Address-in-Reply. Also, if
any increases in the rate of the levy were sub-
ject to the scrutiny of this House rather than
being increased at the whim of the Govern-
ment as the legislation allows, we would cer-
tainly not see this 92 per cent increase in the
State fuel levy for petrol and the 66 per cent
increase in the levy for distillate. Those per-
centage increases need to be remembered.

The Government made play of the fact that
it had been able to contain its increase in taxes
and charges to levels close to the inflation rate.
The only area in which it claimed it did go over
the inflation rate to any great extent was, of
course, in relation to SEC charges. Now we
have evidence to show that the Government is
quite prepared to increase the State fuel fran-
chise levy by 92 per cent for petrol and by 66
per cent for distillate.

Another point also needs to be borne in
mind. I would have much preferred to hear the
Minister who spoke against this amendment
comment about the total funding that had been
lost by the Premier at the Premiers' Conference
by way of specific prants for road funding. Now
that the Premier has resumed his seat I hope he
will inform me of the allocation that has been
set by the State Government for road funding.

Mr Brian Burke: My understanding-and I
am going from memory, not from infor-
mation-is that at the last meeting of Com-
monwealth and State Ministers the agreement
reached was that there would be no levy in-
crease in the road tax made available, so there
was a real decrease in relation to the inflation
rate which I understand was about seven or
eight per cent, from the Commonwealth.

Mr COWAN: It was seven or eight per cent
of Commonwealth funds?

Mr Brian Burke: No, that is the total funding
made available in the Commonwealth-State
programmes.

Mr COWAN: So the total sum of money
made available was seven to eight per cent less?

Mr Brian Burke: To the best of my recollec-
tion, yes.

Mr COWAN: I wish I had a mind which was
able to calculate the figures to find out how
they compare with the proposed increases in
revenue from the State fuel franchise levy. The
$39 million represents more than the seven or
eight per cent loss.

Mr Brian Burke: It represents something
slightly more than that.

Mr COWAN: Ilam sure it does.
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Mr Brian Burke: From memory I think the
total road programme in this State is perhaps
$280 million.

Mr COWAN: That is right. On that ad-
mission alone we are not only compensating for
the toss of funding from the Federal Govern-
ment, but also adding a little more to it. I can-
not accept that we need to use the State fuel
franchise levy to compensate for the inability
of Premiers to be able to seek from the Com-
monwealth Government funds which should
quite rightly be directed towards roads. If there
was any area of Commonwealth-State funding
which needed to be retained at current levels or
improved, it is road funding. For years the
Commonwealth has taken from motorists not
only in Western Australia but throughout this
nation, an enorous amount of money either
through the excise on crude oil or-

Mr Brian Burke: Could I interrupt? The Min-
ister for Agriculture, who was the Minister for
Transport at that time, will know the infor-
mation you require.

Mr COWAN: I will not go back on it. I am
happy to accept the rough figures given by the
Premier.

While the Commonwealth has cut funding to
the States for road grants, we have replaced
that fund with revenue from within the States
through a State tax-the State fuel franchise
levy-at a rate that will be greater than the
amount of funds which have been removed
from our specific rants from the Common-
wealth for road making purposes.

Under no circumstances should this State
have accepted a cut in funds from the Com-
monwealth Government for road construction
purposes because, as I said, Australians have
been paying through the crude oil levy and
through the excise on petroleum products arn
amount of money which is substantially greater
than any-thing else. In fact, the amount of
money spent on road making represents only
one-third of the revenue generated from crude
oil and refined petroleum products.

Mr Brian Burke: Often with the Common-
wealth it is not a matter of accepting a re-
duction in road funding or in other funds. The
member knows as well as I know-

Mr COWAN: No, I do not.
Mr Brian Burke: You should. He knows as

well as I do that the Commonwealth does not
give you the option and say, "Will you accept
it?" It simply says that this is what will happen.
We have fought with the Commonwealth more
successfully, comparatively, than other States

about things which the Commonwealth
planned to do and which affected us. I ask the
member to note the gold tax and the
antidumping duty.

Mr COWAN: I recognise the attention that
the Commonwealth gave to the amount of
funds which should be borrowed, nor just by
the States but by the nation, and that is an area
which should be reduced. I accept that and I
have said it 'in previous speeches. While we
need to continue to receive the revenue we
were getting through the tax-sharing
entitlement, it was appropriate because
Australia, as a nation, had been borrowing
more than it could afford to repay. I am saying,
as a qualification of that, that the one area
where our ability to borrow funds or receive
grants from the Commonwealth should not be
reduced is in the funding of roads. Yet, we now
have a situation where Western Australia has
increased a tax on fuel which will generate
about $39 million which represents a greater
amount than that fund which has been lost to
the State because of the Commonwealth-States'
agreement on road funding. I think, for those
reasons alone, the amendment should be
supported.

I do not think anyone will condone the in-
creases of 92 per cent and 66 per cent respect-
ively in the levy. Nobody can condone those
increases regardless of what happened at the
Premiers' Conference.

The other point raised by the Minister was
that 70 per cent of those State funds are
expended on roads in country areas. That may
well be. However, I want the House to temper
that by remembering that the population of ru-
ral Western Australia is less than 30 per cent of
the State total. Yet, rural Western Australians
pay more than 42 per cent of this levy. While it
may very well be that 70 per cent of funds are
spent on rural roads, rural people are paying a
far greater amount, as individuals, to this levy.
That fact should not be forgotten.

There is no question that this is the one area
where the State Government's economic poli-
cies fall flat. It will further alienate people in
country Western Australia. The Government
should have learnt a lesson when members in
safe seats such as the Collie electorate and the
Geraldton electorate went very close to being
defeated because this Government's Federal
colleagues alienated the people living in
country areas. This Government seems to be
hell-bent on doing the same thing.
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MR RUSHTON (Dale) [4.46 p.m.]: I wish to
speak to this amendment because I was the
Minister involved in changing the road main-
tenance tax to the fuel franchise levy. I there-
fore condemn this Government for the massive
increase in the fuel franchise levy. That tax has
a huge impact on all motorists and particularly
on country motorists because of the tryanny of
distance in country areas.

The member for Merredin said that, under
previous legislation, we would have the oppor-
tunity to debate the increase. We still have that
opportunity because we can move for disallow-
ance of the increase when it appears in the
regulations. I assure him that there is provision
for the disallowance of that increase.

I agree with the member for Merredin in his
attack on the Government for taking this ex-
treme measure. It is purely a tax-raising
measure which will not be used for the building
of roads. There is no evidence to prove that
this extra tax is needed for the construction of
roads. As I have said previously, I believe the
Government has increased its tax to ensure the
electrification of the passenger rail system in
the metropolitan area. Thai is obvious because
it has not allowed for a reduction of $150
million of the total cuts.

It is also obvious that, with these increases, it
is creating a slush fund in its first year to enable
it to reduce taxes over the next two years. One
must understand that that new plateau of taxes
works against the taxpayer more harshly than if
one increases them by small amounts each
year. By increasing the taxes in one year the
Government will finish up with more than is
needed in the one year. That has happened
before.

The road maintenance tax was first imposed
because we could not get sufficient funds from
the Commonwealth to build roads. That oc-
curred before I was in the Ministry.

It was an obnoxious and most unsatisfactory
tax. It was an unfair tax which encouraged dis-
honesty. A great deal of consideration was
given to finding an alternative road mainten-
ance tax. During my Ministry we found the
alternative, but that was at the time that the
road transport industry was up in arms over
the road maintenance tax. Some members
might remember the Razorback incident.
People blocked the Hume Highway at Mt
Razorback, which is between Melbourne and
Sydney. I went to the historical meeting in
Melbourne at that time to find ways and means
of resolving the problem. The Eastern States

were under siege. My impression was that the
Governments turned to water and ran for
cover. Once New South Wales gave in, the
other States, especially Victoria and South
Australia, found it difficult, because of their
common boundaries, to do otherwise.

Sir Charles Court was the Premier of the day.
I rang him and told him what was happening
and he said that we had to proceed with the
alternative because the Commonwealth would
not come to the party and provide the funds.
Therefore, we had to raise sufficient funds to
carry on our road programme. It is interesting
that the Minister for Industrial Relations, who
replied to the amendment, said that no Liberal
Government had done anything to improve
Westrail's financial position. If one reads the
history of Westrail one will find that the only
steps forward with respect to Westrail are taken
when there is a Liberal or coalition Govern-
ment.

Mr Peter Dowding: Oh, come on!
Mr RUSHTON: I refer the Minister to the

book on the history of Westrail. He has not
read it. He does not know anything about it.

In the time of Sir Charles Court and Mr Cyril
Wayne, the standard gauge line was
introduced. The number of Westrail employees
decreased from 14 500 to a little over 10 000 as
a result of the change from steam trains to
diesel trains. In earlier times, if a person was
out of work, Labor Governments would send
him to Westrail to get a job, In previous years
there has been a slow reduction in the numbers
of employees. in recent times, that reduction
has been relatively fast. That has been done in
order to bring about the economic progress of
Westrail. That is merely a brief history.

Then Hon. Ray O'Connor and I-on. David
Wordsworth became Ministers and went
through certain progressions. In my time with
Mr Jim Pascoe as the commissioner, and then
Mr Ian McCulloch, tremendous progress was
made under the initiatives we took. We made
some tough decisions in order to make that
progress. It is interesting to note that from
1978 the West rail employment figure has
decreased from 10 150 to 6 558.

Last evening I paid credit to the previous
Minister for Transport who did not stop the
progress that had been set in train under our
Government. Some of the tough decisions that
were taken at that time included the closing of
the Perth-Albany night passenger service. That
saved something like $560 000, and it was not
easy to do. I took the recommendation to Cabi-

849



850 [ASSEMBLY)

net and got it through. That was the signal to
Westrail that we were serious about moving
towards commercialisation and cutting costs
within Westrail. Westrail was very enthusiastic
about getting on with the job. We removed the
common carrier burden, which was not an easy
task. We were the first in Australia to do

that. We took peat pains to introduce the
Southern Western Australia Transport Study
recommendations and moved on to
deregulation of smalls freight. Thene was also a
cessation of services on the Perth-Fremantle
line for a trial period.

All these initiatives were geared towards the
economical running of Westrail and the
transport services of metropolitan Perth. The
political vandals have now moved in and
millions of dollars are being lost by the tax-
payers. There should have been a continuance
of the linc bus service to Fremantle until such
time as the alternative vehicle could be
obtained. I am sure that the member for
Subiaco, the member for Cottesloe, and the
member for Nedlands know full well how many
times a train goes past them with nobody on it.
There is the opportunity to make such observa-
tions.

There is a need for vehicles to carry peak
hour passengers; they are then empty for the
rest of the day. I am just responding to the
Minister who has removed himself from the
Chamber again. He was very happy to attack
the actions we took at that time.

The tough decisions made by the Premier
with respect to cuts do not include scrapping
the plan to electrify the metropolitan railway.
More than $150 million will be needed to carry
through this task. As I demonstrated in my
address yesterday, there is no need for electrifi-
cation. It will be pursued only for political
reasons. I hope that members of the media
thoroughly investigate the *issue of electrifi-
cation of the metropolitan railways and read all
the background material. They will then see
that the committee that was formed had a very
strong political bias towards the Labor Party. It
was asked to consider only the question of elec-
trification, and not the more general area of
public transport for metropolitan Perth. It was
asked to consider the feasibility of electrifi-
cation of the railway between Perth and
Fremantle and the other two routes. Of course,
it came down with a recommendation that the
Perth-Fremantle line should be the first to be
electrified because is was the least demanding.
With falling population on that moute, any im-

partial observer could see that electrification
should not be implemented.

1 close with the hope that members in
another place will reject the legislation to create
a transport trust fund and will keep members
opposite, with their poorly conceived ideas,
honest.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result-

MFlBradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Mrs Begs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Gril
Mr Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill

Ayes
Mr Mensaros
Mr Blaikie
Mr Spriggs
Mr Grayden
Mr Tubby

Ayes 19
Mr Lightfoot
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 26
Mr Tom Jones
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr D. L. Smith'
Mr P.]1. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bridge
Mr Hodge
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Troy

(Teller)

(Teller

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR BERTRAM (Balcatta) [5.02 p.m.]: I

intimated an hour or so ago it was my wish to
make a few remarks in this debate in support of
the motion. I would like at once to commend
the member for Gosnells on her contribution to
the debate earlier this afternoon. She put a lot
of work into it, and I trust that it gets further
attention from the Government, to which I be-
lieve it is entitled.

I would like also, rather than joining the end-
less queue of congratulations to all and sundry,
simply to congratulate you, Mr Speaker, for the
fact that you have issued an instruction-I
think that is what it is, though I suppose other
people might say it is a regulation--calling on
members of the Assembly to refrain from
smoking cigarettes in this Chamber. If for some
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reason members do not recognise this as a
proper action to take, you are put into a
position where you must issue such a regu-
lation.

So far I have heard no comment from the
deregulation group opposite complaining of
this regulation. As many of us are aware, the
endeavour by right-thinking people in this Par-
liament to do something about the cigarette
smoking carnage in Western Australia is an ef-
Eont which commenced as long ago as 1969, so
it could hardly be said that you have acted
precipitately.

For those new to this Chamber, particularly
those who have expressed the laudable attitude
which I happen to support myself concerning
the importance of the family to the standard of
human life and so forth in the community, I
remind them that if the parents in the home are
suffering from grievous ill-health or terminal
illness, it is difficult for them to panticipate in
the home in a normal and proper way, to con-
tribute to it in the way one would expect.

The fact of the matter is that these tobacco
companies and corporate bodies, huge in
financial strength and scope, are without ques-
tion attacking the young people of Australia.
There is no question about it. The evidence is
that more and more young females are com-
mencing the smoking habit.

If they continue with it, the evidence shows
us, and everybody else who looks and listens,
that when they reach 35 to 45 years of age their
health will deteriorate, in many cases tragically.
They certainly will not be able to participate in
family life. In many cases they will not reach
the age of 45 because the habit will have killed
them. That is not just pie in the sky; that is
based on factual evidence.

Another piece of evidence, for those who
have not heard it previously because they were
not here, is that since 1969 something like
20 000 Western Australians have died as a di-
rect consequence of having smoked cigarettes.
That is roughly equivalent to the number of
electors in a metropolitan electorate!

That is an extraordinary number. On the
Australian scene we are told that'the annual
death rate as a direct consequence of having
smoked cigarettes is now 16 600, yet across the
length and breadth of Australia we continue to
see very little effort to do something about this
issue.

The last Burke Government did its share. Of
course our legislation was defeated by members
opposite. A number of members opposite have

expressed concern about families-mothers,
fathers, and so on-but it was they who
rejected that legislation.

In the future members opposite may change
their minds; they may be persuaded by the evi-
dence. If they are not, goodness knows what
will persuade them. I invite them to take the
initiative.

It is not hard to introduce legislation. A Bill
is already in existence. Why not simply intro-
duce it? What is wrong with that?

The extraordinary inertia shown by Govern-
ments over such a long period has caused me to
wonder, Tobacco companies are pushing their
wares and drugs, killing off Australians at a fast
rate. They must be run by people totally with-
out conscience How else could they possibly be
putting dollars ahead of human suffering and
feeling?

if tobacco companies are prepared to behave
in that way, it is logical and reasonable to won-
der at what stage they will stop their mischiev-
ous, criminal pursuit of the dollar. Members
can draw their own conclusions as to why it is
that the obvious steps which should be taken
on this issue by Governments throughout
Australia are not being taken.

One needs to be neither a genius nor a cynic
to work out the excellent reasons for that.

I note also the fact that you, Sir, have elected
not to adorn yourself with finery, garb, and
paraphernalia apparently for the purpose of
impressing the populace or your peers. I have
never quite understood why, bearing in mind
that we are in the 20th century, adults should
wish to dress themselves in wigs and gowns
belonging to a previous era.

Mr Clarko: Why do you wear a tie then? You
do so for the same reason.

Mr BERTRAM: I shall deal with the member
for Karrinyup in a moment.

Mr Clarko: Wigs and ties are very similar.
Mr BERTRAM: As the member for

Karrinyup should know, the element of degree
has a bearing on why we do things. Years ago,
as a young man, I earned the right, indeed the
obligation, to wear a wig, so perhaps I know a
bit more about the subject from personal ex-
perience than does he.

Mr Clarko: Some of your colleagues have
worn wigs.

Mr BERTRAM: I cannot help that; that is
their business. At the time to which 1 have just
referred, I think the member for Karrinyup was
pushing around petrol drums with the man
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who has now become the Prime Minister of
Australia.

Mr Clarko: He was asked to leave.
Mr BERTRAM: I simply wished to record

that fact. I did not want to make a great deal
out of it, because I do not believe it warrants it.
As members of this Chamber, we are paid by
taxpayers; therefore, we should not waste their
money and our time on commenting at length
on such issues.

On the lighter side, I indicate that during the
last election I was slightly busy, as I suppose
were most members of this place. During the
campaign a pamphlet came into my possession.
I think it was red print on a white paper.
Unfortunately I have lost that pamphlet. How-
ever, it appeared that one of our more dis-
tinguished and experienced members of the
Opposition circulated this pamphlet, contain-
ing a quiz. It provided for the recipient to re-
turn the pamphlet hopefully to the member of
the Opposition, in a completed form. At that
belated hour, that member of the Opposition
was seeking to find out what his constituents
felt about things.

The pamphlet inquired of those who
received it as to their "Liberal" status. I do not
remember the precise wording, but the pam-
phlet contained questions along the following
lines: Are you a hard-boiled Liberal? Are you a
half-baked Liberal? Are you a true Liberal? Are
you a blue-necked Liberal? Are you really a
conservative who simply wants to be called a
"Liberal"? Are you a Liberal simply because
you think it gives you a little added status? And
so it went on.

Mr Laurance: It is like your mob with the old
guard, the new guard, and the mudguard.

Mr BERTRAM: The tragedy of it was-I do
not know whether the member who has just
interjected would comprehend the tragedy-
that no question asked, "Are you a Bill Hassell
Liberal?" I thought that was a most uncalled
for omission. At the time I could not under-
stand it, but when the poll result was known,
the reason for that omission was most evident.

I think the member who issued that pam-
phlet discovered that his constituents were pri-
madly concerned with law and order. In a
rather blue ribbon, conservative electorate, I do
not suppose one should be greatly surprised by
that result. I do not believe the constituents
indicated whose law or whose order they
favoured, but [ imagine they favoured the law
and order of the establishment-the existing
law which was made by the establishment and

which over the years has been watered down
very slowly by progressives and non-conserva-
tives.

Mr Watt: Is this on the lighter side?
Mr BERTRAM: Yes; can the member not

see the humour in what I am saying? I am glad
to know that at least he is listening to what I am
saying and if he continues to do so, I shall try to
make some comments which he should hear.

Throughout history the conservatives have
been the people who have had the most input
in respect of our laws and those whom we rep-
resent have been on the outer. Notwithstanding
that, and notwithstanding the fact that over the
last 50 years the conservatives have made most
of the appointments to the various tribunals
which have been set up, in many cases it has
been those same conservatives who have con-
demned many of the decisions brought down
by those tribunals. The conservatives appoint
the tribunals and then condemn their de-
cisions. That sets a wonderful example to their
fellow Australians, particularly to young
Australians.

When I first came into this Parliament as an
Opposition member in 1968, it would have
been considered outrageous-and I am sure I
would have been told-had I attacked the High
Court of Australia and some of the judgments
it had brought down. However, what do we
find now? The wheel has turned and frequently
we find the conservatives condemning the High
Court and thus the judges of that court. Why
does that occur? It occurs because, in recent
years, some of the judgments of that court have
not favoured the interests of the conservatives.
That is an extraordinary state of affairs. in-
deed, it is evidence of a sort of spoilt boy syn-
drome.

Down through the centuries the conserva-
tives have had a wonderful run. They have
made the laws and called the shots. They have
appointed the judges. However, if occasionally
the situation twists a little; for example, if we
have a Labor Government after 20 years. the
conservatives will use all sorts of dirty tricks to
try to remove it.

Let us look at the situation of the High
Court. From the time of its formation 35
judges have been appointed; 26 were appointed
by conservative Governments and nine by
Labor Governments. Early in the history of
Australia the High Court did not have a huge
impact on this country and it did not deal with
anything like the amount of litigation it
processess today. Therefore, I shall deal with
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the last 55 years and the pattern which has
been followed during that time. Over that
period I8 High Court judges have been
appointed by conservative Governments and
three by Labor Governments. That represents
an imbalance of 6: 1.

The conservatives are now squirming and
squealing because occasionally the High Court
brings down a judgment which they do not like.
Back in the 1 930s, Mr Justice Evatt indicated
that the sort of judgment which was brought
down in the dams case would occur sooner or
later and he was right. One or two adverse
decisions have been brought down and the con-
servatives now want to stack the High Court
with appointments being made by the various
States.

I heard an interjection here the other day in
relation to the dams case, or another case in
which there was a 4:3 decision, that the blame
for that decision should be placed on Mr Jus-
tice Murphy. Of the seven people on that
bench, he was the only Labor appointee. The
Opposition put the blame on Murphy. Wh at an
extraordinary, lop-sided approach to a ques-
tion!

Over the years there has been a huge number
of judgments coming out of the High Court
which have been disastrous for the people
whom we represent. I did not hear the con-
servatives squealing then!

On the subject of judgments, a young fellow
going to work in Perth in the 1930s would pay,
say, 3d a day to get to work and 3d to come
home. A judgment was awarded against one
such fellow when he wanted to deduct that ex-
penditure from his assessable income. The
judgment held that that was not a proper de-
duction incurred in the process of the young
man's earning an assessable income, which was
the basic test of whether he was allowed a de-
duction. So there was a judgment of the High
Court which ruled accordingly. Three con-
servative-appointed judges ruled thus, and two
Labor appointees-McTieman and Evat-
ruled the other way.

In the 1950s there was a replay of that kind
of case. Once again there was a ruling with the
conservative majority ruling one way and the
only Labor-appointed judge on the bench-
McTieman-ruling the other way.

So down through the years the little people
have copped it sweet. That is not a condem-
nation of the judges, or of the court itself. They
are entitled to have their ideology and to mani-
fest it through their judgments, but we have

copped it. I am suggesting to the conservatives
that they now cop it and stop their whingeing
and squealing about the High Court to which,
in the last 55 years, conservatives have
appointed 18 members while the Labor Party
has appointed three.

Mr Clarko: You were not winning elections,
were you?

Mr BERTRAM: Do not let us worry about
that.

Mr Clarko: You will be doing that in another
couple of months, won't you?

Mr BERTRAM: What is the use of winning
Federal ejections in Australia if, having done
that, members of the Opposition, lacking confi-
dence in their own members in Canberra, start
moving all sorts of motions and wasting our
time in this place with matters which happen to
belong to the Canberra Parliament and not
this? The mere fact that the Opposition does
not have any confidence in its own representa-
tives in Canberra-and I do not believe they
are entitled to have any, either-is no justifi-
cation for members opposite moving motion
after motion, wasting the taxpayers' money and
the time of this Parliament. Opposition mem-
bers in the Federal Parliament do not have the
capacity to deliver the goods-that is perfectly
obvious. The polls show it, in any event.

Members opposite should do something
about changing their members in Canberra,
rather than waste our time and the taxpayers'
money here.

Mr Brian Burke: The member for Moore just
said he agreed with you as to some of them!

Mr Crane: And I am not ashamed to say it.
Mr BERTRAM: If this were a dinkum Oppo-

sition with some modicum of capacity, it would
spend its time attacking the State Government.
This is a State Parliament: I should not have to
explain that. The Opposition should attack the
State Government; it should not start fighting a
Labor Government which happens to be 2 000
miles away in Canberra. It is gross inef-
ficiency-or is it that the Opposition is so ef-
ficient that it has dug into the activities of the
Burke Labor Government and not found any-
thing to attack it on, but in order to indicate to
the people outside-

Mr Court: You do not think we should attack
the gold tax, or the fringe benefits tax? Just let
them go through?

Mr BERTRAM: Is it that the Opposition is
trying to indicate to the people whom it is sup-
posed to represent in this place that its mem-
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bers are as busy as hell and are giving the
Government the stick, when in actual fact the
Opposition is just wasting our time?

When the electors of Western Australia and
Australia elect people to do the job in
Canberra, Opposition members should not, by
a backdoor method, strive by stealth to defeat
their desires. Whether the electors are right or
wrong, the Opposition should take the issues
concerning Canberra to Canberra and not
waste our time here. It is gross inefficiency on
the one hand and on the other hand insulting to
those others who think about it.

I now turn to the question of taxes-firstly,
capital pins tax and secondly, the fringe ben-
efits tax. Members opposite are portraying a
picture, and doing a fairly good job of decep-
tion, that these are new taxes and that the Op-
position would never impose such taxes. At one
stage, in a slight digression, it did get into the
news that the Opposition was opposing them,
but that it was not dinkum. It wanted these
taxes to come in so that when, one fine day, it
did become the Government, the taxes would
be in, the Labor Party would receive the
opprobrium for them, and the Opposition
would not have to do something about cleaning
up the terrible state of affairs which happens to
be the taxation laws throughout Australia.

For as long as I can remember, there have
been fringe benefits taxes operating under the
Income Tax Assessment Act of Australia. The
only difference will be that, if the Bill becomes
law in the Federal Parliament, instead of just
the ordinary people down the street having to
pay fringe benefits taxes in the future, many
people who would be the supporters of mem-
bers opposite will have to pay fringe benefits
taxes as well. Is there anything wrong with that?

In 20 years 1 have until now never heard a
complaint about the fringe benefits tax applied
under the Income Tax Assessment Act 1968.
But as soon as the fringe benefits tax is set to
hurt some people associated with members op-
posite-their tax-dodging friends who have
prodigious incomes in many cases-they
squeal.

Members opposite know there has been a
fringe benefits tax. If one was employing a
labourer on a farm, one used to have to allow
for him by making tax deductions in the light
of the cash that he got and the board and quar-
ters one provided. That is a fringe benefits tax.
The Opposition members can seek to talk their
way out of it, but that is what it is. Quite obvi-

ously, that tax operated during the time of Lib-
eral Governments and was probably put there
by a Liberal Government in the first place.

I turn now to the capital pins tax. That is a
tragic thing too-a new monster! No, it is not;
but why do members opposite pretend to the
people that it is new and that the Labor people
have thought it up? It is not new-it has been
applied under the Income Tax Assessment Act
by Liberal Governments for years. There is
nothing new about the capital gains tax. That is
only a pretence being put to people outside,
with members opposite well-knowing that the
pretence is just that. It is false, make no mis-
take about it.

Mr Court: Do you support the new fringe
benefits tax?

Mr BERTRAM: What does the memeber
reckon?

Mr Court: Tell us yes or no.
Mr BERTRAM: The member should work it

out for himself.
Mr Court: Yes or no?
Mr BERTRAM: The member for Nedlands

believes-and I would expect this of him, with
the greatest respect, with his background-that
it is all right that the little people whom we
represent pay the fringe benefits tax, but people
like himself should not. I do not share that
view. I never have and never will.

I turn now to capital gains. I would like the
member for Nedlands and every person in this
fomum to know that the Liberal Party has had
people in the State paying not only capital
pins tax for years, but also taxes on money
that is neither capital pins nor income.

Which is worse-to pay capital gains tax on
an asset or something which does not happen
to be a capital gain or income or to pay tax on a
capital gain? That is what previous conserva-
tive Governments did. Why condemn the
Labor Government? Conservative Govern-
ments used that taxation system habitually for
years. It would be wonderful if members on the
other side applied a modicum of honesty and
faced up to reality occasionally. How refreshing
it would be!

I ask members opposite to desist in the fu-
ture from the pretence that capital gains tax
and the fringe benefits tax are new taxes. Those
taxes are not only not new, but also they have
been in force, and enforced, by Liberal Party
and conservative Governments under legis-
lation that has been in place for years. It is very
important that we get that matter clear.

854



[Wednesday, 25 June 1986]85

Mr Crane: That was a bald statement with-
out any scrap of evidence.

Mr HERTRAM: My time has run out. I sup-
port the motion.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the
sitting, on motion by Mr Court.

IQuesdions taken.I
Sitting suspended from 6. 00 to 7.1IS p.mr.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [7.15 p.m.J: I ap-
preciate the opportunity in this Address-in-Re-
ply to make a few brief comments which will
deal primarily with my own electorate as well
as a number of domestic issues.

In a speech in this House quite recently, I
made a point that the Opposition would be
very keen to see a return to a promotion to buy
Western Australian goods.

In question time tonight the Deputy Premier
was a little unsure about when that programme
started. I have here a Department of Industrial
Development and Commerce publication. I am
quoting from the programme, started in 1969,
which reads as follows-

In order to give local manufacturers an
added advantage over imported compe-
tition, in 1969 the Department decided to
launch an advertising campaign to sell the
benefits of buying local products.

I will not read any further because it talks
about a gentleman whom the Deputy Premier
might not be too keen for me to mention at this
stage.

Mr Bryce: Could I respond by saying that a
very old friend of mine in this business, the late
Herb Graham, once told me two golden rules.
If you dish it out you have to be prepared to
cop it and if you make a mistake you have to be
prepared to admit it. On the basis of that
worthy tome, I admit it. You have my apolo-
gies. That is the first mistake in 15 years.

Mr COURT: The report continues-
To the Government of the day and to

the Minister for Industrial Development in
particular, Sir Charles Court (then plain
Charles), there was an urgent need to try to
turn the situation around.

It is interesting that the country was facing a
similar situation then-there was a need to en-
courage people to buy locally made goods.

I now refer to the practice of the Opposition
asking questions of the Government. It was
very interesting tonight to see the Premier, with
a touch of ridicule, refer to the fact that the
Opposition is asking so many questions. I can

assure the public there is much need for the
Opposition to be asking questions about what
is taking place on the other side.

Mr Hassell: There is even more need for the
Government to answer, which it is not doing in
most cases.

Mr COURT: The Opposition will certainly
continue to probe, to enable the Opposition to
get answers about activities currently taking
place.

I refer to the domestic issues in my elector-
ate. I thank all those people, not only in the
Nedlands electorate, but also throughout the
State, who have assisted me in my third elec-
tion campaign. I have been the member for
Nedlands for four years. I have appreciated the
opportunity to represent those people and to
travel throughout the State, meeting all the
people who make Western Australia the great
State that it is.

I often hear snide comments from members
opposite that Nedlands must be full of wealthy
people. I do not think that is the case. Cer-
tainly, there are some wealthy people living
there, but the electorate has quite a diverse
make-up. It contains a broad cross-section of
people because of the different areas. Many
students reside in the electorate to be close to
the tertiary colleges, the university, and the
Nedlands College. There are a number of hos-
pitals and related services as well as a number
of elderly people in the area. Altogether, these
people make up what is a very interesting elec-
torate. Some pants-particulary around the
university, the secondary teachers' college, the
Hollywood area, parts of Shenton Park,
Subiaco and pants of Nedlands-are heavily
made up of rental accommodation and the resi-
dents are either students, teaching staff, or hos-
pital staff. I would like to concentrate specifi-
cally on the question of rent in those areas.

In the four years that I have been a member
of this place, itis only this year that I have
started to receive a number of complaints
about the way in which rents have been in-
creasing rapidly in my electorate. The last cen-
sus highlighted the fadt that, in the areas I
mentioned, there was a very high level of rental
accommodation and the large increases in rent
which are apparent concern me.

I had to laugh recently when I read an article
in a local newspaper. In that article the new
member for Subiaco also talked about the high
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level of rents in Subiaco. The first paragraph
reads as follows-

In Australia today, one-third of all
households depend on rental housing. Ex-
cept for the young and single, most people
do not rent from choice, but because they
cannot afford a borne Of their own.

This is the pant I like-
Despite progressive policies by the State

and Federal Labor Governments, this situ-
ation is unlikely to improve in the near
future.

We have a situation where the Labor poli-
ticians opposite have all of a sudden started to
become concerned about the way in which
rents have been increasing and the problems
people in rental accommodation face. They are
saying how awful that is. They ask, "How do
we resolve it?" Members opposite talk about
introducing tenancy reform legislation. They
want to legislate and regulate. They talk about
these things, but they will not affect the rental
situation in areas such as the electorate I rep-
resent.

One of the most honest answers to a question
I have seen came from the Minister for Hous-
ing who, when asked by how much his depart-
ment estimated in percentage terms rental resi-
dential housing had increased in the metropoli-
tan area in the six months to 1 June 1986 and
what were the main factors attributed to those
increases, replied that information provided by
industry sources suggested that some private
rents in the metropolitan area had increased by
25 per cent in the last six months. That is a
large increase in six months; certainly in my
electorate increases of that order have occurred
and, in some cases, they have been even higher.

In his answer as to why rents had increased
the Minister cited high interest rates, the
proposed capital gains tax, the non-allowance
of negative gearing, and the fact that there had
been little or no new building for rental pur-
poses. The list goes on and I could read the
whole answer; but at least the Minister is pre-
pared to face up to the fact that it is largely due
to the policies of the Labor Governments that
in the last year rentals have been forced to
jump so quickly.

It is the Labor Government which has
instigated these crazy changes to the tax laws
which have harmed the very people that it sup-
posedly represents.

Indeed, in this Chamber tonight we heard a
member opposite say that, "The little people
that we represent are being knocked around".

It is the Labor Government that is knocking
around those people which it supposedly
should be representing. Members opposite like
to say that those on this side of the House tend
to drive around in flash cars, but I really do not
think that is the case. Not that it matters any-
way, because if people work hard and are able
to afford to buy flash cars, good luck to them.

Mr Crane: We pay for our own cars. We do
not ask others-to pay for them.

Mr COURT: Members opposite take a hyp-
ocritical stance. It is all right for them to drive
around in their LTDs and say that we are the
people who like to do these things.

Mr Crane: We pay for the LTDs that those
people drive.

Mr COURT: One of the reasons that rentals
are being forced up is the continuing high levels
of interest rates. Many people have been put
under great pressure by the high level of
interest rates over the last year. The Govern-
ment introduced a few schemes to try to keep
down interest rates paid by certain home bor-
rowers, but even before the election when the
Government schemes were in place, many
people had to pay extremely high interest rates
for first home loans. During the last six months
many people have been paying around 16 per
cent interest on their home loans. That is caus-
ing problems and many people are
overcommitted. As an example of what I am
saying, I refer to a report which appeared in
The Ausiralian of 16 June last which said-

The report that over-commitment to
mortgage payments is a big factor in mar-
riage breakups highlights some of the prob-
lems faced by young people in today's
changing society.

That is just one of the problems caused by high
interest rates.

I make it quite clear to the House that the
rapidly increasing rental levels which were
predicted prior to those taxation policies
coming into effect have in fact occurred. That
is exactly what has happened and it is causing
concern to those people in my electorate who
are affected by it. I would like to see a reversal
of those policies to take the pressure off rents. I
am sure this matter concerns the Minister for
Housing, because I am told that the situation
exists throughout the State.

I turn now to sewerage rates. In my electorate
when council rates were tied to the valuations
which were carried out by the Valuer General
every three years, many people who lived in
good areas-in my electorate these people live
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mainly along the river-faced dramatic in-
creases in rates. The Minister for Local
Government was aware of those problems
which resulted in some cases in elderly people
who lived in houses which were wonth a great
deal of money now but were not when they
went to live there many years ago, being unable
to afford to pay the rates, because they were
pensioners. Quite often they were told, "Sell
the place. Get out and you will have plenty of
money to pay the bills." Frequently these
people were elderly-perhaps in their
eighties-and they did not want to sell and
move elsewhere.

To the credit of the Government, the system
was changed and the council was given the dis-
cretion to introduce a different form of rating
so that those people did not come under the
same sort of pressure. Unfortunately the same
change did not flow onto sewerage rates which
are based on property values and are deter-
mined every three years. I believe that this year
properties are due to be revalued, but the valu-
ations have not been completed in that area, so
the current valuations will continue for another
year.

However, the problem arises again that many
people are paying extremely high sewerage
rates and land tax and a further large increase
in these rates would be unwarranted. A new
mechanism is required to limit the size of the
rate increase based on revaluations, as people
living on fixed incomes can face considerable
hardship as a result of these rates.

I am sure that problem does not occur only
in mny electorate. It could well be that, for
example, in Whitford where some of the values
of the seaside houses are starting to increase
when compared with houses further back from
the ocean, people are facing the same problem.

As I mentioned previously, the recent
changes to the Local Government Act allowed
councils the option to use concessional valu-
ations for rating purposes where they con-
sidered that the existing method of valuation
was inequitable. I would like to see similar
changes introduced in respect of sewerage rates
so that the anomalies I have referred to can be
alleviated.

I now refer to a matter outside my electorate,
the Swanbourne Hospital site, a subject of
interest, no doubt, to the members for
Cottesloe, Nedlands, Subiaco, and floreat. The
Swanbourne Hospital is in the Nedlands City
Council area and the development of that site
affects all people in that area. I would like the

Minister to pay a little more attention to some
of the concerns that are being expressed by
people who live in -the western suburbs. The
Minister puts everyone in the western suburbs
into one category; that is, he seems to think
they are all elderly and wealthy. That is sad
because a lot can be done to assist the very
good people who live in those areas.

The reason that the whole Swanbourne Hos-
pital area is of significance is that it is one of
the few remaining areas of open space in these
suburbs that can be used for some of the facili-
ties which are required to handle the needs of
those electorates. Most of those electorates
tend to be old areas and some of the planning
in those areas was not very good. Certainly they
have some very poor traffic sytems. Those elec-
torates are filled with large hospitals, edu-
cational institutions and the lie.

It is a good opportunity for the Government
not to look at this land as a one-off exercise but
to take a proper planning approach to the
whole area. It might be that the right thing to
do for the area is to leave a lot of land as open
space. It might not be the correct thing for the
Urban Lands Council-or Land Bank, as it is
now known-to undertake a large-scale resi-
dential development. I certainly am becoming
concerned that developments are being
plonked all around the place in that area, in
many cases against the wishes of the local resi-
dents and without taking into consideration the
different problems such as traffic and compet-
ing interests for that land. It is unique to have
such a large area of land, most of which is open
space. It is a good opportunity for the right type
of planning to take place in that area.

We know that the Minister has not listened
to the concerns expressed about the
Swanbourne Hospital. I have attended a num-
ber of meetings to do with that hospital, as
have my colleagues who represent the elector-
ates in the area. A public meeting was held only
a couple of weeks ago. What has been done to
that area is of concern. It is all very well to say
that some of the buildings are not worth restor-
ing and the like, but if some imagination were
used and many of the outhouses, carports and
so on were stripped away, the remaining build-
ings would represent a tremendous example
not only of good architecture, but also of very
solid buildings, as the demolition people are
discovering at present. I am not an expert on
architecture, but its architecture is not dissimi-
lar to some of the old Hale School buildings
near Parliament House. I will return to the
Swanbourne Hospital site later.
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I turn now to the Swan Brewery. Pant of the
Swan Brewery site is in the Nedlands elector-
ate. I asked the Electoral Office where the
boundary was and discovered there is a funny
line which cuts through Kings Park and takes
in some of the buildings on the Kings Park side
and then goes out across the river. In a strange
set of circumstances the Government bought
the brewery for $5 million last year in order to
protect it from commercial development. The
next thing we hear is that the Government,
through the WADC, is proposing to establish a
full-scale commercial development with a li-
censed tavern, the whole bit. The Government
thought it would get its plan through in one of
its PR exercises, but the Government has
underestimated the strength of feeling in the
community on this subject.

The Government chose not to consult with
the people in regard to its plans. It did not even
consult with the Kings Park Board, whose
members would have a pretty keen interest in
that matter. It was only after a public rally was
held in Kings Park that the Government even
had the courtesy to start discussing its plans
with the Kings Park Board.

The Minister for Planning is using the same
techniques that he has developed to handle
similar situations such as the Chinese res-
taurant deal. He uses the heavy-handed ap-
proach he took with the policeman who dared
to say there was a drug problem in schools. He
seems to adopt the personal-abuse approach. In
Nedlands it took only a day or so before he
resorted to saying that the elderly people from
the western suburbs were the only ones who
were complaining, and who wants to listen to
them? That comment is taken as an insult.

Those people have a great deal to do with
that area. They are fully aware not only of the
traffic problems of the area, but also of the very
limited foreshore area. Most of it is taken up
with the road that goes around the river. Many
people use the cycleway that goes along that
stretch of the foreshore. it is of significance
that a sensible approach, an appropriate
compromise, could have been found to satisfy
all parties concerned; but, no, the Minister
seemed hell-bent-I do not know who was ad-
vising him-on going through with this com-
mercial development.

The next thing we knew was that the Govern-
ment wanted to establish some sort of science
and technology centre in the brewery which it
said would attract 1 000 visitors a day. We all
know the problems that would be involved in
getting that number of people in and out of that

site. But the crazy thing is the Government had
received two very good submissions for a simi-
lar development of the Swanboume Hospital
site, yet the Government said it was not suit-
able. Not suitable? It would be a superb lo-
cation for that type of activity and it would
have provided an excellent use of those build-
ings. The people who have fought hard to try to
get their message across, the Wilf Prendergasts
and others, should be congratulated on their
persistence, but when one is fighting this
Government and the activities of the Minister
for Planning, one has a really tough battle on
one's hands.

I now want to discuss briefly the Avro Hospi-
tal. This is another case where the Government
should have consulted with the local people
before it announced it intended convening the
hospital into a community health centre for
psychiatric out-patients. It is easy for the mem-
ber for Subiaco to advocate such a centre, but it
is not her constituents who are expressing the
concerns and who will be affected by it. The
local residents are not happy. I told the mem-
ber for Subiaco some time ago that a handful of
people had visited me in regard to this matter.
Since then many people have telephoned me or
have visited me or written to me since Parlia-
ment resumed. They are local residents. I am
here to represent those people. The Nedlands-
Subiaco area is unique in that it has a lot of
hospital, education and health-type facilities.
When I door-knock in that area I am amazed at
the number Of residential buildings that are be-
ing used by different bodies and organisations
for those types of services. A certain amount of
that activity is very good, but we cannot expect
one area to have too many services in it.

If the Government wants to fund and
operate that type of service it can find a suit-
able site for it. The local residents are not
happy with the use of that site for that purpose
and they see an ideal opportunity for a hospital
which has outlived its purpose as a hospital to
be convented back to residential use in a very
pleasant residential pant of Subiaco.

Mr Taylor: Shades of Tresillian!
Mr COURT: it is nice for the Minister for

Health to come back into the House.
Mr Taylor: I was listening outside and I

could not resist coming back in.
Mr COURT: It would have been courteous

of the Minister to let the local people know
what was going on.

Mr Taylor: I met with some of the residents
from that area last week, as I agreed to do.
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Mr COURT: The Government has been
using the site for a different purpose for the last
month and now the Government decides to
meet them.

Mr Taylor- You are totally irresponsible.
You have not even tried to find out the truth
about the matter. You led them down the
garden path.

Mr COURT: Mr Deputy Speaker, I take very
strong exception to those comments.

Mr Taylor- So you should.
Mr COURT: I do not know what the Minis-

ter for Health would know about the Tresillian
situation.

.Mr Taylor: I know a lot because I was
involved in it at the time.

Mr COURT: What was the Minister's in-
volvement?

Mr Taylor: I was very interested in that mat-
ter.

Mr COURT: All I can say is that I will1 con-
tinue to represent the people in my electorate.

The next matter to which I wish to refer is a
local matter but I am sure it is one which con-
cerns people in other electorates. The construc-
tion of cycleways is something which I have
advocated ever since I came into Parliament.
They are desperately needed in the older sub-
urbs of Nedlands and Subiaco which have huge
volumes of traffic passing through them every
day. That traffic makes it dangerous for cyclists
and pedestrians to move around those suburbs.
I am delighted with the number of cycleways
that have been constructed. The cycleway
around the river foreshore is being used exten-
sively. The Subiaco and Nedlands Councils are
experimenting with novel ways to use lanes for
this purpose and Victoria Avenue is a good
example of how a cycleway can be constructed
on either side of a roadway.

I am concerned however that Community
Employment Programme funds and other
forms of funding have gone into building
cycleways of a poor standard. I do not believe a*
great deal of thought has gone into their design.
A new one is being built alongside Thomas
Street which [ believe has been built too close
to the roadway. There is no shortage of land
along Thomas Street. A nature strip could have
been left in order that the cycleway be moved
away from the roadway. It also seems to
wander a great deal. I am amazed that cars can
drive in a straight line but cyclists are forced to
wander all over the place. I do not know
whether it is necessary for there to be lots of

curves in it. I believe also that it is not wide
enough. Cyclists can ride two abreast but if
someone comes towards them they have to
move into single file. I would like to see the
standard and design of cycleways improved.
Great advances have been made and I appreci-
ate that. It all started under the former Liberal
Government.

The last point I would like to make relates to
a comment made by the member for Perth in
his speech in the Addressin-Reply debate last
Wednesday. He was talking about how mem-
bers carry on in debates in this House. He
said-

Finally, but most importantly, there is
no room in what shoud be an example of
civilisation in this community for personal
attacks on each other or the integrity of
any person, particularly those outside this
House who do not have the right or the
opportunity to defend themselves. By all
means use the debating skills at our dis-
posal to tear down the arguments of the
other side, but make a determined effort
not to attack personalities.

Those are fine words and we all support them.
However, I found them a little hollow coming
from the member for Perth because I recall, in
my first year in this House when the Liberal
Party was in Government, day after day mem-
bers opposite, from the Premier who was the
then Leader of the Opposition down to other
members of the Opposition, making personal
attacks on a number of people, and sometimes
10 people a day. The Premier would begin and
the member for Fremnantle or someone else
would continue. They denigrated and de-
stroyed people who were not able to defend
themselves from these vile attacks. I thought it
was interesting to bear him say that we should
not attack people who cannot defend them-
selves. I have experienced these attacks because
my family was attacked by the Deputy Premier,
among others, and I know how much it hurt.

Amendment to Motion
I move an amendment-

That the following words be added to
the motion-

but regret to advise Your Excellency
that the Premier's economic statement
delivered on Tuesday 24 June 1986:
(1) is totally inadequate in its at-

tempt to reduce taxes and
charges;
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(2) fails to offer adequate incentives
to the business community to en-
able employers to take on ad-
ditional employees;

(3) fails to adequately address the
current economic financial situ-
ation in Western Australia;

(4) fails to sufficiently address the ef-
fects of the Federal Government's
fringe benefit and other proposed
taxes; and

(5) fails to adequately identify and
provide solutions in the form of
economic and other assistance to
the rural community in Western
Australia.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [7.45 p.m.]: I second
the amendment. We all listened to the
Premier's statement yesterday with a great deal
of interest and then went away and considered
it. Having considered it I had the opportunity
last night of making some preliminary com-
ments in respect of it and tied those comments
in with the statement delivered by the Prime
Minister to the nation two weeks ago. In my
comments last night in respect of the Premier's
economic statement, I made the point that it
clearly lacked leadership and direction and ap-
peared to be a rerun of the many comments we
have heard from the Premier in the last two
years.

Mr Grill: We are now getting a rerun of what
you said last night.

Mr CASH: The Minister for Agriculture will
not stop me from putting my case. He may not
like it.

Mr Grill: We hear your case day in and day
out.

Mr CASH: If I have to repeat it time and
again, so be it.

Mr Grill: You waste the time of the House.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CASH: I point out that if I have to repeat

the case time and again it is only because mem-
bers such as the Minister for Agriculture fail to
understand the Opposition's message.

Mr Grill: It is a regurgitation of what you
said yesterday and the day before that and the
day before that. You are a pain in the neck.

Mr CASH: The Miniister is a pain in the
neck. What does that really prove?

Mr Grill: What are you going to say tonight?
Mr CASH: Just calm down.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The mem-
ber for Mt Lawley should be talking to the
Parliament through the Chair.

Mr CASH: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I
raise matters of economic importance and what
happens? The Minister for Agriculture be-
comes hysterical. Is that the sont of leadership
we expect from Ministers in our Government. I
suggest it is not the sont of leadership Western
Australians expect.

Mr Grill: Get your speech over with.
Mr CASH: All I ask is that the Minister for

Agriculture listen to what I say in order that we
might improve the situation for this State so
that it can do its bit towards improving the
economic climate of Australia. I think one of
the things that is bothering the Minister for
Agriculture tonight is that he is aware that the
Federal Government's policies and this State
Government's policies have failed miserably.
That was clearly demonstrated today when the
Australian dollar collapsed. It fell to the
equivalent of 66 US-cents.

Mr Grill: It is great for farniert.
Mr CASH: The Minister supports the

collapse of the Australian dollar, is that what he
is saying?

Mr Grill: I support a lower Australian dollar.
Mr CASH: The Minister is supporting the

collapse of the Australian dollar. Does he have
any idea why the Australian dollar collapsed
today?

Mr Grill: Do you want to hear?
Mr CASK: I am not interested in listening to

the Minister.
Mr Grill: If that is the case, do not ask me

questions.
Mr CASH: I do not want to hear the answers

because they are generally so pathetic that the
Minister wastes the time of the House.

Mr Grill: Then why ask them?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We will

have the debate through the Chair. I ask the
Minister for Agriculture to desist from
interjecting even though, in the last minute or
so, the inteujections seem to have been invited.

Mr CASH: Indeed, I did invite some of those
interjections. The reason that I continue to ask
the Minister for Agriculture questions is that I
live in hope that he might one day be able to
deliver to me a reasonable economic argument,
something that I have not heard in the time
that I have been here.
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The Minister for Agriculture is upset with me
tonight for a comment that I made to him when
the House broke for dinner at 6 o'clock. Is that
not correct?

Mr Grill: I get absolutely-
Mr CASH: Or is the Minister forgetting-
Mr Grill: You have asked me a question;

now you should allow me to reply. You quite
clearly asked me a question. I simply get sick
and tired of you people on that side of the
House repeating yourselves ad nauseam, night
after night, hour after hour. If you have some-
thing new to say, for God's sake say it!

Mr CASH: It remains to be seen whether I
have something new to say or not. If the Minis-
ter for Agriculture cares to listen, he might be
able to work that one out.

It is important that the Government begin to
recognise that the economic situation in
Australia is not as it apparently believes it to
be. The Government cannot live in fantasy
land for ever. Today the international dealers
in the money market showed us clearly that
they are not prepared to accept the way in
which the Federal Labor Government,
supported by the State Labor Government, is
running the economy of this country. I am sur-
prised that the Minister for Agriculture seems
to support the fact that the Australian dollar
lost 3c within the last 24 hours.

Mr Grill: As I said, it is good for the farmers
and for the mining industry, both of which are
the mainstays of the economy.

Mr CASH: The dollar is collapsing and the
Minister thinks it is a good thing. He has a lot
to learn about economics, but more than that,
he has a lot to learn about agriculture.

In his economic statement yesterday, the
Premier made a number of interesting com-
ments. On page one, the Premier made the fol-
lowing claim-

Over the last three years Australia has
experienced a period of strong economic
growth.

No-one denies that there has been some econ-
omic growth in the last three years, but the
Opposition wants the Government to under-
stand that things are changing and they started
to change in the middle of last year. The Oppo-
sition raised that matter with the Government
and tried to indicate to it that the signs were
clearly showing that we were headed for a
downward trend. What did the Government do
at that time? It supported more taxation being
imposed by the Federal Government an busi-

ness throughout Australia instead of looking
for more incentives to encourage business to
employ more people. The Government went to
Canberra and strongly supported the fringe
benef it tax and the other taxes that Canberra
wanted to impose on us.

There is no question that the imposition of
additional taxes does nothing but create
disincentives for business. If that is something
that the Minister for Agriculture wants to argue
with, I am prepared to hear him now. I know
that he does not really understand economic
arguments, so I would not expect a very sane
reply from him.

The Premier made various motherhood
statements in the first three pages of the
statement. They sounded great and everyone
appreciated the fact that the Premier suppos-
edly believed in what he was saying. However,
it is to be regretted that the options he put up
did not address the real issues before us. That
was one of the failings of the economic
statement. On page four of the statement can
be found the following paragraph-

Just as the fruits of growth over the last
three years have been shared by most
members of the community, so must the
burdens of change be shared equally.

That is not an unreasonable statement, but one
has to be able to distinguish just who over the
past three years has enjoyed the fruits of
growth, so that when we start to apportion the
various changes that are necessary we will
know that they are being apportioned to the
correct group within the community. That is
not explained in this statement.

With respect to a submission from the
Government in order to try to improve the
economic situation in Western Australia, the
Premier made the point that one submission
would be that the hearing of the national wage
case scheduled for October be deferred until
after I January. I accept that that would appear
to be a positive step in the right direction.
However, regrettably the various positive steps
that have been put forward in this statement
have been destroyed by earlier measures that
were taken by this Government. I refer the
House to question 206 of Thursday, 12 June
1986. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
asked the Minister for Industrial Relations the
following question-

(1) Does the Government support the
three per cent productivity-
superannuation case currently being
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argued before the Federal arbitration
commission?

(2) What will be the estimated cost to-
(a) the State Government; and
(b) Western Australian industry,

if the claim is successful?
(3) Will the State Government be

intervening in the case to present ar-
guments for or against the case?

(4) If so, what argument will be presented,
i.e. a case for or a case against?

(5) If not, why not?
The Minister for industrial Relations replied-

(1) Yet.
(2) (a) $75 million;

(b) not known.
In other words, the Government had not
bothered to check ',hat out. It was prepared to
support the case, but did not know the effect it
would have on industry in Western Australia.
The answer given to pants (4) and (5) of the
question was that they had been answered in
(1). That is the sort of problem we see as we
move through the economic statement.

First we get a step forward by the Govern-
ment; that is something for which the Oppo-
sition is prepared to give the Government
credit. However, later after analysis of the ac-
tions of the Government, we find that it has
taken two steps backwards- How can an Oppo-
sition that is keen to improve the economic
situation in this State endorse all the comments
that are made in that statement? It is imposs-
ible and it would not be expected, I am sure, by
the Government that we do it.

in his statement the Premier made a great
deal of the fact that he was about $306 million
short of revenue to cover anticipated expendi-
ture. What he did not tell us was that the ex-
penditure estimates were purely bids from the
various Government departments.

Mr Parker- You are wrong- He said the exact
reverse of that.

Mr CASH: The Minister for Minerals and
Energy should let me finish instead of jumping
in like his mate the Minister for Agriculture.

Mr Parker: I just wanted to correct your er-
ror.

Mr CASH: If the Minister will allow me to
finish, I will explain the fraud his Government
is attempting to perpetrate on the people of
Western Australia.

it is very clear that the $306 million which
the Premier suggested was the shortfall between
the expected revenue and anticipated expendi-
ture was no more than the bids which his vari-
ous departments had put in.

Mr Parker: That is not true.
Mr CASH: If the Minister for Minerals and

Energy wants to make out a case that that is not
true-

Mr Parker: It is not a case of making out a
case, it is a matter of fact.

Mr CASH: If the Minister had a look at the
wording of this statement before it was read to
the House-

Mr Parker: Inws involved in the writing of it.
Mr CASH: -he would not misconstrue-
Mr Parker: You are the one who is

misconstruing. You are talking nonsense.
Mr CASH: If the Minister for Minerals and

Energy wants to start backing down now from
the figures presented to this House last night,
that is his option.

Mr Parker You are telling untruths. I am not
backing down at all.

Mr CASH: In re spect of the various election
promises that his own Government made prior
to the last election, one has only to turn to this
document to find a statement from the Premier
which clearly shows that most of those election
promises made only four or five months ago
will now not be fulfilled.

That leads me to ask the question: If the
Premier has any understanding whatsoever of
economics, why was he not able, four or five
months ago, to recognise the trend which was
very clear to others? Did he really mean to
carry out the promises that he made to the
people in Western Australia?

I suggest to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that
after reading this document it is very clear that
he intended to renege on most of the
propositions that he put forward to the people
prior to the last election.

Mr Rushton: He most certainly did.
Mr Parker: Nonsense!
Mr CASH: He most certainly did. I guess it is

fair to say that I support the contention, firstly,
that this document is no more than a fraud,
with vy few good points. I am prepared to
accept that there are good points, and to con-
gratulate the Government, but regrettably
those good points are outweighed by the retrac-
tions of the various promises which the
Premier made prior to the last election, and the
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fact that he knew that there would be changes
made to suit the Government.

I guess it is fair to say that I can understand
very clearly why the people in the community
refer to the Premier of Western Australia as a
"Premier of convenience".

Mr Parker: Do you think that is why he is
currently running at 72 per cent popularity?

Mr CASH: The answer to the Minister's
question could be "Yes" for the very fact that
he is a Premier of convenience. He is prepared
to make changes so long as he obtains electoral
support;, so long as he can win the vote. He is
not particularly interested in the long term-
and the Minister must share some of this
blame.

Mr Parker: I will share any of the Premier's
blame.

Mr CASH: The popularity poll which the
Minister for Minerals and Energy refers to
clearly indicates the point I have just made.
The Premier is a Premier of convenience. He is
prepared to make decisions so long as he can
gain electoral support and electoral favour. He
is not interested in the long-ternm future of this
State.

Mr Parker: Nonsense!
Mr CASH: As far as that goes, he could not

really care less. After the recent Premiers' Con-
ference in the Eastern States, we had a Premier
who claimed that everything had been turned
against Western Australia; that the Prime Min-
ister had been particularly hard on the various
States.

If one turns to The Weekend Australian of 14
June 1986, one finds comments about other
Premiers. The Victorian Premier (Mr Cain)
said that he was delighted with what Victoria
had been able to achieve.

Mr Parker: I would swap our economy for
Victoria's any day.

Mr CASH: The Northern Territory Chief
Minister, Mr Hatton, said that he was generally
pleased with the outcome of the conference. In
Queensland, Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen said, "I do
not see that any dismissals will be necessary,
but in our works programme it will not be poss-
ible to do everything we would have liked to
do."

When one comes to Western Australia, what
does our State Premier say? He says that it is all
doom and gloom.

My time is running out, but I shall make one
final point. It was alleged that there was an
emergency meeting of the Dudget committee

on the Sunday following the recent Premiers'
Conference.

Mr Parker There was. I was there all day.
Mr CASH: There is no question but that that

in itself was a fraud on the people. That had
been organised weeks before.

Mr Parker Nonsense. That is not true.
Mr CASH: All one had to do was to follow

the news for the preceding weeks to see that
that is the case.

MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Local
Government) [8.08 p.m.J: In rising to respond I
want to make it clear at the outset that this will
be one of the shortest responses ever made to
an amendment to an Address-in-Reply. This is
done very deliberately, because the amendment
warrants a much shorter reply than any amend-
ment I can ever recall coming before this
House.

The lack of value of the amendment was
shown first of all by the mover, who, in his
speech of half an hour did not refer at all to the
subject of the amendment which he was about
to move until the last minute of his time, when
he read the amendment and sat down without
uttering one word about it.

Secondly, the value of this amendment is
demonstrated by the fact that it is an attempt
to repeat a debate which took hours in this
House last night. We spent that time on a loan
Bill-type debate in which we went through all
the pros and cons of the Premier's economic
statement at very considerable length.

I would have thought that, given the argu-
ments which took place last night, there was no
great value in repeating that whole debate ad
nauseam tonight. Indeed the contribution of
the member for Mt Lawley made it very clear
that the Opposition does not have a lot to con-
tribute on this subject. Indeed, all he had to say
represented nothing but assertions which were
quickly responded to, firstly by the Minister for
Agriculture and secondly by the Minister for
Minerals and Energy. In fact when the member
for Mt Lawley had had the assertions corrected,
all he could do was to bluster on and try to
repeat them in the face of the fact that they had
been corrected by the Ministers to whom I have
just referred.

I can think of one reason only that there
should be any value in repeating a debate
which took place last night. Only one thing has
changed; that is, we are now in a position to
assess the response to the statement. Indeed,
the response today of almost all the media,
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both Press and electronic, has been one of very
sound acceptance of the statement. With a few
qualifications from a few organisations, there
has been a very strong response of support for
the statement that was made.

Indeed, I am surprised that no-one has
quoted from The Australian, because day after
day in ,this Chamber we hear members of the
Opposition quote from it. In particular, they
quote from the editorials of Thre Australian as if
they were almost a bible to them to tell us
where we should go as a Government.

I am surprised that no-one quoted from The
Australian today, because the editorial really
summed up the response around the nation to
the statement which was made here. The mem-
her for Mt Lawley made the claim that the
Premier has been unable to show any leader-
ship and that claim is easily refuted by my
reading the first and last paragraphs of that
editorial. The first paragraph reads as fol-
lows-

THE dramatic economic measures
announced by the Premier of Western
Australia, Mr Burke, yesterday are a wel-
come sign that at least one government in
Australia has grasped the nature of the
economic problems facing the nation and
is prepared to do something realistic and
significant about them.

The last paragraph says-

All of these measures demonstrate a de-
sire to make long-term, structural changes
to better equip Western Australia for
coping with the difficult times ahead. Mr
Burke's courageous programme should
serve as a model for other Australian
governments to examine most closely.

So much for the view that the Premier has
been unable to offer leadership in these diffi-
cult times.

The point needs to be made that, while no-
one in the Government has enjoyed making
difficult decisions, we have been prepared to
show leadership and grasp the nettle, and that
is something which has been appreciated
widely in the community.

The Government opposes the amendment.

MR LIGHTFOOT: (Murchison-Eyre) [8.12
p.m.]: I shall touch on a few points and reiter-
ate some of the sentiments expressed so lucidly
by the member for Mt Lawley in relation to the
amendment.

It has been a multinmillion dollar fraud-no
first year journalist could miss the point-and
there is no $306 million deficit. That is a
contrived figure; it is a figure which will serve
well in the year after an election, because the
year before a soft Budget was brought down.

We know what happened prior to the last
election. Indeed, in the period straight after the
1983 election the Burke Government increased
prices to an unrealistic level, Having estab-
lished quite clearly that the $306 million deficit
is simply not there-

Dr Gallop interjected.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The member for Victoria
Park will have his chance. We all know he is a
genius and has an EQ of 150!

We have established that a $306 million defi-
cit is simply not there; it is a contrived figure.
However, let me say that the malaise affecting
this State is not felt only by the Government of
Western Australia; rather, it is a problem which
is Australia-wide. It is a problem which has
'been established as a result of successive social-
ist State and Federal Governments. We know
that the 44c in the dollar that this Federal
Government takes and spends is the root cause
of our problems. We know that taxation is the
root cause of our problems.

Mr Parker: Which 44c?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The mining industry
which the Minister for Minerals and Energy
administers contributes 77c for every dollar it
earns. It contributes 77c to a heavy-handed
Government which victimises that industry
and taxes the products it exports, and we won-
der why we cannot-

Mr Parker: How do we victim ise the indus-
try?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Government victim-
ises the mining industry, because it is unsatis-
factory to take 77c from every dollar earned by
it.

Mr Parker: We have not increased costs to
the mining industry. Fuel costs have been
reduced substantially.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Does the Minister not
think that the perks lax which he so eagerly
embraced, the payroll tax, and the fringe ben-
efits tax will have an effect on the industry?
The Minister has said that he has not increased
taes on the mining industry. Talking
federally-

Mr Parker: Oh, you are talking federally.

864



[Wednesday, 25 June 1986]16

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Minister has said
that the best Treasurer in the world did not
increase taxes to the mining industry.

Mr Williams: You arced to the increase in
taxes.

Mr Parker: I do not know how many times
we have to say it, but we are opposed to the
impact the fringe benefits tax will have on the
mining industry.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! When a
member is speaking and he invites interjections
from another member opposite, I shall allow
that to a reasonable extent. However, I will not
allow members who have no part in the debate
to inteuject suddenly across the Chamber. I
watched the tennis with interest until 1.46 a.m.
I would liken the cross-Chamber interjections
we have just seen here to the tennis, and it is
not what I would like to see take place in this
House while l am in the Chair. For the next 17
minutes I would prefer to hear only the voice of
the member for Murchison-Eyre.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I was referring to the
fringe benefits tax. Western Mining Corpor-
ation Ltd estimates that, in round figures, the
fringe benefits tax embraced by this Govern-
ment will be equivalent to a $50 a week pay
rise for each of its employees. However, the
Minister for Minerals and Energy said that the
Government had not increased taxes. That is
simply not true. This Government has been as
guilty as the Federal Government of increasing
taxes. Those increases have a debilitating effect
on our industries and they do nothing to help
them. The fat hand of Government cannot
possibly use that amount of money with the
same effect as can private enterprise.

If members want some examples of that in
this State they have only to look at the Western
Australian Diamond Trust which, in real
terms, is worth about half its investment, flat
indicates the effect of the dead hand of
Government on private enterprise. If members
want more examples they should look at the
destocking of the Kimberley stations and the
number of cattle which have been taken off
those leases in recent months. They should look
also at the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service
of WA which is making a loss, whereas, if it
were in private hands, it would be making
hundreds of thousands of dollars profit, be-
cause it would not be subject to the dead hand
of a socialist Government. Members should
look also at the Government workshops which
128)

are making a loss, because they are subject to
the same dead hand of Government.

An influential American economist, David
Hale of Kemper Financial Services, put it this
way-

The problem for Mr H-awke is that no
amount of corporate restructuring can
resolve Australia's balance of payments
problems within the lifetime of the current
parliament.

Mr Hawke is in strife and when he goes down
the Federal Government will go down with
him. To continue-

Unless there is a surprisingly strong re-
covery in commodity prices during the
next 12 months, he will probably have to
fight a general election in 1987 against a
background of 9 per cent unemployment,
6-8 per cent inflation and double digit
interest rates.

This forecast is made at a time when the
"big three" Western economies-the US,
Japan and West Germany-have virtually
shrunk inflation out of their systems-

Those countries have virtually nil inflation.
Mr Crane: The people there work.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: The people there work

and they do not have the Government inter-
ference that we have here. To continue-

... have jobless figures ranging from about
2 to under 7 per cent, and where their
central banks charge commercial banks 4-7
per cent interest rates.

Our prime lending rate is anywhere within the
vicinity of 16 to 17 per cent. These are the
problems we have: Higher interest rates, higher
unemployment, higher inflation, and
coincidentally higher Government inter-
ference.

To corroborate what was said by David Hale
of Kemper Financial Services, I turn to the
forecasts of Wharton Econometric Forecasting
Associates of Philadelphia. They read as fol-
lows-

Australia's continuing
deficits will result in
devalution of the $A in
5 per cent a year later.

current account
a net 5 per cent
1989 and a further

We are getting down towards the Italian lira or
the Mexican peso. The Bulletin article con-
tinues-

Started by the Nobel
economist Dr Lawrence
Wharton report sees no real

prize-winning
Klein, the

improvement
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on the balance of payments front for the
next two years. At the banker-broker level,
forecasts range from the currency remain-
ing at the 68-72 cents against the green-
back, or even rising, to dropping down to
55 cents.

I am a primary producer and I can tell the
House that the thought of a 55c. dollar
distresses me immensely because I do not see a
great economic future for my children. The
article COntinues -

The forecasts are being made at a time
of broadening in the economic relationship
between the US and Australia. Disturbed
by the plunge in the $A and a sense of drift
in the economy, Australian companies are
moving into North America in droves ...

And why are they doing that? It is because once
again there is less interference in those
companies by their Governments.

Mr Court: And the Premier wants to know
why business is not investing in Australia!

Mr LIGHTFOOT: It is the heavy hand of
Government in our businesses. It is not right
that it should interfere to the degree that it
does. The Bulletin's article indicates that from
a level of just over $60 million in direct invest-
ments by Australian companies less than 10
years ago-and it is very difficult to ascertain
the true figure because of the magnitude of
Australian company investments in the United
States-that figure is now around $4 billion.

Mr Parker: One of the people who spent $1
billion in investing was sacked by his company
after having done it-the man who bought
Monsanto.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I know who ought to be
sacked in this country. It ought to be the social-
ist Government, and I look forward to the day
when that happens. The reason for the malaise
of this fantastic State of one million square
miles is not necessarily high wages, but it is
necessarily high Government interference and
high taxes in this country; and this Burke
Government is an integral pant of that inter-
ference and that high taxation.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [8.22 p.m.J: I
wish to comment on the amendment to the
Address-in-Reply. It is directed towards the
Premier's economic statement delivered yester-
day, and I am prepared to congratulate the
Premier on most of the initiatives he took.

However, I am prepared to support
amendment because I question whether
Premier went far enough in addressing

the
the
the

problems facing this State and the nation. Most
of the issues contained in the five points of the
amendment relate largely to Federal matters
and there is not a great deal that the State
Government can do about them, other than
make representations to the Federal Parlia-
ment.

Although the Premier mentioned the 17.5
per cent holiday loading, it is essential that we
as a Parliament urge the Government to press
for abolition of that loading. It is essential that
we press for the return of the 40-hour week;
and in respect of long service leave being
granted for every 10 years of service, it is essen-
tial that we adopt the common policy of private
industry and increase the qualifying period of
service to 15 years. It is essential that we cut
back annual leave to three weeks and proceed
mare vigorously to review the superannuation
conditions which, if allowed to go unchecked,
could hasten the bankruptcy of this State.

If we start with the measures I have
mentioned, it would be totally unnecessary to
suggest that workers take home any less in their
pay packets. The removal of all the extra ben-
efits in one form or another would enable the
cost structure in our industries to be more com-
petitive than they are. It is no good for the
workers in this country to receive the increased
benefits while the nation is unable to compete,
particularly against the other QEDC countries
with which we trade. Australia may be an
island, but in the economic world we are pant
of the whole and unless we can be competitive
we are doomed to further reductions in our
standard of living.

It has only recently been accepted by the
Federal Labor Government that we have been
living beyond our means. For months we heard
"the greatest Treasurer since Federation'--
and I say that in inverted commas because I
think I am quoting his own words and we are
always a little suspicious of anyone who blows
his own trumpet-

Mr Parker: I do not think he has ever said
that himself.

Mr STEPHENS: The Federal Treasurer said
that once the J-curve came into effect, all the
problems of the nation would be solved. Not-
withstanding that, recently he was politically
very honest. He said that the way this nation
was going, it would soon be a banana republic.
Many of us in this country, certainly those who
are aware of the economic decline of the
nation, agree with that comment and realise it
is essential that we take drastic measures to
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restore the competitiveness of Australian in-
dustry.

While the Premier is to be congratulated on
having made a start, he did not go far enough
and it is for that reason that the National Party
is prepared to support the amendment before
the House. I hope the fact that the National
Party is taking that stand may encourage the
Premier to reconsider his position and perhaps
be a little more vigorous in proceeding to cor-
rect the economic ills of this State.

MR LEWIS (East Melville) [8.28 p.m.]: I
wish to speak to the amendment, and to com-
mence I would like to carry on where the Min-
ister for Housing left off this evening. I will
expand the story that he did not give.

I made comment in this House last evening
to the effect that Homeswest had contracted-
let by tender-to construct 46 home units in
North Fremantle, 23 of which were single bed-
room units.

I wish to correct that statement. I agree that I
made a mistake and that there are 56 units.

Point of Order
Mr CARR: Mr Deputy Speaker, I acknowl-

edge that the member for East Melville has
only just commenced his remarks, but he ap-
pears to be speaking to something that bears no
relationship whatsoever to the amendment be-
fore the Chair.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I accept that
point of order and ask the member for East
Melville to return within the next minute or so
to the spirit of the amendment moved by the
member for Nedlands.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I thank the Acting Leader of the

House for drawing my attention to the matter.
Mr Court: It is an economic problem.

Mr LEWIS: It is an economic problem, after
all. I am tring to identify just where this
Government has shown its economic incom-
petence and absolute lack of restraint in its
financial expenditures.

What an absolute nonsense the Premier's
economic statement yesterday was. If I may
expand on that, I point out that the situation
that exists in North Fremantle is very germane
to the point I am trying to make. It indicates
clearly the present Government's lack of econ-
omic competence. In that regard I believe I
should be able to continue and develop my

case. If you accept that, Mr Deputy Speaker, I
will continue.

Let us get back to North Fremantle. I was
apologising for saying last evening that 46 units
were to be built-

Point of Order
Mr PARKER: While you were out of the

Chair, Mr Speaker, a point of order was raised
with your deputy concerning the relevance of
the member for East Melville's comments. I am
aware that if one says that something is related
to economics then everything can be economic
and a member can raise what he likes. That
makes a mockery of the Standing Orders. This
is not an Address-in-Reply debate; we are
discussing an amendment to a specific matter,
and it is not within the competence of the
member for East Melville, who is a new mem-
ber, to raise this matter. I ask you to point out
to him the Standing Order which deals with
confining remarks to the matter before the
Chair.

The SPEAKER: I have had the opportunity
to read the amendment in the short time I have
been in the Chair. I have not had a great deal of
time to listen to what the member for East
Melville has said, and it is rather difficult for
me to determine in the short time I have had
whether he is addressing his remarks to the
amendment. However, I have also had drawn
to my attention the fact that the Deputy
Speaker, when he was in the Chair, asked the
member for East Melville to come fairly
quickly to the matter before the Chair. I give
him that same advice, and I hope he will take
it.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I take

the point, but I seek your indulgence to say that
I am trying to deal with the Government's
competence to reduce taxes and charges. Para-
graph (1) of the amendment moved by the
member for Nedlands refers to the Govern-
ment's totally inadequate attempts to reduce
taxes and charges. The argument I am
developing is to show that the Government is
not competent. If you accept that, Sir, I would
like to continue with the point I was trying to
make. That being the case I will go back to
North Fremantle.

The SPEAKER: Order! It is not sufficient for
the member to say he is doing that and to
presume that I accept what he says. He needs to
start saying what he wants to say, and if I do
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not think it relates to this amendment I will tell
him.

Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I am
trying to establish the absolute waste of this
Government which flies in the face of its at-
tempts to reduce taxes and charges. I referred
to the infamous 56 home units in North
Fremantle which are costing mare than $3. 119
million against a tender of $2.5 million. That is
a difference of $619 000 between the lowest
tender and that which was accepted. I have no
argument against the successful tenderer-
good luck to him. My argument is with the
Government and the fact that apprentices were
the key to the letting of the contract-
$619 000-worth of apprentices.

According to my simple calculations of
$16 000 for every apprentice per annum, the
difference between the two tenders would em-
ploy 39 apprentices for 12 months. What an
absolute nonsense, and how fallacious is the
argument which suggests the lowest tender was
invalidated on the basis of a figure of 39. ap-
prentices. I could accept maybe three appren-
tices, but not 39; that is a difference of 36
apprentices which probably equates to about
$550 000. Either I-omeswest is totally incom-
petent, or the Government accepts that
wasteful expenditure.

Do members believe it is a reasonable excuse
to say that because someone does not employ
36 extra apprentices the Government should
waste $550 000 on letting a tender through
Homeswest? It is interesting to note that the
Government's own friends in Fremantle-a
municipality which has been very close to the
Government over many years-are now
coming out and are up in arms about what is
going on with I-omeswest.

Point of Order

Mr CARR: It appears to me to be getting
beyond a joke. I fail to see what tenders in
Fremantle and special allowances for appren-
tices have to do with the amendment before the
Chair which clearly relates to the Premtier's
statement yesterday.

The SPEAKER: I thank the Acting Leader of
the House for his point of order, but
unfortunately I cannot agree. The amendment I
have before me is in the following terms-

but regret to advise Your Excellency that
the Premier's economic statement
delivered on Tuesday 24th June 1986:

It says it does certain things. in respect of what
the member for East Melville is saying, I refer
the House to paragraph (3) of the amendment
which states-

Fails to adequately address the current
economic and financial situation in West-
ern Australia.

In the minds of some members that could be
relative to what the member for East Melville is
saying.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
I want to refer to the absolute waste that has

gone on down at Fremantle. The Minister for
Housing earlier this evening referred to the 126
home units which were to be built. Suddenly
the heat in the kitchen got too hot and tenders
were called for 38 home units. I understand a
tender was all but accepted for a figure of about
$2.5 million for a site where site works are
conservatively estimated at $100 million and
involve retaining walls and earthworks. Walls
have collapsed, and I refer to the Fremantle
Gazette of 10 June.

Mr Can: Where was the $100 million?
Mr LEWIS: I am suggesting that the site

works on this land where a tender was called
but not formally accepted-it was the lowest
tender for the second part of the grandiose
scheme which the Minister boasted about this
evening-are not now going to be carried out.

Conservative figures suggest that the site
Works were over $100000. Were members
opposite Worried about that?

Mr Can: The amount of $100 million
seemed too much for earthworks.

Mr Cash: The Minister for Agriculture was
not smart enough.

Mr Grill: If I went on with that drivel I
would be ashamed of myself.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I would not mind if

the member for East Melville interjected!
Mr LEWIS: The site on which 38 units were

to be built now lies vacant and the estimated
cost of those proposed units is $57 000 each.
That is for welfare housing.

Dr Gallop: You would not spend money on
ordinary working people.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr Court: We could house three families for
the price of one family.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Taylor: Three houses for $54 000! Where

are you going to build them? On the banks of
the river?

The SPEAKER: Order! Before the member
for East Melville resumes, I advise members
that I called for order six times.

Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
I understand that the Government's brief to

Homeswest is to house as many people as it can
for a certain number of dollars. Surely to good-
ness Homeswest should try to do its best with
the money it has available to it. It should not
build home units that would market for be-
tween $80 000 and $85 000 each. It should be
providing housing for the more needy people in
our society.

I suggest to the Government that Homeswest
could build three homes, each with three bed-
rooms, for a total of $80 000. Homeswest does
that sort of thing every day of the week and its
three-bedroomed cottages cost between
$24 000 and $26 000 each. By using simple
mathematics the Government would have
change from $80 000 after providing three
units. It is reported that Homeswest may even
get $16 a week.

Mr Taylor: You are saying it can build three-
bedroomed homes for $24 000.

Mr Bertram: Land included?
Mr LEWIS: Of course not!
Mr Bertram: How much for the land?
Mr LEWIS: $ 15 000.
Several members interjected.
Mr LEWIS: Mr Speaker, the interjections are

continuing, but members opposite cannot ques-
tion my argument; that is, that Homeswest is
not carrying out its charter; it is competing
with the private sector and it should not be
doing that. The building industry in the private
sector is able to build home units with river
views to sell to people for between $80 000 and
$90 000. Homeswest is not in the business of
commercial real estate and it is not in the busi-
ness of building homes for a profit. It is in the
business of building homes for welfare housing.

Mr Taylor: Those families do not deserve
river views, according to this member. Is there
any reason for their not having a river view?

Mr Court: How long is the queue for people
waiting for housing?

Mr Taylor: It is much shorter than when you
were in Government. In the first year of the
Burke Government 6 000 housing units were
built. You said we could not build 5 000 units,
but we built 6 000.

The SPEAKER: Order!.
Mr Court: Rents have gone through the roof.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: Thank you Mr Speaker.
In the Fremantle Gazette dated 10 June the

local residents accused Homeswest of being
negligent. A wall fell aver causing damage
estimated at $25 000; over $ 100 000 has been
spent on site works; and tenders were aborted.
The following comment appeared in the May
issue of the Freman tie Focus-

A political storm is brewing over
Homeswest's use of Government funds to
construct luxury units to house low income
earners in North Fremantle.

Homeswest has been accused of buying
prime riverside real estate and small
pockets of land to build units on, at a cost
considered well above acceptable.

Does any member on the other side of the
House deny that? Why is the Government not
to go ahead with the building of 38 units at an
estimated cost of $2.5 million? Maybe it heard
a whisper or perhaps it realised it was compet-
ing in an industry in which it should not com-
pete.

Homeswest's charter is to provide homes for
the needy and not to be an entrepreneur in the
commercial market.

Mr Court: There are no intejections now.
Mr LEWIS: That is right. Members opposite

cannot answer that question.
Mr MacGill, a Fremantle City Councillor,

said that it was a great waste of Government
resources. How true!

What is the Government doing about the
$619 000 waste? It gives the puny excuse that it
was because of apprentices. What an absolute
waste of money! It is unbelievable that that
excuse was put forward tonight.

If members read what the Minister said they
will find that he did not mention the tender of
$2.-5 million and he conveniently left out the
amount of $619 000-it would have employed
40-odd apprentices.

Mr Court: That would pay for one day of this
Government's advertising.

Mr LEWIS: It probably would. I want to
revert to the text of the amendment.
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Mr Tom Jones: You have left it a bit late.

Mr LEWIS: At the recent Premier's Confer-
ence the Federal Government granted this
State a 5.5 per cent increase and the predicted
inflation rate was 6.5 per cent. If this Govern-
ment were fair and reasonable and wanted to
show constraint in its expenditure and wanted
to honour its undertakings to the Western
Australian community to show that it was fair
dinkum about pulling in its belt, do members
really believe that it would continue with the
rubbish about needing 15.4 per cent more rev-
enue?

It is an absolute snow job. As I said last
night, the Government attacked the Public Ser-
vice in this State. The Government was trailing
a red herring across the track so that while
engaging in its Public Service-bashing it could
put through its sneaky increases at double the
inflation rate, even though it promised before
the election that it would not increase taxes and
charges by more than the rate of inflation.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
MrCarr
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill

Ayes
Mr Mensaros
Mr Blaikie
Mr Cowan
Mr Grayden
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Laurance
Mr Thompson

Ayes 18
Mr Nalder
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Spri 1 s

Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 24
Mr Tom Jones
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mrs Buchanan

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bridge
Mr Hodge
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Tray
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Wilson

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) (8.55 p.m.]: I take
this opportunity to make a contribution to the
Address-in-Reply debate and in doing so I want
to congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on your elec-
tion to the high office of Speaker of this House.
It has been more than two weeks since you
were elected to that position and at the time
earlier speakers made the point that they hoped
you would be able to control the House in the
manner we would all expect. Two and a half
weeks later there is no question in my mind
that you have exercised quite proper control
over this House and have conducted the affairs
of this House in a very fair and efficient man-
ner.

Members: Hear, hear!

The SPEAKER: Thank you very much.

Mr CASH: I also want to take this oppor-
tunity of congratulating all the new members
elected to this Parliament at the last State elec-
tion. In particular I mention the member for
Murchison-Eyre, a very good friend of mine
who members will find has particularly wide
experience in the pastoral and mining industry.
I am sure that in time, as we have already seen,
he will contribute much to the debates in this
House.

The other Liberal member elected at the last
election was the member for East Melville
whom we have just heard speak on the amend-

Tei)ment before the House. I congratulate him on
his election to this place. Members will find
that he has a particular expertise in local
government, having served for more than 14
years on the City of Melville Council. For
many years he was Deputy Mayor of that local
government municipality. He also has a par-
ticular interest in land tenure as a result of his
professional life prior to entering Parliament.
That was clearly indicated when he spoke on
land tenure in his maiden speech more than a
week ago.

(Tre,)m I also congratulate and welcome the new
member for Avon, whom we heard speak
today, and the members for Katanning-Roe,
Mt Marshall, and Narrogin as colleagues on the
Opposition benches, for the time being. I ex-
tend those congratulations also to the Labor
members who have recently joined the House: I
refer to the Labor members for Canning,
Cockburn, Subiaco and Victoria Park.

Mr Peter Dowding: And the member for
Maylands, don't be uncharitable.
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Mr CASH: I do not want to be uncharitable.
I also include the member for Maylands whom
I regard as a friend outside this House but very
much a foe while we are inside this Chamber. If
"Ankles" does not like it we will discuss it
later, but for the time being he will have to
accept it the way it is.

I congratulate all those members and wish
them well in their endeavours during their stay
in this institution.

On behalf of my electorate I wish to raise a
number of issues: One is a matter I have raised
on a number of occasions. The first time was
18 months ago in this House when I told the
Government that it should have recognised a
1984 promise made to the people in the elec-
torate of Mt Lawley wherein it said that it was
unlikely that the Alcohol and Drug Authority
would be located in the premises it now
occupies in Field Street, Mt Lawley.

At that time the now member for Maylands,
the Minister for Industrial Relations, was in
fact the Minister for Planning. In order to assist
the then candidate for the Labor Party in the
1984 by-election the current Minister for In-
dustrial Relations proposed the setting up of a
consultative committee to look at the number
of institutions located in that area. That was
supposedly the issue that would clinch the win-
ning of the Mt Lawley by-election for the Labor
Party.

We had at that time the Premier, and as I
recall it, the Minister for Industrial Relations,
addressing people in the general area and tell-
ing them if they elected a Labor member they
would never see the Alcohol and Drug Auth-
ority occupy premises in Mt Lawley. The Lib-
eral Party won that seat and won it particularly
well, and to the disgust and dismay of people in
that part of Mt Lawley, they found that their
reward was the location of the Alcohol and
Drug Authority in the former Royal Perth Hos-
pital annexe in Field Street.

On the many occasions that I have spoken on
this particular institution I have always made
the point that the people of Mt Lawley are
certainly not opposed to the rehabilitation of
alcoholics and others who have drug problems.
The reason that there was, at the time, a fair
amount of opposition to the location of the
authority in that area had to do with the resi-
dential amenity and especially the parking
problem.

Now today, we see that particular institution
open and the parking problem a reality. It is
very difficult to get parking in Storthes Street

or Rookwood Street, Mt Lawley, in close prox-
imity to that institution and the residents of
that area are most upset. They are upset firstly,
because they were promised by the then Minis-
ter for Industrial Relations that it would not be
located in the area, and secondly, because we
have drawn the attention of the Government
on a number of occasions to the fact that there
is insufficient parking.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.

Mr CASH: My friend, the Minister for In-
dustrial Relations is performing, and if mem-
bers will excuse me, I will listen to him.

Mr Peter Dowding: You did not oppose the
institution.

Mr CASH: "Ankles", I have always opposed
the institution and the Minister knows it.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member should
not refer to the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations as "Ankles".

Mr CASH: I make the point in reply to the
Minister for Industrial Relations that he well
knows that for six years, while I was a member
on the City of Stirling representing that Mt
Lawley ward, I opposed the institutionalisation
of the general area. The Minister for Industrial
Relations and I shared a common membership
of a particular body known as the Mt Lawley
Society. As a member of the Mt Lawley Society
and a councillor representing the area some
years ago, I approached the now Minister for
Industrial Relations who was then Minister for
Planning. I put forward a case on behalf of the
local residents which opposed the use of a
premises in Storthes Street, Mt Lawley, for use
as an Aboriginal hostel. That was an attempt to
increase the institutional use in that area. The
Minister invited me to his house-

Mr Peter Dowding: It was racist.

Mr CASH: Members can see how upset the
Minister is, yet I have not told the House what
he did. The Minister invited me as the leader of
a deputation, and a number of other Mt Lawley
residents, to attend upon him at his house one
Sunday morning at which time we discussed
the problem of institutions in Mt Lawley. He
conceded, as a member of the Mt Lawley So-
ciety, that he accepted the general policy of that
society which was to oppose any further
institutionalisation. The Minister gave me and
the other members of the deputation some
undertakings as to just what he may or may not
consider when he made a final decision in re-
spect of that particular house in Storthes Street,

871



872 [ASSEMBLY]

which is fairly close to where the Minister re-
sides.

We left satisfied that we would get a fair
hearing. I can tell members that within a mat-
ter of days, against everything that he told us at
the meeting held at his residence in Mt Lawley,
the Minister went against the local authority
decision in respect of that house, and against
the will of the people. He upheld an appeal by a
particular group of people, that the property in
Storthes Street in Mt Lawley should be used for
institutional purposes. The Minister could not
be trusted. Some three years later, on listening
to the Minister speak in this Chamber, I find
that he still cannot be trusted. I guess very little
has changed. Sir, you would be aware if you
cast your mind back, of the problems we had in
regard to the Proposed ALP Chinese restaurant
in the City of Stirling. For some time, this
Government has tried to interfere with the
planning process of Western Australia.

Mr Williams: Tell us what happened.
Mr CASH: I do not want to go into it again. I

wish to introduce new matters in which this
Minister had a hand.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.
Mr CASH: The reason I retained my mem-

bership of the Stirling City Council was that the
people of Mt Lawley asked me to. They de-
manded that I sit on that council and protect
them from people such as the Minister for In-
dustrial Relations who wanted to stand over
them and override all the principles for which
the Mt Lawley Society stands. I know that it
was uncomfortable for the Government that I
should have remained a member of the Stirling
City Council while a member in this place. I
notice the member for Balcatta interjects while
not in his seat. T will not take any notice of him.

Some embarrassment was felt by the Govern-
ment because it knew that I would raise matters
that would cause it some concern. One of those
matters was the Chinese restaurant to which I
referred earlier. We all know the story about
that and the City of Stirling planning district
scheme, in which this particular Government
interfered on a daily basis.

I now want to refer to another matter which
involved the current Minister for Planning just
a few weeks ago. For many years No. I I Vale
Road, Mt Lawley has been occupied biy a par-
ticular Government department. Some months
ago a new welfare organisation wanted to
occupy the site. It applied to the local authority
for permission to change the usage of what was
a residential premises. The City of Stirling con-

sidered the matter and it was determined that,
according to the City of Stirling district plan-
ning scheme, the non-conforming right that
had previously attached to No. 11 Vale Road,
Mt Lawley, no longer existed. Because that
non-conforming right no longer existed, the
council, after considering all the planning and
socioeconomic matters, resolved that the prem-
ises should not again be used as an institution
but should revert to its residential usage.

Yet three weeks ago the local newspaper told
us that the current Minister for Planning had
overridden the decision of the local authority.
If it was not the original problem of the
Government overriding the people of Mt
Lawley by imposing on them the Alcohol and
Drug Authority in Field Street, Mt Lawley, or
the Storthes Street problem where the Minister
for Industrial Relations overrode the will of the
people and decided that that place should be an
institution, we now have a very clear example
of the Minister for Planning carrying on in the
traditions of all Labor Town Planning Minis-
ters of the last three years in overriding local
authorities in Western Australia.

Having represented that matter on behalf of
my constituents, I now turn to some matters
involving a couple of schools within the elec-
torate of Mt Lawley. The first is the Mt Lawley
Primary School which is located in Second Av-
enue, Mt Lawley, a school which has been
around for probably 50 or 60 years. For quite
some time I have been urging the Minister for
Education to visit the school so that he can see
for himself the very real need that exists there
for renovations and additional buildings. I am
pleased to say that four or five months ago the
Minister for Education was good enough to ac-
company me, as the leader of a deputation, to a
meeting on site at the Mt Lawley Primary
School. Various interested people and mem-
bers of the P&C were able to point out to him
many of the problems that existed at that
school. They also pointed out the things that
could be achieved by a fair-thinking Minister.
While the Minister has not given any absolute
commitments in respect of the funding of those
renovations I am very hopeful that in this
year's Budget we will see an amount set aside to
cover the additions and renovations that are
required at that school. I know that the people
in that area and the members of the P&C are
looking forward to the Minister keeping the
various words that he gave on that day.

I refer to the Coolbinia Primary School
located in Bradford Street, Coolbinia. For
some time that school has sought a covered
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area in which to protect its students from the
sun during assembly and other educational pur-
suits. For some years the P&C has written to
the Education Department but did not have a
lot of luck in obtaining that covered area.
Earlier this year I spoke to the Minister for
Education, and told him about the problem,
and he informed me that the same problem
exists in a number of schools throughout the
metropolitan area. He was good enough to
agree to come up to that school to have a look
at the problem and to listen to the people and
to give a firm commitment that the funding
required to erect that covered area would in
fact be forthcoming in this year's Budget. I
know the parents of children at that school,
along with myself, will certainly look forward
to receiving the Budget papers this year in the
hope of finding funds allocated to that school.

Mr Rushton: I have three commitments
already.

Mr CASH: I can only say that the Minister
for Education has made a commitment to the
people in my area and I am hopeful that he will
stand by it. I must say that the member for
Dale has worried me a bit because he has three
firm commitments from the Minister for build-
ing works; I have two and other Opposition
members probably have some-

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you in favour of
restraint in Government spending?

Mr CASH: I do not know whether we will
end up with additions this year. I am hopeful-
that during the Cabinet discussions-

Mr Peter Dowding: The answer is no, I pre-
sume?

Mr CASH: -as to the spending priorities
this year, funds will be allocated to these
schools. I just hope that the Minister for Indus-
trial Relations will not be spiteful because of
the comments that I have been forced to make
on behalf of the people of Mt Lawley. I just
hope that it will not be him who spikes the deal
for the people of Mt Lawley because, as I
understand it, the Minister's own children at-
tend Mt Lawley Primary School and he would
know the real need for renovations and ad-
ditions at that school.

Mr Peter Dowding: The answer is you are
not interested in Government restraint.

Mr CASH: The Minister is a reasonable per-
son when it comes to the decisions that have to
be made-

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you think I should be
selfish; is that what you are suggesting?

Mr CASH: Mr Speaker, while I address you,
which I understand is the appropriate thing to
do in this House, the Minister for Industrial
Relations carries on like a two-bob watch. I
cannot respond to everything he says. I have
heard some of his interjections and I do not
really think they are worth responding to.

Mr Peter Dowding: Because you are not
dinkum, that's why.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CASH: My association with the Minister
goes back further than just the time we have
spent in this Parliament.

I want to mention the area I represent as
Opposition spokesman on police, emergency
services, and prisons. I have stated on a num-
ber of occasions that the Opposition gives its
full and absolute support to the Police Force in
Western Australia and there is no doubt that
the Opposition will stand and ight this
Government if it is ever seen by the Opposition
that this Government attempts to undermine
the efficiency and effectiveness of the Police
Force in Western Australia. In saying that I
want to refer to some comments made yester-
day by the Premier when he addressed the Civil
Service Association, and other professional
groups and made an attack on the Secretary of
the Police Union. During that attack he stated,
I am told, that he believed the Police Force in
Western Australia and the Police Union of
Workers in this State was, in fact, being absol-
utely disloyal to the Government. I want to
place on record that I do not believe that that is
the case. Obviously the comment was made by
a Premier who was under a lot of pressure at
the time. Later, he had to come into this House
and deliver the economic statement we heard
yesterday. The purpose of the meeting yester-
day morning when he met with those groups
was to give them a general overview of the
economic situation and the general economy as
he saw it. I understand that he was under a lot
of pressure.

Mr Peter Dowding: Who told you that?

Mr CASH: If the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations wants to find out who told me, the
answer is that I am unlikely to tell him. The
Minister should speak to some of his senior
colleagues and find out the sorts of things his
Premier said to some union representatives
yesterday. It was an absolute disgrace.

Mr Peter Dowding: I was there.
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Mr CASH: If the Minister was there he
would be able to remember the sonts of com-
ments that were made. Does the Minister want
me to tell him who told me that?

Mr Peter Dowding: Yes.
Mr CASH: What for, so that the Minister can

go about his usual practice of crucifying the
people who have an opportunity of speaking to
the Opposition? Come on, Minister. We have
both known each other for a lot longer than
many members of this House would be aware. I
know the Minister's history; I know his back-
ground. He would be the last person I would be
prepared to confide in because I know the sorts
of things he would do to those people.

I reaffirm the Oppositions' absolute support
for the Police Force. I take the opportunity to
condemn the Premier and his senior Ministers
who were present at the meeting yesterday
when the Premier alleged that the Police Force
and the union were being disloyal to the
Government. That is totally untrue and does
nothing but undermine the morale of the Police
Force in Western Australia. The Premier not
only accused police officers of being disloyal,
but also said that certain persons within the
Police Force and, no doubt, members of the
union, were leaking information to me as the
Opposition's spokesman on police matters to
enable me to ask embarrassing questions of the
Government.

Mr Peter Dowding: Is that false?
Mr CASH: That is absolute garbage. I do not

need members of the Police Force or the union
leaking information to me to allow me to ask
questions. I obtain my information by speaking
to members of the community and by moving
throughout the State, visiting the various police
zones. I have pained a very clear understanding
of what this Government thinks of its Police
Force. I want it known that there is no need for
any member of the Police Force to leak infor-
mation to me. I do not need that information. I
move around the community and hear tales of
woe in respect of actions by this Government,
as they relate not just to the Police Force, but
also to other Government employees in this
State.

For 12 months I have been trying to obtain
information from the Minister for Minerals
and Energy about the future of the Govern-
ment Chemical Laboratories. Each time I ask a
question, the Minister says that the functional
review committee is looking into the
laboratories. That has gone on for many
months now. I received no leaks from the

laboratories, nor have I talked to anyone in
that place.

One of the television stations the other day
mentioned a report stating that it was the in-
tention of this Government to close down the
chemical laboratories. The Minister was aware
that the report had gone to air. However, he
did nothing to allay the fears of the people who
work in that establishment. The Minister said
today, in a reply to a question from me, that
the report that went to air was not accurate and
that the laboratories are not to be closed. I
think it is fine that he has told a member of this
House that that is the situation. However, as
the Minister responsible for a very big Govern-
ment organisation, he had a duty and responsi-
bility to the people who work at the chemical
laboratories to tell them of their future.

I am sure that, from time to time, I will be
critical of or give praise to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in respect of the
WA Police Force. I look forward to working
with him in what is a vitally important organis-
ation. I trust that he will accept what I have
said tonight in the manner I intend my remarks
to be taken. I will speak at all times in support
of the Police Force and my comments will
always be designed to make the Police Force in
WA a more efficient and effective organisation.

MR TOM JONES (Collie) [9.25 p.m.]: Ijoin
with other speakers in congratulating the
Speaker on his appointment to that office. I
also welcome all new members to both sides of
the House.

I refer to Hansard of Wednesday, 28 August
1982. On that day I referred in my speech on
the Address-in-Reply debate to my concern for
the Government's commitment to purchase
natural gas in Western Australia. Reference to
that speech will clearly demonstrate that I
pointed out the concerns of the State Energy
Commission and its warnings to the then Min-
ister for Fuel and Energy, Hon. Peter Jones, in
increasing the gas commitment for this State.
The Minister did not heed the warnings by the
commission. I was concerned at that stage
about the effect the extra commitment would
have on the coalmining industry in Western
Australia. Members will appreciate my concern
because I have the privilege of representing the
coalfields of this State.

I was not aware when I made that speech
what would transpire following the implemen-
tation of the gas agreement. We all know that
that agreement had a very detrimental effect on
the coalfields of Western Australia, so much so
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that this Government has had no alternative
but to stockpile coal at Collie because of the
decline in the requirements for that coal for
power generation at the Kwinana and Bunbury
power stations. For the first time in many years
we saw the stockpiling of coal on the Collie
coalfields.

My opponents were very vocal during the
election campaign. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the National Party of Australia
criticised my Government and the Minister for
agreeing to stockpile coal in Collie. While they
were critical, they did not consider the huge
amounts that could not be used. They also for-
got that the coal was being stockpiled because
of actions by the former Government in agree-
ing to increase the amount of gas which the
State would take under the legislation. They
criticised me strongly and they critised the
Government and the Minister strongly.

What was the alternative for the coalfields?
The alternative was that we accept the
stockpiling of coal or hundreds of men would
lose their jobs. As!I have said so many times in
this place, I have a good memory of 1961 when
600 men lost their jobs. I was secretary of the
union at that time. I congratulate the Govern-
ment for taking the action it has taken. The
Leader of the Opposition and the National
Party should applaud this Government for the
steps it has taken to save the jobs of the Collie
miners. If anyone in this place has faced re-
trenchment, he will know of the very nasty
taste it leaves in one's mouth.

Mr Watt: I face it every three years.
Mr TOM JONES: The member can blame

his party for that. I suppose his party had no
alternative other than to choose him,' consider-
ing the calibre of some of its members. Maybe
he was the best that it could muster.

Mr Court: You went very close to losing your
seat at the last election, too.

Mr TOM JONES: That was the filthiest cam-
paign that I have been involved in in 181/2
years. I am sorry to have to say that. I was not
going to bring it up but I now put it on record. I
have been around politics for a long time. I was
the campaign director for Harry May during
numerous election campaigns, as I have been
for many Federal members. What was said
about me during the last campaign should not
be repeated in this House.

It was a filthy exercise. I can name Liberals
who came up to me and warned me what the
other people were saying about me behind my
back. If the member for Nedlands wants to cop

it, he can cop that. If he wants to see me
outside this place, I will tell him who the
prominent Liberal was who told me. That may
be the way the Liberals play politics, but not
the way I do. I have always played the game
cleanly. I have always said what I had to say on
behalf of the people I represent.

It was criminal of the Opposition to con-
demn the Government for the decision to
stockpile coal. Men of 57 and 58 years of age
would otherwise have been thrown out onto the
grass with no other trade. They would have had
to try to get a position somewhere else in West-
ern Australia. It is not easy. What employer
wants to employ men of 57 or 58 years of age?
The Burke Government took a bold step in
deciding to stockpile coal. But the Opposition
was critical of that decision. It came out in the
Collie Mail with bold headlines criticising the
Government's decision, a decision applauded
by the Collie miners.

Any member who has any knowledge of East-
ern States coalfields would know that millions
of tonnes of coal is stockpiled there. It is
nothing new to stockpile coal. We have the
alternative of stockpiling coal or putting some
hundreds of men out of work. The Govern-
ment's decision was a bold one and one which I
thoroughly endorse.

The former Liberal Government committed
the State to purchasing a certain volume of gas
without the gas sales being available. My
Government considered the proposition of
leaving the gas in the ground because we con-
sider that gas is too valuable to burn for power
generation if alternative fuels are available, as
they are in this State. The gas agreement Act
committed us to buying a certain volume of gas
rather than leaving it in the ground where it
should be left. It should not be used for power
generation, first, for economic reasons, and,
secondly, because of how valuable a com-
modity it is. We found ourselves in the position
of having to pay for the gas as well as the coal.
Members would appreciate the effect that this
would have on the economic operations of the
State Energy Commision of Western Australia.

While the situation has affected the Collie
coalfields, it has also affected the railways. The
fact that coal is not being transported from
Collie to Kwinana has cost Westrail in the
vicinity of $13 million to $15 million a year in
lost revenue. That is not peanuts. If we con-
sider the loss of the contract to transport coal
from Bunbury to Collie, the figure then comes
to around $17 million a year. Thus not only has
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it affected the employment in the Collie coal-
fields, it has also affected Westrail's operation.

The National Party candidate, Dr Hilda
Turnbull, was very vocal during the election
campaign. She said that we had failed to keep
Kwinana on coal and Westrail jobs would be
last in Collie. Whose fault was that? It was the
fault of Peter Jones, the former Minister. He
was responsible for it all. I thought that the
Opposition would have learned its lesson after
the mess it involved itself in in power gener-
ation over the years. There was the fiasco of the
1960s. The Liberal Government entered into
that secret oil deal. Then it had to convert the
oil burning units back to caol. That cost us
some $89 million. Sir Charles Court is on
record as saying that by the 1 990s we would
have a nuclear power station in Western
Australia. In addition, we are now in trouble
with gas. Who will suffer from it? All the way
along the line it is the Collie community and
the Collie coalfields that suffer. Is it any won-
der that I call on the Government to stockpile
coal rather than cost men their jobs?

In the Sunday Times of last week a very emi-
nent man, Dr Peter Newman, senior lecturer in
environment and science at Murdoch Univer-
sity, was quoted as saying-

... the 12 per cent increase this week was
the first of many.

He and Mr Parker agreed the spiralling
prices were caused by the SEC's runaway
interest bill for several projects, including
the gas pipeline from the North West
Shelf.

Mr Court interjected.
Mr TOM JON ES: The member's father is

mentioned, but he will have to be quiet.
Although his father is mentioned, he will hear
what was said. whether he likes it or not.

Mr Court: Quote the whole article. It said the
pipeline and the Muja power station.

Mr TOM JONES: l am quite capable of mak-
ing my own speech without the help of the
member for Nedlands. He is still serving his
apprenticeship, so far as I am concerned. Cer-
tainly the master does not want any prompting
from the apprentice in the front row. After that
rude remark, I will continue with the reference
from the Sunday Times, which continued as
follows-

Dr Newman, who four years ago
predicted the price spiral as a spin-off of
the North West Shelf Gas project, said yes-
terday: "We (a university research team)

predicted in 1982 the average man in the
street would be paying for a Charlie Court
dream.

That is when the trouble began. No-one can tell
me otherwise.

Mr Rushton interjected.
Mr TOM JONES: The member for Dale was

a Minister in that Government. He was as re-
sponsible as anybody else. He was responsible
with Sir Crawford Nalder in saying that his
Government could not extend the coal-fire
system because Collie had only 30 years left,
that there was no coal there. He was respon-
sible. He was a member of that Government. I
would keep quiet if I were the member.

Sir Charles and Peter Jones went blindly into
this gas project. We are committed to bumn all
this gas and we do not have any sales for it. I
thought that the member for Murray-
Wellington was an expert in the dairying indus-
try. He has now bought into the argument on
gas. It appears that he is now a very capable
man. I suppose next we will see him down at
Collie lecturing the miners on how they should
work and telling them they should work longer
hours. However, that will be something for the
future.

Mr Bradshaw: When are you going to start
selling your coal to India, as your Minister for
Minerals and Energy wants?

Mr TOM JONES: The member will have to
wait until I place this on record.

Mr Bradshaw: He came down to Bunbury
and told lies before the election, didn't he?

Mr TOM JONES: It is those opposite who
told the lies. When in Government, the Liberal
Party committed the State to secret oil deals
and all the units were converted from coal to
oil and then back to coal. Can we just forget
about that $89 million? Members opposite do
not want to comment on that. The member for
Murray-Wellington was not even here. In
answer to a question by the member for
Murray-Wellington yesterday, the Minister for
Minerals and Energy said-

A detailed review of gas and coal con-
tracts and of the SEC's financial position
determined that a saving of about $40
million in present value terms could be
made by stockpiling coal in preference to
holding gas in the pround.

That is the situation. Rather than condemn the
Burke Government for its initiative and what it
did for the Collie people, the Opposition would
do a much greater service to the coalmining
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industry if it applauded the Government. Col-
lie coal workers do not belong to the sort of
union that we hear so much about from the
Oppositon, the sort of union that is on strike all
the time. The member for Murray-Wellington,
with his purported vast knowledge of the
coalmining industry, should know that. He
would know that the Collie workers have lost
only three days' work since 1960. That is not a
bad industrial record. The union is not one of
the irresponsible unions we hear so much about
from the other side. Nevertheless, it is dealt
many blows.

The first blow, as I said, was dealt to the
union's members with respect to oil. Then Sir
Charles's dream about nuclear power hit them.
Sir Charles then forgot about that and got on to
his hobby horse of natural gas. Who pays the
penalty? Unfortunately, it is the coalmining in-
dustry.

Mr Watt: How are the feral pigs going?

Mr TOM JONES: I think the feral pig man
got his service when he was on this side of the
House. If he wants me to repeat it, I will, and
make his face go red again. Perhaps in myl last
speech in Parliament-which will not be for
some time, although Opposition members
might wish otherwise-I will tell members the
feral pig story that made the member's face go
very red when he was sitting over here. I still
have it on record. Time does not allow me to go
further into that matter tonight.

Recently, the Government signed a 20-year
contract for the coalmining industry which will
bring added stability to that industry. I have
heard much criticism about "Bunbury 2000". 1
have heard people in the south-west generally,
as well as the member for Murray-Wellington,
being very critical of "Bunbury 2000" and the
concept generally. We also heard it from Oppo-
sition candidates during the last election cam-
paign. However, I point out that Collie receives
attention only when a Labor Government is in
power.

The last major building programme we had
was when the Tonkin Government was in
power. We then saw a new extension to the
hospital; a new police station was constructed;
a new Department of Mines was constructed;
additions were made to the Courthouse; and
the Glen-Lee school was constructed. I could
continue in that vein. But what happened dur-
ing the era of the Liberal Government?
Nothing happened other than some minor
modifications to the hospital and the building
of the water supply office.

Mr Court: Are you talking about Bunbury or
Collie?

Mr TOM JONES: I am talking about Collie.
If the member for Nedlands cannot hear me, I
must speak a little louder. I am saying that
Liberal Governments forgot about Collie and
did nothing at all for it except deal blows to the
coalmining industry. We are now seeing the
results of the "Bunbury 2000" concept. In-
itially there was concern about building proj-
ects going on only in and around the Bunbury
area. However, my electorate is beginning to
see that the concept is spreading throughout
the region.

Of course we know that an announcement
has been made about the second stage of the
WA School of Mines, to cost $800 000. The
construction of the senior citizens' centre will
cost approximately $500 000; the new gym-
nasium for the high school will cost $350 000;
renovations to the Collie day care centre will
Cost $ 100 000; and a new police and citizens
club will cost $350 000. Members would be
aware also of a grant of $350 000 to Rhodes
Park to assist in the supply of sporting facili-
ties. It is a regional concept.

What can the Liberal candidate, Mr
Davidson, say? He was quoted in the Collie
Mfail on 9 January as saying-

We have had enough of Burke's prom-
ises and media launches. We have learnt
that Labor's policies are hollow and mean-
ingless.

Where are the Collie Hospital tenders?

Where is the district hospital extension? The
extensions were announced in the Collie Mail
last week, to cost in the vicinity of $4 million. I
hope this Liberal candidate, who was so critical
of the Labor Government in the Collie Mail of
9 January, saw that tenders for the extensions
had been awarded to a local company.

Here, of course, we would know that the
courthouse in Collie was burnt down due to
vandalism. Tenders are to be called for its re-
construction. They may have been called
already; if not, they will be called in the next
couple of days. The cost of the renovations will
be $80 000. New magistrates' chambers will be
involved in the construction. There will be a
holding room for prisoners and a room for
witnesses, and this will bring a new dimension
to the Collie courthouse. This is contrary to
what has been said that nothing comes away
from Bunbury. This indicates what this
Government is prepared to do.
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This does not concern only Collie; a commit-
ment has been made to Donnybrook. As the
member for Murray-Wellington will know, the
people there have received funding amounting
to $150 000 for the construction of a heated
swimming pool. The Government, in conjunc-
tion with the local committee and me, is cur-
rently looking at the construction of a child
minding centre. If members read the Collie
Mail they will know that construction is to
commence on toilets at the Glen Mervyn Dam.
They are warranted. The Liberal Government
contracted and entered negotiations to con-
struct the dam and I do not take that away
from it, but no toilets were provided for tour-
ists, which has particularly inconvenienced
older citizens. The toilets will be built very
shortly, and they will be an added facility for
the Donnybrook district.

Going down the track to Balingup, a big new
community centre is being built at a cost of
$119 000. This money is being provided by the
Burke Labor Government. This is a clear indi-
cation of what we are doing for regions outside
the City of Bunbury and outside the electorate
of Mitchell.

At Boyup Brook a farm has been purchased
for $107 000 for the construction of an agricul-
tural college. Two new squash courts were
constructed at a cost of $25 000. Hockey
pround improvements were effected at a cost of
$8 000. Assistance for the Boyup Brook tennis
club was also made available and the main
Boyup Brook-Kojonup road was upgraded at a
cost of $702 000. This clearly demonstrates
that the Government's attention is not directed
purely at Mitchell and Bunbury. It is looking
after regional centres in general.

The Premier was in Hoyup Brook with me
recently when he announced that $40 000
would be given to the shire to cover the cost of
purchasing stock for the agricultural school;
$30 000 would be supplied by the Minister for
Education to employ a farm manager; and an
additional $25 000 would be made available to
the Donnybrook Shire for a child minding
centre. All this clearly demonstrates my
Government's attitude t~o country regions in
Western Australia.

The Government has been criticised for its
lack of work with Homeswest. This is unfair.
When one considers the money which the
Burke Government has expended on the
upgrading of commission homes in Collie, it
will be clearly demonstrated that the criticism
is very unfair.

Glancing at the performance of Homieswest
during the time of the Burke Labor Govern-
ment, we find that perimeter fencing has been
constructed at a cost of $360 000. The Liberal
Government unfortunately demolished all the
fencing. I do not know whether it did this in
most towns but it certainly did it in my town. It
demolished all the fences and that caused prob-
lems with young children. People come to me
regularly and draw my attention to the danger
of young children walking onto roadways. This
is an indication that we have to clean up the
mess created by the Liberal Government.

The Government has introduced the follow-
ing initiatives in Collie: A roof maintenance
programme costing $50 000; an internal
heating policy for pensioner units; and a $1.5
million programme to upgrade the interior of
rental properties in Collie. That demonstrates
clearly that the Government is interested in
Collie which is contrary to the views of Dr
Hilda Turnbull, the National Party candidate
at the last election, and John Davidson, the
Liberal Party candidate. The Labor Govern-
muent has always had an interest in the south-
west and particularly in Collie. Of course, I
cannot say that has been the policy of former
Liberal Governments.

Naturally I am concerned about the situation
on the coalfields as a result of the use of gas.
Anyone in my situation would be concerned. I
wonder when we will be able to sell the surplus
gas we have in this State. Perhaps the North-
West Shelf project has been a great develop-
ment for Western Australia, but it is rather like
building a big chain-store in the middle of a
desert where there is no-one to purchase the
goods. That is the situation in which we find
ourselves now in respect of the gas produced by
that proj ect.

The Director of the State Energy Com-
mission (Mr Kirkwood) and others have been
around the world to try to dispose of the gas,
but they have received no orders for it. We
have been criticised for doing nothing about
this matter, but members opposite would be
familiar with the world economy, and it is clear
we cannot tap any sources to sell the gas and
then bring the Kwinana and Bunbury power-
houses back onto coal.

It is an unfortunate state of affairs and all the
way along the line the industry is paying the
penalty. As a result of the mismanagement of
the previous Liberal Government, those
involved in coal production are paying the pen-
alty.
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With those few remarks, I support the mo-
tion.

[Applause.]
MR RUSHTON (Dale) [9.52 p.m.]: The ap-

plause given to the member for Collie was ap-
preciated. He is one of the most experienced
members in the House. He is always very easy
to listen to. I had the pleasure to work with the
member for Collie a long while ago and I
helped him obtain a shopping complex in Col-
lie. It is a very pleasant town and has a lot
going for it not only now, but also in the future.

Mr Tom Jones: I did not put out the lights
when you came to Collie that time.

Mr RUSHTON: No; the member for Collie
just turned off the microphone.

Mr Tom Jones: You know I wouldn't do
that.

Mr RUSHTON: We had a very happy re-
lationship and I enjoyed my visit to Collie.

The Speaker is not in the Chair but he may
read what I am about to say. I congratulate him
on receiving the support of the House in his
appointment and on the way he is going about
his job. It is refreshing to have a person as
Speaker who it appears will bring back all the
decorum and pleasure of participating in de-
bate in this House. It is important that the
House be conducted fairly and I hope that once
the Speaker has confirmed with the Govern-
ment the way in which questions will be
handled, everything will run smoothly.

When the member for Collie and I were first
elected to this place questions without notice
provided an opportunity for the Opposition to
ask questions and have them answered. The
situation changed when the present Premier be-
came the Leader of the Opposition. He adopted
a Perry Mason style in debate in this House
which created a reaction not in the best
interests of the conduct of questions.

Question time should provide members with
an opportunity to ask questions of the Govern-
ment. The time is better used now in that ques-
tions on notice are no longer read in the House.
Rather we see the cut and thrust of debate dur-
ing questions without notice.

I congratulate the new members on both
sides of the House and I hope their experiences
here are fruitful. It is a privilege to serve one's
electorate and make one's contribution as one
sees fit. I have had the privilege to serve my
electorate for 21 years and during that time I
have held a position in Cabinet, and I have
been the chairman of various committees; and

the whole experience has been enjoyed. I hope
the new members have such luck and enjoy the
pleasure Of Working for Western Australia in a
positive way.

I thank the officers of the Parliament for
their courtesy and help. I wish the members
defeated at the last election and those who re-
tired good health and happiness. Of course, we
miss those members, because during our time
here we build good friendships.

A Dorothy Dix. question was directed to the
Premier about the cost of questions and
answers. It is true that they are costly, but one
must ask what those who research the ques-
tions would be doing were they not attending to
that function. During question time we see the
democratic system working at its best.

The ability to question the Government en-
ables Parliament to play its proper role as the
watchdog for the people of this State. The
Government should recognise that it is the ser-
vant of the people of this State and of this
Parliament; the situation is not the reverse.
The Premier was somewhat critical of the fact
that he needs to answer questions. During my
time in this House I have never seen as many
unanswered questions as we have now. When
Government members ask questions, its ad-
visers and minders must prepare them as well
as the answers. Sometimes members on that
side of the House find it difficult to read the
questions because they have had little notice of
them.

I am sure everybody in this House will enjoy
their time here more when the Speaker ensures
that decorum is maintained.

Although the matter with which I shall deal
now relates to my electorate, it is of interest to
the State as a whole and I trust all members will
support what I am saying: I refer to the future
of Araluen. It is a unique park with a southern
aspect, good soil, water, and an environment
which lends itself to being a botanical garden of
world class. The present reserve contains
approximately 60 hectares and adjacent to it
are reserves which comprise altogether 423
acres. To use Araluen as a botanical garden
would be advantageous to the tourist industry
and would generate a great deal of inter-
national goodwill.

My remarks will be directed more intimately
to the Premier, to whom I have already written
about this objective; and to the Minister for
Planning, because he has under his wing the
State Planning Commission, and what I have
to say in a little while will relate basically to the
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commission. The Minister for Conservation
and Land Management is also involved, as is
the City of Armadale.

Some members who have taken an interest in
this matter would know that the actual reserve
was bought by the Young Australia League a
long time ago. During the Depression it was
worked on by many young people and by the
executives of the YAL to create that magnifi-
cent park. It contains many plantings of
exotics, which prove just what can be done at
Araluen.

In the early 1930s the park became a mem-
orial garden to 89 young bandsmen who were
killed in World War 1, and there have been
plantings to commemorate their passing.

A growing number of people are asking that
attention and consideration be given to this
piece of land being acquired for a botanical
garden in the future, and I suggest that that
could be done and that in the long term the
land could be developed to be a wonderful bot-
anical garden. Members might say that we
already have a botanical garden in Kings Park.
We have, but it is of Australian wildflowers and
is not a botanical garden in the true sense.

At present the Kings Park Board is interested
in developing an annexe-an extension of the
wildflower plantings-at Wungong, adjacent to
Armadale. It could well be that Araluen could
be the exotic botanical garden and the true bot-
anical garden made an annexe to Kings Park. It
does not have to, but it could come under the
umbrella of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management.

We must recognise that this is a unique site
which could be developed into a world-class
botanical garden with great impact in the field
of tourism and great attraction for Western
Australians. The City of Armadale has a major
pant to play in the near future because of its
consideration of the uses to which this piece of
land should be put, and on how the manage-
ment might take place.

Members may be aware that there has been a
recent development proposal regarding this
piece of land. The YAL should have interested
the Government or the City of Armadale, or
volunteers, in what might be the future of this
piece of land because it has been always under-
stood that it would be there for all time as a
garden. Regrettably the members of the YAL
grew older and did not have the capacity to do
the work, so they sold the land to a developer
who tried to introduce a subdivision, but that
could not be achieved. The head of the

Australian Natives Association attempted to
develop 'the land on his own but could not
achieve that, and now the ANA is involved in
the development proposal for the land.

Proposals have been put to councillors re-
garding music bowls, taverns, and overnight or
weekend cottages; and attempts are being made
to commercialise that area. That has not been
approved by the council and I understand the
Minister for Planning is not willing to accept
that sont of development. We will reach a stale-
mate if a commercial development is not ap-
proved and the land is held by the ANA.

It is the wish of a group of local citizens,
enlarged by some very interested people
throughout the State who have a very great
interest in the growth of an exotic botanical
garden, to acquire the land for the public.
These people would dedicate a lot of time and
effort to the project and would seek sponsor-
ship. Their wish is that the Planning Com-
mission, through the Minister, would consider
swapping with ANA a piece of their reserve
land for the 60 acres at Araleun.

That is a way of achieving both objectives. It
would achieve the objective of the private
developer who wants to create a commercial
fun-fair type of area, and there are many pieces
of land held by the Planning Commission that
could meet that wish; whereas the owners could
have problems in trying to obtain acceptances
for the things they want to do at Araluen.

On the other hand, the piece of land could be
acquired and put under the umbrella of the
Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement. A regional Reserve could be added to
the other two reserves, making the area up to
something like 423 acres which could be devel-
oped gradually. The concept is to encourage
groups such as the azalea society. the camellia
society, the various bulb groups, and other
interested flora societies to work with a man-
agement group, be it under the umbrella of the
Kings Park Board as an annexe to that body. or
as an independent group under the adminis-
tration of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management.

I will not develop this idea in great depth
tonight. However, I refer to the very generous
offer of a Japanese prefecture to give us 1 000
cherry trees. No one thought of Araluen, but
that would have been the ideal place for them
and would have guaranteed their growth to ma-
turity. Unfortunately we had to put them in
Queens Gardens and spread them around the
State. There is some anxiety about whether
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they will sustain growth in Queens Gardens,
but I am sure most members would agree that
the soil type at Araluen would guarantee the
trees a long and beautiful life. They would
make a show which would be tremendously
compatible with the botanical garden. Other
countries such as China and Korea may be
interested in placing plantings there, and it
could be of tremendous international advan-
tage. Sponsorship could be obtained and a
magnificent garden could be the result.

As to its long-term future, world travellers
who well know the aspect of Araluen and its
environment have said to me that they firmly
believe that Araluen could be developed to
match any garden in the world, and that is
saying something. It would be a great advan-
tage for Western Australia and Australia. I see
it as a big advantage to the Armadale region,
known by the tourist society of Armadale as
"heritage country". It could include the
complex at Wungong botanical garden annexe,
the Araluen botanical annexe, the various dams
such as Canning, Churchman Brook, Wungong,
and Serpentine Dams, Pioneer World, the
Shakespearian complex, Cohunu Wild Life
Sanctuary, and others. There is also a
shantytown museum at Kelmscott.

That area has tremendous potential and I
hope members will take an impartial view on
the matter and give support where it is possible
for them to do so.

Another matter I wish to address is one upon
which the member for Collie has already
remarked-the dirty campaign he had to
sustain. I had to do the same thing. It illustrates
the clever attempts to besmirch a member and
record those claims.

The Federal member for Canning (Mr Gear)
spoke in Federal Parliament, and I have seen a
copy of H-ansard and I have read his remarks.
When those remarks came back to Western
Australia by way of a Press statement one of
the journalists who received it thought it was
inconsistent with my makeup and rang me. I
was able to put the record straight, and Mr
Gear's remarks did not reach the papers here.
It is recorded in the House of Representatives
Mansard and as I object to the fact that his
remarks defame me, I will now put the record
straight. Mr Gear said this-

I bring to the attention of the House a
matter which shows how desperate the
campaign in Dale by the Liberal Party of
Australia was to hold that seat in the West-
ern Australian election. To do so the Lib-

erals reached new depths in gutter politics
by preaching to the racist element in the
last week of the election campaign, linking
the Australian Labor Party candidate,
Philip Vincent, who has assisted Aborigi-
nal people in his capacity as a lawyer, both
on an individual basis and by presenting
submissions to the Seaman Aboriginal
Land Inquiry. I can speak personally be-
cause I know that Mr Vincent is a man of
character and great social conscience who
has given up -much of his time to help one
of the most disadvantaged groups in
Australia, the Aboriginal people, He ran a
very clean campaign and anyone
associated with that campaign can vouch
for that.

The attack made in the full page adver-
tisement in the Comment News said that
Mr Vincent was an ex-Aboriginal Legal
Services lawyer. I ask the House whether
that is a crime.

It is not a crime, but I will explain the signifi-
cance of it in a little while. The member's
speech went on as follows-

I think it does him a lot of credit that he
gave up a lot of revenue that he could have.
earned in private practice to look after Ab-
original people. The advertisement goes on
to say that he was at the centre of the
notorious Noonkanbah dispute. The only
reason it was notorious was the jackboot
tactics of the previous Government. The
advertisement states further that he was
involved in the preparation of Aboriginal
claims for huge areas of Western Australia
during the Seaman land rights inquiry.
That was a properly. constituted inquiry
which set out to do some justice to the
most disadvantaged group in our society.

By taking out that advertisement in the
last week of the campaign, which gave Mr
Vincent no chance at all to respond to that
attack by innuendo, the Liberals did them-
selves a great disservice. Not only did they
put the advertisement in the newspaper,
but also they letterboxed the advertise-
ment. I know for a fact that the member
for Dale, Mr Cyril Rushton, personally
handed out this disgraceful rubbish, this
trash, and it does him no credit as a mem-
ber of the Western Australian Parliament
that he stooped as low as he did. The Lib-
erals went further still.
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Further on it says-

Cyril Rushton may have won the elec-
tion with his tactics, but he has shown
himself to be a person of very low morality
when it comes to election campaigns.

Mr D. L. Smith: Did you approve of those
advertisements personally?

Mr RUSHTON: I will read what was in the
advertisement. It has the names of the people
who put their signatures to the advertisement,
and it was placed because of the untruthful
advertising by the Labor Party throughout the
campaign.

Mr D. L. Smith: Did you approve of the
content?

Mr RUSHTON: I agree with what is in the
advertisement; I did not prepare it or authorise
it. Those people got so sick of the untruths
being told by the Labor Party candidate that
they put in this advertisement. It is headed,
"Don't be conned by Labor", and it goes on to
ask, "Who is Philip Vincent?" It states that he
is an ex-Aboriginal Legal Service lawyer. He
has not been there long, and he has not dIone
much. The people who placed the advertise-
ment were asking about that. It is a fact that he
is an ex-ALS lawyer. The advertisement goes
on to say that Mr Vincent was at the very
centre of 'the notorious Noonkanbab dispute.
So he was; what took place there was a disgrace
to the Labor movement. They tried to stop the
Government of the day from carrying out its
lawful duty. They terrorised the transport
company and the people who were carrying the
equipment to the site.

Mr D. L. Smith: If you approved of that
rubbish you should be ashamed of yourself.

Mr RUSHTON: I will tell the member what
took place with this so-called "clean" candi-
date. He put out a brochure which spoke about
people in all walks of life believing that Philip
Vincent was the right candidate for Dale. How-
ever, he put incorrect, unapproved comments
in that brochure and the Chamber of Com-
merce in Arinadale had to buy space to apolo-
gise to the people of Western Australia for the
fact that the material relating to the chamber
was inaccurate. Who included that material in
the brochure? It was the same Philip Vincent.
Three items in the pamphlet were not accurate.
I woud not mind if the president of the
Chamber had put in the information under his
own name, but Mr Vincent indicated the
Chamber of Commerce supported him without
having its authority to do so. That is totally

dishonest. That gentleman should be disbarred
as a hamrster.

It irked people in the area that he was made a
Government adviser and he is now being paid
$60 000 or $65 000-the Government will not
tell us how much.

Mr D. L. Smith: That is absolute rubbish;
you cannot compare yourself with him after all
your years of service.

Mr RUSHTON: I am not dishonest, and this
man has been dishonest.

Why does not the Government tell the House
what Mr Vincent is being paid? Why should he
be paid $60 000 to do Labor Party work? Why
should he not have to earn an income? Why
should he be preparing to stand for a seat at the
next election at the taxpayer's cost and be paid
by the taxpayers in the meantime?

I want to touch on a few issues which arose
during the election which were not to the credit
of the Government. It was dishonest in its ap-
proach.

Mr D. L. Smith: I can only express my dis-
gust at you by leaving the Chamber.

Mr RUSHTON: That is quite an achieve-
ment.

I want to refer now to a letter from the for-
mer Minister for Transport, now Minister for
Agriculture, who caused problems for the mem-
ber for Gascoyne. It again says in the letter, "I
have paid for this letter personally". It would
be interesting to know what were the Minister's
election costs because he seems to have been
involved in all sorts of things.

This Government put on free lunches and
grog for many members of the public at
Mundijong two days before the election. It had
quite a feast there, and the local Labor candi-
date was involved in arranging it. I have always
thought that that infringed the Electoral Act.

Mr Court: Which Minister was that?
Mr RUSHTON: The Premier was there, and

the Labor candidate was involved. Some
people in that electorate were rung five times,
and the next morning they were visited by a
Minister of the Crown. On one occasion it was
the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet.

Mr Spriggs: How did they poll after the free
grog.

Mr RUSHTON: They did not do very well,
but!I still think it was a breach of the Act.

I want to warn members that if our election
campaigns are going to degenerate to that stan-
dard, God help us in the future!
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Mr Speaker, you were not here earlier, but I
put on record my appreciation for your endeav-
ours to bring decorum to this House and to
maintain a standard which is befitting of the
Parliament.

I personally believe that it would be a much
happier place if members conducted them-
selves in such a way that would enhance the
institution of Parliament. It should be an insti-
tution which people could look up to. We
should not diminish the attitude of the public
towards us, as members by poor conduct. It is
essential that the public's faith be maintained
in the institution of Parliament.

MR BURKETT (Scarborough) [10.21 p.m.]:
I want to make a short contribution to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply debate. I wonder how many
members in this House would know that in
195,8 a I 2-year-old boy was destined for
Fairbridge Farm School where he stayed for
three years and 15 years later was elected to
State Parliament. That same boy is now the
man who is our Speaker. What you, Mr
Speaker, have done is a credit, not only to you,
but also to everyone who came out of
Fairbridge Farm School. It is a credit to you
that you have taken over this high office and it
will not be many years before you, Michael
Barnett, write you name in the history book of
the Parliament of Western Australia as one of
our great Speakers. I am sure that not only
members on the Opposition bench, but also
Government members, who have had many
more years experience than 1, meant what they
said when they lauded you with praise-praise
which you justly deserved because you showed,
as Deputy Speaker to John Harman in the past
three years, that you are a man of integrity and
you will do great justice to the position of
Speaker.

I congratulate all the new members who
came into this Parliament at the last election-
Liberal, National, and Labor Party members. I
congratulate Pam Buchanan on her elevation to
the position of Government Whip and Bill
Thomas, the member for Welshpool, on his
appointment as Deputy Whip in his first weeks
in Parliament. I congratulate all the new Minis-
ters-Pamn Beggs, Kay Hallahan, Ian Taylor,
and Gavan Troy, and the Honorary Ministers,
Ernie Bridge and Gordon Hill, and I hope it
will not be long before they are fully-fledged
Ministers in this Parliament. I refer to the vig-
our which Ian Taylor has shown in the short
time he has been a Minister, and it shows that
he will rise to great heights in the Parliament of
Western Australia in the years that lie ahead.

I endorse the comments made by the mem-
ber for Karrinyup a couple of days ago when he
spoke in this House about the Marmion
Avenue extension. Everyone knows that con-
troversial moad reserve is not in the member for
Knrrinyup's electorate, but that the entire
length of the Marinion Avenue extension is in
the electorate of Scarborough. Because of the
controversy which ran for many months in the
lead-up to the State election, many people said
I would lose the scat of Scarborough on 8
February because I supported the extension.

I was proud to doorknock all the houses in
the area in which I knew resided the people
who were most crooked on me, who were likely
to give me the hardest time, and who were less
likely to vote for me on 8 February. When
those people went to the polling booth I did not
want there to be any doubt in their minds that I
supported the extension of Marmion Avenue
from Karrinyup Road to West Coast Highway.

What a ridiculous situation to build a dual
carriage road carrying between 24 000 and
28 000 cars a day and dropping them at a T-
junction and saying to the people in the north-
emn suburbs, "Well, we have got you this far,
you find your own way from here on in." I
think it was a joke and it was never meant to
be. Naturally, if we could save our particularly
fragile areas along the coastline, We would en-
deavour to do so.

The Australian Labor Party is certainly not
the wrecker of the environment that the anti-
Marmion Avenue people have made it out to
be. This is the party which, in its first term of
Government, set aside 90 hectares of Star
Swamp bushland-the most valuable and
fragile wetlands in Western Australia. The pre-
vious Liberal Government set aside 29.1 hec-
tares only. Despite the effdrts of the then Min-
ister for Education-the member for
Karrinyup-who has been a pmo-Star Swamp
worker for more than a decade, his Cabinet
colleagues would not come to the party and
give up those millions of dollars worth of land.
Some people say that the Australian Labor
Party in Western Australia has a scant regard
for the environment. I would like those people
to look at Star Swamp bushland and consider
what would have happened if only 29.1 hec-
tares had been set aside. The remainder would
have been sold as building blocks-that is what
could have happened.

Mr Court: Why is the Federal Government
member so cut up about the extension of the
road?
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Mr BURKETT: The reason is that the Feder-
at member has always opposed the Marmion
Avenue extension, as have all the people in his
street. Their street is probably the closest paint
to the Marmion Avenue extension.

I have been assured by Emmerson
Richardson, the Senior Traffic Engineer of the
City of Stirling, that there will not be a noise or
environmental problem and that the
revegetation to be cardied out to the Trigg
dunes will leave the "A"-class bushland in a
better state than it is now. We must bear in
mind that there are about 70 hectares of sand
dune plains, and that less than 10 per cent of
the area will be set aside for a road reserve.

I commend the City of Stirling for the
amount of money it will spend on the upkeep
of the Trigg dunes in the years ahead. While I
support the City of Stirling in its action of
caring about and preserving the Trigg dune
area, I do not agree with the action it has taken
regarding the Scarborough beachfront. I have
no doubt that my former City of Stirling col-
league, the member for Karrinyup, will join
with me to preserve the beachfront. No-one
fought harder than he to preserve the
beachfront which is in his electorate. The coun-
cii wanted to turn it into a sea of bitumen and
install a boat launching ramp and other things,
but because of the work he did, the Trig beach
remained in its original state.

Most of the beaches in the world, including
those on our eastern seaboard, are diminishing
in width every year. Over the past five years the
Scarborough Beach has, in fact, increased in
width by approximately one metre every year.
We have a valuable recreation area getting big-
ger at little or no cost to the local authority.
The sea breezes, being predominantly south-
westers, blow the sand up onto the limestone
retaining wall which has withstood the test of
time for at least 50 years. The City of Stirling's
heavy earthmoving equipment moves the sand
back towards the water's edge. It is probably
one of the cleanest, best, and most well-used
family beaches in the entire 12 500 kilometres
of Western Australian coastline.

Suddenly, the City of Stirling has seen fit to
introduce to that beach artificial sand dunes-I
have placed on record my opposition to them
and the City of Stirling and Dr Ian Eliot are
well aware of my opposition. Certainly now,
having seen them put in place, I feel more
strongly opposed to the artifical dunes.

These artificial dunes have been put in the
part of the beach which families have used and
would have continued to use. It is an intrusion
into the area used by the Scarborough Surf Life
Saving Club. It will cause great problems when
we have the national surf-lifesaving carnival on
the beach next year and also the other surf-
lifesaving carnivals of which the member for
Kzrrinyup is aware.

Mr Clarko, I understand you have asked
them to reconsider. Has it been rejected?

Mr BURKETT: Yes, the dunes are down
there and in place. It is a mass of bushes, trees,
and chook wire; it is not very attractive. If the
City of Stirling wanted to experiment with this,
hoping that it would do something for the
beachfront, I would have expected it to place
artificial sand dunes in the area of the beach
south of Brighton Road generally referred to as
dog beach. We have only a couple of those
beaches in the City of Stirling. It is not a swim-
ming beach; it is predominantly a surfing beach
and the dunes would not have upset so many
people.

I mention also that the surf-lifesaving boat
crews will have great difficulty getting their
boats to the water because only small walkways
have been left through the artificial sand dunes.

I would certainly like to say at this point that
if the City of Stirling recognises, in a year or
two's time, that these artificial sand dunes are,
in fact, a failure, I would be the first to con-
gratulate it if it took the appropriate action. I
place on record that I would not mention the
cost or the money that had been wasted be-
cause it would be great if it pulled out those
sand dunes once they are found to be the fail-
ure I believe they will prove to be.

It must be borne in mind that our
beachfronts are the cheapest recreation facili-
ties we have in the Perth metropolitan area.
Not everyone wants to play football or cricket,
or use the other sporting facilities which local
governments provide. This is one area in which
the City of Stirling has certainly erred.

I was very surprised to say the least to hear
the member for Mt Lawley talking about the
relationship between the Burke Labor Govern-
ment and the Police Force in Western
Australia. I am sure that he did not make those
comments with the blessing of the Leader of
the Opposition, who has a very good relation-
ship with the Police Force. I know that to be a
fact. I also have a good relationship with the
Force. The Leader of the Opposition was a for-
mer Minister for Police and he has certainly
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built up a rapport with police officers in this
State. When a remark is made by one person it
is quite wrong to throw that comment into the
bag, as the member for Mt Lawley has obvi-
ously done, and to apply it to all police officers
in Western Australia. Nothing could be further
from the truth than to say that this Govern-
ment has any disregard for policemen and
women in this State.

I hope that the Commissioner of Police (Mr
Brian Bull) bears of the behaviour of the mem-
ber for Mt Lawley and quickly refutes these
claims, which can only cause harm. We have
one of the best police forces in Australia, as
members on both sides are aware, and the for-
mer Minister for Police and Emergency Ser-
vices (Mr Carr) worked so hard in that port-
folio that he only just clung to his seat of
Geraldton at the last election. He did not
realise that his work in that portfolio was
dominating his work and putting his electorate
in danger, an electorate which he had held pre-
viously by a margin of 13 per cent.

The member for Geraldton knows that what
the member for Mt Lawley said about the re-
lationship between the Premier, the Labor
Government, members of the Government,
and all members of the Police Force is com-
plete hoo-ha and bunkum. I hope senior
officers in the Police Force will quickly dis-
claim it. It is natural that in every area of
Government service there will be people with
Liberal or Labor views, but it is wrong for the
shadow Minister for that portfolio to try to
score goals in his own favour and kick at the
people in the force. I believe it is totally untrue
and certainly in the days ahead it will be
proved to be such.

I now refer to Mr Arthur Tonkin, the former
Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform. Arthur Tonkin has been very helpful
to me in my short term in Parliament and I
believe he is one of the most highly principled
people to enter this Parliament. He should re-
ceive the highest commendation of his Labor
colleagues for the actions he took in not agree-
ing with the events relating to parliamentary
and electoral reform. I hope that Arthur
Tonkin will be a member of this Parliament for
many years to come.

As Deputy Speaker, I wish to make special
mention of the staff in this Parliament. Last
Tuesday I had the pleasure of relieving the
Speaker for one day and, without asking, I
received outstanding assistance, particularly
from Bruce Okely and Lionel Farrell. I believe
that right throughout the Parliament of West-

ern Australia-from the gardeners who look
after the wonderful roses, to the people in the
kitchen, to the unsung heroes whom we do not
see, those who make tea and coffee through the
night until six o'clock in the morning-we have
probably the best staff any employer could
possibly have.

It has been said by people on the other side
that I have had experience in employing
people, both in my capacity as a bank manager
when I had control of staff and certainly in my
four years as Mayor of Stirling.

Referring to the City of Stirling, I wish to
mention one of the former councillors whose
retirement was announced at the recent elec-
tion, and that is Councillor Barry Britton. My
wife and I will be attending the council dinner
on Saturday night for retiring councillors. As
the member for Karrinyup knows, no-one has
worked harder or been more down to earth
than Barry Britton. He was my deputy mayor
for two years. I did not always agree with him
and, in fact, I had a stand-up fight with him at
one Christmas function.

Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr BURKETT': I think the member for

Karrinyup showed what rot that is. If the mem-
ber for East Melville intends to raise that sort
of thing he should talk to the member for Mt
Lawley. I think the member is demonstrating
that he is prepared to get to the depths of the
gutter, and if he wants to continue on that track
he should talk to the member for Mt Lawley. If
he does so, I do not think he will ever repeat
that sort of nonsense.

Barry Britton, a former fireman, served that
council for 12 years with great integrity. He
was a worker; he came from a family of
workers; he was not a wealthy man or a prop-
erty owner. He was not in local government to
feather his own nest, hut to work for the people
of Balga. He did that with integrity.

Mr Clarko: When he started he said that
Hamersley was the best and then he thought
that Balga was the best after his 12 years work-
ing for that area.

Mr BURKETT: When Bob Hope made a
quip about Balga not smelling right he soon
apologised after Barry Britton spoke to him.
Barry showed what could be done and how he
could represent the people of Balga. I was very
proud to serve with that man and to have him
as my deputy for two years. He is young enough
to re-enter local government in the years ahead.
It will certainly be a good thing for Western
Australia if he decides to do so later on in life.
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He is one of the most genuine workers whom I
have ever come across, and whom I have had
the pleasure to work alongside.

On Monday of this week two members of the
Australian Labor Party were preselected for the
Labor Party Senate team. They are Michael
Beahan and Chris Evans. They will both make
outstanding contributions in the Federal Par-
liament of Australia for manny years. I congratu-
late both of them and I am pleased they were
preselected.

I would like to mention Clive Hughes. Un-
like a lot of members here, I had the pleasure to
know Give Hughes for more than 30 years, so I
knew him from the time that he was a little kid.
His mother and father, Frank and Vera
Hughes, have been friends of my parents, Pearl
and Lindsay Durkett, for years, and they still
live very close to each other in Safety Bay.
Frank Hughes was a sea captain who moved to
the Rockingham district to live when he
worked on the tugs which came into Kwinana
in the early 1950s.

The way in which Clive's wife, Liz, spoke at
his funeral was the most courageous thing I
have ever seen in my 49 years. I hope members
of the ALP wili be kind to Liz Hughes and her
two little boys for many years to come.

It was a damned shame for the people of
Western Australia that they never saw the full
potential of Clive Hughes, because if one saw
the thousands of people from all sections of the
work force who went to that young man's fu-
neral, one would know what an outstanding
man he was in support of the work force of
Western Australia. Clive Hughes, my family
will never forget you, your wife, and your little
children.

I shall close by saying how proud I am to be a
member of the Burke Labor Government. It is
not easy being in Government- I consider that,
at 49 years of age, I am very lucky to be in my
second term.

I am extremely proud to have won my seat
by 3 204 votes and, for the benefit of people
opposite, I do not intend to give up the seat of
Scarborough and if they want to beat me next
time, they had better start work now, because I
have started already. I am prepared to stand up
to all the smart'alec comments made by people
like the member for East Melville.

in conclusion, I thank the person who has
been my backbone for the past 25 years. She is
an asthmatic, a practising Catholic, a beautiful
woman, and my wife, Beryl Burkett.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [10.42 p.m.):
Firstly, I add to the many congratulations you,
Sir, have received already-congratulations
which have been offered sincerely. I also con-
gratulate you on the manner in which you have
commenced your career as Speaker. If you con-
tinue in the same way as we have witnessed in
the last couple of weeks, you will certainly have
a period as Speaker which will be a credit to
you and a distinction to the high office that you
hold.

The SPEAKER: Thank you very much.

Mr STEPHENS: [ congratulate also all of the
new members on both sides of the House who
have joined this Parliament. I have been par-
ticularly impressed with the quality of the con-
tributions they hi~ve made to the debate. Nat-
urally I make particular reference to the
National Party members who have joined us.
They are members of high calibre and certainly
for the member for Merredin and me, both of
us having spent a few years in this Chamber in
the political wilderness, it is a source of great
satisfaction to know that we now have con-
siderable support behind us. As a team, we will
be better able to represent the people in the
areas that have sent us here.

I fancy I noted a degree of idealism in the
contributions new members have made. I trust
they will not readily lose that idealism, because
if democracy is to survive it is essential to re-
store the standing, relevance, and effectiveness
of Parliament.

I do not think anyone would question that
the public perception of Parliament and poli-
ticians is very low. Largely that has been
brought about by the members themselves; so
it is up to each and every member to act in a
manner which will restore the public's confi-
dence in Parliament and in members as poli-
ticians.

Of course, in order to do that we need to be
Consistent, accurate, and politically honest in
debate. We must stop playing petty party poli-
tics and must also cease some of the activities
members have witnessed during the time they
have been in this Chamber in the last few
weeks. I do not think any of us would be very
proud of the performance in Parliament on
opening day. I am not here to cast blame on
one side or the other, but it was a sorry day for
Parliament when we witnessed that exhibition
and I hope that, while I am in the Parliament, I
never see such an exhibition again.
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We have also witnessed virtually a full day's
debate on parliamentary privilege. Here is
another instance of the inconsistencies in this
place. In 1976 a member of Parliament cast
aspersions on two Ministers of the Crown and
so we had a privilege debate. The Government
of the day thought that it was necessary to set
up a privilege committee. I do not intend to
detail what happened, but last week a situation
occurred in which a member again cast as-
persions on a Minister of the Crown. I know
the roles have been reversed; so we saw the
people who, in 1976, argued for the
establishement of a privilege committee argu-
ing against it in 1986. That is not politically
consistent and it is that type of action which
the public reject and which leads them to make
their poor judgments of this place and its poli-
ticians.

Mr Hassell: We shall be listening with
interest to your argument on the increase in the
size of the Ministry.

Mr STEPHENS: 1 am glad. I hope members
always listen with interest to the arguments put
forward by National Party members. Many of
the arguments we have put forward have fre-
quently proved to be correct.

We heard the member for Albany devote a
considerable pan of his speech to the "Albany
Tomorrow" concept and the misuse of public
funds to promote that concept as pant of the
election campaign. I agree with him; but at the
same time in the 1983 election campaign a con-
siderable amount of public money was spent on
the promotion of the job bank concept, thus
public funds were used to promote a political
party. No criticism was made of that action by
the member for Albany in those days and that
is another example of the inconsistency to
which I refer.

These are the areas in which members of
Parliament will have to look to themselves.
They must forget the petty party politicking
and develop an attitude of political honesty
and consistency.

Most members on this side of the House, and
certainly the National Party members, have
mentioned the economy and the plight of the
rural community, so I will not go into it at
length; but I would be remiss if I did not make
one or two brief comments in that respect.

I am very pleased that the Federal and State
Governments have at least recognised that, as a
nation and State, we are living beyond our
means. One of the first hurdles to overcome in
correcting any problem is to recognise its exist-

ence and its nature. Having recognised a prob-
lem exists, there is a hope that some action may
be taken to rectify' it.

I was particularly pleased to hear the Prime
Minister (Mr Hawke) recognise the dependence
of our economy on the primary industries of
this country. I use the words "primary indus-
tries" in the broadest context to mean
agriculture, mining, fishing, and forestry.

Many of us who represent rural areas have
said that this country has lived off the primary
industries for years, but that has never been
acknowledged. However, in speaking the other
night the Prime Minister said that the reason
for our balance of payments problem is the fact
that the terms of trade have gone seriously
against primary industries, and although we are
exporting as much as previously, we are not
getting the same amount of money.

Mr Bryce: In fact we are exporting more, in
many areas.

Mr STEPHENS: Very well, we are exporting
more, but we are not getting the money. The
terms of trade have acted against us and pri-
mary industry is affected. It is recognised that
the manufacturing sector has not made any real
contribution to the nation's balance of pay-
ments problem.

Having recognised that, perhaps the Govern-
ment will take more vigorous action to rectify
our problem. Maybe the criticism of the rural
community will cease. There has been criticism
when the farming community has bad a
drought or, as has happened now, a series of
droughts, in addition to the poor terms of
trade. There has been a tendency for people to
say that the farming community is always
whingeing. But the Prime Minister has now
tacitly agreed that too much money from pri-
mary industry has been transferred to the
towns and that there is insufficient left in the
area that generated the wealth to provide for a
rainy day or a drought, or an occasion when
prices go against the farmer.

Perhaps the Government will in the future
look to rectifying this weakness in its policies
and permit primary industry to build up a re-
serve for a rainy day. Because it will come.
These matters are cyclical and I will not blame
the Government for all the problems. We will
go through good times and bad times in the
future.
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It is necessary to ensure that we, as individ-
uals, are prepared to make greater sacrifices in
order to rectify the situation in which we find
ourselves. I repeat that if we are to restore our
competitiveness in our trade with the OECD
countries which have inflation rates lower than
ours, we must improve our unit costs. In order
to do that, we must vigorously pursue the abol-
ition of the 1 7.5 per cent annual leave loading,
return to a policy of a 1 5-year qualifying period
for long service leave right across industry as
well as for the public sector, return to a 40-hour
week, and also return to the basis that no pen-
alty rate is paid until after the first 40 hours per
week are worked.

In many instances today people prefer to
work on weekends and at odd times, but be-
cause they work outside the normal 8.00 a.m.
to 5.00 p.m. working hours they attract penalty
rates. That is unrealistic, particularly when the
terms of employment are such that it suits an
employee to work those hours. I suggest that a
40-hour week be worked and that penalty rates
not apply until after the first 40 hours in any
seven days have been worked. We should also
bring back the three-week annual leave period
and undertake a serious review of the
superannuation scheme.

If We Were to attack those areas I believe, and
hope, that it would not be necessary to even
suggest a reduction in the weekly -take-home
pay of the worker. While those on middle and
higher rates of pay may be able to stand some
reduction, I know from my recent election
doorknocking campaign that many families
earning a single income of $250 to $270 a week
cannot afford any reductions. They are
virtually living a hand-to-mouth existence now.

I was therefore very disappointed to see in
this evening's Daily News, and other news-
papers, the reaction of the unions to the com-
ments made by both the Prime Minister and
Premier Burke. Back in 1939, when this
country was threatened by an external power
and was in a situation where we would possibly
lose our political rights and freedoms, the
people of this nation were prepared even to
sacrifice their lives in order to protect our right
to govern ourselves. If the current economic
situation slides much further, the financiers
will take over the running of this country. We
will have lost our right to control OUr own des-
tiny, and yet no-one seems to be prepared to
make any sacrifices whatsoever. That is incon-
sistent, and a peculiarity of our outlook.

Mr Bryce: That is not really peculiar. In all
seriousness, they tried several of these things in
Japan, but it was not until the oil shocks of the
1970s just about destroyed the economy that
the Japanese people were prepared, under a
democratic system, to cop the price.

Mr STEPHENS: The Japanese had a differ-
ent approach. I know a Little about the
Japanese, having served in Japan for two years
just after the-war, and having worked there as
an interpreter as well. I was able to get a better
understanding of the people and their way of
thinking. The Japanese have always had a dif-
ferent work ethic from that which has been
displayed in this country, certainly during my
working life.

I find it peculiar that we are not prepared to
make a sacrifice in order to preserve our econ-
omic independence.

I turn now to a subject I have raised in this
House on several occasions. It gives me a great
deal of concern, but the Minister for Local
Government and the Government seem to
have virtually ignored, or not realised, the
serious implications it has. I refer to the situ-
ation in Albany.

The Government went to great lengths to
promote the "Aldbany Tomorrow" concept and
develop the region. Currently a group of people
in Albany are following a project which they
call AIM-the Albany I Movement-in an en-
deavour to merge the shire and the town. How-
ever, the real problem is that the council and an
administrator have upset a large percentage of
the people of Albany.

The Minister has said that the administrators
have not breached any Act so there is nothing
he can do about it. I question whether they
have breached any Act, but will not go into
those details, some of which I have already
enumerated in this House, because there is cur-
rently a writ in existence issued by one of the
citizens against the town clerk. The matter may
well be sub judice so I will avoid specifically
mentioning those issues.

I am pleased to acknowledge that the
Premier has taken a limited degree of interest
of late, certainly since the election, but progress
has been very slow and I have not been
encouraged by the reactions to some of the cor-
respondence that has taken place. At one stage
I felt that the Labor Government was not pre-
pared to take any stand on this matter because
of the pending elections, and I can accept that.
A bubble in local government on the eve of an
election may have reflected against the
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Government. On the other hand, it may have
won more votes because there is considerable
concern in the local community about the situ-
ation.

I know business people who would like to
offer themselves for service on the council at
Albany but who will not do so while the present
situation exists. The problem has been going on
for years and it is quite apparent that it is not
possible for the locals to resolve it themselves.

Mr Bradshaw: How are you going to change
the few people who do not get on there?

Mr STEPHENS: I have suggested to the
Government before, and will suggest again,
that it set up a Standing Committee to explore
the issues quite openly while allowing people
absolute privilege.

Mr Clarko: Would you like to say what the
issues are?

Mr STEPHENS: I will mention one aspect in
a moment, although I have already stated that
some aspects of the matter may be sub judice.

I believe that a Standing Committee, rep-
resentative of all sides, would be non-party pol-
itical, or it should be, and would take the heat
away from the Government or the Minister of
the day. People who are concerned about issues
which come before the council and which they
feel are not dealt with adequately could come
before the Standing Committee and have them
examined. I'do not suggest that the committee
would solve the problems, but by gathering and
exploring information it could put matters be-
fore the council and perhaps the council would
be in a better position to make a judgment.

There is considerable merit in the idea of a
Standing Committee. As a matter of fact, at
one stage the council itself carried a motion to
ask Parliament to set up a Select Committee to
examine the situation. Unfortunately the coun-
cil had second thoughts on that matter,
rescinded the motion, and decided to com'-
mission management consultants to investigate
the Town of Albany. It commissioned John P.
Young & Associates at a cost of some $20 000
to the ratepayers of Albany. When the report
was released to the council it was decided that
it would not be available to the ratepayers.
Councillors have seen it officially but none of
the ratepayers has seen it. In fact, after having
read the report and holding onto it for some
time the councillors had to return it to the
council, and my understanding is that the re-
ports were shredded and only one is left. As
happens in this place from time to time, these

reports can fall off' the backs of trucks and one
such report has come into my possession.

Mr Parker: That is the one that was not
shredded?

Mr STEPHENS: I do not know. Maybe I got
the one that was shredded, but I would not
know. Anyhow, it is a copy. I want to spend a
little time quoting-I was going to say
"liberally" but that word might have been
taken to be political-fairly fully from the re-
port.

One of the actions taken was to sack the town
planner, but the report says that the town plan-
ner was a competent officer. The consultants
did not question his ability or his desire to
advance the interests of the town, nor his pro-
fessional competence. The report said-

What we do question, is his personal
ability to communicate effectively on a
one-to-one basis with Councillors and ...

But this is paramount, and a person in
this position simply needs to be able to
communicate better and to be positive, en-
couraging and helpful in his dealings with
'the public.

Notwithstanding those criticisms the report,
still referring to the town planner and the town
planning department, said this-

Again, Council must accept some of the
responsibility for the situation in that it
has never sat down and determined what
its own objectives are to be reflected in the
Town Planning Scheme. We are sure that
this is one of the current Town Planner's
frustrat ions but which he has not been able
to properly convey to members.

They say that the town planner had a comn-
munication problem and part of the problem
was brought about by the council itself not
knowing where it was going. Nevertheless, that
man was dismissed. Having read the report, I
rather fancy that he was used as a scapegoat.

I also want to refer to a comment made of
the chief administrative officer because it
sounds quite good. On page 62 of the report he
says-

We feel that the Town of Albany has a
Town Clerk of high calibre with the pro-
fessional respect from his Senior colleagues
and peers.

On page 71 it further says-
We have already made comment upon

the standing, and our impressions of the
Town Clerk. We regard him as a com-
pletely diligent and professional Officer.
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Hie has extensive experience and does pos-
sess a good deal of vision and depth, par-
ticularly in terms of management concepts,
corporate planning and the need to have
good community relationships.

Returning to page 62 the report states-
However, it is appropriate for the Con-

sultants to point out that staff morale must
be improved so that Council's employees
feel proud to work for the Town of Albany.
At present, this is probably not the case
and here we must say the responsibility is
that of Council and the Town Clerk.

That is one of the minuses of the report; after
having eulogised, in general terms, the com-
petence of the town clerk, it pointed out one of
his weaknesses. I wish to quickly quote a few
more instances which, when taken in full, will
make members wonder why the consultants
would have eulogised a man when all the
weaknesses are listed in the report. The
weaknesses are primarily the responsibility of
the chief administrative officer or the town
clerk.

On page 32 the report states-
As stated before, the Consultants are not

entirely happy with the manner of
presentation of Committee and Council
Agendas. In some instances, items should
not even appear on the Agenda as they are
basically decisions which could be made at
a lot lower level.

So he cannot even prepare an efficient agenda.
The report continues-

Secondly, those items which do appear,
do not have:-

A proper format
Properly thought out recom-

mendations
Enough information available on

the subject
Options and alternatives

Information available on Committee
Agendas should also be repeated, updated,
altered or added to, on the Council notice
paper.

Page 34 of the report reads as follows-
In general, we believe that the Council

Agenda in itself is a confusing document
and indeed much of the backup material
provided to enable Councillors to make a
decision has not always been thoroughly
considered by the administration. In other
words, reports are neither analytical, criti-

cal, or show any semblance of having had
any thorough investigation of the matter so
that all possible questions that Councillors
may raise have been covered.

I hope members are beginning to wonder how
the management consultants could have ever
eulogised a man who prepares a report like
that. The report further states-

-In conclusion, there is a good deal of
inconsistency in the quality of information
currently provided to Council. It is diffi-
cult to see how Councillors could be mak-
ing informed decisions based on the
amount of verbal information and fairly
scanty administrative documentation put
forward for the making of policy decisions.

Referring to communications and reports, on
page 38 the report reads-

There should be no doubt in anyone's
mind of the need to improve the level of
oral and written communications.

Page 39 of the report states-

Staff trying to dodge questions. Avoid
saying "I do not know, but will find out",
preferring to give Council less than com-
plete or available information. It is the re-
sponsibility of staff to be totally prepared.

Surely it is the role of the town clerk to ensure
that the staff under him work efficiently and
competently. It goes on as follows-

Failing to inform Councillors of devel-
opments within a reasonable time.

Referring to "Written Communication" it
states-

Not always specific enough and so
justifiably, are deferred for re-work, which
means reprinting for next business papers.

Needs sharper headings, subheadings,
which summarize the issue of
recommendations. This will help pick pri-
ority of importance of the item.

Page 40 states-

There is still much work included for
Council or committee which is adminis-
trative and should not go past the staff.

Page 41 states-

Because of the deficiencies in communi-
cation systems and methods, commented
on earlier, communication with the staff at
all levels is extremely inefficient, leading to
confusion and loss of morale.

890



[Wednesday, 25 June 1 986] 9

1 ask members to bear in mind that one man
was sacked because it was felt he was unable to
communicate. Further on page 41 the report
states-

Whilst this extremely poor communi-
cation exists, the Town is always going to
operate in an inefficient and ineffective
manner. It needs to be stressed here, that
unless the staff feel they can communicate
effectively with, and receive a sympathetic
bearing from the Town Clerk, they will
quickly lose interest in doing anything
other than the most simple and mundane
tasks.

Page 45 states-
That the level and quality of infor-

mation flow primarily to Councillors,
needs to be improved, standardized and
consistent with the appropriate amount of
information to allow Councillors to reach a
considered decision. As opposed to having
straight recommendations (which may be
appropriate on occasions), options and
alternatives must also be brought forward.

Page 47 states-
In particular, we feel that Officers are

being asked to prepare, and Councillors
asked to consider too many items. Con-
versely, and maybe because of time con-
straints caused by the former, there is a sad
lack of information and properly
constructed recommendations on those
items which are presented.

Simply put, Councillors are being liter-
ally inundated with paperwork, a' great
deal of which is of limited or dubious
value and importance. On the average of
the November round of Committee and
Council meetings, 186,000 pieces of paper
are produced each year in the form of
Buleting, Agenda and Minute papers.

On page 52 of the document it says-
Quite clearly, if the Council is to func-

tion effectively as a matter of policy, it
must have proper documentation before it,
so that considered opinions and decisions
can be made. Conversely, we found that
the information Bulletin and Agendas
themselves are overburdened with incon-
sequential and mundane items requiring a
great deal of expensive Officers' time to
prepare but are of doubtful value even if
they are read.

The document goes on to refer again to the
agendas and states-

Agendas are loosely constructed and
generally have no rhyme nor reason about
the order of business.

On page 53 it says-
Some of the information put forward

merely causes Council to waste valuable
time.

Much of the information put forward
was aimless in the sense that there was a
complete lack of direction towards any
meaningful or planned objective.

Because the Agenda was poorly
constructed, items that deserved closer
consideration were given only scant recog-
nition in preference to other less meaning-
ful areas. In other words, there is no
thought given to the priority of items
which clearly means important matters
come first.

After making all those comments about the
inefficiencies, it is passing strange that the
management consultants can say-

We feel that the Town of Albany has a
Town Clerk of high calibre with the pro-
fessional respect from his Senior colleagues
and peers.

That indicates the problem in the area, and it is
high time the Government did something
about it.

Question put and passed; the Address-in-Re-
ply thus adopted.

BILLS (2): RETURNED
1. Financial Administration and Audit

Amendment Bill.
2. Acts Amendment (Financial

Administration and Audit) Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.

BILLS (3): RECEIPT AND FIRST READING
1. Administration Amendment Bill.
2. Acts Amendment (Trustee Companies)

Bill.
3. Bills of Sale Amendment Bill.

Bills received from the Council; and, on
motions by Mr Canr (Minister for Lo-
cal Government), read a first time.

House adjourned at 11. 15 p. m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HEALTH: DRUGS

Life Education Centre (WA): Project

33. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Is he aware of the Life Education
Centre (WA) community project
which is designed to assist young citi-
zens to understand the harmful effects
of dangerous drugs?

(2) Has he discussed this community
project with members of the Life Edu-
cation Centre (WA) committee?

(3) Will he outline the fundamental prin-
ciples of this community project?

(4) Does he support the fundamental
principles of this community project
and, if so, will he support its introduc-
tion into Western Australia?

(5) If "No" to (4), will he outline his
reasons?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yet.

(2) Yes.

(3) The project aims to promote aware-
ness of health, and to discourage drug
abuse, primarily through use of mo-
bile caravans.

(4) This Government is very firmly com-
mitted to reducing drug abuse, and
has devoted significantly greater re-
sources to this end than any of its
predecessors. The Life Education
Centre project is currently under con-
sideration. I will be looking very care-
fully at evaluations of Life Education
Centres elsewhere, and considering a
similar project in Western Australia in
the context of other education pro-
grammes being developed here.

Following my meeting with Life Edu-
cation Centre committee members,
discussions between the Life Edu-
cation Centre committee and Health
Department officers have taken place,
and a further meeting to consider
amended proposals has been arranged.

(5) Answered by (4) above.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: FISHING BOAT
HARBOUR

Albany- Commencement
264. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Fisheries:

When will work commence on the
proposed new Albany fishing boat har-
bour?

Mr GRILL replied:
Other priority work will prevent
funding for any Albany fishing boat
harbour before 1988-89.

BRICKWORKS
Mdidland- R uralI Effect1

328. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) With reference to the sale of the Mid-

land abattoir and livestock selling
complex for a proposed new brick-
works, has any study been made of the
impact a new brickworks would have
upon the profitability of established
metropolitan and rural based brick-
works?

(2) If "Yes", will he table the relevant
documents?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) The Government has not engaged in a

study to determine the impact a new
brickworks will make on the
profitability of existing brickworks. It
is assumed that the operators of the
new brickworks have conducted their
own feasibility study to gauge the
amount of commercial risk they are
prepared to accept in their venture.

(2) Not applicable.

ABATTOIR
Boyanup: Government Assistance

383. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for the
South West:

Adverting to question 214 of 12 June
1986, concerning Ross Payne abat-
toirs, how much financial assistance
was given to Ross Payne and Co- by
the Government?

Mr GRILL replied:
Financial assistance was provided to
the creditors of Ross Payne and Co. in
two forms-
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(a) Interest payments; a total of
$48 973.45 has been paid and a
further $10672 has been ap-
proved for payment;

(b) indemnification against trading
losses; a total of $58 074 has been
approved for payment; a further
claim of $16 926 has been lodged
and is being considered.

DAIRY INDUSTRY ACT
Amendment

387. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Does he intend to amend the Dairy

Industry Act?
(2) If so, when and what amendments can

be expected?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) Amendments to the Dairy In-

dustry Act may be necessary to give
effect to recommendations of the
functional review committee with re-
spect to responsibility for milk and
dairy produce quality supervision.

TRANSPORT

Railways: Patronage

391. Mr RUSHTQN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What is the estimated patronage for

each of the last three years for railway
routes-
(a) Armadale;
(b) Midland;

(c) Fremantle?
(2) Expressed as a percentage pin or loss,

what has been the patronage growth or
decline for each of the three routes
over the past three years?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) and (2) Because of the ticketing
system, the MTT is unable to give a
breakdown of annual passenger fig-
ures by routes. The total of passengers
on the three suburban rail lines is as
follows-

1982-93 6.651 million
1983-84 8.754 million-3 1.6
per cent increase

1984-85 9.307 million-6.3 per
cent increase

However an annual one-day count
conducted each April reveals the re-
sults on the paper tabled.

The member, no doubt, is gratified to
see this satisfying trend, and will also
be interested to know that preliminary
estimates for the current financial year
suggest a further increase of same 6.2
per cent.

(See paper No. 222.)

STOCK

Cat tie: Tuberculosis-affected
424. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) What is the prevalence of tuberculosis
and brucellosis amongst cattle con-
trolled by Western Australian Live-
stock Holdings?

(2) What programmes are currently being
implemented to control this situation?

(3) Is there any danger of tuberculosis or
brucellosis infecting cattle in the
southern pans of Western Australia?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Brucellosis has never existed in the
Kimberley region. The whole of West-
emn Australia has been brucellosis free
since February 1985. The prevalence
of bovine tuberculosis in cattle from
stations controlled by Western
Australian Livestock Holdings is
estimated to be as follows-

Cherrabun

Christmas Creek

Gogo

Meda.

0.07 per cent

0.05 per cent

0-02 per cent

0.06 per cent

(2) A comprehensive programme of fenc-
ing has been developed in cooperation
with staff of the animal health div-
ision of the Department of Agriculture
to enable a sufficient degree of control
for a complete eradication programme
to be undertaken. Preliminary steps in
this programme involving culling and
testing are currently under way.

(3) There is no danger to cattle in the
southern pants of Western Australia.
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WA LIVESTOCK HOLDINGS PiTY LTD
Cattle Sales

426. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

How many cattle have been sold by
Western Australian Livestock Hold-
ings Ltd in the months of-
(a) May 1985;
(b) June 1985;
(c) July 1985;
(d) August 1985;
(e) September 1985;
(f) October 1985;
(g) November 1985;
(h) December 1985;
(i) January 1986;
6) February 1986;
(k) March 1986;
(1) April 1986;
(in) May 1986?

Mr GRILL replied:
(a) 3 919;
(b) 4 666;
(c) 1 427;
(d) 838;
(e) 667;
(f) 458;
(g) 145;
(hi) 38;
(i) 11;
(I) nil;
(k) nil;
(1) 43;

(in) 2 462.

STOCK- SALEYARDS
Midland: Alternative

442. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Further to question 10 of 1986, in the

event of the Midland abattoirs and
saleyard site being resold and the new
owners refusing to extend the lease of
the saleyards beyond the agreed six

years, will the Government guarantee
to have alternative facilities available?

(2) If "Yes", where will they be located?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) As advised in the answer to
question 10 on Wednesday, 11 June
1986, the future requirement for live-
stock salcyards in the near metropoli-
tan area is the subject of a feasibility
study. The study is being undertaken
by the Western Australian Meat Com-
mission, the managers of the Midland
salcyards.

ABATTOIR: MIDLAND

Sale: Effluent Ponds

443. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

In the terms of the sale of the Midland
abattoirs and saleyards, what arrange-
ments have been made with respect to
the effluent pond(s)?

Mir GRILL replied:

Clause (2) of the memoranda of
understanding between the purchaser
of the abattoir-saleyards and me
states-

The effluent ponds necessary for
the continued use of the saleyards
will be available for as long as the
saleyards are in operation.

HORTI CULTURE: GRAPE GROWING

Select Committee Report: Recommendations

444. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

With respect to the report of the Select
Committee into the wine and grape
growing industry, which of the
recommendations will the Govern-
ment implement and in what respect-
ive time scale?

Mr GRILL replied:

The recommendations contained in
the report involve a number of depart-
ments. I will coordinate a response
from all areas and advise the member
in writing.
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JUSTICES OF THE PEACE
Appointments: Electorates

446. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

How many commission of the peace
appointments have been made in each
Legislative Assembly electorate during
each of the last five years?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
This information is not available. It
would take a considerable amount of
work to extract such information and
the Attorney General is not prepared
to allocate resources for this purpose.
Information regarding justices, in or-
der of the suburb or country town in
which they reside, is published every
several years in the "Commission of
the Peace".
This information is updated regularly
by notices and amendments published
in the Government Gazette.

DAIRY FARMERS
Incomes: Decrease

473. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has his attention been drawn to the

report in The Farmers Weekly of 18
June of the New Zealand Dairy
Board's warning that farmers' incomes
could be halved next season-a drop
of $36 000 in the average dairy
farmer's gross earnings-in
consequence of the loss of sales to the
United Kingdom?

-(2) What communication has the State
Government had with the Federal
Government and what action is
proposed to safeguard the Australian
dairy industry and the Western
Australian dairy industry, in particu-
lar, against the collapse of inter-
national dairy marketing agreements?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) The State Government would support
the local dairy industry in the event
that action was contemplated under
existing Federal safeguards against un-
fair trading practices such as dumped
or subsidised trade.

Also, the current "WA Fresh" pro-
motion initiative of the Dairy Indus-
try Authority and the dairy companies
should help the local dairy industry
meet external competition.

FOODSTUFFS

.Tofu: imports
474. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

Can he advise whether any tofu is
imported into Western Australia and
if so, the amount and source of
import?

Mr GRILL replied:

Tofu is not separately recorded in the
official ABS import statistics. Industry
sources suggest four companies are
involved in the importation of tofu,
totalling about 15 tonnes per annum.

LAND
Boataugh Property: Purchasers

475. Mr BLAZKJE, to the Minister for The
South West:
(1) When did an officer of his department

make approaches for the Government
to purchase land in the Augusta-
Margaret River Shire known as the
Boataugh property?

(2) When was he made aware that the
land in question had already been pur-
chased by the Augusta-Margaret River
Shire?

(3) Has he now cancelled the request by
his officer, and if so, on what date?

(4) Is it fact he was advised that the first
knowledge the Shire of Augusta-
Margaret River had of the Govern-
ment's moves to repurchase the shire's
recently purchased Boataugh prop-
erty, at a cost of $500,000, was when
council staff read of the Government
action in its "Augusta-Margaret River
Mail" of 11 July, which reported an
address given to a meeting of
combined service clubs at Cowaraniup
by Mr Kevin Strapp, Deputy Director
of the South West Development Auth-
ority?

(5) Further to (4), what action does he
propose?
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Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No formal approaches have been
made. However, the SWDA and a
member of my own staff have dis-
cussed the matter with me and I have
raised it informally with some mem-
bers of Government.

(2) This was known for same months
from newspaper reports and from
officer discussions between the South
West Development Authority and the
Augusta-Margaret River Shire Coun-
cil.

(3) After discussions with the Augusta-
Margaret River Shire Council I have
indicated that I will not proceed
further with consideration of this pro-
posal.

(4) This assertion was made by the Presi-
dent of the Shire of Augusta-Margaret
River at a meeting with me recently.
However, it is clear from South West
Development Authority records that
there were discussions at both council-
]or-authority member level and coun-
cil-authority officer level.

(5) No action is planned.

GAMBLING: LOTTO

Automatic Machines: Newsagencies

478. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Racing
and Gaming:

(1) Has a selection been made of
newsagencies to be fitted with the new
automatic Lotto machines?

(2) When will these machines be fitted?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) No.

(2) The daze has not been decided.

GOVERNMENT ADVERTISING

Services: Cost

479. Mr CRANE, to the Premier:
(1) What has been the cost of all advertis-

ing for Government services such as
water and electricity?

(2) Has the Government noticed an in-crease in the amount of water and
electricity used as a result of such ad-
vertising, taking into account the extra

amount used because of the inclement
weather?

(3) Which are the instrumentalities the
Government is competing with which
has made it necessary to undergo such
advertising?

(4) In view of the increase in charges for
such services, will the Government
cease this advertising and reduce
charges for these services from the
amount of money saved?

(5) Are there any other Government
instrumentalities which are advertis-
ing to promote their services?

(6) If "Yes" to (5), what are they?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) This information is not readily avail-
able although I am advised that the
1985-86 advertising budgets of the
Water Authority and the State Energy
Commission amount to about
$712 000.

(2) and (3) I will arrange for a written
response.

(4) The Government has decided that no
new bookings are to he made for cor-
porate advertising by departments and
authorities but this does not apply to
the advertising of competitive services
or to campaigns such as the immunis-
ation campaign.

(5) and (6) See (2) and (3).

HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Royal Perth: North Wing

493. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(I) What is the expected completion date
of the north wing of the Royal Perth
Hospital?

(2) On completion of the north wing, is it
anticipated to remove the old section
of the Royal Perth Hospital?

(3) If so, how much is to be removed?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Late 1988.

(2) and (3) The effect of removal of out-
dated current buildings is still being
assessed.
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HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Graylands: Admission and Assessment Ward

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Private:, Deregulation

494. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for 498. Mr BRADSH-AW, to the Minister for
Health: Health:

(1) Is the new admission and assessment
ward at Graylands Mental Hospital to
be integrated-i.e. men and women in
the same ward?

(2) If so, who decided to have an
integrated ward?

(3) Are there integrated psychiatric wards
in any other State in Australia?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), has any study been
undertaken as to the effects of mixed
psychiatric wards?

(5) Does he intend to proceed with the
integrated ward at Graylands Mental
Hospital?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Psychiatric services branch in consul-
tation with the Graylands Hospital
staff.

(3) Yes.

(4) Yes. There are many studies on a
world-wide basis, and integration is a
recommendation of the World Health
Organisation.

(5) Yes.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Private: Licensing

497. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Is the Federal Government going to
hand over the licensing of private hos-
pitals in Western Australia to the Min-
ister?

(2) If so, when?

(3) If "Yes" to (1), does he intend to issue
any new licenoces in the near future?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No decision made to date.

(2) and (3) Not applicable. Both answered
by (I) above.

(291

(1) Has the move or decision been made
to "deregulate private hospitals" in
Western Australia?

(2) What is meant by "deregulate private
hospitals"?

(3) Has the decision to remove Common-
wealth subsidies to private hospitals
been made?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), is the subsidy to be
paid to the State, and if so, how will
that be passed on?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No decision has been made on this
matter to date.

(2) The term "deregulation" is used in the
sense of removing Commonwealth
control relating to the payment of the
present daily bed subsidy.

(3) No.
(4) Answered by (3) above.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Adoptions: Ineligibility

499. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Services:

With the change in adoptions making
it not possible for couples over the age
of 35 years to adopt children in West-
emn Australia, has any consideration
been given to couples who have been
on the waiting list for several years
and were very close to the top of the
list but are now ineligible because of
the new law?

Mr WILSON replied:

It is not correct that couples over the
age of 35 years cannot adopt children.
Rather it is that for the placement of
the first child, the age difference be-
tween child and adoptive parents ca-
not exceed 35 years, and for a second
child it cannot exceed 40 years.
Couples over 35 years can adopt an
older child if such children are avail-
able for adoption-a couple aged 36
could adopt a I -year-old.
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Careful consideration has been given
to people who have been waiting sev-
eral years and are close to the top of
the list but, in view of the very small
number of children in any category
available for adoption and the
intended child-centred nature of the
service, it is not possible to make
special arrangements for these couples
without in turn disadvantaging others
who may be close to the limit for
adopting a baby.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Elective Surgery: Patients Registered

500. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How many patients are currently

registered with the Perth teaching hos-
pitals to have elective surgery?

(2) What were the statistics three years
ago?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) Waiting list data at teaching

hospitals is not available at present by
the procedure to be performed.
Patients waiting for elective surgery
are not differentiated from those, for
example, who are booked to be admit-
ted at regular intervals for periodic di-
agnostic investigation or medical
treatment.

MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES
Great Plate Auction: Proceeds

504. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Did he prior to the "Great Plate Auc-

tion" held on Sunday, 2 June 1985,
indicate that the proceeds from the
auction and subsequent sale of plates
would be used for the promotion of
road safety?

(2) Is he aware that only $165 000 of the
total amount raised at the "Great
Plate Auction", estimated at
$1 077 868.56, has been used for the
promotion of road safety?

(3) Is it intended that the Police Depart-
ment should receive annually an
amount equivalent to the interest
earning on the principal amount

raised from the auction and sale of
special plates?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) No.
(2) Yes.
(3) No.

MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES
Great Plate Auction: Proceeds

505. Mr CASH, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Is a fee payable for the transfer of the

special plates that were offered for sale
as pant of the "Great Plate Auction"?

(2) If "Yes", will he give details of the
fees payable for the various categories
of plates?

(3) Was the transfer fee made known to
potential buyers prior to the "Great
Plate Auction"?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Single-digit numeral special plates,

$5 000;
2 single-digit numeral special plates,
$1000;
3 single-digit numeral special plates,
$500;
any other number of digits special
plates, $ 100;
unique series special plates, $1I000.

(3) Yes-details of the above charges
were clearly shown in the brochure
produced to publicise the sale.

GOVERNMENT CHEMICAL
LABORATORIES

Closure
506. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals

and Energy:
(1) Is he aware of a news report on Chan-

nel 9 on both 15 and 16 June 1986 in
which it was claimed that the Govern-
ment intended to close the Govern-
ment Chemical Laboratories?

(2) Were these reports accurate, and if so,
when will the staff employed at the
Government Chemical Laboratories
be advised of the proposed closure?
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(3) Will he outline the Government's pol-
icy in respect of the future of the
Government Chemical Laboratories?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The reports were inaccurate.
(3) The member is referred to my answer

to question 30 1.

EDUCATION
Pre-school Centres: Energy Supplies

508. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(1) Does the State Energy Commission

charge commercial rates for the supply
of gas and electricity to community
controlled pre-school centres?

(2) If "Yes", will the Government con-
sider a policy of charging lower rates
for community pre-school centres?

(3) What rate is charged by the State En-
ergy Commission for Government
schools and pre-primary centres?

(4) What rate is charged by the State En-
ergy Commission for private schools?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1), (3) and (4) In the State Energy Com-

mission's south-west interconnected
grid system, there are essentially dom-
estic and non-domestic tariffs. The
non-domestic tariff, or "industrial,
commercial and general tariWr',
applies to all sorts of non-domestic
customers including Government and
private schools and pre-school centres.
In the non-interconnected systems,
the industrial, commercial and general
tariff applies to private schools while
Government schools are charged the
cost of supply tariff N2.

(2) Energy tariffs are set to cover costs,
and while rates arc always being
reviewed I do not believe the costs of
supplying energy to pre-school centres
would justify lower rates.

ENERGY
Solar Hot Water Systems: Sacrificial Anodes

509. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Housing:
Referring to his answer to question
302 on Wednesday, 18 June 1986,
concerning sacrificial anodes in solar
hot water systems, will he advise me

when the survey and costing to deter-
mine a programme of replacement of
anodes has -been completed and pro-
vide relevant details of the proposed
programme?

Mr WILSON replied:
The member will be advised in writing
when the survey is completed with de-
tails of the programme and an esti-
mate of costs.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES:
RELOCATION

Bunbury: Incentives
512. Mr MacKIhTNON, to the Premier

When will the Cabinet decide on what
incentives will be offered to em-
ployees relocating to Bunbury as
indicated in question 269 of 17 June
1986?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This matter has been the subject of
Cabinet consideration and an an-
nouncement will be made in due
course.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Lists: Supply

515. Mr MacKIh4NON, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:
(1) On what basis does be make available

to outside parties lists of Government
employees?

(2) If outsiders wish to obtain that infor-
mation, through what procedure must
they go?

(3) To what outside groups has he made
this staffing list information available?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) I am not aware of this occurring.
(2) and (3) I am not aware of such a re-

quest having been made.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Lists: Supply

516. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) on what basis does he make available

to outside parties lists of Government
employees?
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(2) If outsiders wish to obtain that infor-
mation, through what procedure must
they go?

(3) To what outside groups has he made
this staffing list information available?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) As previously advised, it has not been

my practice to make lists of Govern-
ment employees generally available to
outside bodies.

(2) Make application to the head of the
department, agency head, or Minister
giving reasons for the supply of the
list, bearing in mind that it is not nor-
mally the practice to make such infor-
mation available.

(3) None, other than to answer parlia-
mentary questions.

GAMBLING
Lotteries Commission: Advertisement

521. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Racing and Gaming:
(1) Is it a fact that the Lotteries Com-

mission advertising agency recently
travelled to South Australia to
produce an advertisement for the
commission?

(2) What was the cost to the commission
of producing the advertisement?

(3) Is she aware that in The West
Australian of 7 October 1985, the
Premier was reported as follows-

The Premier, Mr Burke, has
warned advertising agencies with
Government contracts about
using an unacceptable number of
people from the Eastern States in
advertisements?

(4) Why, if this information is factual-
(a) was approval given for the adver-

tisement to be made in South
Australia;

(b) was the Premier's instruction
disregarded?

(5) What action will she now take to en-
sure that future Lotteries Commission
advertisements are made in Western
Australia?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not yet available.
(3) Yes.

(4) (a) My approval was not sought;
(b) the Lotteries Commission was

aware of the Premier's instruction
and the first of the series was shot
in WA. Due to a number of large-
scale film and TV productions in
WA at the time the remainder
were due for shooting, appropri-
ate resources, equipment, and
crew were not available. As the
commercials were scheduled to be
shown the Lotteries Commission
advertising agency had no option
but to have the commercials
completed in SA.

(5) The Lotteries Commission is aware of
the requirements and will comply with
them whenever possible.

MINERAL: IRON ORE

Tenements: Applications

522. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is it possible for people to obtain a

mining tenement of any type that re-
lates to iron ore?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) Yes. The Minister for Min-

erals and Energy may authorise the
holders of prospecting licences, explo-
ration licences, and mining leases to
prospect for, explore, or mine iron ore
by virtue of the provisions of section
1ll of the Mining Act 1978.

HEALTH INSURANCE
Medicare: Psychologists

524. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is he aware that psychologists are not

recognised by Medicare?
(2) Is he aware that if one lives in the

country and needs to travel to Perth to
seek treatment from a psychologist
one cannot claim under isolated
patients travel, accommodation assist-
ance scheme?

(3) Will he approach his Federal colleague
to change the Act to allow psychol-
ogists to be recognised by the Health
Department and therefore their treat-
ment claimable under Medicare?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes. IPTA.AS is a Commonwealth

scheme which provides travel and ac-
commodation subsidies to people
from isolated areas who are referred
by their local doctor for medical
specialist services. It does not cover
other than medical specialist services.

(3) Yes, although I have already made
representations on this matter.

WA GOVERNMENT HOLDINGS LTD

Capital Reduction

533. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

Why does Western Australian
Government Holdings Ltd want to re-
duce its capital from $ 50 000 000 to
$39 004 694?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Capital in excess of the company's re-
quirements is being returned to the
shareholders.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Costs: Increases

535. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:
(1) Is the Government aware of the rap-

idly increasing costs of workers' com-
pensation in the public and private
sectors?

(2) Has he received a copy of the actuarial
inquiry ,into South Australia's
workers' compensation legislation
which establishes a Government-run
monopoly?

(3) Is the Government considering similar
legislation for Western Australia?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Due to this Government's positive ac-

tion in the areas of rehabilitation and
prevention, premiums in this State
were reduced by 5.5 per cent in 1984,
increased by 2.87 per cent in 1985,
and I anticipate will be reduced again
this year. I am sure the member would
agree that this represents a stabilis-
ation of premium rates in this State.

(2) No.

(3) This Govermecnt is reviewing devel-
opments in workers' compensation
throughout -Australia to determine the
most appropriate system for this State.
Legislative change if necessary will
flow from this review.

WA EXIM CORPORATION

ChiefExecutive

540. Mr COURT, to the Premier-

Who is the chief executive of Exim
Corporation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Mr Brian Easton is the Managing Di-
rector of WA Exim Corporation Ltd.
This is well-documented public infor-
mation.

HEALTH: CANCER
Tronado Machine: Inquiry

546. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Which professional body initially

inquired into and recommended to
the Government of the day that the
Tronado cancer therapy machine was
of no value to cancer patients?

(2) Does it now appear there has been a
turn-around by that body?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The National Health and Medical Re-
search Council.

(2) No. The National Health and Medical
Research Council has always
supported the principle of properly
conducted clinical trials on the use of
hyperthermia.

FISHERIES

Blue Manna Crabs: Exports

551. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) Is he aware that it is planned to export

Bunbury's blue manna crabs?
(2) If so, has any research been carried

out as to the effects of exporting these
crabs with regard to the number of
crabs left for future breeding and also
for local consumption?
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Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No. However, subsequent inquiries

have revealed that a Japanese firm has
made inquiries about the supplying of
a large quantity of blue manna crabs
in a green frozen condition. Local
Bunbury fishermen indicated they
could not supply the quantities
required.

(2) The Fisheries Department does not
have a current research programme on
blue manna crabs.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STOCK: SALEYARDS
Midland: Relocation

78. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has he had discussions with any

groups or individuals about the possi-
bility of establishing an inquiry into
the present siting and possible relo-
cation of the Midland saleyards?

(2) If so, who are chose groups or individ-
uals?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) As far as I can remember I

have not had any discussions with any
groups with that particular object in
mind.

Mr MacKinnon: Or individuals?
Mr GRILL: Or with any individuals with

that object in mind. I have certainly
had some discussions with some
groups about the Government's
present intention of endeavouring to
ensure that the salcyards; remain in
Midland for the foreseeable future.

Mr MacKinnon: On the present site or on
an alternative site?

Mr GRILL: On the present site, and poss-
ibly in the event-which [ think is un-
likely-that it will be necessary to
shift to some site in the close proxim-
ity to Midland.

Mr MacKinnon: Did that discussion in-
volve the question of an inquiry into
the best way of achieving that?

Mir GRILL: That is a separate question,
but the Treloar report made a strong
recommendation which took the nor-
mal Liberal Party line that the
Government should not be involved

in the saleyards at all. The major
farming organisations acquiesced in
that particular recommendation. I
found that somewhat surprising, and
since that report was issued they have
seemingly changed their minds on that
subject. I suppose they were imbued
with the principles of free cornpe-
tition, free enterprise, and the open
market, and they went along with the
Treloar report and accepted the view
that we did not need Government in-
volvement in the saleyards. That line
was very much the view put forward
by the Liberal Party before the last
election.
My view is that the Government
should continue its involvement in the
saleyards, and that the current site is
the best.

HOUSING: UNITS
Fremantle: Contract

79. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Housing:

In view of claims made by the mem-
ber for East Melville during the debate
on the Treasurer's Advance Author-
ization Bill about the letting of a con-
tract for Homeswest units in
Fremantle, will he detail the facts of
the situation?

Mr WILSON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question, because it allows me to
present the facts and a proper
perspective of the development.
The project to which the member for
East Melville referred is generally
known as the Stevens Street project.
The site, which is bounded by
Swanbourne, Watkins, Edmund, and
Stevens Streets, was formerly a haz-
ardous and unsightly limestone quarry
and has been in Homeswest's owner-
ship for many years.
With the impetus of the America's
Cup creating a demand for housing in
Fremantle, Homeswest, in liaison with
the City of Fremantle, and encouraged
by the prospect of special Common-
wealth subsidies, decided to expedite
the planning and development of this
site, to provide a group housing estate
that would include a presence of pub-
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lie housing, private housing, and houas-
ins cooperatives. The total estate will
include attractive public open space
and recreational areas, and is specially
designed to ensure and enhance the
Fremantle character in architectural
aesthetic presentation.

The special America's Cup subsidy,
together with the estimated return
from the sale of land, presented a
unique, one-off opportunity to de-
velop the site into an acceptable and
attractive estate containing in the or-
der of 118 units of public and private
accommodation as well as providing
much needed land to ease housing de-
mands in Fremantle. The exercise was
one of urban renewal and upgrading of
the general area.

Acceptance of the project by the com-
munity is evidenced by the sale of six
of the nine private lots at this present
time for a total of $337 000. Nego-
tiations are currently proceeding on
another.

The net average cost of the public
housing units-23 one-bedroom,
seven two-bedroom, and 22 three-bed-
room units-is approximately
$41 000, including land, which com-
pares more than favourably with gen-
eral costs in areas outside Fremantle.

Tenders were called for the 52 public
housing units with a closing date of 7
April 1986. To ensure the optimum
range of response, Homeswesl decided
to call the tenders in three groups-

(a) 21 town houses and 2 single de-
tached houses;

(b) 23 aged persons' units, 4 duplex
units and 2 single detached units;
and

(c) a combination of (a) and (b).

In the tender result in (a) the lowest
tenderer was invalid, because he did
not have an indentured apprentice at
the time of tendering as required and
stated in the tender conditions. The
lowest tenderer has discussed the mat-
ter with Homeswest's chairman and
deputy general manager and
acknowledged that his tender was
invalid. Jaxon's was the next lowest
tender-

In option (1$, the same disqualifi-
cation applied to the two lowest
tenderers and Jaxon's was then the
lowest valid tenderer.
In the combined (c) tender, laxon's
was the lowest at $3 1 19 000 and was
awarded the contract.
It is appropriate to add that
Homeswest has always strictly
sponsored the Government's policy to
encourage apprenticeship training and
would without exception invalidate
tenderers who do not comply with the
State apprenticeship requirements of
the tender documents.
It should also be noted, although it did
not apply in this contract, that the
lowest, or any tenderer, need not
necessarily be accepted.

POLICE FORCE
Government Relationships

80. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

Does the Minister support the view
expressed by the Premier yesterday
that relationships between the
Government and the Police Force
have broken down?

Mr Brian Burke: Who expressed that view?
You make things up.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member to pro-
vide me with a copy of that question
in order that I can determine whether
it comes within the Standing Orders.

Speaker'~s Ruling
I rule the question out of order.

Questions Resumed

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Western Australian Products: Campaign

8S1. Mr COURT to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Is he aware that research carried out

for the State Government proved the
cost-benefit success of the
"Birthmark-buy West Australian"
campaign?

(2) Is he aware also of the Prime Minis-
ter's announced buy-Australian camn-
paign?

(3) If so, why did the Government reject
the Opposition's proposal that we
should immediately rejuvenate the
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birthmark campaign and so give West-
ern Australian industry a head start on
its eastern States competition?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) to (3) Perhaps it is the appropriate
time for me to remind the member for
Nedlands that it was a Labor Govern-
ment in Western Australia that
conceived and implemented the "Go
for it" campaign in the early l970s.
All the research undertaken through-
out the l970s indicated that it was a
very successful campaign.

Mr Court: The birthmark campaign was
started in 1969.

Mr BRYCE: In fact, it was not. My infor-
mation is that that campaign started
during the period of the Tonkin
Government. If that is not correct-I
had the matter researched some weeks
ago-l will happily apologise to the
member for Nedlands. He seems to
have a real fixation on the value of
that campaign.

One of the reasons that Australia faces
the economic difficulties it does is that
our thinking and mentality have
remained in the 1960s and we have
tunnel vision in respect of many of the
economic issues with which we are
faced.

In respect of that campaign and the
member for Nedlands' suggestion only
last week, I have responded to a
couple of genuine inquiries that have
been received by my office about the
future of that campaign and whether it
will be reinstituted. We intend to
make a decision about it when we
have seen precisely what it is that the
Federal Government intends to do fol-
lowing the undertaking by the Prime
Minister in his economic message that
there will be a national campaign to
buy Australian-made goods. When we
have been informed how that will
work, we will make our decisions
about how, when, and if it is appropri-
ate for us to crank up again the cam-
paign to which the member for
NedLands refers.

ELECTION CAMPAIGN
Government Activities

82. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Premier:
(1) Will the Premier inform the House

whether any inquiries have been con-
ducted into serious allegations made
by the member for Greenough in the
Parliament on Wednesday, 18 June
concerning the conduct of the Govern-
ment during the recent State election
campaign?

(2) If such an investigation has been car-
ried out, has it uncovered any evi-
dence or substance to the allegations?

The SPEAKER: Order! It may well be
necessary for me to look at that ques-
tion as well.

AGRICULTURE: FARMS
Land Values

83. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is the Minister aware that land values

in some farmland areas have been
assessed by the Valuer General as
having fallen by as much as between
60 and 70 per cent?

(2) Is he aware that the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation is using
these values when determining the
equity farmer applicants have in their
property?

(3) As the new values are, in the main,
as~essed on forced sales reducing
equity of all farmers, why has not a
system been considered taking into ac-
count-
(a) value average over five to 10

years;
(b) production potential of shire;
(c) fixed improvements on the prop-

erty?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am aware that land values in

certain areas have fallen quite dra-
matically and those areas are
predominantly, in the marginal areas.
Over a period of four to five years
there was an increase in prices in those
areas which took them well above the
normal increases that applied
historically. The period to which I re-
fer is from about 1980 to 1984 or early
1985.
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The increase in the price of land gen-
erally in Western Australia has nor-
mally been very much in line with the
CPI and has been historic-ally very
much in line with productivity and the
profitability of the land. Those dra-
matic increases in prices, especially in
the marginal areas I have mentioned,
appears now, in retrospect, to have
been an aberration. The recent falls in
most, but not aUl, cases have taken the
land back to what is the normal his-
torical trend line. There might be ex-
ceptions to that, but by and large that
is the case,
The valuations made by the Valuer
General are made on the basis of sales.
The member is right because in some
cases they are made on the basis of
forced sales in particular areas. In
such cases it may be that those valu.-
ations are too low. However, the Rural
Adjustment and Finance Corporation
has no alternative, at least in its initial
assessment purposes, to accept those
valuations. To insist on on-site valu-
ations for many of these properties
would mean the applications for
funding would be held up
interminably.
In some cases I think it is correct that
lower valuations than the actual valu-
ations for properties have come in and
in those cases where a reassessment
has been requested I have been quick
to ensure that in fact on-site valu-
ations are made.
If the member has constituents who
want on-site valuations made, that can
be arranged as long as we are not
inundated with applications because
we would simply run into the situation
where they could not be done in time.
Although the impression has been
given that these valuations are critical
for the extending of Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation funding to
these people, in all the cases at which I
have looked equity has not been the
crucial factor. Rather long-term vi-
ability has been the crucial factor and
I advise that not one application,
which I have had reviewed, has been
rejected solely on the basis of equity.
It has always been a combination of
absence of long-term viability, ab-
sence of equity, or absence of any se-

curity over which any sort of a loan
can be secured which has caused
rejection of an application.
I return to the point I made earlier: It
is possible, where valuations are not
made on-site, that they are made too
low and that they should be reviewed.
In any cases where values are not ap-
propriate and should be reviewed, I
will ensure that that is undertaken as
quickly as possible.

ELECTION CAMPAIGN
Government Activities

The SPEAKER: I apologise to the member
for Subiaco. Her quesiton is in order.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) We have become used to the

member for Gascoyne and the mem-
ber for Mt Lawley making unsubstan-
tiated claims, but until now they have
been the only two. I am disappointed
that the member for Greenough is
making a late run for the leadership.

Mr Tubby: I can assure you that is not the
case.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure what
he is making a late run for, but he
seems to be challenging the member
for Gascoyne and the member for Mt
Lawley for their mantle of incredi-
bility.
Members will recall the member for
Greenough's allegations made last
Wednesday evening that an unnamed
"henchman" of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet rang the manage-
ment of Channel I1I in Geraldton dur-
ing the last week of the election
campaign and threatened that if an
advertisement inserted by local
businessmen supporting the Liberal
candidate was not withdrawn from
viewing, the station's licence would be
in jeopardy.

Mr Tubby: That is correct. That was the
information given to me by the direc-
tor of Channel 11.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Such a threat could
never be taken seriously because, of
course, my department in particular,
and the State Government in general,
have absolutely no control over tele-
vision licences. Furthermore, the
member made no effort to offer evi-
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dence which would substantiate his
claim.
Nonetheless, because of the extremely
serious nature of the allegations-that
a representative of my department
tried to stand over a television station
to silence the Government's oppo-
sition-the Government has had in-
quiries made.
I would not have been surprised if the
member for Gascoyne had said that.
In fact, he may well have said it and
perhaps the member for Greenough
picked up a piece of paper from his
desk and mistakenly boxed on from
there. The member for Gascoyne and
the member for Mt Lawley trade in
these sorts of things, but the member
for Greenough does not normally.

Mr Tubby: I do not tell lies.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying that

the member tells lies.
Mr Taylor: He is dissociating himself from

the other two.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The performance of

the other two members is the world's
worst kept secret and the member for
Greenough knows that. Nonetheless,
because of the serious nature of the
member's allegations, the Govern-
ment went to some lengths to have the
matter investigated-the member will
excuse it for doing that.
The manager of Channel I I in
Geraldton, Mr Brian Hopwood, has
assured the member for Geraldton
that to his knowledge no-one in his
organisation received such a call from
an officer of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet or from anyone
else associated with the Government.
Key people from the department, the
Government, and the Australian
Labor Party have also been
questioned and have no light to shed
on the matter. They do not know of
anyone in my department who has
been involved. The member for
Greenough will appreciate that he has
impugned my whole department.

Mr Tubby: Just your henchman.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Every person from

the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net. The member has thrown the
whole department under a shadow.

Mr Bradshaw: You have done the same for
the Police Department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that I
have done so with the Police Depart-
ment or any other department. I am
talking about the member for
Greenough and what he has had to
say. The manager of the television
station knows nothing about it.

It appears that the member for
Greenough has made a completely un-
founded allegation with the intention
of denigrating and embarrassing the
Government, me, the member for
Geraldton, or someone in the depart-
ment.

The weakness of the member's alle-
gations is further demonstrated by Mr
Hopwood's advice that the advertise-
ment was not withdrawn, as had been
claimed.

Mr Tubby: No, that was wrongly worded.,
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the whole

thing was wrongly said but the mem-
ber has had plenty of time to correct
any of his allegations and has not done
so until now. He is like the member
for Gascoyne and the member for Mt
Lawley; he hopes things will slip out
under the door. The member says
whatever comes into his mind, as they
do, does not worry about supporting
it, hopes it will go away, and that no-
one will raise the matter.

Mr Clarko: Did you do that with the Ugle
incident?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know
whether I did it with the Ugle inci-
dent, but the Liberal Government
appointed a Royal Commission.

The member for Greenough's alle-
gations appear to be as inaccurate as
the advertisement to which he refers.
This advertisement was an offensive
misrepresentation of the racial and
crime situation alleged to have existed
in Geraldton at the time of the cam-
paign.

The challenge is clearly to the member
for Greenough to produce any evi-
dence he has to support his alle-
gations, and if he is unable to do so he
should publicly apologise for grossly
misleading the Parliament.
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LIQUOR TAX
Increase

84. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) When will the proposed new level of

liquor tax be applied?
(2) Will it be retrospective?
(3) If "Yes", what will be the date?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) The Government has recognised that

if it were to introduce the new fees
from 1 July it would cause undue
hardship to the industry. For that
reason the implementation date for
the increased fees will be 1 October.
The first payment for that period-does
not become due until 31 October. In
effect that allows a four-month period
before the payment is due.

(2) and (3) The increase will not be retro-
spective and payments for the first
three months will be at the old rate.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers: CYost

85. Dr GALLOP, to the Premier-
(1) Is he aware of the current estimated

cost of preparing replies to parliamen-
tary questions and resultant expendi-
ture to date for Government depart-
ments and authorities in preparing
replies to questions?

(2) If so, will he advise the House.
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) As we shall see in a moment,

the last member to open his mouth on
this matter should be the member for
Nedlands. He spends weeks, nay
months, dreaming up the most
complex questions, one of which I
shall refer to in a moment. it is
interesting and members should be
aware of the answer to the question.
Members may be aware that questions
concerning the costs of answering par-
liamentary questions have been asked
in April 1978, April 1981, and August
1983. The average cost of answering
each question in 1978 was $89 and in
1983 it was $140- If CPI figures since
that time are taken into account, the
average cost is now $168.58 per ques-
tion. As of today there have been 552
questions on notice in the Legislative

Assembly and 213 in the other place.
On the basis of an average cost of
$169 per question, the estimated ex-
penditure in the first two weeks of
Parliament sitting is approximately
$130000.
The rights of members to ask ques-
tions of the Government are absol-
utely respected. However, members
should ensure that they do not seek
information by way of parliamentary
questions which could be obtained
more readily and at less expense by
other means.
Yesterday the member for Nedlands
who guffawed when the question was
asked, put a question on the Notice
Paper asking who is the chief execu-
tive of the Exim Corporation.
In this instance the process, included
the member writing the question; sub-
mitting it to the Clerk for retyping and
processing; transmission to the
Government Printer for insertion in
the Notice Paper; transmission to my
department for reply; a phone call
from my department to Exim for the
information; preparation of a typed
reply; copies of the replies for the clerk
at Hansard; transmission of the reply
to the House; subsequent distribution
to the members of the media and
Hansard; and printing in the daily,
weekly, and final volumes of Hansard.
In the light of all that time and ex-
pense, it is reasonable to suggest that
the member could have obtained the
information by a telephone call to
Exim in less time than it took him to
write the question.

Mr Clarke: Is this answer costing $ 169?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If it is, it is money

well spent in trying to educate you
mob. I have instructed my department
that if it receives questions like this it
should make an inquiry quite
legitimately. That inquiry could just
as easily have been made by the mem-
ber for Nedlands and circumvented
the whole process. What a dopey ques-
tion!

Mr Laurance interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Gascoyne is like the member for Dale;
in future all questions on the Notice
Paper must be signed by two
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witnesses, provided that one of them
is not the member for Mt Lawley.

Mr Laurance: I know that you are ill-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Will the member for

Gascoyne stop babbling on.
It is appreciated that members of both
sides of the House may have been
guilty of abusing the system of parlia-
mentary questions in the past, but if
members Wish the system to work for
their benefit they have a responsibility
to ensure that it is used sensibly.

LAND LEASES
Mfarine and Leisure Lid

86. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for
Lands:

Would the Minister please advise the
House of the reason for his decision to
approve the transfer of leases to Mar-
inc and Leisure Ltd in North
Fremantle?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
I notice that in tonight's edition of the
Daily News concern is expressed about
the transfer of the lease.
The transfer did not take place with-
out due consideration and, in fact, I
met a number of people before
transferring the lease, including rep-
resentatives of the residents associ-
ation in North Fremantle, and
MacGill from the Fremantle City
Council. That discussion lasted at
least two and a half hours and we can-
vassed the matters concerned. Arising
from that I endeavoured to find out
why they did not want the lease trans-

ferred and the nature of their problem.
It would appear that they saw this
transer of lease as an opportunity to
turn back the clock so that they, as
fairly recently arrived residents in
North Fremantle, would have access
to the river foreshore.

Anyone who has travelled along that
pant of the river would know that for
many years marine industry has been
part of that river foreshore. Things
have not changed much in recent
weeks.

What the people of North Fremantle
and Cr MacGill wanted was for me, as
the Minister, to use the opportunity to
turn the clock back to pre-World War
11 days when, at that stage, there was
very little marine industry on that part
of the Swan River foreshore. At the
same time, they wanted me to say to
Marine and Leisure Industries, which
had entered into quite a substantial
contract to buy this land, that its
money was wasted and in fact, it
would not be able to do what it sought
to do.

I thought that was most inappropriate.
It was a deal of a commercial nature
and should not be stymied by a Minis-
ter who decided that this was the time
to turn back the clock. Cr MacGill
considered that my actions were irres-
ponsible and called me iresponsible. I
have no doubt that Cr MacGill at this
stage may consider my actions irres-
ponsible. but I also have no doubt that
at a later stage he will call me when he
wants me.
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