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

HEALTH: MENTAL
Accommodation, and After-care: Petition

MR TROY (Mundaring) [2.17 p.m.]: I have a
petition signed by 633 residents of Western
Australia addressed as follows-

We, the undersigned, request increased
after-care and provision of more suitably
graded accommodation for people suffering
from mental illness.

To be included in this, the following facili-
ties:

I.- A flying squad consisting of trained
personnel, able to deal with crisis
situations in the home.

2. Graded hostel accommodation with
single rooms, and group homes with
supervision and/or organised ther-
apy.

3. Independent units with subsidised
rents, together with frequent and
prolonged visits from Community
Care nurses.

4. The availability of some form of
domestic help, such as Silver Chain
domiciliary help.

5. Grading of accommodation
depending on independence and
capability of the tenant.

6. More frequent and prolonged visits
from after-care staff for those living
at home.

7. Some form of community awareness
program to dispel misconceptions
about mental illness.

8. The setting up of more 'drop in'
centres for people to attend during
the day, as an alternative to work-
shops and therapy centres..

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

1 certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders
of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. S3.)

BILLS (7): INTRODUCTON AND FIRST
READING

1. Equal Opportunity Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Brian

Burke (Minister for Women's
Interests), and read a first time.

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

Burke (Premier), and read a first time.
3. Acts Amendment (Fair Representation)

Bill,
Dill introduced, on motion by Mr Tonkin

(Minister for Parliamentary and Elec-
toral Reform), and read a first time.

4. Road Traffic Amendment Bill.
Dill introduced, on motion by Mr Carr

(Minister for Police and Emergency
Services), and read a first time.

5. Grain Marketing Amendment Bill.
6. Wheat Marketing Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Evans
(Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time.

7. Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare
Bill.

Dill introduced, on motion by Mr Parker
(Minister for Minerals and Energy),
and read a first time.

JURIES AMENDMENT DILL
Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dtindas-Minister for
Transport) [2.26 p.m.J:- I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

At present, the Juries Act 1957 exempts from jury
service a large number of specified occupations. In
addition, section 6(2) provides for the Governor,
by proclamation, to exempt specified classes of
persons who are in the service of the State, where
such exemption is necessary to prevent serious in-
convenience to the public.

Over the years, this power has been exercised in
a rather haphazard way. By 1977 there were very
many inconsistencies and anomalies in the system
and the question of exemption from jury service
was then referred to the Law Reform Com-
Mission.

The commission reported in June 1980-project
No. 71-and the Bill is based on its
recommendations. The commission recommended
that the present system of exemption be replaced
by categories of "ineligibility" and entitlements to
"excusal as of right". This is similar to the system
which operates in the United Kingdom, New
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South Wales and Victoria. Clause 6 of the Bill
implements this recommendation.

The commission also recommended that the dis-
criminatory right which allows a woman, but not a
man, to cancel her liability for jury service be
abolished, together with the right of a woman to
be excused from attendance at a particular trial on
special grounds which apply only to women. Con-
sistent with the Government's policies in respect of
discrimination, it is proposed to implement these
recommendations.

At present, enrolment as a voter for the Legis-
lative Assembly renders a person liable to serve as
a juror. That general position is not affected by
this Bill.

The Bill provides that the following persons will
not be eligible to serve as jurors-

(1) Those listed in part I of the second
schedule-judges and others acting in a
judicial capacity, legal practitionecrs,
members of Parliament, and others
involved in the administration of justice,
including policemen, some Crown Law
officers and prison officers;

(2) those aged 65 and over.

It is also provided that the following persons will
not be qualified to serve as jurors-

(1) Persons who have been convicted of
serious criminal offences, and who have
received no pardon;

(2) persons who have served a sentence of
imprisonment, been detained in an insti-
tution for juvenile offenders, been on
parole, or been the subject of a probation
order within five years;

(3) persons who do not understand the
English language;

(4) persons who because of infirmity of mind
or body, including defective hearing, are
incapable of discharging the duty of a
juror.

It is proposed that the following persons be
excused from serving as jurors-

(1) As of right, those persons mentioned in
part 11 of the second schedule-persons
employed in emergency services; doctors,
and other professionals whose work is in
tending to people's health; those fully
committed to the propagation of religion;
pregnant women and persons having the
Cull-time care of children or invalids;

(2) those who can persuade the court, a
judge or a summoning officer that they
have good cause, pursuant to the third

schedule of the Bill, to be excused on the
grounds of illness, undue hardship, re-
cent jury service, or circumstances of
sufficient weight, importance, or ur-
gency.

MrT Peter Jones: Have you got something to hide
in this Bill? We cannot hear a word you are say-
ing.

Mr Davies: You only have to ask the Minister to
speak up and he will be happy to do so.

Mr GRILL: I did not realise members could not
hear mec.

The Bill contains a new provision--clause
20-which provides that every person summoned
to serve as a juror shall receive a notice containing
information as to the grounds on which a person
may be excused. The notice will also inform the
person summoned as to how ineligibility or dis-
qualification is to be established, should that be
necessary. Where ineligibility or disqualification is
established, the sheriff will issue a certificate to
that effect-clause 21[-in the same way as a cer-
tificate of permanent exemption is issued under
existing section 34A(2). Clause 25 provides that
certificates which have already been issued will
continue in effect, and that the persons holding
those certificates will not be liable to serve as
jurors.

Another new provision is found in proposed sec-
tion 34B-clause 22. This requires the summoning
officer to explain to those who have appeared in
answer to their summonses that they must disclose
to him, or to the court, the existence of any of the
factors referred to in the fourth schedule,
namely-

(1) Any incapacity by reason of infirmity of
mind or body that may affect the dis-
charge of the duty of a juror;

(2) lack of understanding of the English
language;

(3) any family relationship or acquaintance-
ship with those conducting or involved in
the trial; and

(4) any other reason that there may be bias
or likelihood of bias.

These new provisions reflect the recommendations
of the commission.

The remainder of the Bill is concerned with
incidental matters, including the mechanics of
preparing the jury lists, the summoning of those
from whom the jury is to be selected, and the
selection of those who are to serve on the particu-
lar jury.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.
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PARLIAMENT WEEK
Ministerial Statement

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [2.33 p.m.]: I seek leave to make a minis-
terial statement in relation to Parliament Week.

Leave granted.

Mr TONKIN: I thank the House for its indul-
gence. By now, members are well aware that we
are in the middle of Parliament Week. I believe
most Western Australians are aware of it; they are
even, perhaps, seeing parliamentarians in a new
light. At a vital time in Parliament-in the Budget
session and when several important measures are
due for debate-their elected representatives are
seen to be involving themselves in the democratic
process in another way. They are discussing it as
well as carrying on the process. If members like to
think of Parliament as a stage-and a lot of elec-
tors do-they are reviewing the play as well as
taking part in it. And, in this building this week,
they are hosts as well as legislators.

In this State and this country, we treasure
democratic principles. On both sides of this
House, we often quote them during a debate to
make a point. The people who put us here often
quote them; though, as often as not, they say that
something is undemocratic rather than demo-
cratic. But they are well aware of the norm of
civilised government; in Australia, it is a fair go
for all.

In any free society, the price of liberty is eternal
vigilance. Being vigilant implies an understanding
of the democratic process. Unless there is an
understanding of it, people may be undware of
subtle changes in the hierarchy of Government
that can lead to disaster, not only for democracy
but also for nations. There are a number of
examples of that in modern times.

I believe that Parliament Week will, through
education and involvement, improve the vital
understanding of our parliamentary system. It will
also help to counter the kind of apathy that can
cause too many of our constituents to say things
like, "promise, promises," or, "it doesn't matter
what we say, they'll do it their way", or even,
.,never trust a Polly". Obviously we have our own
roles to play in the system. We, above all others,
have to uphold democratic principles, not only in
words but also in deeds.

What all this means is that we should never take
our parliamentary institutions for granted. Similar
institutions have been taken for granted down the
centuries, and have failed. Democracy survives in
a substantial part of the world, but sadly, not Over

most or it. I think it is a sobering thought that
millions of people who, 30 or 40 years ago, lived
under a democratic system, no longer live under
that system. Therefore, we cannot afford to take
for granted democratic institutions.

It was appropriate that soil from the Acropolis
was brought to the steps of this Parliament, not
because we deserve any singular accolade because
of the excellence of our own institution, but be-
cause a few grains of earth have demonstrated,
quite dramatically, that democracy has survived
for 2 000 years.

Parliament Week has been endorsed by the
Speaker of this House and the President of the
Legislative Council. It is the first project of its
kind to be attempted in WA and is thought to be
the first of its kind in Australia. Parliament Week
has three aims-

to foster discussion on the meaning of par-
liamentary democracy and the rights and
responsibilities of all citizens in a democracy;

to focus on the history and the on-going
nature of constitutional and parliamentary
reform in Western Australia; and

to increase public awareness of the role of
Parliament.

Public participation has involved-or is involv-
ing-a big range of activities. There is an exhi-
bition in Government House or, "A history of par-
liamentary reform in Western Australia". This
will be touring the regional centres of Albany,
Bunbury, Geraldton, Port Hedland and Karratha.

On Friday, there will be an open-air forum in
Forrest Place at which the Speaker of this House
and the President of the upper House will lead
discussions on bow the people can be more closely
involved in the parliamentary process.

It is pleasing that the discussions will take place
in one of this country's most famous forums, one
which has often, in the past, allowed the free and
sometimes vigorous expression of different points
of view. That is how it should be in a democracy.

On Saturday, at Murdoch University, there will
be an all-day seminar on "Progress towards parlia-
mentary democracy in Western Australia".

Tours of Parliament have been arranged for
every day this week.

Many members of Parliament have hosted, Or
will host, functions in their electorates. I pay trib-
ute to all members of Parliament who have done
their best to see that this inaugral Parliament
Week will be a success.

The participation of youth in Parliament Week
has been particularly pleasing. On Monday, the
final debate of the youth Parliament was held in
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this Chamber. On Friday, the final debates by
primary school and high school students will be
heard in the Chambers of both Houses. The stan-
dard of debate has been such that some among us
need to look to our laurels.

There has been a poster competition for primary
and high school students. An outstanding contri-
bution has been made by the curriculum branch of
the Education Department, which has produced a
50-page resource kit for teachers. The kit will
mean that the education element in Parliament
Week will continue well into the future. I pay
tribute to all who prepared the kit. I understand
that all members have a copy of it. I have looked
at it closely and I believe that it is attractively and
interestingly presented. It will augur well for the
continuation of our democracy if we can get our
young people more interested in the parliamentary
process and in the whole political process.

One of the most illuminating competitions
organised for Parliament Week was that
requesting submissions from the public on how
people could become involved in our parliamen-
tary system. Members will recall that the first
prize was a six-night, seven-day holiday for two in
Canberra. But the number of entries in response to
a small newspaper advertisement was, in the
words of one of the judges, "Amazing". So, in-
deed, were some of the submissions.

A Port Hedland elector suggested that members
of Parliament have "at-homes" in Parliament
House, with refreshments being served. "it is not
enough," the elector said, "for people to sit silently
in the visitors' gallery".

A Claremont elector, with a gift for alliteration,
had a similar idea for the expansion of hospitality
facilities in Harvest Terrace. She suggested that
we "turn on tasty tucker-time treats to townies
and tourists with thrifty teas, takeaways, theatre
suppers at a trendy, thought-provoking tavern at
the top of the town".

But only a few of the entries were deliberately
humorous or plainly cynical. Most of them made
thoughtful suggestions on how people could be-
come more closely involved with the parliamen-
tary process.

One person thought that involvement ought to
be so close that electors in the visitors', gallery
should be able to ask questions, during question
time, of anybody on the floor of the house.

Mr Parker: You would get a bit of quality in the
questions.

Mr TONKIN: More. Provided the Speaker al-
lowed the question, the elector ought to be able to
make a short speech. There are echoes, here, for
democracy in ancient Greece.

Members will be glad to hear that politics as a
profession was not attacked, though we were
warned to be on our toes. A Balcatta elector said
"Politicians ought to be made to study psychology
and the social sciences as well as learning another
language. They should also be trained in oratory,
which should be a prerequisite".

A Perth elector said, "All politicians should
take a Bible course to teach them truth, love, and
understanding". Another asked that Parliament
be put on television so that "we can see for our-
selves who is present, who is snoozing and who is
really interested in the country and its people".

Broad concern was expressed about apathy
towards the parliamentary process. A Wembley
Downs elector thought that not enough people
valued democracy. He wrote, with obvious sin-
cerity, "In the belief that people will not really
appreciate something good until they have experi-
enced the opposite, a mock coup should be staged.
I envisage that a group of fanatics-right or left-
wing-take our Parliament House and rule by a
decree for a short time".

Two themes ran strongly through the entries.
Both are highly relevant to the democratic process
and to Parliament Week. One was the need for
members to be more accessible in their electorates
or in Perth. Among the suggestions were-

Regular public meetings in electorates-at
least once a month-so that local members
could answer questions, explain impending
legislation and receive direction.

There should be free mailbox services in
every electorate. Constituents would place
their letters in the mailbox, and expect
prompt answers from their elected represen-
tatives and not from the bureaucracy

It should also be possible for constituents to
contact their members anywhere in the State
for the cost of a local telephone call.

The second theme was that electors were unable to
make reasoned judgments about important
measures in Parliament. Sometimes they were not
even aware that measures were being debated, and
by the time they had found out, a Bill had been
either passed or lost. It was suggested that the
media provide information, once a week and to all
parts of the State, on measures being debated or
about to be debated, and that both sides of an
issue be fairly put by an unbiased person, Or even
by a committee.

There were many calls for the proceedings of
State Parliament to be broadcast or
televised-even in edited versions-so that people
could make up their minds on controversial mat-
ters and make submissions to their members.
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There was even a suggestion that arguments for
and against a Bill be printed on posters and
pasted, Chinese wallposter-style, on the wails of
supermarkets.

It could be said that some of the suggestions
were naive or impracticable, but I believe that the
competition was a marked success. It should give
many of us food for thought. Certainly it showed
that many Western Australians are concerned
about the parliamentary process; indeed, that they
do not take democracy for granted.

I also believe that Parliament Week has been a
success and that it will create interest in other
States. It has been so successful that the Govern-
menit has given an undertaking that it will become
an annual event in Western Australia.

Congratulations are due to those who conceived
and organised it and to those who have
participated.

I commend Parliament Week to all members of
this House.

In conclusion I would like to emphasise that the
concept of Parliament Week has been based upon
something which I believe to be undoubtedly true;
that is, that any social institution which is not
formally rooted in the population at large, and in
which the population at large do not participate,
cannot hope to survive for very long. As we value
our parliamentary institution we should see to it
that people attend it and become more and more
involved with the process.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [2.45 p.m.]: In the first paragraph of his
statement to Parliament the Minister said the fol-
lowing in relation to legislators-

In this building this week they are hosts as
well as legislators.

In saying that the Minister perhaps
which underlines the Opposition's
Parliament Week from the time it
aware it was to occur.

made a point
approach to
first became

Approximately half t'he hosts from both Houses
of Parliament were not consulted in relation to
Parliament Week. They were not asked whether it
should be held; they were not asked when it should
be held; they were not asked about the form it
should take; they were not asked to participate in
any of the planning or in the processes by which it
was established. This involved half the members of
Parliament who, of course, are the members of the
Opposition in this House and in the Legislative
Council.

Mr Davies: Why has the President of the Coun-
cil given his endorsement to Parliament Week?

Mr HASSELL: The President holds an office as
President of the Legislative Council and is not, in
that capacity, a representative of the Opposition.

I first became aware of Parliament Week about
four or five weeks ago when I received a letter
from the Government's officer-Mr Hunt-who
was appointed to prepare for and co-ordinate Par-
liament Week. Prior to that date I had no know-
ledge that there was to be a Parliament Week, and
neither did my colleagues, with the exception of
the President of the Legislative Council in his
capacity as President in relation to the aspects of
Parliament Week to be held in Parliament House.
He was not involved in the planning of Parliament
Week, its formation, or anything concerning the
events that have taken place away from Parlia-
ment House.

I discovered, from a parliamentary question to
the Minister, that Mr Hunt was appointed to his
position as long ago as March and presumably he
was working on Parliament Week from that time.

This week is not Parliament Week at all, it is
Government week. There is no possible way-

Mr Davies: You are having a sad day in respect
of Parliament Week and the Press.

Mr HASSELL: -in which there can be a legit-
imate Parliament Week when half the members of
Parliament have been left out of it.

Several members interjected.
Mr Tonkin: You were invited and you decided

not to play. You are a spoilt little boy.
Mr HASSELL: I listened in silence to the

statement made by the Minister. The Opposition
gave him leave to make the statement despite the
sirength of its feelings about what the Minister is
doing and he should have the decency to listen to
what I have to say in relation to his speech which
was not interrupted by members of the Oppo-
sition.

There can be no legitimate or genuine Parlia-
ment Week when half the members of Parliament
have been excluded from the deliberations, con-
siderations, organisation, and even the most basic
matter of convenience.

As the Minister said, during this week the legis-
lators are hosts as well as legislators. When have
members heard of a host who did not have any
part in the invitation to the guests? When have
members heard of hosts who did not have any
part in setting the date or time on which they
would be inviting their guests?

It is not as though the Opposition waited for
Parliament Week to take place before it raised
this matter or expressed its displeasure about it.
The matter was raised by me in Parliament, the
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proper place, the moment it came to my attention.
I wrote to the Minister and told him the Oppo-
sition would give its full support to a genuine
Parliament Week. I indicated that if he was pre-
pared to approach the matter as a Parliament
Week and not as a Government week we would be
prepared to respond fully and positively. We also
raised the matter by way of debate in the House.
We have received from the Minister nothing but
insult; we received insults in the debate, and I
received insults in the belated reply to my letter.
The Government completely and utterly ignored
the suggestion that half of the members of Parlia-
ment might be given some part in the question of
whether and how it be held.

On that basis you, Mr Speaker, despite your
statement yesterday and your request to members,
will understand the lack of enthusiasm for Parlia-
ment Week on this side of the House.

I note that the Minister has now announced that
Parliament Week is to be an annual event. That
announcement has been made by the Government
and the Minister is presumably referring to a rep-
etition of Government Week.

We see the Minister referring to part of the
programme of Parliament Week: A debate at
Murdoch University on what is referred to as
"progress towards parliamentary democracy i n
Western Australia". That statement contains the
implication that we have not yet reached a parlia-
mentary democracy in Western Australia and is,
of course, in itself a highly contentious and biased
title for the seminar. We have seen the whole
programme put together on the basis that the
Government seeks to use Parliament Week as a
backdrop to the introduction of legislation which
received its first reading today. That legislation,
even in the manner of its presentation, is put in a
biased and contentious way. I quote-

That leave be given to introduce a Bill for
an Act to provide for fair representation of
the people in Parliament so that each elector
has the right to cast a vote that is, as nearly
as practicable, equal in value to each other
vote cast,

That contentious statement relates to a matter
which is not accepted by half of the Parlia-
ment-the proposition that we do not have fair
representation unless we have the particular form
of representation that this Minister believes is ap-
propriate and proper. The proposition, in fact, to
which the Opposition subscribes is that fair rep-
resenitation requires that the considerable disad-
vantages faced by people out of the city and away
in distant places should be balanced in the form of
that representation.

Increasingly, we see an attitude displayed by the
Minister and in the statement made by you, Mr
Speaker, which is at variance with the facts as we
see them. Parliament Week has been brought on
by the Government without consultation; it has
been brought on under planning by a Government
officer without any involvement of the Parliament
or members of Parliament, or any approval. Of
course, it would not be appropriate for members of
Parliament to actually undertake the Organisation,
but this Government might have achieved a lot
more and certainly would have achieved a united
and concerted endeavour together if it had ap-
proached this matter with even a semblance of
courtesy, involving the basic decency of how
things are approached.

We seem to have reached a pass in which the
Opposition has been left with no choice but to say
that because the Government will not do this thing
correctly, because it is not interested in genuinely
holding a Parliament Week, but is interested only
in suiting its own convenience and furthering its
own propaganda, the Opposition will not take part
in some of the events. We have never said that we
boycott Parliament Week; and that is not OUr
intention. Individual members may be involved in
a number of events. I went to the front of Parlia-
ment House yesterday during the presentation
from the Greek Consul as a courtesy to him. How-
ever, in relation to no event that does not involve a
courtesy to people outside Parliament will I have
anything to do with what has been put up by this
Government, because it is not genuine; it never
was genuine and as long as this Minister is in
charge of this sort of Organisation it never will be
genuine.

BAIL AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [2.56 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Bail Act was enacted at the end of 1982, but
was not proclaimed at that time, pending the
drafting of relevant regulations. When these were
circulated for comment to appropriate judicial
officers, attention was drawn to serious adminis-
trative difficulties which would result from procla-
mation of the Act in its present form. Amend-
ments are therefore necessary and are the subject
of this Bill.

In general, the Act requires the provision of
more information to and by defendants and
sureties. This is to ensure that they are aware of
their respective rights and obligations. The em-
phasis on the provision of adequate information
places a day-to-day burden on the officers who
administer the bail system.

1423



1424 ASSEMBLY]

The Bill proposes to reduce the resulting admin-
istrative burden as far as possible without
detracting from the Act's philosophy.

It is proposed to amend the Act in the following
respects.

Section 8 requires the disclosure of all relevant
information by the defendant to the Officer author-
ised to grant bail. It is proposed that a judicial
officer may dispense with this requirement where
bail is likely to be granted and the information in
the possession of the officer is sufficient for his
consideration of the case. Clause 6 of the Bill
effects these changes.

Section 11(2) requires a certificate to be
provided by the officer granting bail to the officer
in charge of the lock-up or prison where the de-
fendant is held. In some cases, the officer author-
ised to grant bail is also in charge of the lock-up
and it is proposed that where the one person per-
forms both functions, a certificate shall not be
necessary. Clause 7 achieves this.

Section 26 presently requires the completion of
a bail record form on all occasions. It is proposed
that in respect of applications before magistrates
and judges, it shall be enough to keep a record of
the application together with reasons for the grant
or refusal. This is the effect of clause 11.

Other difficulties not directly related to the pro-
vision of information are expected to arise if the
Act is proclaimed in its present form. The Bill
therefore proposes additional amendments in the
following areas.

Section 7(3) of the Act provides that where bail
has been refused by a Supreme Court judge, the
defendant on each subsequent appearance before
the court may request to again go before the Su-
preme Court. In view of the backlog of cases be-
fore the Supreme Court, and the lack of necessity
for this unlimited right, clause 5 proposes that the
defendant should be entitled to go before a Su-
preme Court judge on a subsequent occasion only
where circumstances have changed since his bail
was refused on a previous application, or where he
failed adequately to present his case for bail on
that occasion.

Section 14 provides a right of appeal to a judge
of the Supreme Court when bail has been refused
by a judicial officer at a lower level. It is proposed
to amend section 14 to restrict this ability to one
application unless circumstances similar to those
proposed in respect of section 7 justify a further
application. This is the effect of clause 8.

Section 15 provides the Supreme
exclusive jurisdiction to grant bail
fence for which the defendant is

Court with an
where the of-
in custody is

punishable by death or imprisonment for life. The
major relevant offences are wilful murder, mur-
der, rape, and armed robbery.

It is proposed by clause 9 to limit the operation
of section 15 to the offences listed therein, the
major ones being wilful murder and murder. The
restricted range of offences will minimise the
transport problems which would otherwise arise
from the Supreme Court's exclusive jurisdiction.

It is also proposed to expand a useful provision
of the Act in respect of simple offences. Section 1S
provides that a deposit of up to $100 will produce
a right to be at liberty without Formal require-
ments of bail with respect to offences punishable
by a fine of not more than $100 or imprisonment
for one month, or both. Section 19 provides that
the deposit is refunded if the defendant appears,
but otherwise he is convicted in his absence and
the deposit applied to any fine. it is proposed by
clause 9 to treble the amount so as to cover ad-
ditional appropriate simple offences.

Other matters dealt with by the Bill are as fol-
lows.

Clause 5 expressly makes it clear that an appli-
cation for bail may be made during trial.

Clause 17 proposes to amend section 49. That
section provides for the forfeiture of money to the
Crown by a surety where the defendant fails to
comply with his bail undertaking. It is proposed to
tighten up these obligations by the deletion of
subsection (l)(c) of section 49 and restricting
subsection (l)(d)(i) of section 49 to excessive
hardship caused by a change in circumstances
after the date on which the surety undertaking
was entered into. This is consistent with the
Government's stated view of section 49 when the
Act was first introduced.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, an motion by Mr Mensaros.

ACTS AMENDMENT (INSOLVENT ESTATES)
BILL

Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [3.04 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
In 1972 the Law Reform Commission was asked
to report on the law relating to trusts and the
administration of estates. As part of its work on
that reference, the commission has issued reports
dealing with distribution on intestacy-project
No. 34, part I-and administration bands and
sureties--project No. 34, part 11. The
recommendations of these reports were largely
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implemented by the Administration Act Amend-
ment Act 1976.

In December 1978, the commission reported on
the administration of deceased insolvent es-
tates-project No. 34, part Ill. The Bill is based
on the recommendations of that report, which de-
scribed the present legal framework in respect of
deceased insolvent estates as complex and obscure.

At present, there are three different procedures
by which an insolvent estate may be administered.
Different practical consequences arise from each
procedure and the choice of which procedure is to
be applied in any particular case depends on the
discretion of the administrator of the estate. The
three procedures are as follows-

(1) informal administration out of court;,
(2) formal administration under the pro-

visions of the Bankruptcy Act 1966; and
(3) administration pursuant to an order of

the Supreme Court.
The first of these procedures is the most com-
monly used as it minimises legal formality and
expense. Unfortunately, the law in respect of this
procedure is difficult to ascertain, being a comibi-
nation of common law principles and statutory
rules from a variety of enactments.

Clause 5 of the Bill will have the effect of mak-
ing the procedure to be followed in future cases
both uniform and certain. In every instance, the
rules to be applied must be those in the fifth
schedule, which are essentially the rules in force
under the Commonwealth law of bankruptcy.

The fifth schedule scheme will, unlike the bank-
ruptcy rules, permit claims for unliquidated sums.
An important consequence of adopting the bank-
ruptcy rules is that the Crown in right of the
Commonwealth and the State will lose its common
law right of priority. It is made clear that this is
intended by the proposed new section I OA.

One of the features of informal administration
is that it permits preference between creditors.
Provided the personal representative has paid all
claims of higher priority of which he is aware, he
has a right to choose from among the remaining
creditors who shall receive payment first. The
reason for this rule was to permit the personal
representative to pay claims as they were received,
without being left with a liability to those which
had not come in before the estate was exhausted.
The commission recommended that this right be
abolished. Clause 4 of the Bill does so and pro-
vides additional protection for the personal rep-
resentative who makes payment in good faith.

In general, the Dill will have the effect of sim-
plifying and consolidating the law.

1 commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.

DENTAL PROSTHETIST'S BELL
In Committee

Resumed from I8 September. The Chairman of
Committees (Mr Barnett) in the Chair; Mr Hodge
(Minister for Health) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 25: Offences as to licensing-
Progress was reported after the clause had been

partly considered.
Mr HODGE: When I moved that progress be

reported last night, the member for Gascoyne, on
behalf of the Opposition, had made the point that
a fine of $200 for an offence under clause 25 was
inadequate. I undertook to give the matter con-
sideration. I did so overnight and I sought advice.
I am inclined to the view, on reflection, that the
member for Gascoyne is right. I make the sugges-
tion to him that perhaps the fine should be
increased to $1 000. If that is acceptable to the
Opposition, I am prepared to move in that direc-
tion.

Mr BRADSHAW: It is pleasing that the Minis-
ter is prepared to review the matter and come up
with a more adequate fine. A fine of $1 000 is
more in line with the offence. As we said last
night, $200 is a fairly paltry fine when the amount
of money that could be achieved by making false
declarations is much more than that. With the
passing of time, such a small sum soon becomes
extremely paltry.

Clause 26 provides a fine of $2 000 for trying to
imply that one is a dental prosthetist, and the two
actions are fairly similar. In one case, a person is
prepared to make a false claim in order to become
licensed. In the other case, he is implying that he
is a prosthetist. Our side is quite happy to go along
with afine of S I 000-

Mr LAURANCE: I support the member for
Murray-Wellington, and I thank the Minister for
his extra study of this clause. I do not pretend to
have expertise in setting penalties-I have never
done it before in my life-but in our close con-
sideration of this Bill we discussed the contents
with a great number of people, and this was one of
the shortcomings we came up with. We felt it was
a fairly light penalty.

As the member for Murray-Wellington said,
these penalties start off being light and after a
short time they become completely inappropriate;
we could have to come back here to amend the
Bill.

The penalty in this clause seemed far too lenient
when compared With the penalty under clause 26;
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it is only one-tenth of the latter. The Minister put
me on the spot last night when he said, "if you
consider that figure inappropriate what figure
would you consider appropriate?" The member
for Murray- Wellington and I also had some dis-
cussion overnight and we were going to suggest
today that it should be a figure of $500 or SI1000.
That would be more appropriate than $200. I hope
I never meet anybody who gets fined the maxi-
mum penalty under this clause because he might
not be very happy with my involvement with this
penalty. I have not been involved with setting pen-
alties in the past. In many cases when legislation
comes before the Parliament members try to make
the proposed penalties lighter, with the exception
of matters such as drugs, where generally the
legislators try to insist that the penalties are
heavier. I have not been involved in having
penalities increased before. On this occasion it
appeared to me and my colleagues with whom I
discussed it, that a considerable amount of money
could be involved when people were engaged in
this form of work, and if the penalty was to be an
effective deterrent, it should have some relation to
the income that could be acquired by this activity.
If that is to be the case, $200 would not be a
deterrent to anyone making a considerable
amount of money out of that practice. If the figure
were more substantial it would give him cause for
thought as to whether he should proceed. The
penalty should be significant enough to make
people stop and think whether they want to take
that sort of risk.

I thank the Minister. Despite some difficulties
in presentation by the Opposition, the Minister
started off the debate in a co-operative frame of
mind. As the evening wore on he did seem to get a
little intransigent on some of the clauses that we
were hoping to amend, but he has come up feeling
a lot better today and 1 am pleased to see we are
finishing the Committee stage in a co-operative
manner. Like the member for Murray- Wellington,
and on behalf of the Opposition, I am pleased to
accept the amendment to change the penalty to
$i 000.

Mr HODGE: I thank the Opposition for its
support of my suggestion. The amount of $1 000
has not been plucked out of the air. I did consult
Parliamentary Counsel and ask him to do a survey
of similar legislation. I am now of the view that
$1 000 is a more appropriate fine than $200. 1
tried to be receptive and flexible right through this
piece of legislation I have been prepared to accept
any reasonable amendment. The only amendments
that I was not prepared to accept were those that
went to the heart of the fundamentals of the legis-
lation which I did not believe I could agree to
change.

I am willing to consider any reasonable amend-
ment that will enhance the legislation and improve
its ability to work.

I move an amendment-

Page 17, line IlI-Delete the figure "$200" and
substitute the figure "31 000".

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 26: Offences relating to the practice of

dental prosthetics-
Mr LAURANCE: I refer members to the word-

ing of subclause (2). That is a professional re-
quirement. That subclause does carry a penalty of
$200.

In my discussions with members of the pro-
fession I have been shown a number of advertise-
ments that are used by people involved in this
field, particularly dental technicians and people
practising dental prosthetics. Some rather peculiar
names are used and I wonder whether we should
not set some other standards here. I am not
seeking an amendment; I merely raise the point
with the Minister. He may wish to have a look at
it in practice. It might be a matter that he could
refer to the advisory committee. To give an
example, there have been advertisements for
places such as "The Fang Factory", "The Denture
Centre", and so on. I do not know whether they
are appropriate, given the professional standards
required of dentists and also now that we are
opening up that profession for people who pre-
viously have been able to do this work only in an
illegal manner. They now have the opportunity to
be accepted into that professional field and certain
professional ethics are required of all professions.

It is true that a number of these ethics have
changed in recent times. One that comes to mind
particularly is the ability of people in professional
callings to advertise. This is something that has
changed in a number of professions in recent
times. A number of ethics have to be abided by
and generally we want to see a situation where we
do not have such things as "The Fang Factory"
advertised in a neon sign outside a place of busi-
ness. I do not know whether that would be appro-
priate, not that I am against advertising; far from
it. Nevertheless, if we have people doing the work
that has previously been done legally by dentists,
we should have a mind to the sort of ethics with
which dentists must comply.

I have not had the opportunity to check this
point, but I presume the Dental Act has some
requirements as to how dentists can register and
advertise and what sort of names they can use. I
ask the Minister to comment on that point for me
and also to give an undertaking that he will look at
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the requirements under the Dental Act and see
whether it is not appropriate to amend this Bill, or
at least to have a code of practice within the
regulations, or 10 have some dialogue with the
advisory committee to accommodate the pointI
am making. The advisory committee would need
to look out for inappropriate naming or advertis-
ing.

This clause does not necessarily cover the point
I am making. It is a side issue, but, nevertheless, I
thought it appropriate to refer to it here as the
clause relates to naming and penalties.

I have my own feelings as to why this clause has
been inserted. It is probably a common provision
in Bills relating to professions and I presume that
either malpractice has occurred or it is feared it is
likely to occur if we do not insert a clause of this
nature.

Therefore I ask the Minister, firstly, to give the
reason, from the draftsman's point of view and
from his point of view, for inserting this clause
and, secondly, to consider the matters I have
raised with regard to people using inappropriate
naming or advertising in such a way as to offend
against what we would expect to be the normal
ethics of the profession.

Mr HODGE: I do not disagree with the points
made by the member for Gascoyne. I give an
undertaking that I will ask the Commissioner of
Health to refer the matter of advertising to the
advisory committee. I imagine that is a matter it
would address in due course in any event, but I
shall make a point of asking the commissioner to
refer that specific point to the advisory committee
so that it can deliberate and make
recommendations on it.

I am not absolutely certain, but I think the
prohibition on dentists advertising is not in the Act
but in the rules or regulations that the board lays
down, and that is an appropriate function for the
board. Therefore, I would see a similar situation
with the advisory committee's producing a code of
ethics in respect of advertising.

The general point made by the member as to
the reason for the clause can be answered by
indicating that it is there to protect the public. We
want to ensure that no-one other than a licensed
prosthetist may actually treat members of the
public, We want to ensure that no-one other than
a licensed dental prosthetist may represent himself
as such. We want to make it quite clear that only
licensed prosthetists are able to attend the public.
This proviso will ensure that no other person can

deputise or act on behalf of a licensed dental pros-
thetist. I hope that satisfies the member. That is
the reason for the insertion of that provision.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 27 to 32 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with amendments.

CREDIT UNIONS AMENDMENT BILL

Report

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading

Leave pranted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

MR WILSON (Noliamara-Minister for Hous-
ing) [3.25 p.m.): I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

I shall make a few comments in response to a
query raised by the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition during the second reading debate when I
was not present. He made a request with respect
to a matter which he said had been represented to
the Opposition regarding amendments which
should be made to give credit unions power to lend
to corporations. He indicated that, in making
those comments, he would like the Government's
views on such a proposal in order to enable the
Opposition to clarify its own position as to
whether it might consider supporting such amend-
ments perhaps in another place.

In response to that query, I indicate that, at the
meeting of the Credit Unions Advisory Committee
on 6 August, at the request of one of the members,
consideration was given to the introduction of a
further amendment to the Bill while it was in the
Parliament, to allow credit unions to lend to other
than natural persons; that is, to corporations.

After discussion it was decided not to make any
recommendation on the matter, as, in the first
place, it was considered to be a change of major
significance affecting the basic concept of credit
unions and, secondly, because the ramifications of
such a change would need extensive research.

While recognising the need to extend the asset
base of credit unions as the financial system is

1427



1428 [ASSEMBLY]

deregulated and competition increases, it was con-
sidered also that Credit unions needed to retain a
particular identity.

At this stage, credit unions are known as
financial co-operatives for people. Each Credit
union is composed of a group of people who have a
common bond and it is considered this concept
should be retained. Should Corporations be
introduced and lending be extended to companies
and other corporate bodies, it is considered it will
be difficult to distinguish credit unions from
finance companies. The long-term effect could be
that credit unions may need to be registered under
the Companies Code, which means they would
lose their income tax advantage.

These matters and others need to be researched
more fully before the Government would be in a
position to proceed with such amendments.

In New South Wales, credit unions have asked
to widen their loans policy to include organisations
and the Cabinet of New South Wales has yet to
give approval. Even in that case it is understood
that, if approval were given, it would be selective
and possibly it would include only family
companies or trusts.

Of course, I am well aware of the Victorian
financial institutions review which was mentioned
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition during
the second reading debate. In that review it is
recommended that other co-operatives, com-
munity organisations, Government institutions,
and companies should all be permitted to be mem-
bers of credit societies subject to the requirements
of each society's commmon bond, but this is yet to
be accepted by the Victorian Government.

I make those comments in response to the query
raised by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and inform him that, although the advisory com-
mittee considered this request, it came at a very
late stage when one bears in mind that these
amendments have been considered over a period of
at least 12 months. They came Very late in the day
and, because of the potential ramifications, while
we are not opposed in principle to the concept, it
needs much fuller research before we decide to
proceed.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [3.30 p.mn.I: I thank the Minis-
ter for having taken the time to pursue those
queries raised during the second reading debate. I
very much appreciate his efforts and the fact that
he has referred the matter to the Credit Unions
Advisory Committee. The information he has sup-
plied will make it easier for us to determine our
position on this matter in another place. I hope
that following his comments today the Credit

Unions Advisory Committee will now undertake
the further research he mentioned with a view to
the Government's making a decision on the matter
in due course. I understand the complexities
involved. I also understand, as I am sure the Min-
ister does, that in this modern world credit unions
are made up of many people and that people today
hold their assets in many different forms, yet to
preclude them from holding assets with credit
unions is perhaps unfairly prohibitive.

Again I thank the Minister for the work he has
done, and we look forward to his further reports
following the further investigations and reports of
the advisory committee.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

METROPOLITAN MARKET AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 23 August.
MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for

Agriculture) [3.32 p.m.]: The member for
Katanning-Roe was concerned about the signifi-
cance that might be found in the fact that I did
not invite the chairman of the committee of in-
quiry from the other place to join me on the
visitation to which I had referred in my earlier
remarks. There is no significance in that. I pointed
out that I was responding to a request on a specific
issue by two colleagues, and that was the extent of
it.

While talking about the committee of inquiry I
might add that requests for expansion of the mar-
ket trust and other matters in connection with its
operation have been coming through at a fairly
consistent rate. I would be disposed to review the
whole situation, but it would be foolish to pre-
empt the report of the inquiry. Any action in this
regard should be deferred until I have had time to
look at the committee's report. I understand that
the committee travelled east recently and was able
to witness the operation of the new markets in
Australia. The members of the committee will no
doubt get some ideas of their own and probably
also be able to give some direction as to which
operations in WA should go.

On another point, I Was probably a little mis-
leading when I indicated that the volume of
produce sold by auction at the markets had been
maintained. In fact, that is not the case. The total
volume of throughput at the markets has been
maintained, but the increase in treaty buying and
private arrangements has been extended. The
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actual auction system has decreased to some ex-
tent.

There will always be a need for a market in the
foreseeable future even though the methods of op-
eration change and the emphasis moves from one
method of selling to another; but the integrated
overall selling pattern needs to be ensured so that
the top-up operations and the opportunity for the
competitive nature of the different kinds of selling
are available to the producers.

I thank the member for his contribution and I
commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.
Dill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs

Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Evans (Minister for
Agriculture) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Sections 13A, 133 and 13C inserted-
Mr OLD: Parking at the markets is a problem,

and it seems that the Minister went with two
members from another place to visit the mnarkets
to consider the proposition put forward to provide
parking in an area which was not being used in the
early hours of the morning, so that buyers might
have an area in which to park their vehicles and
not have to park in Wellington Street. The Minis-
ter previously indicated that plans were afoot to
provide parking at the site of the old West Perth
station. This would probably be a solution,
although it would entail buyers having to use the
other entrance to the market.

Generally it appears that the bigger private
treaty buyers are reasonably happy and that it is
the chaps who arrive with their Small trucks and
utilities to pick up their day's supplies who are
concerned about the parking. I would be grateful
if the Minister could indicate whether any ar-
rangements have been made to relieve the parking
situation in the immediate future.

Mr EVANS: The area referred to would by no
means accommodate a significant proportion of
the buyers; the area is not very large at all. It
would provide a certain benefit to a section of
buyers, but it would not alleviate the real problem
seen by the trust. The trust has been in touch with
me and has provided a plan-i n-principle of the
parking area it proposes in the railway reserve, so
hopefully the problem will be resolved in the not-
too-distant future.

I have approached my colleague, the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, to ascertain
whether it is practicable to provide some police

surveillance during the peak periods. It would re-
quite a presence for only 10 or 15 minutes. The
trust feels that once the police presence was
noticed, it would have a very salutary effect. How-
ever, my colleague has flat yet had an opportunity
to respond to my query.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-

port adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Evans

(Minister for Agriculture), and transmitted to the
Council.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 7 August.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.41 pm.]: First

of all, I thank the Minister for having approved or
not objected to the three-week adjournment which
turned out to be longer than we originally antici-
pated. At the same time it provided the oppor-
tunity not only to study the Bill, but also, of
course, to ascertain the views of people and
companies particularly involved in this matter. I
also appreciate the Minister's sending me PA
Management Consulting Services' report dated
November 1983. It is a fairly interesting report
which contains a very comprehensive description
of the problems and the possible solutions which
are connected with the State Engineering Works.
Finally, very objectively, I would like to compli-
ment the Minister on his second reading speech
and the Bill itself. We on this side of the House
often criticise second reading speeches presented
by Government Ministers as being sometimes
incomprehensible and sometimes contradictory to
the Bill, and we occasionally criticise the drafting
of Bills for having one-page-long sentences which
are fairly difficult to understand even after an
attempt to read them out a third time; but here we
have a fairly clear, comprehensive, and easy to
read Bill and second reading speech.

The Bill does what the Government wants it to
do. I not only say this because I have studied and
read it but because, as members might accept, I
know the subject fairly well, having been in charge
of the State Engineering Works for three years,
being the predecessor of the Minister for Works in
the previous Government. I appreciate that his
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description does not endeavour, as so often they
do, to gloss over or hide things.

His speech showed the facts as they exist. The
Opposition is not in an easy position. We do not
like the Government's being in business unless no
private enterprise can do a particular job and un-
less the Government business is essential from the
point of view of the public as is, for instance, the
State Energy Commission, the Metropolitan
Water Authority, the Public Works Department
engineering division, and certain sections of
Westra il. Despite the fact that we do not think this
applies to the State Engineering Works, currently,
being in Opposition, we cannot prevent the
Government from doing the business that it wants
to do whether it be in the mining industry or
wherever. The Government has shares in mining
enterprises. We cannot prevent the Government's
doing business with sharebrokers or through the
Western Australian Development Corporation,
nor can we prevent if from doing real estate busi-
ness.

Recently the Press reported that the Govern-
ment wanted to develop a technical college site. It
might be an interesting exercise for same alert real
estate people who join Government companies
which are in the headlines, not thinking about the
averaging out factor. We cannot even prevent the
Government from engaging in the catering or res-
taurant business. We observed recently that in
technical colleges the Government does this. The
Government has equity in manufacturing indus-
tries of which the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment is so proud. We cannot Prevent these involve-
ments because most of it does not need new legis-
lation. It is simply done requiring administrative
action and therefore is within the ambit of the
executive of the Administration, and that is the
Government.

Even if this Bill were rejected, the Government
would and could continue the State Engineering
Works but under less restraint and less public
supervision and to the greater disadvantage of
competitive industry and the taxpayer. We do not
like the Bill, yet some of its aspects bring the SEW
more under the auspices of some sort of super-
vision by the board and, I suppose, by the share-
holders who are the people represented by us in
Parliament.

Mr Mclver: Is it the Opposition's intention to
oppose this measure?

Mr MENSAROS: We reluctantly support the
Bill, although we will suggest some amendments
to strengthen these restraints of unfair cornpe-
titian. The Government itself told us that it
wanted the State Engineering Works to compete

equally with private business. I tried to ind an
analogy for our feelings in reluctantly supporting
this Bill and the best I could come up with was the
example of a loving daughter who has passed her
late twenties, whose parents obviously want her to
marry. This cannot be achieved and just because
the parents want her to marry they would not in
the meantime deny her the comforts of home and
give her the little extras which make life better for
her and which perhaps make her chances of being
married greater. This is how I view the effect of
this legislation if the Bill is passed, particularly
with my amendments. Our chances when we again
become the Government to dispose of the State
Engineering Works to private industry one way or
the other might be even better.

I want to touch briefly on the history of the
State Engineering Works, despite the fact that the
Minister has given a very clear description of it. I
will supplement his description particularly with
events which occurred during our nine years in
Government. This is important politically and I
will try to relate this, particularly as it is import-
ant from the point of view of debating in a faithful
and exact manner; although being in Opposition
and without having the benefit of files, one per-
haps has a little more poetic licence, particularly
when one talks about events retrospectively.

Soon after we gained office in 1974 the question
of the State Engineering Works was raised in
Cabinet, through the then Minister for Works
(now Sir Desmond O'Neil), because most of its
equipment was outmoded, the buildings were dil-
apidated, and safety factors were not the best. All
in all it was an inefficient business. The
recommendation of the Public Works Department
was that the new Government should invest capi-
tal and upgrade first the foundry, then the other
parts of the works.

A Cabinet subcommittee was appointed, which
consisted of the Minister for Works, the Minister
for Transport-who was the now resigned member
for Mt. Lawley, who was involved through
Westrail which had a large engineering work-
shop-and the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment, who was myself. The task of the
subcommittee was not to accept or reject the
recommendation of the Public Works Depart-
ment, but to choose and recommend five options,
which were: To discontinue and sell the
works-that is, the land and the equipment; to sell
the works as a going concern; to relocate it as a
Government concern, because the land was
valuable; to leave it as it was, without investing
money; or to invest, as was recommended by the
Public Works Department.
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Inquiries were made by me, as Minister for
Industrial Development, but no-one was interested
in purchasing this State Engineering Works as a
going concern. Industry knew if it did so it would
not be a viable concern; it would have to invest as
recommended by the Public Works Department.

The Chamber of Manufacturers was consulted.
Of course, that chamber was the predecessor of
the present Confederation of Western Australian
Industry. The chamber's view-which was not
unanimous-was that we should retain the State
Engineering Works, because it would keep certain
works in Western Australia. It would prevent
works from leaving the State because of lack of
capacity, and going to the Eastern States or
outside Australia. Because of the practice of other
engineering works, the SEW could be used as a
subcontractor to do work for which private
companies had no capability and therefore the
other works would be able to tender for jobs which
they would otherwise not have the capacity to do.

It is important to note that at that time we were
in the middle of ongoing resource development
projects, which I am sorry to say were pooh-
poohed by the ALP Opposition, and the
conservationists who were supported by the ALP.
These resource development projects had jobs dur-
ing their contraction period which could have gone
to the SEW.

Business was fairly optimistic at that time; I am
talking about the first half of the 1970s when
engineering and industry developed parallel with
resources projects. Some of the existing engineer-
ing works expanded and new industry started off
which created a considerable capacity in quality
and quantity.

It is interesting to take account of the number
of people who were employed when this expansion
reached its peak in 1979. Forwood Down WA Pty.
Ltd. employed 420; Mitchell Cotts Engineering
Australia Pty. Ltd., which was the new undertak-
ing of the old Ledger Company of Sir Frank
Ledger, employed 267 people; Tomlinson Steel
employed 223 people and Vickers Hoskins, as it
w 'as at that time, employed 375 people. The State
Engineering Works employed 267 people; there-
fore, the total employment of these companies in
1979 was 1 552 people.

At the time the consultants' report was
presented to the Government, at the end of last
year, those companies I have mentioned reduced
their number of employees dramatically. Forwood
Dawn WA Pty. Ltd. employed 120 people;
Mitchell Cotts Engineering Australia Pty. Ltd.
employed 170 people; Tomlinson Steel employed
140 people, and Vickers Hoskins closed. The State

Engineering Works had a slight reduction in em-
ployees, and employed 240 people. The total
employed in 1979 was 1 552, and in 1983 there
were only 670 employees. The figure is a 57 per
cent reduction on the 1979 figure.

The State Engineering Works had a reduction
of 10 per cent, which was a normal adjustment.
The reason the State Engineering Works was able
to retain most of its work force was that 80 per
cent of its work was for Government departments
and instrumentalities, such as the SEC and the
Metropolitan Water Authority. On some oc-
casions West rail did not have the capacity to carry
out its own work, and contracted with SEW as
was the case with the various Government
agencies.

The Government had to make a decision in
1974, during an expanding and buoyant manufac-
turing time. The advice to the Government from
private industry at that time was that it should
retain the works, therefore the option to dispose of
the SEW was eliminated. The question remained
whether we should relocate it or leave it where it
was. It was tempting to relocate the works, be-
cause it would have meant selling the land. Of
course, the Treasury barracked for that because it
wanted the dollars. Against relocation we were
advised-how valid that advice was, is difficult to
say-that it would be difficult to replace the
existing work force which was domiciled near the
present works and would not commute to a new
site far away. At the time it was not easy to obtain
skilled workers from the existing work force,
whereas the ex-SEW workers would not have had
any trouble obtaining employment.

The net capital gain, considering the estimated
cost of land at that time, was not so tempting, so
3ltimately the Government decided to leave the
works where it was, and the final question was
whether to invest in it. That was fairly easy to
decide because no doubt existed from the point of
view of business, employment morale, efficiency,
and helping some domestic industry, that it would
be much better to invest and increase capacity.

Therefore, we heeded the original advice and
embarked on the investment, the fruit of which is
quite obvious today. I think the last leg of the
investment was dedicated by the Minister about a
year ago, and he was kind enough to invite me to
that function.

Having dealt with history and the reasons for
our decisions during the time of our Government,
I point out now that from the point of view of the
principle, I was not quite happy with the decision.
When five or six years later I happened to be put
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in charge of the SEW as Minister for Works, I
still thought the best decision-unless we sold it,
and I made some inquiries about that-was to
leave it as a Government instrumentality. I
wanted it to operate in a more businesslike man-
ner, and as the Minister said in his second reading
speech, I asked some people in the department to
act almost as a temporary board, without a Stat-
te, to advise die Government as to what should

happen.
Their final advice was that an Act of Parlia-

menit should be brought down incorporating the
SEW, as the Minister now proposes. The question
now is whether the capacity is still needed today
and whether there are still areas in which private
industry does not have the capacity which is built
into the SEW.

My discussions with the Confederation of West-
ern Australian Industry (Inc.), with representa-
tives of consulting engineers, and with engineering
firms at random, plus my perusal of the report
from PA Consulting Services leads me to the
almost unchallengeable conclusion that the situ-
ation has changed very much in the last 10 years
and that almost 100 per cent private capacity
exists equivalent to that which the SEW can offer.
The SEW has better capacity from the point of
view of quantity and being able to work in larger
quantities more efficiently, but it is unfortunately
under-utilised and works to about 20 per cent or
30 per cent of capacity. To demonstrate to the
House that this is not just my opinion, I would like
to quote some statements from the report, which is
a very comprehensive and good report. I refer to
page 6. paragraph 2.2.1 which states-

The SEW's current role is not essential in
the sense that it could be filled by the private
sector. Hence a case might be put to close it
down.

I refer also to a table on page 26 which sets out the
foundry capacity. Table 4 clearly shows the ca-
pacity of private enterprise in connection with the
foundry. Without boring the House by reciting the
figure, it can be seen that the private enterprise
capacity presently available is really quite plenti-
ful.

I refer to another aspect of the report in para-
graph 4.4.2 on page 31 in which it says that the
analysis of capacity set out in paragraph 4.3 indi-
cates that users have a reasonable choice as to who
performs a particular class of work. The report
goes on-

This is confirmed by both government and
private users who report that their work can
be done by several firms and that orders are
placed largely on price.

On page 63 of the report, PA Consulting Services
states-

The new foundry-
That is the recent installation at the SEW-

-is currently short of work, losing money,
adding to over capacity in Western Australia
and competing with local Firms for work from
Western Australia and elsewhere. The ca-
pacity of the State Engineering Works as a
whole exceeds the demand;

That is the point I was making: An excess capacity
exists not only at the SEW, but also at most of the
remaining private enterprise engineering shops,
which capacity cannot be filled with orders.

A further question arises as to whether the
continued existence of the Govern men t-owned
business is justified even if it were to compete
equally with private enterprise as the Minister
emphasised. This is the argument put forward in
relation to the State bank, the State Government
Insurance Office, and any State business generally
which does not fill a gap. I do not think any
justification exists for a Government business to
compete with private business if that private busi-
ness is available to do the work. I will mention
three of the several reasons I have for saying that.

In principle, additional competition always
takes away someone's work in the private sector,
whether fairly or unfairly. It stands to reason that
if additional capacity exists, demand does not
necessarily grow commensurate with that ad-
ditional capacity. Therefore, the Government
company must take work away from somewhere
else.

If the argument is that additional capacity is
needed because it is cheaper-and there is an ar-
gument for this in some places in the report-the
competition created by that additional capacity is
not quite fair. If it is consistently cheaper, it
probably is unfair competition either because the
Government-owned company does not calculate
for a sufficient profit for survival because it does
not need it, or it deliberately runs at a loss because
it is confident the loss willI be met from the general
revenue fund, and Government enterprises cannot
go bankrupt.

The second reason is that the market presently
is tremendously oversupplied as a result of the
under-utilisation of existing private capacity, and
therefore the competition is even greater.
Theoretically, some competition exists at any
time, and if there is full employment from the
point of view of the order books of every company,
it can be said it is a healthy state of affairs and
arguments can be made that additional compe-
tition does not take work away from anyone;, it
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might even keep them more on their toes, and that
is better from the point of view of the con-
sumers-in this case the projects which are the
subject of the contracts. But that is clearly not the
case.

Thirdly, equal competition by Government
instrumentalities can only be claimed; 1 do not
think it can ever be achieved. There are some
amendments on the Notice Paper dealing with
that matter. However, even with the amendments,
I cannot go the whole way to achieve fair compe-
tition.

One hardly has to prove that a Government
enterprise can never compete fairly. That stands to
reason. The prestige and guarantees of the
Government are an advantage. However, there are
numerous other advantages, such as the status,
immunity, and privileges of the Crown. There is
also the added advantage that no tax is applied on
earned profit by the individual shareholder.

The Minister's proposition contained in the Bill
is that 50 per cent of the net profit should be paid
into general revenue in lieu of the corporation's
paying taxes. That is slightly higher than the
present prevailing company tax rate. However, we
should not forget that, after a company has paid
its company tax, it still has to distribute its profits
to shareholders and it must-I use the word
deliberately, because the law says that only a cer-
tain amount can be retained--distribute the profit
which is, again, subject to the imposition of per-
sonal income tax. If one is a shareholder of a
company, the dividend one receives is subject to
income tax. However, a Government instrumen-
tality, even if it pays 50 per cent of its profits in
lieu of company tax, can use all of the remaining
profits-that is, the other 50 per cent which pri-
vate enterprise Cannot use-to expand its business.
In other words, private companies can retain only
a small percentage of their profits.

Of course, these are self-evident advantages. I
can make points to prove that there are advan-
tages and I propose to quote from the Bill itself
and from the consultants' report which quotes will
also prove that. If members will bear with me. I
will go through some of the provisions of the Bill,
which provisions clearly show where the almost
inevitable advantages exist.

Clause 4(3) states-
The Corporation is an agent of the Crown

in right of the State and enjoys the status,
immunities and privileges of the Crown ex-
cept as otherwise provided by this Act.

I mentioned that in a general way earlier. There-
fore, the Bill says that the corporation will enjoy
that privileged position.

Clause 9 of the Bill relates to -the protection of
directors. This provision ensures that the liability
of the directors of the State Engineering Works
will be less than the liability of directors of private
companies. I have therefore proposed an amend-
ment to that clause to lift the level of the liability
of the directors of the corporation to that of the
directors of private companies.

Clause 10 deals with the disclosure of pecuniary
interests. Maybe the Minister will have an oppor-
tunity to seek advice from his advisers as to how
this clause, as it relates to the disclosure of pecuni-
ary interests of the directors of the corporation,
compares with the disclosure of the pencuniary
interests of directors of private companies.

Mr Mclver: You will appreciate that the direc-
tors who will form the board of this corporation
have no vested interests in it, whereas directors of
private companies do have vested interests in those
companies. I think that is the difference.

Mr MENSAROS: They have vested interests in
most of them, not all of them, because they are
shareholders of the company. I appreciate that.

The marginal note for clause 14 states-
Corporation to act on commercial prin-

ciples.
This clause has such wide powers that one could
interpret it to mean that the corporation could be
involved in dumping because it is not uncommon,
in circumstances of stiff competition, for a
company to accept contracts on a very low, a nion-
profit, or even a loss situation. Through that pro-
cedure it could eliminate private companies.
Oddly enough, even the consultants' report men-
tions that situation. It states that the SEW should
be advised about that point. However, it says that,
because it is a Government corporation, that
would not be the advice. That is a fairly
interesting statement. However, it proves my in-
terpretation of clause 14 that, theoretically, the
corporation could be involved in very unfair com-
petition because of the powers provided in clause
14. 1 have therefore proposed amendments to that
clause which amendments would place the corpor-
ation on an equal competitive footing with private
companies.

Clause 18 refers to the use of staff and facilities
of departments and instrumentalities. It states
that the corporation may, by arrangement made
between the Public Service Board and the Minis-
ter concerned, make use of staff of the Public
Service. The clause says nothing about their being
employed on a fair value basis for their labour.
Again, I am not suggesting that the Minister will
allow that to happen, but as the Bill is drafted, in
theory the State Engineering Works could enjoy,
for a peppercorn rental, the services of other
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Government departments. The best safeguard
against that happening is the other departments. I
do not think the Crown Law Department would
ever allow its services to be used, however valuable
they are, for a peppercorn rental.

The most interesting provision, from the point
of view of my proving my statement that there
cannot be fair competition between a Govern-
ment-owned business and a privately-owned busi-
ness, is clause 23. That clause relates to the funds
of the corporation-the corporation being the
State Engineering Works, It includes the sources
from which funds are sourced to allow it to per-
form its functions under the Act. The first source
deals with money which would be appropriated,
from time to time, by Parliament for the purpose.
If that were to occur and Parliament had to appro-
priate moneys, then those who drafted the pro-
visions of this Bill obviously thought that the time
would come for that to occur because the State
Engineering Works would not make enough profit
to allow it to support itself. If the situation were
otherwise, that provision would be superfluous, In
other words, it would be superfluous if the SEW
were to compete fairly and equally with private
enterprise and go bankrupt like other companies.

Clause 25 of the Bill refers to the borrowing
powers of the corporation. The powers are similar
to those in the previous clause. The clause states
that the corporation may borrow money from the
Treasury and, if it does so, it automatically enjoys
a Government guarantee.

From my experience during my travels in the
Middle East countries, especially the Arabian
states, the local people become very suspicious
when one tries to sell goods and services from a
private company. These people have been led
down the garden path and have been treated badly
by private companies. They have the right to be
suspicious. If they are offered a deal which is
backed by a Government guarantee, they will grab
it.

That is the reason that -we, as a Liberal Govern-
ment, instituted the Western Australian Overseas
Project Authority. The authority was not meant to
trade on its own account, only to support private
enterprise. Tbe people from the Arabian states
were told that the authority had a Government
guarantee and would not cheat them.

If the State Engineering Works' officers are
carrying out their duty they should vigorously sell
overseas. It is their duty to do so. The situation is
similar to that in which the Perth Mint has minted
coins for Katmandu. It has a tremendous advan-
tage over other companies because it is backed by
a Government guarantee. That is also a tremen-

dous advantage to those countries which have been
misled so often.

Clause 34 is yet another example of what I am
trying to prove. It refers to the recovery of fees
and charges. Anyone who has anything to do with
a legal practice would be amazed if he were to
read this clause. It was probably drafted by some
conscientous and dedicated person, but it states-

If a person fails to pay the fees or charges
due to the Corporation in respect of a service
rendered by it-

In other words, he is a bad debtor. It continues-

-the Corporation, without prejudice to the
right to sue for and recover any part of the
charges not recovered under this section-

(a) may detain and sell all or any of the
goods of the person that are in its
possession;

That means that the corporation is above the law.
If I had a company and somebody owed it money I
would have to go through the proper procedures of
litigation in order to recover the money outstand-
ing. However, according to this clause, the corpor-
ation does not have to do this. It may detain or sell
any of the goods from the other company. I could
do that only after obtaining a court order and
having the bailiff undertake that work. The cor-
poration may sell all its creditors' goods and from
the money raised at the sale may retain the fees or
charges so payable, and all charges and expenses
of the detention and the sale.

The corporation will be placed above the law. It
can do things which, in a dispute between two
parties, normally would be solved by a judicial
authority. Paragraph (c) of the clause reads-

(e) shall render the surplus, if any, of the
moneys arising by the sale, and such of
the goods as remain unsold, to the person
appearing to be entitled to the surplus or
to the goods as the case may be.

That is a logical conclusion. If the corporation has
sold the goods that belong to a person who owes it
money and it receives more than the total debt, the
balance of the money should be returned to the
person concerned.

To my mind, the next clause gives a similar
advantage because it lets the corporation off from
proving certain things which a private company
must prove in a litigation case, but with the State
Engineering Works it must be assumed by virtue
of this Bill that this is so. It would save a lot of
time, money and inconvenience, hence it would be
an advantage which other private companies do
not have.
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The 10 clauses to which I have referred show
the basis of the built-in unfair competitive powers
of a Government instrumentality. They make up
one-quarter of the Bill. The Minister has claimed
that the SEW will have fair and equal compe-
tition. I do not doubt the Minister's intention, but
I have pointed out to the House that it would be
almost impossible for this to occur.

The second part of the proof of my contention is
the report of the consultants. I refer to the terms
of reference, which are interesting. Although it
might appear to be a digression from the line of
thought I have, the terms of reference contained in
the report have no provision for the consultants to
advise the Government whether to retain or get rid
of the State Engineering Works.

Yesterday. I asked the Minister a question to
which he responded in great detail. I believe his
response is factual and that probably what
happened was that the Public Works Department
officers, the under secretary, and the consultants
sat down and tried to work out the terms of refer-
ence, and finally the consultants came up with
something which, as the Minister said, was a little
wider than originally suggested by his department.

Nevertheless, the terms of reference do not al-
low for one of the plausible solutions of what the
Government could choose to do with the State
Engineering Works. One of the terms of reference
should have dealt with the question of disposal of
the corporation.

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

stage.
Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

RAILWAYS: GREAT SOUTHERN
Staff Reductions: Grievance

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [4.32 p.m.]:
What I am about to say will not be new to the
Minister for Transport; it has been going on in the
great southern region for something over a year.
Arrangements are being made relating to the re-
trenchment of Westrail. staff.

As the Minister will be aware, the principle
involved in this loss of jobs is not opposed by the
present Opposition at all; indeed, it has been
firmly and publicly supported. I refer to the prin-
ciple of ensuring that Westrail moves to a position
where it is economically providing an efficient
railway transport service. I emphasise: railway
transport service. Indeed the thinning down of
Westrail has been going on for many years. so the

principle is not questioned and it has certainly not
been criticised.

During the past year there has been a great deal
of difficulty relating to the manner and the timing
of the retrenchment of staff and the categories of
staff involved. This has created a great deal of
difficulty. I am referring not to the Westrail per-
sonnel, the divisional people, because. I have
nothing but considerable praise for them. I have
spoken with the divisional manager in the last few
days, and what he is trying to do has my complete
support.

I am referring to the way in which the whole
exercise has remained a secret, even to the Minis-
ter. I give the Minister great credit for the way in
which he acted when the situation was brought to
his attention by questions in this Chamber. An
invitation was extended to him to attend meetings
oi members of local government authorities and
other appropriate persons, such as representatives
of chambers of commerce. The meeting was held
at Wagin, because that was geographically cen-
tral. The Minister dealt very capably with the
queries put to him. lHe was placed in a position of
some embarrassment in respect of the information
being sought, and indeed there was a conflict be-
tween the information given to me and other mem-
bers by way of answers to parliamentary ques-
tions, and other information which was either not
forthcoming or was given in a different torm by
the Commissioner for Railways at that meeting.

Again the Minister, to his credit, had some
phone calls made to his office from that meeting
to see if the whole thing could be put back on the
track. As a result of that and subsequent meetings
a working party was established and it put in a
report.

We are talking about 118 jobs in Narrogin
alone, before we start thinking about Wagin or
Katanning, and other relocations were involved in
the great southern. The magnitude of the problem
can be appreciated.

We have now reached the stage in late
September where two things have occurred.
Firstly, an order has now been issued in relation to
something like more than 20 persons at Katanning
who will cease employment in early November-I
think the second week. The operations there will
virtually cease.

Secondly, we are back to square one in relation
to some of the planning that is going on. Let me
indicate what I mean by that.

As far back as 9 November 1983, the Minister
very kindly made available details of categories of
personnel in Narrogin. A whole range of
categories was outlined. In subsequent infor-
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malion he kindly made available to me all sorts of
details regarding categories to be diminished by
virtue of staff jobs, jobs in the mechanical area, in
administration and so on-jobs which would be
lost.

I am very carefully not saying "retrenched". I
am saying these jobs would be lost on that lo-
cation. Although the jobs are being made redun-
dant, the personnel have had various offers made
to them. They can be relocated, they can retire
early under the scheme they are being Offered, or
they can perhaps be retrained. But the net result is
the same. Various categories which the Minister
made available to me and which the district traffic
manager also notified are involved.

That information was made available months
ago-late last year. In fairness, I must add that at
that time we were told railway unions would be
involved in the discussions which would then pro-
ceed. I was told yesterday that actual reductions
by job category arc currently being calculated. I
would be pleased to let the Minister have this
information when it is available.

On Tuesday, 10 April this year, in reply to a
question from me, the Minister specifically
indicated that he was dissatisfied with the way in
which Westrail was handling this matter in terms
of letting people know, and in terms of letting
local councils know, and he promised in April this
year that the situation would be improved. Now
we have a situation where Westrail is being al-
lowed to escape its responsibilities.

That does not mean that Westrait has to employ
all these people. I am not saying that. I am simply
saying that at the very least it has to tell those
employees who will lose their jobs that their jobs
are on the line.

The Minister promised that on the basis that he
was dissatisfied with the way Westrail was acting,
and he made that statement publicly, clearly,
openly, and honestly. 1 know he is a busy man, but
what happens is that Westrail carries on for a
while, does something, and then reverts back to
the remote, callous, and arrogant attitude it dis-
plays in these situations.

I repeat what one of the officers of the working
party has said: Westrail is being allowed to escape
its social responsibilities, which in this case means
being open and honest about what it is doing. To
be told it is still working out the details is quite
unbelievable.

Wastage is occurring and local people are
facing up to the problem honestly and squarely; in
spite of the frustrations coming from the top, they
are carrying on in the most capable way. But we
have seen a relocation of personnel.

We now have a situation where in places like
Narrogin it is not impossible that the present
depot staff will be held at that level to help with
the forthcoming grain harvest, but then by May or
June next year we will see the staffing levels drop
again. Will the Minister get hold of Westrail and
make it honour the promise he gave in this
Chamber last April?

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) (4.42 p.m.): The member for Narrogin
is rightly concerned about the problems related to
the reduction of jobs within his electorate, and I
can sympathise with him over some of the con-
cerns he has expressed. However, I remind him
that Westrail is an easy target for any politician to
get up and have a go at. It is an organisation with
a long history that, unfortunately, has been tied to
the apron strings of Government. It has had to
operate with fairly bureaucratic procedures and
regulations which can only be acccounted for by
what has gone in history.

Mr Bryce: Without which the wheatbelt would
not have been able to open up.

Mr GRILL: I appreciate the general support of
the wheatbelt members for the very necessary ef-
ficiency measures that Westrail has had to take
over the last year or so. I know that the member
for Katanning-Roc and certainly the member for
Narrogin have been quite supportive of these
measures, even though they may not be supportive
of the way they have been implemented.

Parts of West rail have been operating for dec-
ades now as though they were still part and parcel
of the horse and buggy age. Some of the depots
within the great southern were really established
on the basis of our operating steamn trains, not
modern efficient locomotives.

The changes have had to take place, and they
are taking place now and causing some trauma. I
appreciate that by and large the principles
enunciated by this Government and the previous
Government have been supported in respect of
those efficiency procedures now taking place.

The member mentioned that some secrecy sur-
rounded the procedures to reduce the number of
jobs in Westrail within the great southern. It is not
a matter of secrecy; in fact it is the Very Opposite.
It is the attempt to engage the work force in the
process of consultation in relation to these job
losses in the great southern which has led to the
allegations of secrecy.

What happened is this: About the middle of last
year I asked West rail whether it had plans for a
general reduction or a restructuring of its organis-
ation. It said that it did have plans and that it was
in the process of bringing them into some final
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form. I indicated that I would like to see those
plans presented in a concise fashion, in a written
form, to the unions involved with Westrail, to the
work force generally, and to all the people con-
cerned with Westrail's operations.

A seminar was established in November last
year at which the five-year plan was presented. By
necessity that was a very broad plan; it could not
have all the details that some people would like to
see in it.

This is the conundrum: If one is to engage the
work force in the consultative process right from
the beginning, by necessity one cannot give the
details at the beginning, because if the work force
is to be consulted at the outset, it will be there to
work out those very details. That is the invidious
position in which it might be said I placed
Westrail by saying that it should consult with the
union movement right from the start.

1 would be among the first to concede that
Westrail's communications are not as good as they
could be. That is an historical problem which we
are trying to change. I have told the unions that
they too do not have the proper conduits within
their organisations. to pass on information. So we
have a situation wherein Westrail, despite its best
endeavours to pass on information, has not
succeeded, and the same applies to the unions. At
times frustration has been felt by Westrail and the
union movement and on occasions this has led to
either party not believing what was being put for-
ward and then putting forward misinformation as
a result.

Mr Old: It may be a misunderstanding, but
certainly the fellows at Katanning were of the
opinion after that seminar and after they were
interviewed, that they had 12 or 18 months before
the thing would really get under way and the axe
would fall. Now it is to fall as of I1I November, so
naturally they are upset. Some of them will be
relocated and others will be made redundant. It
may be bad communications. I was not at the
meeting.

Mr GRILL: The member knows, as does the
member for Narogin, that I have made it clear
that these transfers will start to take place late this
year. As to whether that position has been made
entirely clear to some of the work force, I would
have to take advice.

Rut in saying that the whole situation is not
perfect, let me also say that Westrail is making a
real endeavour to offer to its work force a package
of what might be termed honest incentives for
industrial reforms which have never been offered
before. The transfer package, which was basically
put together to accomodate people within the

great southern area, is breaking new ground and is
a real forerunner of what industries and the
Government will probably offer to employees in
the future.

I do not think it went too far. The package
offered realistic compensation in terms of rent,
sale of housing, counselling, and a whole range of
other areas that will make it a lot easier for people
to transfer from one depot to another.

Another incentive is the voluntary retirement
scheme, which a lot of West rail's older members
are now taking up. The unions, in their wisdom,
did not co-operate with thte voluntary retirement
scheme. However, the only complaints 1 have
heard about the scheme were from people who
were not embraced by its terms.

I receive letters from people who say that they
would like to be involved, and I simply write back
and say that I cannot preside over a situation
where Westrail loses it best people, its expertise,
and its best tradesmen. However, in due course,
their applications will receive further consider-
ation.

If there are imperfections in the system, I give
an undertaking to the member for Narrogin that I
will look into them. I give that undertaking quite
freely. I will obtain a copy of his speech and send
it to Westrail, in an endeavour to streamline those
operations.

A union representative went to the area and
took part in the discussions with the men who are
subject to transfer. The union representative was
not completely happy, and the unions echoed some
of the criticism made by the member. I indicate
that there is a lot of goodwill there and that a lot
of people are endeavouring. to do the right thing.
Their efforts have not been entirely fruitful at this
stage, but the Government and Westrail, as well
as the unions and the local members, will endeav-
our to do the right thing by those people.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Mr Michael Cole: Grievance

MRS BEGGS (Whitford) [4.52 p.m.]: I address
my grievance to the Minister representing the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. My grievance con-
cerns one Mr Michael Cole and his activities with
MTC Recyclers; Mart Recyclers; Hygienic Laun-
dry industries; Sterilized Recyclers; Sterilized
Cloth; Hygenic Cloth, and Australasian
Recyclers.

It is some months ago now that Mr Cole's ac-
tivities came to my attention when one of my
constituents expressed to me concern about her
investment of some $2 000 in a rag collection
agency. I also had been the recipient of a pam-
phlet, which had been put in my letterbox, stating
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that I could fill a rag bag with clothing material,
rags, blankets, etc., and my donation would assist
homeless youth, handicapped children, and
underprivileged children. My constituent, Mrs
Morrison, told me she had paid some $7 000 for a
franchise from Mr Cole of Australasian Recyclers
to conduct a secondhand clothing run and also buy
a store which would enable her to sell secondhand
clothing.

After only a month of operation Mrs Morrison
found that Australasian Recyclers was unable to
be found at its Victoria Park premises. Of course,
after investing that amount of money-I point out
at this stage that the money had been invested for
the purpose of providing her son with a job-she
discovered that while she was collecting the cloth-
ing she was unable to sell it back to Australasian
Recyclers because the company was not at its
premises.

I made some preliminary investigations with the
Department of Consumer Affairs about Mr Cole
and his activities, and the department was aware
that other people had complained. The depart-
ment was unable to link him directly with the
organisation, because I believe Mr Cole was clever
enough-as he was already on probation for
charges of false pretences-not to directly link his
name with that company. The way he got around
it, I believe, was to advertise in the paper for
people to invest in his business and he took in
partners who became the principle names involved
with the organisation. As a result of that, it was
difficult for people who had been conned into
relinquishing their hard-earned money to take any
action against him. I know his activities have been
reported to the fraud squad.

I was unable to help my constituent at that
stage. That made me feel that I should issue some
warning to the people in My electorate and I did so
through a Press statement. I thought that that was
the end of it, but unfortunately it was not. Last
week I was contacted by a Mr Huggins of
Rivervale who has had some contact with Hy-
gienic Laundry Industries. Mr Huggins explained
to me that he had replied to an advertisement in
the paper which said that he could buy a franchise
costing $5 000 which would enable him to collect
rags for Hygienic Laundry Industries of 19
Roydhouse Street, Leederville, and to deliver the
rags to various factories and engineering work-
shops, etc. He would be paid 35 per cent of the
docketed charges that were made.

Unfortunately for Mr Huggins, who was unem-
ployed at that time, he is now owed $1 200. He is
unable to collect rags through that organisation,
and it seems he has lost his $5 000.

Mr Minister, I consider some loopholes exist in
our laws: Innocent people can be conned into
relinquishing their hard-earned money in times of
desperation when they are unemployed and there
is no way that they can be protected from the
unsavoury activities of Hygienic Laundry Indus-
tries, Australasian Recyclers, and similar
companies.

I think it is unfair also to convince people that
they are assisting charities, when they are not. All
they are doing is assisting a private enterprise
which leaves a lot to be desired.

Mr Huggins has explained to me that he is
seeking legal action against the activities he has
been involved in, but of course he has no hope of
getting back his $5 000 or the $1 200 he is owed in
wages.

It seems to me that while the activities continue,
and while Mr Cole's name may not be linked
directly in the company sense, in the registration
of businesses, I do believe he is actively involved in
directing the activities of these companies. I would
be very pleased if the Minister representing the
Minister for Consumer Affairs could bring this to
his attention to see whether any action can be
taken to prevent this situation happening again.

As recently as today two advertisements al>
peared in The West Australian.

I take the opportunity of reading them to the
House. The advertisements are headed "Business
Opportunity. Own Your Own Business in a Mon-
opoly Situation. Unique domestic service to com-
mence on October 1st. Limited number of
opportunities available. From $6 500 immediate
cash flow, earnings to exceed $350 per week. Must
have suitable vehicle. Must be of good character."
The phone number listed-I have checked it
out-is the number of Hygienic Laundry Indus-
tries. So even as late as today the companies are
still operating in that manner.

I am aware also of someone who entered into a
partnership with Mr Cole who is connected with
the second advertisement which appears in the
paper, listing the same telephone number and
asking for a married couple to invest $65 000 in
this business. It is my belief that is the way the
companies continue to operate; by getting people
to invest money in the business, and the money is
not used for the purpose for which it was intended.
It is used to get Other people involved in what is a
very unsavoury business practice which, in today's
economic climate, when people are desperate to
work, is not very satsifactory.

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [4.58 p.m.]: There is no doubt in my mind
that the consumer protection laws in this State are
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far from adequate. The member for Whitford has
underlined the inadequacy of those laws. This
Government will take action to see that the
inadequacies are redressed.

I would like to congratulate the member for
Whitford for her work in this area. She has shown
herself to be an excellent member and if all mem-
bers of Parliament were as assiduous in their duty
as this member, we would indeed make a good
deal of progress.

One of the real problems here is that the laws
are inadequate. Mention was made of the fraud
squad, but that squad acts under Statutes which
require a high degree of proof of intention to de-
fraud.

I believe that the greatest problem here is the
Companies Act. It is absolutely absurd that a per-
son should be allowed to start a company with a
minimum amount of capital, as people do, and
receive protection. They steal money from people
by paying themselves wages and when the
company is prosecuted or a suit is lodged against
the company, the company is found to be one of
straw and has no money available to pay its debts.
Yet the same principals of that company start
another company or their wives start another
company.

It is obvious that the Companies Act presumes
that people who start these companies are honest
and of course, the majority of them are. However,
we have to have a system which protects people
from those in our society who start up bogus
companies and who take money from people and
then cannot be dealt with in any way.

The member for Whitford said that people who
preyed upon others needed to be dealt with and
that those who will not lie down under the yoke
should be assisted tb help themselves because the
keener they are the more at risk they are.

Some time ago, the Commonwealth Attorney
General (Senator Gareth Evans) made a
statement in which he said that he was in favour of
increasing the amount of money necessary to be-
gin a company. That would allow for some kind of
protection. It would not be possible, therefore, for
a person to start a company with only $2. People
would have to show that they were people of
substance.

The Companies Act is a national Act; that is, it
is uniform throughout Australia. Because of our
economy it is necessary that it should be uniform
so action has to be across all Governments. I hope
that action will be taken to protect the public, not
against the majority of business people, but
against the kind of people who art obviously using
a system which presupposes honesty.

I will draw this matter to the attention of the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. I hope that this
Government, unlike its predecessors, will tackle
these problems with vigour and ensure that some
of the loopholes are closed so as to protect good,
honest and decent people from these kinds of ma-
rauders.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Marriage Guidance Council: Grievance

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) (5.03 p.m.]: The purpose of my taking
this opportunity to speak in the grievance debate
is to draw to the attention of the Premier and the
Treasurer, in advance of the completion of the
State Budget, the question of funding for the Mar-
riage Guidance Council of Western Australia. As
I said before, I recognise that this is a difficult
matter for the State Government to deal with and
one which is not peculiar to this Government.

The basic facts are that, in 1972-73, the State
Government provided 15.8 per cent of the Mar-
riage Guidance Council's income. I am told that
that Figure had reduced, through inflation, to 8.1
percent by 1981-82, that it was then cut further to
2.4 per cent in 1982-83, and that the funding has
now been axed completely.

I suppose that the real question to be addressed
is the value of the Marriage Guidance Council of
Western Australia, which is a voluntary body, and
whether it is providing a service that the State
Government ought to fund in its support of the
maintenance of the family, its support of family
life, and the in~tegrity of the marriage unit.
Whether these matters can be measured purely in
financial terms is, perhaps, a question of
judgment.

However, the financial costs of marital break-
down have been estimated. The direct cost to the
Commonwealth Government through its support
of family benefits and through the Family Court
costs are variously estimated at between $800
million and $1 200 million each year. Those fig-
ures are likely to continue to increase at a rate
well above the inflation rate for some years to
come.

In addition, unquantifiable but extensive hidden
costs are involved in marital breakdowns. For
example, there are the welfare costs, education
costs, costs to employers, housing costs through
increased demand for low-cost public housing, and
health costs.

The Federal Government provides some mar-
riage counselling services through the Family
Court, but it is my understanding that the success
rate of that system is not high and that, when
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people go to the Family Court, they have generally
reached the stage where they are seeking a dissol-
ution of their marriage and a property settlement
and are not at that stage seeking to maintain the
marriage,

The marriage counselling service of the Mar-
riage Guidance Council of Western Australia in-
volves the process of assisting people to find the
best possible solution to their relationship diffi-
culties. Sometimes this involves enabling people to
remain in their existing relationship and, at other
times, it involves assisting couples to separate, but
with a minimum of spillover into bitteress,
lowered personal functioning and acrimony which
lies behind the cost of marital breakdown to which
1 have referred.

The information with which I have been
provided is that marriage counselling is effective
and that, nationally, between 60) per cent and 70
per cent of clients report a satisfactory experience
of counselling.

The Marriage Guidance Council of Western
Australia reported that, in 1983-84, 70 per cent of
its clients completed an evaluation sheet at the
conclusion of counselling. Of that figure, 96 per
cent reported favourably on the counselling that
they had received; that is, 65 per cent of all clients
reported favourably on counselling.

A follow-up study in New South Wales four
years ago and a recent study in New Zealand
confirmed the results achieved locally. It is worth
noting that the New South Wales study found
that, of the clients already separated when first
requesting counselling, 21 per cent were reconciled
when they were followed up four months after
counselling had concluded.

That is a brief and bare outline of the position.
It tells us a bit of the story about costs and about
the effectiveness of marriage counselling and the
possibilities of its doing some good. As I said at
the outset, it is, nevertheless, a difficult field for
the State Government.

The prime responsibility for marriage and div-
orce, constitutionally, rests with the Common-
wealth Government. Apparently the Common-
wealth Government considers that it is fulfilling
its responsibilities through the Family Court.

Here we have a voluntary body which has been
doing a significant job, and over a period of years
the support given to it by the State Government
has diminished. I know literally hundreds of
worthy causes make demands upon the State
Government, and I am aware that State Govern-
ment budgeting is not an easy process and that the
calls from worthy causes are not diminishing. My
purpose in raising this matter is to draw it to the

attention of the Treasurer as he finalises the
Budget for this year and to ask him to consider the
matter a little more closely than he would
otherwise have done. It may be that on investi-
gation, not simply on the basis of what I have put
forward today but on the basis of a broader re-
view, the Government might think that, for a rela-
tively small outlay, it could give materiality and
concrete support to the maintenance of marriage
and the maintenance of the family in this State. If
that view is taken, it may be that the support for
the Marriage Guidance Council would be given a
higher priority than would otherwise be the case.

MR DRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer) 15.12
pi.m.): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his contribution in this grievance debate, and I
assure him that what he said will be taken into
detailed account by the Government as it finalises
the Budget for the 1984-85 financial year.

The Leader of the Opposition underlined most
of the significant points. They include the compet-
ing claims by the Government for assistance from
a variety of different people and organisations
representing Worthwhile causes, with each plead-
ing its position to the best of its ability. At the
same time, it is also true that the cost of marriage
breakdown to the Government and thus to the
taxpayer is a significant one.

It has not been the case that we in Government
have ever downgraded or underestimated the Work
of the Marriage Guidance Council. Nevertheless,
as the Leader of the Opposition indicated, the
responsibility in this area is primarily a Federal
Government one. One of the difficulties faced by
State Governments is that of assuming responsi-
bility in the financial sense in areas where the
Federal Government is responsible in the true
sense, and in areas from which the Federal
Government is only to eager to withdraw, particu-
larly in the financial sense.

Having said that, let me simply say to the
House that the Government is now finalising its
Budget. I hope it will be brought down on about 9
October. It has not been an easy Budget to frame,
and although it is not a pre-election Budget, we
are attempting, as we attempted with the matter
of charges, to ensure that tax increases do not
exceed the inflation rate. In that situation, the
context in which we will view applications for
further assistance is not a very encouraging one.

Nevertheless, the Leader of the Opposition has
put a special case on behalf of the council, What
he said will be augmented by the work I will ask
the Treasury to do in considering the council's
specific position. Hopefully, we will be able to
assess, as precisely as possible, the worth of the
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matter and the additional support to the council in
the Budget we will bring down on about 9
October.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended fromn 6.00 to 7.15 pa.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES
Sale: Motion

MR 1. F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [7.15 p.mn.]: I
move-

That this House condemns the Liberal
Party State Conference decision to commit a
future coalition Government to the selling-off
of key community based Government utilities
in part or in whole, as being little more than
an attack on:

(a) The living standards of all country
people;

(b) The future of business enterprise in
country areas, and

(c) The livelihood of thousands of
government employees and their
families.

Furthermore, the acceptance of
the proposal by Liberal Members of
Parliament is condemned as being
grossly irresponsible in that it re-
veals a complete misunderstanding
of country people and their needs, as
well as the importance of State
Government instrumentalities as
key underpinning elements for the
job security and standard of living
of country people.

Those are quite strong words, but I think they are
deservedly so. Representing a country electorate,
as I do, I was astonished to see that the Liberal
Party agreed to such a motion at its State Confer-
ence. It was not just the decision of the Liberal
Party State Conference which requires the Liberal
Party on the Opposition benches to follow the lines
suggested in my motion, but also, in April this
year, the Leader of the Opposition made a speech
to the Liberal Party in which he tried to establish
his credentials as the leader of the Liberal
Party-I emphasise the word "tried". He made
the position quite clear as to where he stood at
that time. Therefore, this line of thought did not
begin at the Liberal Party State Conference. It
was backed up by that conference.

I put it to this House that the Liberal Party is
out of touch with country people. One has only to

look at the figures for the numbers of electors
represented by the different parties in this Parlia-
ment to know that that is so. The Australian
Labor Party represents about 132 000 electors in
country areas. That is about 49 per cent of the
total number of electors in country areas. The
Liberal Party represents 88 000 or 33 per cent and
the National Country Party or the National Party,
whatever one may call it, represents a figure which
is somewhat less than that. The Australian Labor
Party is the party which represents the wishes of
country people. It understands the needs of
country people.

The Liberals have made it quite clear, in pass-
ing the motion as they did at the State Confer-
ence, as the Leader of the Opposition made it
clear in April, that they do not understand the
needs of country people. That is why the Liberal
Party does not represent the majority of country
people in this State.

It is interesting to note that the motion relating
to the privatisation of Government
instrumentalities did not come from a member
representing country areas. It did not come from
the Kalgoorlie electorate, or from the Forrest div-
ision, or from the northern division. Where did it
come from? It came from the Liberals from the
division of Curtin, which is the heartland of con-
servatism in this State.

Mr Bryce: And privilege.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The heartland of consera-
tism and privilege, that is quite correct.

Mr Blaikie: When you talk about whom you
represent, you should take into consideration what
the Government did to the wine industry of this
State.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I am talking now about
State Government issues. The Opposition is
talking about selling off State Government assets.
Opposition members should put the wine industry
aside for the moment. In fact, only today, I was at
a meeting with representatives of primary indus-
tries in this State. At that meeting, people from
the wine industry praised the Premier, the Deputy
Premier, the Minister for Agriculture, and this
Government, for their assistance in fighting the
wine excise. They were outspoken in their praise of
this Government for its assistance. That will
answer the member's interjetion.

Returning to the motion, I add that it is not
unusual to find that Liberals from the Curtin eke-
torate should be the ones to move such a dastardly
motion. They have a Darling Scarp mentality, in
common with their leader in this Parliament and
with Opposition members. They do not understand
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the consequences of that sort of decision as it
relates to country people.

Let us consider H-assell's hit-list. Let me run
through the number of instrumentalities and
Government authorities that he is prepared to sell
off to his friends. The list includes: The State
Energy Commission; the Public Works Depart-
ment; the Government Printing Office; the State
Government Insurance Office; the State Engineer-
ing Works; the Rural & Industries Bank of West-
ern Australia; the Western Australian Tourism
Commission; Stateships; Westrail; Metropolitan
Market Trust; hospital and other institutions
catering services; the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority; the Department of Lands and Surveys; the
Department of Industrial Development; and the
Hospital Laundry and Linen Service of Western
Australia. There is not too much left after we have
got through that list. Those are the authorities
that the Liberal Party and its leader, if he ever
becomes Premier, would sell off.

The mover of this motion, Mr Mark McAuliffe,
set out five ways in which the Government could
dispense with its interests. His plans for the
privatisation of Government services are as fol-
lows-

A gradual reduction in subsidies on govern-
ment services would allow a reflection of the
true cost to taxpayers of the service and en-
courage consumers to transfer their business
to the private sector.

A freeze on public-sector growth would al-
low private-sector expansion and private as-
sumption of responsibility in a particular
area; hospital beds were cited as a good
example.

Obviously he doubts whether public hospitals
could give private hospitals a bigger say as far as
health services are concerned. His plans con-
tinue-

Direct transfer to the private sector with-
out sale; policy holders in the SGIO could
become its shareholders and elect their own
board.

Contracting-out was an area in which vast
savings could be made; work done by govern-
ment workers in hospital laundry and cater-
ing and building maintenance could be let
privately.

Some of that happens already.

The next plan refers to the State Engineering
Works. The Minister for Works would be
interested to know that the State Engineering
Works is the prime target as far as privatisation is

concerned. Mr McAuliffe proposes the follow-
ing-

Direct sale; bodies like the State Engineer-
ing Works could be sold outright.

That is how Mr McAuliffe will go about
privatisation of Government services.

I am amazed that these five different ways of
selling off Government services in this State could
be the means of achieving the aims of the Liberal
Party policy.

The effect of this sort of decision on country
consumers and business people would be absol-
utely devastating, let alone the effect it would
have on the workers involved. I will come to that
point later.

Let us look at the effect it would have on the
State Energy Commission if that service were
passed over to private enterprise. Firstly, under
the present State-wide tariff policy a customer at
Port Hedland may receive a hi-monthly account of
$107. The estimated cost to the SEC of producing
that electricity is $263. We have a situation where
the consumer buys the electricity at 5 107, and the
actual cost of producing it is $263 and this figure
does not take into account any profit motivation.
It really means that the SEC assists that consumer
to the extent of $ 156.

Another example concerns a customer in
Carnarvon. It is a pity that the member for
Gascoyne is not in the House. However, a cus-
tomer who receives an account of $58 is assisted to
the extent of $69.

The member for Esperance-Dundas would be
less than pleased to hear about the next proposal
because it would have an effect on his constitu-
ents. An Esperance customer who receives an ac-
count of $70 is assisted to the extent of $129. Ink
Kununurra a person paying an account of 5107 is
assisted by $215 and in Karratha a person paying
a similar amount is assisted by about $67. Those
are a few examples of what effect privatisation
would have on the SEC.

In some of the smaller areas of this State the
cost of producing electricity from diesel powered
stations is even higher. Therefore, what is paid out
under the State-wide tariff policy is greater than I
indicated.

The Minister for Minerals and Energy has said
that if the present tariff policy were discontinued
and tariffs were set at levels designed to reflect the
true cost of supply the average price of a unit of
electricity sold to country areas-those, outside
the south-west grid system-would increase by 60
per cent.
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The other point is that the SEC also provides
substantial assistance to pensioners in the form of
rebates. This year rebates total $4 million.

One can see that the idea of privatisation or
getting rid of parts, or all, of the SEC would have
a substantial, adverse impact on people in country
areas in this State and, of course, my electorate
would feel the impact of that change very greatly.

The same situation would apply in the supply of
water. In Kalgoorlie consumers pay 25c a kilolitre
for the first 400 kilolitres they consume. The
actual cost of providing the water is $4.50--a
substantial difference.

The losses incurred by the Public Works De-
partment in 1983-84 were as follows-

$ million
Water 26 .4
Country sewerage 2.86
Irrigation 6.5
Drainage 1.54

These figures are based on historical costs rather
than replacement costs which, of course, would be
much higher, and there is no profit component as
far as the PWD is concerned.

The impact of any change as envisaged by the
Liberal Party and its leader would be devastating,
not only on the consumer, but also on industry in
country areas. The impact would apply not only to
water, but also to power and other Government
services which are provided in this State.

If these services were handed over to private
enterprise, the country areas in the State might as
well close down and everyone move to the city.
Believe you me, Mr Speaker, that will be the
consequence of the action the Liberal Party is
proposing.

I wonder how any private enterprise person
would view the role of the PWD. In Kalgoorlie it
has gone out of its way to help the Kalgoorlie
College with its building programme. It has
provided services in relation to the cultural centre
which is proposed to be built in Kalgoorlie in a
couple of years. Those services have been provided
free of charge to the groups concerned. I am sure
there would be quite a significant cost impact on
the construction Of those facilities if private
enterprise were given the role of providing that
sort of architectural and engineering service.

We can also look at Westrail. If the Liberal
Party bad its way I am quite certain, as far as my
electorate is concerned, there would be no Pros-
pector service. The Prospector runs at a loss. The
Indian Pacific runs at a loss. There would be no
road buses from Esperance to Kalgoorlie; they all
run at a loss.

Will private enterprise want to buy those bodies
which run at a loss? Perhaps the Liberal Party
envisages selling off to private enterprise only
those parts of State instrumentalities which run at
a profit.

I know what those losses involve. As a member
of the Labor Party that is something which con-
cerns rme. This Government is committed to an
increase in employment and a decrease in unem-
ployment. The consequences of this decision of the
Liberal Party can only be significant job losses.

What sort of impact will those job losses have
on the country communities? As chairman of the
parliamentary Select Committee on rural hard-
ship I visited a number of small country towns.
One in particular which impressed me was
Nungarin, and the local shire. We were given an
indication of the population decline in Nungarin
in recent years. From 1976 to 1982 the population
has declined from something like 400 persons to
fewer than 300. One of the reasons for that has
been the decline in rural industries. In 1971 or
1972 the railway station attendant was removed.
In 1974 it was the police station. In 1977 they lost
their official post office. And so it goes on.

The consequences of this Liberal Party decision
can only be that towns such as Nungarin and
other smaller towns throughout Western Australia
will disappear from the map, because that decision
will mean that the profit motive will come into
force. Facilities will be removed because great
losses will be involved in supplying services to
small towns. People will move out of the towns as
a consequence of the Government employees mov-
ing out, shops and services will close because there
will not be the population to service. The
consequences are horrendous.

Mr Hassell said, in relation to this policy earlier
this year, that there was no need for Governments
to panic. The mover of the motion at the Liberal
Party State Conference, Mr McAuliffe, said that
employees working for some of the main projects
need not be concerned for their jobs. He said they
could be transferred to the private sector, where
there would be more jobs with better terms and
conditions. I cannot believe that private enterprise
will provide more jobs with better terms and con-
ditions for the employees involved. That is pal-
pable nonsense. It cannot be done. The Liberal
Party knows it cannot be done, Mr McAuiliffe
knows it cannot be done, and so does the Oppo-
sition.

The terms and conditions provided to Govern-
ment employees in this State are as good if not
better than most of the terms and conditions
provided to people involved in the work force right
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throughout Australia. This Government has found
difficulty in ensuring that the workers have a 38-
hour week. The costs involved have been quite
enormous. I fail to see how the Liberal Party can
improve on terms and conditions which include a
38-hour week involving long service leave in some
cases after seven years and in other cases after 10
years, and where reasonable wages and salaries
are paid. How will those terms and conditions be
improved without involving additional costs and at
the same time provide additional jobs? The
Leader of the Opposition knows it cannot be done,
this Parliament knows it cannot be done and the
people of this State know it cannot be done. I will
make sure they are aware of it.

It seems that the ideas of the Liberal Party
about privatisation as they call it come from the
Thatcher Government. The Thatcher Government
started its privatisation campaign a couple of
years ago, back in 1978cor 1979.

1 have been able to obtain a little information on
the methodology involved by the Thatcher
Government in selling off Government
instrumentalities. It is interesting to see that those
which have been sold and privatised are not those
which make big losses, they are not those which
provide services, they are those which are making
profits because they are sold to some of the
Government's friends-some of the most profit-
able enterprises in the United Kingdom have been
sold in this way.

The Thatcher Government sold off British
Aerospace. Fifty-one per cent was sold in
February 1981. It sold British Gas. It retained the
national distribution-who wants the cost of
distributing gas throughout the United Kingdom?
It sold off its oil interest only, the British National
Oil Corporation. Fifty-one per cent of British Oil
was sold in November 1982. Eleven per cent of BP
was also sold.

These are some of the most profitable
enterprises in the United Kingdom. The Thatcher
Government sold British Rail's hotels. For some
reason British Rail hotels are profitable, I do not
know why.

Mr Mensaros: The taxpayer pays less tax in the
United Kingdom. The public service has been
reduced by 20 per cent in five years.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The cost, as far as the
economy is concerned, could have been much less
if all these profitable enterprises had been
retained. I do not see how the Opposition can
argue that by selling off the profitable enterprises
there is a benefit to the Government. I could
understand it if it were suggested that we sell the
most costly enterprises, but I certainly cannot fol-

low the reasoning behind selling the most profit-
able ones; how that can be of benefit to the tax-
payers and to the Government?

Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: This was raised back in

April, when the Leader of the Opposition spoke to
the Liberal Party and put forward this idea. It was
put forward at the last Liberal Party State Con-
ference a couple of months ago. That is when it
became part of the party's policy. That is when the
Opposition decided it would sell off sonic of the
better parts of the operations in this State.

The consequences for the people of the country
and this State will be absolutely disastrous. The
House knows that, and I will make certain, lead-
ing up to the next election, that the people of the
country areas in this State know exactly where the
Liberal Party stands. I think the country people of
this State will pay the real cost of providing ser-
vices to them.

Mr Laurance: Who said that?
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: That is exactly what the

Liberal Party policy says. The member has just
walked in; he has missed the best part.

Mr Laurance: I think I was fortunate.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I can only endorse the

motion I have moved in this House tonight. I am
absolutely convinced it is the way the Liberal
Party wants to move, not only in this State but
also nationally. It will sell off the best parts of
public enterprises in this State to its friends.

Mr Laurance: Let us get that straight: There
are no best parts.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Of course there are. I went
through a few of the best parts.

Several members interjected.
Mr I. F. TAYLOR: The Opposition will sell

them off, either in whole or in part. Those that
private enterprise will buy will be the most profit-
able ones. They will be sold, and the cost to the
country community will be absolutely devastating.

We might as well close down private enterprise
on the other side of the Darling Scarp if the Oppo-
sition proceeds with this policy. That will be the
consequence of the Liberal Party's policy in
country areas of this State beyond the Darling
Scarp. The Leader of the Liberal Party in this
State and the delegates at the State Conference of
the Liberal Party have made it clear that is their
party's intention and they intend to push ahead
with that policy. Let us hear the Opposition say
that is not its intention. Let us hear members
opposite completely back out of that policy. That
is what country people want them to do. If they do
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not they will pay the price at the ballot box in
1986.

Governments members: Hear, hear!
MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) [7.41 p.m.]: I

have great pleasure in rising to second the motion
moved by the member for Kalgoorlie and I take
the opportunity to speak against the proposals
made at the recent Liberal Party State Confer-
ence. The proposal by the Liberal Party to sell off
the key community-based Government utilities, or
bits and pieces of them-naturally private
enterprise will be interested only in the more prof-
itable bits and pieces, leaving the Government
with an even greater burden than it has
now-would be nothing short of a recipe for disas-
ter for the people in my electorate.

Country water and electricity charges were
subsidised last year to the tune of $97 million; that
is. $37 million for water supply services and $60
million for electricity. Without that subsidisation
country consumers, particularly those in the
north-west, would pay three or four times more
than they pay currently for these services.

Mr Laurance: Subsidised charges in the country
were introduced by conservative Governments.

Mr Bryce: And you are about to wipe them out.
Mr Laurance: You came into this House on a

promise to bring down costs in the north.
Mrs BUCHANAN: If the member intends to

sit there and contradict the policies of his party, he
is welcome to do so, but I would like to speak on
behalf of the people in my electorate.

Mr Laurance: I helped to devise those policies
and I am proud of them.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Pilbara has the call and no-one else.
Mr Parker: I shall give you a schedule of-
The SPEAKER: Order! I have warned the Min-

ister for Minerals and Energy on many occasions
that when I call for order on my feet I do not
expect a member to immediately make an inter-
jection.

Mrs BUCHANAN: In the course of heading a
working party into regulatory issues in the north-
west, on many occasions the effects of current
charges on the cost of living and on small
businesses and industries in the north have been
raised with me. One can only shudder when one
thinks of what would be the likely effect if the
Liberal Party ever managed to implement such
irresponsible proposals as those which came out of
its recent conference. Its privatisation plans would
represent the most massive onslaught in history on

the living conditions of the people in my elector-
ate.

Mr Laurance: What about the legislation that
we passed here about costs?

Mrs BUCHANAN: Members opposite are ex-
tremely fond of screeching like a lot of parrots
about costs in the Pilbara. In fact their antics
remind me that perhaps we are all descended from
troglodytes; but in the case of the member for
Gascoyne, he has not progressed very far from the
stone age days.

Mr Laurance: It is some time since you brought
that piece of legislation here-

Mrs BUCHANAN: The people in the north
would be absolutely disgusted if they could hear
the way Opposition members continually express
such uncaring attitudes in relation to the cost of
living in the north. They never miss an opportunity
to draw attention to that matter, which leads me
to ask what progress they made when they were in
Government.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Gascoyne is not making the speech; the member
for Pilbara is.

Mrs BUCHANAN: When in Government, the
Opposition did nothing, despite the (act that it had
nine long years to put its policies into effect. All
members opposite can do now is knock the respon-
sible and genuine efforts being made by the
Government to resolve some of the problems
which they left behind them.

The other thing members opposite like to do is
to tell us about all the terrible things they might
do if they get into Government, and that will be a
very long time in coming.

The Opposition's complete and utter lack of
understanding of the needs of people in the north
is to be deplored. I have worked, am working, and
will continue to work to find ways to alleviate the
many disadvantages experienced by the people in
my electorate. That certainly would not include
the privatisation of public utilities.

Some of the initiatives which have been taken
and which are worthy of noting here are the set-
ting up of a working party to examine the Govern-
ment regulation issue and the use of CEP schemes
to set up a prices monitoring unit.

On the Federal scene, we have had the an-
nouncement of increases in the tax zone allow-
ances which is absolute music, not only to my ears,
but also to the ears of all members who represent
electorates in the north and whose representations
on this issue over a number of years have at last
been heeded. I am sure that the member for
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Gascoyne would agree with me there, as I remem-
ber he was greatly involved in making a contri-
bution to that.

I do not believe the situation should be left at
that end I shall continue to press for regular re-
views of zone allowances. Those are only a few of
the initiatives. They represent something of a
change. The previous Government used to tell
people in the north that they would have to put up
with things the way they were, but what the
present Government is doing is quite the reverse.

The only proposal the Opposition can offer after
nine long years of doing nothing relates to selling
off all the public utilities and, as has been stressed
already by the member for Kalgoorlie, without a
doubt such a policy would have a devastating ef-
fect on people in country areas, in particular, on
those in the north.

Everybody knows that the prime objective of
private industry is to make as big a profit as poss-
ible. Therefore, it is inappropriate to be handed on
a silver platter-

Several members interjected.
Mrs BUCHANAN: I am saying it is inappro-

priate to hand over on a silver platter-
Mr Court: It is hard work making profits!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs BUCHANAN: I am saying it is absolutely

inappropriate that private industry should be
handed these essential services which have long
been accepted as being best handled by the
Government of the day. Perhaps I could look at
some specific examples of the extent of the dam-
age that 1 see would be done by the implemen-
tation of such Liberal Party policies in my elector-
ate and, indeed, in other country and northern
areas.

With reference to water charges, substantial
operating losses occurred in northern areas and
these are set out in the annual report of the Public
Works Department for 1982-83. To overcome this
in the Port Hedland district, for instance, it would
be necessary to increase Water charges to the con-
sumer by 68 per cent and in Kununurra the in-
crease required would be 88 per cent.

Mr Evans: Tell them about the irrigation costs,
too.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I have not even touched on
the irrigation costs.

Mr Laurance: It has nothing to do with this
policy at all. It is a very interesting speech, but it
has nothing to do with the policy.

Mrs BUCHANAN: If the member does not
mind, I am speaking to the mnotion moved by the
member for Kalgoorlie.

Mr Laurance: I do mind, because it is a whole
load of rubbish.

Mrs BUCHANAN: It should be borne in mind
that the required increases would only achieve a
break-even Situation and naturally private
enterprise will be seeking to make a reasonable
profit on top of what would be needed to cut those
losses.

The common argument for privatisation is that
private industry is more efficient, but I dispute
that because it is not always the case. Certainly it
is a responsibility of the Government to make
every effort to ensure that its instrumentalities are
operating efficiently while at the same time pro-
viding a high standard of service to the public.

Mr Mensaros interjected.
Mrs BUCHANAN: I am sorry that the mem-

ber does not want to hear what I have to say, but I
will continue my remarks as long as Mr Speaker
allows.

Mr Pearce: We are looking forward to hearing
you in due course in the debate. Members of the
Opposition can make their positions clear then.

Mrs BUCHANAN: Efficiency is something
that we are always Striving to achieve. The forth-
coming merger of the State's water authorities
and the ongoing authority's appraisals of that and
other public departments are examples of the work
that is being done in this regard. The member for
Floreat reoently suggested that we should let pri-
vate industry take over the country water supplies
a nd subsidise t hem to do i t. I fail to see wha t could
possibly be achieved by that.

Mr Mensaros: I said the subsidy should be
retained.

Mrs BUCHANAN: At least the member was
honest enough to concede that the subsidy was
necessary. What would happen with the quality of
the country water supplies under the Liberal
Party's proposal? What would in fact become of
activities such as the water purity programme
which was continued in 1982-83 and was aimed at
reducing the risk of amoebic meningitis?

Mr Pearce: You would get a mud shandy.
Mrs BUCHANAN: This programme cost

nearly $1 million for the installation of tank roof-
ing, additional chlorinators, etc. Where the sal-
inity of the supply has reached an unacceptable
level alternative resources have been developed by
the department and such was the case in my elec-
torate with the Roebourne water supply which
recently needed some attention. That part of the
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operation needs to still be strictly regulated and
involves considerable Government expenditure. If
the Government must regulate and subsidise parts
of the service it should be totally responsible r it.

Mr Williams: Wrong.
Mrs BUCHANAN: There is no point in selling-

off parts of it. Essential services should remain in
the hands of the Government, particularly in re-
gard to northern areas.

Mr Rushton: How is the British Coal Board
getting on at the moment? It is a Government
enterprise.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Before they flogged off BP.
Mr Bryce: When did they become a Govern-

ment enterprise? When the private sector decided
it could not handle it?

Mr Hassell: Nationalised!
Mrs BUCHANAN: In regard to the SEC, the

member for Kalgoorlie has already referred to the
cost of production of electricity in country areas;
this service is also heavily subsidised. The smaller
and more remote the area the greater the subsidy
that is needed.

Mr Mensaros: I do not dispute that. This policy
does not cut across that at all.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You sell off the best ones, don't
you?

Mrs BUCHANAN: In my electorate, in Port
Hedland, a typical domestic power bill of $107
costs the SEC $263 to produce. The uniform tariff
policy means that normal domestic consumers in
the Pilbara pay the same supply charge of 15.57c
per day and 8.49c per unit for their electricity as
does the rest of the State. Commercial users in the
Pilbara also pay uniform tariffs and while their
power bills can be very high because of climatic
conditions and the need to air-condition both busi-
ness premises and homes, at least the actual rates
paid are the same as elsewhere in the State.

Under the Liberal Party policy, which
thankfully was never introduced while the Oppo-
sition was in office, there would probably be a
mass exodus from the north because nobody would
be able to afford to live there any more.

Mr Bryce: Including in Carnarvon.
Mr Laurance: Who helped the north? Come on!

You have only just discovered it!
Mr Pearce: The whole of the north is dependent

on Government industry to that extent.
Mrs BUCHANAN: Another point which the

Opposition has overlooked is that the Government
also looks after low-income families by way of the
rebates which Were referred to by the member for
Kalgoorlie.

Mr Laurance: Yes, this policy allows for that
too.

Mrs BUCHANAN: Last year the SEC paid a
total of $1.1 million in rebates and public works
country water supplies approved rebates totalling
nearly $4 million. Higher charges would also in-
crease the cost of these rebates and the unthink-
able alternative would be that those on low in-
comes would not receive proper services.

Mr Laurance: What a load of balderdash!
Mrs BUCHANAN: A further example, and

one of the services mentioned in Mr McAuliffe's
proposal, was Stateships, which also provides an
essential service to the people in my electorate.
Again it is subsidised and if private enterprise took
it over the services to less profitable smaller ports
no doubt would be drastically reduced or cut out
altogether in the same way as a privately owned
airline has cut out services to the smaller towns-

Mr Laurance: That is rubbish. Your own Minis-
ter for Transport is giving direct subsidies to
Government instrumentalities to make up for the
extra cost. You are talking against your own
Labor Party policy.

Mrs BUCHANAN: -either that or they would
have to increase charges by at least 100 per cent.

Mr Laurance: I do not know whether you
realise it, but you should be castigating the Minis-
ter for Transport because he is doing exactly what
we are suggesting.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: No, we are not.
Mr Laurance: It was in your Budget last year

and it will be in your Budget again this year.
Mr Bryce: Are you running for leadership?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Laurance: No.
Mr Pearce: But it is subsidised basically by the

profitable sectors of Westrail.
Mr Laurance: She should be attacking the Min-

ister for Transport.
Mr Bryce: You are a green bottle. You fell off

the shelf when the pressure was put on you.
Mr Pearce: If we put the profitable sectors of

Westrail up to private enterprise-
The SPEAKER: One interjection I can suffer,

but not half a dozen.
Mr Laurance: Mr Speaker, you can surely ap-

preciate-
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs BUCHANAN: A classic example of the

myth that private industry is always more efficient
must be the Main Roads Department. Some $9
million is currently being spent in my electorate on
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roads and part of the work is being done by the
Main Roads Department and the remainder by
contractors. There is a very marked difference in
the way that the work is being carried out and 1
am not the only one who has noticed this. A num-
ber of my constituents and friends have also
commented on it. Main Roads Department em-
ployees handle the traffic more efficiently and
with much greater attention to safety than do their
counterparts in private industry. They wear red
vests and caps and direct the traffic where necess-
ary when trucks and machinery are on the road.
By comparison, the contractor's employees do not
wear safety clothing. They tend to wander all over
the road like Farmer Brown's cows and usually
ignore motorists who are trying to get past their
work.

Mr Court: Who are you criticising now?
Mrs BUCHANAN: I am giving a comparison

between the two.
Mr Bradshaw: You were criticising.

Mrs BUCHANAN: Does the member want the
name of the contractor?

Mr Bryce: Just bring yourself out of your daze
and listen.

Mr Old: No-one really wants to listen.
Mr Bryce: Ignore him, Pam; keep going.
Mrs BUCHANAN: The Main Roads Depart-

ment is in fact an extremely professional group
when its work is compared to some of the work
being done by others. While I have nothing
against some of the work being contracted out, I
know who I would rather have doing the work in
my electorate, and I hate to think what would
happen if all the work were done privately.

Mr Rushton: It is nice to hear that, but that
comment does not seem to be coming from your
Minister.

Mr Williams: You want all the work to be done
privately? Is that what you said?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I am simply saying that the
myth that has been spread around that private
industry is always more efficient is quite wrong.

Mr Williams: If you look at the facts and fig-
nrcs you will find that is wrong.

Mrs BUCHANAN: Government departments
and their employees have an extremely good
record in the Pilbara. They are playing an import-
ant role in the devclpment of the north and in fact
are the backbone of many small towns in my elec-
torate. The Liberal Party's proposal would have
an absolutely disastrous effect on these small
places and it shows a complete lack of understand-

ing on the part of the Opposition of the needs of
the north-west.

Mr Williams: You ought to get back to the
kitchen.

Mrs BUCHANAN: You would not even know
where the north-west is.

Mr Rushton: How long have you been there?

Mrs BUCHANAN: Eighteen years. I wonder
who was at the conference. It seems that there
were not too many northern residents representing
the north of the State, from what the member for
Kalgoorlie said.

Mr Court: There were a lot of them there, from
all over the Pilbara and all over the Kimberley.

Mrs BUCHANAN: If they were there and did
not point out that privatisation simply would not
work in the Pilbara, then they will certainly be in
hot water when the people up there get to know
about it.

Mr Bryce: We will make sure they do too, even
in Carnarvon.

Mrs BUCHANAN: The member for
Kalgoorlie referred to an article in The Australian
of 30 July where Mr McAuliffe was reported as
having given a privatisation hit-list. He said that
employees working for the named bodies need not
be concerned about their jobs and that their
transfer to the private sector would mean more
jobs and better terms and conditions.

I reckon he would have to have a mag ic wand to
achieve that and keep charges down in the north-
west. If private industry thinks the present system
is inefficient surely it would not be likely to keep
on the same people it is accusing of inefficiency.

The people of the Pilbara cannot afford Liberal
policies, and on their behalf I support this motion.

MR HTASSELL (Cottesloe--Leader of the Op-
position) [8.01 p.m.]: I wonder which one of the
35 faceless advisers cooked up this motion for the
member for Kalgoorlie to put forward. If ever
there has been a trumped-up bit of political non-
sense, it is this motion. It is the silliest motion that
has been brought to the House in years.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: It is wrong factually, and of
course it has been introduced for the purpose of
allowing the Government to misrepresent the Op-
position's position in the country areas of the
State. No doubt in doing so it will be using the
taxpayers' money and using the 35 faceless ad-
visers-

Mr I. F. Taylor: We will tell them the truth.
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Mr HASSELL: -and misusing the Govern-
ment Press corps to misrepresent the Opposition's
position on this matter.

Mr Bryce: Are you attacking the Press again?

Mr HASSELL: No.

Let us talk about this nonsense resolution. We
could deal with the resolution in a very technical
way. We could simply ignore it and say in about
half a dozen words that it is all very interesting,
but as it is directed to the Liberal Party State
Conference it really is not relevant to our situ-
ation, because unlike the Labor Party State Con-
ference, ours does not direct us in terms of the
policies we should implement in Government. It
would be totally legitimate for us to turn our backs
on this motion and say we have the results of the
State Conference motion and we will be taking
them into account in our policy making, and that
is it. Thai is precisely the status of the motion.

The resolution as adopted at the State Confer-
ence of the Liberal Party under the constitution of
the Liberal Party does not purport to bind, and
does not bind, the members of Parliament in re-
lation to policy. In that respect it is remarkably
different as a party and as a constitution from that
which applies to the ALP. We have not seen any
resolutions from a Liberal Party State Conference
directing Ministers that before they frame the
Budget or legislation or make submissions to
Cabinet they must discuss them with committees
of the Party and get the approval of the union
movement.

Mr Parker: That is not true at all.

Mr HASSELL: Those are the kinds of issues
that came up at the recent State Conference of the
Labor Party and are now being endorsed by the
TLC with its demands for the Labor Party to
interfere in the judicial process, the process of
prosecution, and the independence of the J u-
diciary. Those are the real issues that should be
confronted if one is talking about a political party
conference resolution, when such resolution pur-
ports to govern the State, as the Labor Party's
resolution did, and purports to bind the elected
Government. although the people who passed it
have not been elected by anyone.

That is an important distinction which should
not be overlooked when one is talking about State
conferences of the ALP and the Liberal Party.
The unelected delegates at our State Confer-
ence-unelected by the general populace, that
is-do not purport to direct us in the way we
should represent our electorates and how we
should govern the State when in Government.
They purport to offer us advice as our supporters
as to the policies they would like to see followed.

They do not purport to bind us, and our consti-
tution is contrary to that. I have heard that
proposition upheld vigorously many times in the
Liberal Party when any suggestion was made that
any politician, Federal or State, should be given
direction.

The resolution that is being attacked does not
have the status of a binding policy. It has the
status of advice as to a policy direction the party
would have us take if we accepted it.

Mr Bryce: You were the new leader who talked
about discipline.

Mr HASSELL: I want to refer to what I actu-
ally said as leader of the party, to which the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie referred. Here is the printed
speech of what I said at the State Conference.
Under the heading "Privatisation" it states-

In the same vein, we are closely
examining-

I ask members to note that word-

-what can only be called the privatisation
of many Government services. Policy options
include total or Partial privatisation of-

Then there is a list-

Mr Pearce: Partial means the profitable bits.

Mr HASSELL: There is a list, at the top of
which is the State Government Insurance Office.
Why is the member for Kalgoorlie attacking a
proposition for privatisation of the SGlO when the
Premier only a few months ago-in a totally in-
consistent way, I admit, because only recently he
extended the franchise of the 5010-proposed
the privatisation of the SGIO? Why is the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie attacking the Premier's poli-
cies?

Mr Bryce: What a quaint approach.

Mr HASSELL: What is quaint about it? It is
absolutely right.

Mr Old: Caught and bowled!

Mr HASSELL: Let us go down the list a little
further to the third item I mentioned, the State
Engineering Works. What is the Government
doing in this House at present in relation to the
State Engineering Works? It has introduced a Bill
to put the works under a statutory Corporation
along private enterprise lines.

Mir Bryce: That is not privatisation.

Mr Pearce: Where do the profits go?

Mr HASSELL: Would members of the Govern-
ment care to deny that the Western Australian
Development Corporation is giving consideration
to privatisation of the State Engineering Works
under thei statutory corporation?
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Mr 1. F. Taylor: Privatisation as a Government
enterprise. That is quite different from what you
proposed.

Mr HASSELL: It is very interesting. Two of
the bodies I mentioned on my list-the first and
third items-are bodies which the Government it-
self in the name of efficiency has been talking
about privatising.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: What about the other 12?
Mr HASSELL: The principle of privatisation

which I have espoused is not foreign even to the
socialist Government we now have. So what non-
sense it is for the member for Kalgoorlie to come
along and attack, as he has sought to do, the
principle of privatisation.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Now get on to the SEC and the
country water supplies.

Mr HASSELL: Let me refer to other points I
made in my speech-some very important mat-
ters. I said-

Among the options being considered are
complete sale, partial sale, contract work,
leasing, and simple abandonment.

It is abundantly clear from the third paragraph of
that speech relating to privatisation that there is
no proposal to sell every Government instrumen-
tality, and it is blatantly dishonest for the member
for Kalgoorlie to try to misrepresent and to
characterise it in that way. Furthermore, the very
next paragraph states-

No Final decision has been made yt, so
there is no need for the Government or the
unions to panic-as some people did recntly
over the mere suggestion of increase ef-
ficiency in the MTT.

I was referring to the suggestion by the Minister
for Transport that there might be some measure of
privatisation in the MTT as a means of improving
its efficiency and of reducing its losses. What kind
of nonsense is this motion?

It is no good the member for Kalgoorlie stand-
ing up and making a speech which totally mis-
represents our position, which puts it wrongly and
then, when confronted with the facts, trying to
make out that he meant something else. The
simple truth is that I made our position abun-
dantly clear and in doing that I included our con-
sideration of the options and the fact that no final
decision had been made because our political
document on that matter has not been finalised
and has not been released.

Government members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: I will not answer all the inter-

jections except to say to the Minister for Edu-
cation that I have never suggested anywhere that

we would sell off the water supply. I challenge him
to produce one shred of evidence of my having said
that. He is telling an untruth, like his colleague.
He is seeking to misrepresent our position so that
he can beat up an issue that does not exist and flog
it around the countryside of this State, misusing
the Government's Press, misusing, if he can get
away with it, the media, and telling untruths with-
out balancing those untruths with the truth.

I am telling the truth now. I defy the member to
go out of this House and misrepresent our position
knowing, as he does, that I am telling the truth
about our position. That truth was explained in
my speech. The Minister has no basis upon which
he can misrepresent it.

Tabling of Paper
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, can I request the

member to table the document from which he is
quoting?

The SPEAKER: Order! I have ruled in the past
that, if a member is speaking from a document
which is obviously a printed document, that docu-
ment should be tabled in accordance with the
practices of this House. However, if the member is
speaking from notes which he has prepared for his
speech, those notes do not have to be tabled.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr HASSELL: I assure honourable members

that I would be delighted to table the document. I
hope that the Minister for Education will give it
wide circulation. Subject to the rules which apply
to political material, I hope that he will circulate it
throughout the education system.

Let me go back to the essential point, which is
that we have a policy relating to the efficiency, the
effectiveness and the ownership of Government
instrumentalities. Our policy is consistent with the
basic philosophy and policy of the Liberal Party
for which I stand unashamedly, and that is the
philosophy of maintaining private enterprise. That
is something which the Government has tried des-
perately to steal from us. This trumped-up motion
at least allows us to establish, once and for all,
that members of the Government are committed
socialists as we have said they are, a position from
which they have tried very hard to run away for
many years.

We have heard the members for Kalgoorlie and
Pilbara make speeches which will stand us in very
good stead in explaining to the community the
very significant difference between the Labor phil-
osophy and the Liberal philosophy. That signifi-
cant difference is based on the fact that there is
only one private enterprise party. When it gets
down to the nitty-gritty, all the talk from members
sitting opposite about private enterprise, as has
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occurred in this motion, is seen to be just talk and
not a genuine commitment to private enterprise
and profits.

The member for Pilbara said, in unmistakeable
terms, that all of the Government
instrumentalities about which we are speaking
should be retained by the Government. We have
heard interjection after interjection and a speech
from the member for Kalgoorlie in which he made
it clear that he believes that these
instrumentalities should be retained by the
Government. That is what he believes. He believes
in Government business activity; we believe in pri-
vate enterprise. It is as simple and as clear-cut as
that.

I believe in private enterprise because private
enterprise produces the goods for the community
better than Government-owned enterprises.

Mr Pearce: But you still want to sell the water
supply.

Mr HASSELL: I will deal with water in my
time, not the Minister's time.

The point is very simple and Very Clear: Does
the Government believe in private enterprise or
does it believe in socialism? The answer is that it
believes in socialism and we believe in private
enterprise. The Government believes in Govern-
ment activity and we believe in freedom of choice
for the individual.

We believe that the well-being of this com-
munity will be best served by a vigorous, comnpeti-
tive, private enterprise system in which the private
sector is given every opportunity to invest and
every opportunity, by investing, to create jobs and
to produce opportunities fI& young people,
opportunities which so far have been denied.

One of the two biggest problems which exist in
Australia today is the very issue of the Govern-
ment's commitment to expenditure. In the last J0
years, successive Governments in Australia-not
just Labor Governments-have increased the take
from the public. Ten years ago, Governments-
Federal, State, and local-took approximately 32
per cent of the gross domestic product.
Today, Government-Federal, State, and lo-
cal-take 44 per cent of the gross domestic
product. Is there not a very significant link be-
tween that greatly increased Government take of
the wealth of the nation and the vastly increased
unemployment rate? Has that not something to do
with the fact that more and more of the resources
of this nation are being put into Government ex-
penditure on recurrent services and not being put
into productive investment and the growth of em-
ployment that follows from productive invest-
ment? That is the essence of the argument.

I personally do not like the word
"privatisation". It is a very difficult word. It does
not have a clear meaning in itself and that, of
course, is why I defined it in my speech. It is a bad
word but there is no easy word available to replace
it.

Let us refer to the essential question; what is the
justification for retaining in the hands of Govern-
ment a number of enterprises which are now in the
hands of Government? Let us take as an example
the State Engineering Works. Its employees are a
fine group of people who do a good job. However,
over many years they have produced very little in
the way of profit. In a sense they have been passed
by history. The State Engineering Works was
originally set up in circumstances where the State
could not through the private sector provide those
services that could be produced by the State En-
gineering Works.

Mr Pearce: Why did Alan Bond go to them to
have the keel of his yacht made?

Mr HASSELL: Because he found it was the
best place to go.

Mr Pearce: It was profitable to all concerned.

Mr HASSELL: Let me indicate the point I
have made to the Minister for Education. The
point he has raised does not prove profitability in
the case of the State Engineering Works because
if one has regard for the capital invested and the
total commitment involved, it is not profitable.
That is precisely why the Government is turning it
into a private enterprise model statutory corpor-
ation and why the Government is seeking to have
the Western Australian Development Corporation
consider its future, because it has not been profit-
able. The question today is not whether Alan Bond
had the keel of Australia RI made there. He did
and I am not arguing about that.

I will tell the Minister something else about
Alan Bond. If he owned the State Engineering
Works the first thing he would do is dispose of it.
He does not keep unprofitable arms.

Mr Pearce: That would be a good thing to do; it
would put all the people there out of work.

Mr HASSELL: Not necessarily. On many oc-
casions in the private enterprise system a company
which is unprofitable is taken over, and when ab-
sorbed into some other organisation which has a
different approach or management, it becomes
profitable. I do not know whether that can be
achieved in the case of the State Engineering
Works.

Mr Pearce: You would sell it to one of your
friends.
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Mr HASSELL: No, I would not. The Minister
is misrepresenting again, he cannot help it. We are
looking at a vigorous policy of privatisation which
includes not only sate but also partial sale and
contract.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: If Government members persist

with the argument about selling the good ones and
keeping the bad ones they will have to logically
advocate that the Government should get into
more and more profitable businesses. The mem-
bers will say that if the Government buys enough
profitable businesses it will not have to tax any-
body because it will have all that profit. That is
simply not the system in which we believe and I do
not think it is the system that the Government is
likely to pursue. I do not think the Government is
likely to start buying the Weeties factory or any of
those sorts of businesses simply because they are
profitable.

Mr Pearce: Of course we are not.
Mr Court: It might.
Mr HASSELL: It might if it wants to get a

window into the Weeties factory or something of
that nature.

Let us stick to the point, which is whether West-
ern Australia will be best served by private
enterprise or Government enterprise. I suggest
that in the history of Western Australia, because
of the nature of our development, the nature of
our State, the paucity of our population, the dis-
tances involved, and our remotenessI there have
been many occasions on which it has been necess-
ary for services of one kind or another to be estab-
lished by the Government and for those services to
be maintained by the Government on the basis of
subsidy and unprofitability. However, as the State
has developed, bit by bit those services come to be
provided competitively, effectively, and efficiently
and at greater cost efficiency by private
enterprise. When that occurs it is a good thing for
the State because it means we are going forward.
It is quite wrong for us as a State to maintain a
whole series of enterprises which could be
provided by private enterprise but which we are
keeping on an unprofitable and subsidised basis.

I go back to what the Premier has talked about
in an area in which I agree with him: The area of
efficient and effective use of Government assets.
The Premier has said that one of the reasons he
wants the development corporation in existence-
although I believe it could be done another way,
but that is another question-is so that there can
be better and more effective, efficient, and profit-
able management of Government assets. What
does that involve? That involves using assets so

that the State reaps the best reward from them
and so that the taxpayer is relieved of a burden.
When a body such as the State Engineering
Works is maintained-I am using that body as an
example and I am not picking on it-on the prime
real estate on which it is located, absorbing con-
siderable State Government investment from
which there is no return, does the Government
know what it is doing? It is paying a subsidy from
the taxpayer and that is precisely what the tax-
payer is doing in this instance. Our taxation is
already a heavy burden, as even the Government
acknowledges, and through it we are paying some-
thing extra because that asset exists.

One must ask what is the reason for it and why
do we need it? Referring to the MiT. the railways
or the State Energy Commission in the country-
side, the questions of why we need them, why are
they being kept in Government hands, and why a
subsidy is being paid can be answered. They can
be answered quite clearly; because those
instrumentalities provide services the community
needs and that the community cannot do without.
Because of a number of policy considerations, in-
cluding social policy, the Government must pro-
vide the services in that way and, they must be
subsidised from the pockets of the taxpayer. In the
case of the SEC it should, of course, be
remembered that the subsidy does not come from
the pockets of taxpayers as much as it comes from
the pockets of the metropolitan consumers. There
is a different kind of subsidy arrangement and it is
quite misleading to equate it with the other
Government services. The SEC receives nothing
from the taxpayer, except in the current financial
year where the undisclosed deficit has been
imposed upon it by the State Government as it
tries to shape up to help Bob Hawke with the next
election.

Mr Parker: Let us assume there will be a defi-
cit-I am not accepting that that would be the
case--and we were seeking through various ways
to reduce or eliminate it during the year and my
advice is that we are likely to absorb it. Even so, it
would not in fact be a deficit on the taxpayer
because the SEC carries its own deficit.

Mr HASSELL: That is what I said.

Mr Parker: You said except where it becomes a
charge on the taxpayer. That is not true.

Mr HASSELL: It would ultimately become a
charge on the taxpayer. It is a charge on the
taxpayer one way or another. The taxpayer is
ultimately responsible for the SEC. Let us be clear
about the matter: What we are talking about in
this whole area is how we can best serve the people
of Western Australia and how we can best provide
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them with the service they need at the cheapest
cost.

There is considerable accumulating evidence,
which I am not prepared to reveal to members
tonight, that there are certain private hospital
functions which can be provided on a comparable
service basis much more cheaply than Government
hospital functions. Some amounts involved are
very significant. Is this Government going to say
to me that we should be condemned for having a
privatisation policy which involves getting the
cheapest health care for the people of the State,
provided the standards are maintained? Is that the
proposition that the member for Kalgoorlie is
putting forward?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The only way you will be able
to maintain those standards is at the same sort of
cost.

Mr HASSELL: No, it is not. I am not prepared
to give members this material tonight, but I will
be able to demonstrate to them in the fullness of
time that not only can comparable services be
provided, but also they are being provided in the
private sector now at considerably less cost.

Mr Hodge: You have only just discovered this
since you went out of office.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Are you talking about major
medical services?

Mr HASSELL: I am talking about significant
medical services.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: You, Sir, must face up to the

fact that the Government members, in supporting
this motion, are really just playing a game of
trying to put on the record in this House some-
thing which is deliberately and grossly misleading.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: No, it is not, and you know it.
Mr Pearce: You are totally embarrassed by

your party's attitude.
Mr HASSELL: They are doing that for the

purpose of using that material at a later date in a
campaign which they know now, even if they did
niot know previously, is blatantly dishonest.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You are running away from it.
Mr HASSELL: However, Government mem-

bers will not get away with that campaign, be-
cause we intend to tell the full truth about our
plans. We intend to explain our plans so that
people will understand them and we will not allow
members opposite to misrepresent our position as
they have sought to do tonight.

Let us get back to another aspect of this matter,
because it is important to understand that we are
talking about a matter of fundamental political

philosophy and belief, and a matter of attitude.
That question of attitude was dramatically
revealed by the member for Pilbara when she
scathingly spoke about profits. She referred to the
wretched people from private enterprise who, if
they were in charge, would want to make a profit.
What a dreadful thing!

That is one of the real problems of this nation
today: the socialists across the board-I am not
talking about socialist Governments; I am talking
about the socialists in the community; the people
who have been out there actively spreading the
gospel for years and the various sectors
represented by them-have managed to create a
feeling in Australia that profit is bad and that
when one makes a profit, one must feel guilty
about it.

Mr Pearce: That is not OUr attitude at all.
Mr Williams: It is.
Mr HASSELL: Members opposite believe that,

if the profit is too big, we must start talking about
an excess profit tax. Would members of the Labor
Party like to deny that their Minister in Canberra
(Mr Walsh) and his colleagues have been talking
about excess profits for years? What is an excess
profit?

Mr Pearce: One that rips people off'. Like your
poor old country people who have to contribute to
excess profits every time they have a drink or
switch on a light

Mr HASSELL: What is excess profit in the
situation where a company enters into untold risk
looking for oil in, say, the desert? That company
would be involved in enormous costs based on, for
example, a one-in-65 chance that it will find a well
which has a payload. Then along comes Mr Walsh
talking about an excess profit. What kind of a
ridiculous situation is that?

Mr Pearce: An excess profit is made by a person
who goes around door-knocking at pensioners'
homes charging $2 000 to do a job which should
cast $400.

Mr HASSELL: That is fraud; not excess profit.
Let us not make any mistake about that. No-one is
defending that and noi-one ever has; so do not talk
a lot of nonsense.

Mr Williams: He is ripping off the pensioners.
Mr HASSELL: Senator Walsh is not talking

about people who defraud pensioners when he re-
fers to excess profits; he is talking about people
who make more than 10 per cent on their capital
investments, regardless of the risks they have
taken, the years they have waited, and the
opportunities they have given up. That is the sort
of nonsense that is built into the Labor socialist
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philosophy and that is the philosophy that is get-
ting through to the Australian people to the extent
that the attitude of those people to profits has
become increasingly sceptical. As we become scep-
tical and apologetic about profit, so we become
less capable of succeeding and providing jobs for
people, because we are not able to recognise that
out of those profits comes the investment and pro-
ductive enterprises which provide jobs.

That is what privatisation and private enterprise
is about; that is what we stand for and we make no
apology for it.

Let me finish on this note, because it is necess-
ary to be explicit when we have people who go to
such lengths dishonestly to misrepresent a
position: I have never suggested that we would sell
off the Metropolitan Water Authority, the rail-
ways, or the R & I Bank, and I have no plans to do
so.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: What are you going to sell off?
Mr Wilson: Do you have any plans at all?
Mr HASSELL: I have every intention to make

the MWA, the railways, and the State Energy
Commission more accountable for the charges
which they impose on the people of this State.

Mr Tonkin: You did nothing for nine years.
You did not even tackle it.

Mr HASSELL: I have every intention to pro-
pose policies which will provide new mechanisms
by which those bodies are made to justify their
efficiency and effectiveness. If the Government
introduces such measures, I shall support them.

Mr Tonkin: We are doing so.
Mr HASSELL: I have yet to see them. Let me

be specific about one point: Government members
made a commitment that they would bring to Par-
liament the SEC accounts for debate so that we
could view those accounts and the SEC would be
more accountable.

Mr Tonkin: You had nine years to do something
and you did nothing.

Mr HASSELL: I am talking about a commit-
ment the Government made. That is a very simple
thing. Members opposite said they would bring the
SEC accounts to Parliament so we could debate
them properly. They intended to incorporate them
in the budgetary process.

Mr Parker: I am happy to give you the oppor-
tunity to debate the annual report of the SEC
whenever you want to do so.

Mr HASSELL: That was not the commitment
at all. The Government's commitment was to in-
clude the SEC accounts in the budgetary process
so that they would be debated as part of that

process. When is the Government going to do
that?

Mr Tonkin: They can be debated. There is no
problem.

Mr Parker: They can be debated tomorrow.
Mr HASSELL: They can be debated in that

kind of way and that kind of form; but the com-
mitment the Government made was one about ac-
countability. The Government made a commit-
ment that it would bring the SEC accounts here
for debate as part of the budgetary process, and
that commitment has not been met.

Mr Parker: What are you talking about?
Mr HASSELL: Let me return to the point I

was making, because I will not be diverted. The
point is that we are committed to policies which
will make more accountable those statutory cor-
porations which are Government owned, which are
monopolies, and which the people have no choice
but to use.

In other areas where the bodies concerned are
not monopolies and where people do have a choice
of whether they use them, we will seek to privatise
if that can be done without disadvantage to
people. We have no intention whatsoever and
never had any intention-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Now we have qualifications.
Mr HASSELL: I am certainly putting in quali-

fications the member can understand, because he
has sought to misrepresent our position. He will
not now be able to leave this House and tell any-
one in his electorate any lies about what we intend
doing.

It was a Government of which I was a member
which maintained the uniform electricity tariff
over a number of years and in the face of a num-
ber of pressures. The member for Kalgoorlie spoke
about the SEC, and he needs to be reminded that
it was our Government which made a very bold
decision to put the grid up to Kalgoorlie to provide
for the needs of that area. It was our Government
that made the capital commitment at a difficult
time and when there were very strong competing
demands on finance.

Mr I. F. Taylor: l am aware of that.
Mr HASSELL: While the member is aware of

that, he might give credit for it.
Mr Tonkin: We do give credit for it.
Mr HASSELL: Government members have

been critical of the things we intend to do, yet that
example shows the commitment we had to the
non-metropolitan areas. Government members
know full well that in purely electorate terms there
was no political gain for us in providing that grid
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to Kalgoorlie, yet that is the sort of thing which
their Government is doing with a number of de-
cisions. We took the view in Government, we take
it now and we will take it when next in Govern-
ment, that the people of this State who do not live
in the metropolitan area have a right to develop as
part of the State, without being subjected to costs
which force them to abandon their homes in the
country and to move towards the city. If it is of
any comfort to the member for Kalgoorlie-I do
not suppose it will be because it further weakens
his case for misrepresentation-I indicate to him
that only last Saturday I was working on other
policies in which the very issue was to ensure that
the commitments of our party to the non-metro-
politan areas were properly and clearly spelt out
and aver which there could be no possible mistake.

I think I have said enough to make it clear that
we have no intention whatsoever of following a
privatisation policy on the basis of an ideological
commitment to do something without regard to
the needs of the people and without regard to the
good of this State as a whole. There is no possible
way that the member for Kalgoorlie or any other
member of the Government will be able ever again
to misrepresent-and grossly as has been done
tonight-our intention and commitments.

I will conclude by making the position clear
once again. Our objectives are very clear and con-
cise: They are to increase efficiency, to lower the
cost of services across the board, to provide ser-
vices to the consumer, and to reduce the level and
the burden of taxation in this State. Our policies
are directed to that end.

Every proposal for the privatisation of an oper-
ation will be considered individually on its merits,
and if that privatisation will not result in a benefit
to the consumer and the taxpayer, it simply will
not be pursued.

On the question of rebates, which was referred
to by the member for Pilbara, I indicate that there
is no suggestion that if a Government service were
put into the hands of private industry, there could
not still be rebates. In fact over recent years con-
siderable pressure has been put on the Govern-
ment by the MTT and the SEC to separate the
rebate function from the function of providing the
services. The reason for this is that those bodies, in
their quest to operate profitably and efficiently,
have been seeking to have the social service aspect
involved in rebates taken away and identified
clearly as a social service in the Budget. That has
been done in some cases.

In the event that, for example, there was a sale
or some Government body which was providing a
rebate-I cannot imagine that any of them would

be-that rebate would be provided through the
mechanism of direct grant or by whatever method
was necessary to benefit the consumer as was
intended.

For the benefit of the Minister for Education I
need to say that we have never contemplated sell-
ing the Metropolitan Water Authority, unlike the
Victorian Labor Government, which I understand
actually sold off some of its dams on the basis of a
lease-back arrangement so that it could meet its
recurrent budgetary commitments. We are
opposed to that sort of Government fiddling in
financing and we will not have any part of it.
Neither do we intend to sell the railways as has
been done by the New South Wales Labor
Government as a means of getting itself out of its
massive budgetary deficit caused by its over ex-
penditure. That sort of privatisation-which is not
really privatisation at all, but mismanagement-is
vehemently opposed by us.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: That was just a lease-back
arrangement.

Mr Mensaros: No, they sold it to the Common-
wealth.

.Mr Pearce: If you give it to the Commonwealth,
that is not selling it. Does that mean we hav, sold
the universities to the Commonwealth?

Mr HASSELL: It is my understanding that the
New South Wales Labor Government sold vast
sections of rolling stock, for example, not to the
Commonwealth but to private enterprise on a
lease-back arrangement as a means of financing
its recurrent expenditure. That kind of disposal of
assets is something we oppose vehemently because
it involves a wasting-away of Government assets
which are already unprofitable to meet recurrent
expenditures without any return.

That is a very undesirable form of financing
which has been indulged in by Labor socialist
Governments in the Eastern States and which I
am watching for very closely here, because if that
is the kind of rationalisation and management of
Government assets members opposite are propos-
ing, they will have a real fight on their hands. We
will not have the assets of this State squandered
away. We are happy to see them more efficiently
managed, but we are not going to see them squan-
dered away so that the Government can maintain
recurrent expenditure programmes without disci-
pline and then have the problem of trying to run
the State in the wake of that. Nor do we think it is
acceptable that the Government should have used
in advance by seven or eight years the royalty
payments from the Argyle diamond mine so the
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Premier could become a Stock Exchange
entrepreneur.

That sort of privatisation also is not acceptable
to us, but it is apparently acceptable to the
Government. Let there be no further misrepresen-
tation by this member, or his colleagues, as to our
policies and our intentions. Those policies are
designed for the benefit of the people of the State;
they have nothing to do with reducing employ-
ment opportunities and everything to do with in-
creasing employment opportunities. They have
nothing to do with increasing costs to people in the
country, and everything to do with reducing costs
overall, and reducing taxation. That is the policy
we are pursuing: the private enterprise policy of
effectiveness, efficiency, competition, and a better
standard of living. We wili continue to do so, and
misrepresentations by Government members will
not stop us.

MR READ (Mandurah) [8.51 p.m.]: I support
the motion and do so because I am concerned
about the effect that these proposals will have on
the Mandurah area, which is a country electorate
with an aged population comprising
approximately 25 per cent of the total population.

The Leader of the Opposition tried to suggest.
that his side of the House is for private enterpri se,
and this side or the House is opposed to private
enterprise. The Labor Government stands for a
partnership between Government and private
enterprise. However, we believe the essential ser-
vices such as power and water must be provided by
Government. Country people would be
disadvantaged greatly if essential services such as
power and water were sold, because those services
are profitable in the city, but incur a loss in the
country.

Privatisation of those services would mean
increased costs to country people. I am surprised
the member for Murray-Wellington interjected,
because I would have thought as a country mem-
ber he would support anything that would soften
the blow to the people in the country.

I was glad to hear mention of the fact that the
Opposition has a policy. I have been listening to
debates in this House for several months and I
thought it was the Opposition's policy to not have
a policy. However, it was a great pity that we
learnt tonight that although the Opposition party
does have a policy, it cannot necessarily be held to
that policy. The Opposition party has earned the
title of the "Which Way the Wind Blows Party".

This proposal will hit hard the budgets of all
country people, not only the pensioners, low in-
come earners, and other disadvantaged groups

such as single parents, etc., but also it will hit
those who are capable of paying.

The point which I find difficult to follow in the
Opposition's proposal is how it will sell services
without putting extra costs on country people. Let
us examine the provision of water.

Water and sewerage rates in the Mandurah
area incur a loss, a loss which would not be
tolerated by private enterprise. Private enterprise
would not be interested in purchasing such a ser-
vice. There are 12 000 consumers in the
Mandurah area. Therefore, they would have to
pay to reverse that loss. They would have to or pay
out the increased costs which would be incurred by
any subsidy coming from the profits or the city
area.

Under the uniform tariff policy the SEC
country consumers are subsidised by $69 million a
year. What the Liberal Party is offering the people
or Mandurah is an increase in SEC charges of
approximately $292 per consumer-a strange way
to seek to attract support from the electorate.

Another important service for Mandurah is the
MTT. It is a link between the metropolitan area
for many people, such as the elderly, who use the
service to visit Perth, to go to a specialist, or to go
on shopping expeditions. I cannot see how private
enterprise would tolerate such things as pensioner,
student and unemployed concessions on that ser-
vice.

It is a myth to suggest that the privatisation of
the MTT would help these people. That myth was
exposed in this place just over a month ago. I refer
to a question which was asked of the Minister for
Transport by the member for Whitford on 2
August 1984. The member asked-

Is the Minister aware of the Opposition's
recent suggestions that it would be beneficial
to privatise the public transport services
offered by the MTT and can he outline the
impact of these suggestions?

The Minister answered, in part-
It is a complete myth that the

"privatisation" of public transport would re-
duce the cost to the taxpayer to any signifi-
cant degree.

He said further-
"Privatisation" would either result in

unacceptably high fares or it would require
Government subsidy. More likely, following
the logic of conservative Administrations
elsewhere, the profitable sector would be sold
off for private benefit leaving the remainder
for Government operation without even the
support of the more commercial routes.
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These are matters which concern me. I wondered
where all this started. I can remember a previous
Prime Minister of Australia, one Malcolm Fraser,
saying he would sell off certain areas of Telecom,
although they were not areas incurring losses, but
were earning profits.

I came across some cuttings from newspapers.
One was from the Daily News of Thursday, 12
April 1984. The headline said, "Libs 'will cut tax'
sell Medibank". The West Australian of Friday 13
April 1984 ran the headline, "Peacock promises
big sell-off". One section of the report said, "The
Federal coalition promised yesterday to sell off
several public enterprises and authorities if
returned to power".

Following hard on the heels of that, on 15 April
1984 the Sunday Independent ran the headline
"Libs talk of selling up". The article read-

Some Government authorities could be put
up for sale in a Liberal Government blitz
against increasing State control, Liberal Op-
position Leader Bill Hassell said yesterday.

It seems the Opposition members have said, "Let
us go to the public and tell them we are going to
sell everything". That seems to be the only policy
the Opposition party has in this area.

With such proposals, the Liberal Party could
aptly be named the "Ancient Mariner" party be-
cause it is always hanging albatrosses around its
neck. I sincerely hope and pray that the Oppo-
sition never occupies these benches in the future,
because heaven help the people of this State if it
does. It will only lead the State further down the
road of misery and despair-the road along which
it led the State until 19 February 1983.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [9.01 p.m.]: The
new initiatives announced by the Leader of the
Opposition a couple of times this year, and most
recently at the State Conference of the Liberal
Party, hold out tremendous hope for the people of
Western Australia. They are policy decisions for
which the people of Western Australia have been
looking to the Liberal Party. It is fortunate that
we have a leader of a party who is prepared to be
dynamic and to bring forward philosophical poli-
cies that offer a tremendous amount to the people
of the State.

Mr Pearce: You would not care to comment on
your leader's difficulties in keeping a front bench?

Mr LAURANCE: No. Personal decisions have
to be made by all of us at various times. That has
nothing to do with the toad of codswallop coming
from the Minister's side of the Chamber tonight.

One of the things for which I condemn the
Government is its tirade tonight on how we would

increase costs for country people. Members of the
Government stand condemned out of their own
mouths. It was only a couple of years ago that the
people of this nation decided to support the pre-
vious Government in paying 2c a litre on fuel into
the 1988 bicentennial roads programme-a
tremendous national project. However, the Feder-
al Government decided to index that figure and
raise more tax. What has it done? It has decided
that the additional amount raised by that
indexation will not go towards roads. That money
will be taken away from the country people and
put into welfare or some other field, thus robbing
the country people.

Members of the Government have the hide to
stand here and say that we will increase the cost to
country people, but that is an absolutely unbeliev-
able load of codswallop. What has the member for
Pilbara to say about this? Only recently, the Fed-
eral Minister for Transport said that the ad-
ditional amount raised by the ABRD fund would
be stolen from the country people.

That is what the Federal Government is doing,
and that is what the Labor people are
doing-raising funds in the country and robbing
the country people of them. The funds are not
being put back into roadworks. Let us hear some
comment about that. What about the member for
Kalgoorlie's explaining that stance of the Federal
Government, robbing country people of the funds
that they are putting in to have a wonderful roads
system in this nation by 1988? How can a stance
like that be justified? Has the member for
Kalgoorlie protested to the Federal Government
about that? Has the Premier done so? Has the
Minister for Transport in this State made a pro-
test? Not a whimper! They have handed it over to
the Federal Government and let it raise these
funds from the people.

Mr Evans: Was not the petrol tax originally
intended to go into roadmaking?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes-the Australian bicen-
tennial road development fund. That was the
special 2c; but the Labor Government indexed it
and took all the extra out. That money is not being
put back into roads. What is the Minister for
Agriculture saying about that on behalf of country
people? Nothing. He has his tail between his legs,
and he is running scared.

Mr Evans: You are talking!
Mr LAURANCE: What about the member for

Pilbara, the member for Bunbury, and the mem-
ber for Mandurah? Have they stood up and said,
"We want these funds spent the way the
Australian people said they want them spent"?
That is not what the Federal Government is doing.
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Mr Pearce: Is it true the people of Carnarvon
want Hon. Phil Lockyer as their lower House
member?

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister should ask
them. Has he been there lately?

Mr Pearce: I was there on Saturday.
[Quorum formed.)
Mr Pearce: It is a pity you cannot get a crowd

like that in Carnarvon.
Mr LAURANCE: I am proud of my 70 per

cent in Carvarvon. I do not know how the Minister
for Education goes. We will see at the next elec-
tion.

Mr Pearce: I have a full-sized electorate, and I
still do all right.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett): I
wonder if the member for Gascoyne would debate
the motion before the House rather than the size
of members' majorities?

Mr LAURANCE: The mover of the moti on
was a dummy put up by the Government. I
thought he was an economist but he has shown he
is not one.

Let me answer the question about the ABRD
funds that have been stolen. They should have
been spent on local roads, and they have been
stolen by the Labor Government.

Quorum
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr

Would you please ring the bells?
Burkett):

[Bells rung and a quorum formed.]
The ACTING SPEAKER: Before calling on

the member for Gascoyne, I remind members that
it is necessary to have 19 members in this House
at any one time. When I call for the bells to be
rung, that is not so that members from both sides
can walk in and walk out. The member for
Gascoyne.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Mr Acting

Speaker. I appreciate your difficult position. Of
course, the Opposition is in a difficult position,
and it is necessary for us to give an answer to what
Government members said tonight.

Let us get one thing straight: The subsidies paid
to country people to equalise charges were estab-
lished by conservative Governments in this State.
We established the system, we adhered to it, and
we are proud of it. It is one of the greatest things
for decentralisation in the history of this State.
We are proud of that, and we would do nothing to
move away from that. The only reason we would

make any change would be in order to provide
more efficient services to all people, including
country people. If metropolitan services were
made More profitable, the Government could
afford to give a bigger subsidy to the country
people.

The Opposition would lower charges to the
country areas. It has done it before; it has
equalised them before. It would not happen under
a Labor Government. Greater efficiency means
less cost to the country people. It is the hope of the
country people. Let us talk about the country
people. We have this crazy situation where the
member for Pilbara spoke tonight and she knows
that conservative Governments and private
enterprise built the Pilbara. There would be no
Pilbara if it were not for private enterprise and
conservative Governments. It would never happen
under a Labor Government.

Members of the Government had the gall to
stand in this House tonight and make these criti-
cisms. Yet only recently, on the occasion of the
retirement of the member for Mt. Lawley, the
Acting Premier got up in this House and eulogised
the former Premier, Sir Charles Court, and
eulogised private enterprise, and said that the
1960s was the era of development. He said the
1960s was a great era for the development of this
State and he called it the golden years of the
Liberal Party. What he meant was that the 1960s
and the 1970s were the golden years of the
State-the development of the Pilbara. It was not
done by Government enterprise, but by private
enterprise. There were privately built roads,
schools and hospitals and we are proud of them.
The previous Government showed how it could be
done. It has been done before and it can be done
again if people have confidence in private
enterprise, and if they do not seek a socialist, and,
in its final extremities, a Communist alternative.

I ask members opposite to show me the pro-
ductivity and efficiency in a Communist system.
That is what they want-a dictator-like control
over the economy. It is called "socialist" today,
but it will be called "Communist" tomorrow.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: The Government wants
everybody to work for the State and when this
occurs it would become a Communist State. The
Government might be happy about that. I told this
House only a few weeks ago that a former Presi-
dent of the United States, President Kennedy,
went to Berlin and stood under the shadow of the
Berlin wall and said, "Any economist can prove to
rme that a controlled economy is easier to man-
age". He said that one can direct and control the
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economy but the only thing is that if it is directly
controlled one must build a wall to keep the people
in, because they do not want it. They want pro-
ductivity and efficiency and the opportunity to
perform. That does not occur under Government
enterprise.

I went to the North Sea in 1978 with the senior
executives from Woodside to ascertain which con-
tractors could be obtained to do the work at the
North-West Shelf. We went to all the major con-
tractors in northern England and Scotland. They
said, "The shame of it all is that we could not get
these projects finished and build these great off-
shore platforms for the North Sea with British
steel". I said that "You have to be joking, why
couldn't you build it"? They said that British steel
could not deliver on time and could not deliver the
quality. I asked them where they got their steel
from and they said West Germany.

Mr Court: They sold British steel back to the
private sector.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, to try to get some re-
sponse from it.

There is a private enterprise and it was an enor-
mous task for the British people to find gas. It is a
magnificent project and I hope that members in
this House have the opportunity to get off-shore to
visit some -of those developments, particularly in
the North Sea. It is one of the greatest undertak-
ings of mankind to have tapped the North Sea oil
and gas reserves and bring them ashore to Britain.
An enormous amount of steel is required for pro-
duction platforms and drilling rigs, etc. Britain
has been one of the greatest steel-producing
countries in the world, but it could not produce the
steel because British steel is Government-owned.
They were sitting on their backsides doing
nothing. They were not productive and they asked
the Government for more pay. If the Government
did not give it to them they would go on strike.
That is not how one runs a country; it is how a
country can be sent broke.

Ask the people in the Eastern bloc countries
whether they can buy food. They cannot, but
everyone receives the same pay and works a bit of
land. They should be abundant in wealth and food
should be plentiful. However, one cannot even buy
food in those countries. I had a person from
Czechoslovakia visit me and I took her to a Target
supermarket and she cried. She said that she had
never seen so many clothes and wished that her
grandchildren could see them. She said that she
would have loved the opportunity to be able to buy
them in her country for her grandchildren, but she
said that she would never see them in her country
because nobody produces them. It is all Govern-

meat-controlled. Is that what members opposite
want for the people of Western Australia-no
fond, no clothes, and no jobs? Do they just want to
wait for the man from the Government to visit
them and hand out a blanket?

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: I am saying that about
Mnembers opposite. That is what they want and
that is their economic philosophy.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: I would export my children
before this Government turned Western Australia
into a place like that. God forbid that the Govern-
ment would ever get its way in turning WA's
economy into that sort of economy.

Members opposite may laugh but it is
happening today. The Wanneroo Hospital is
empty.

Mrs Watkins: It is full.

Mr LAURANCE: Members know that it is
empty.

Only last Friday the Government called for ap-
plications for the Bentley Hospital and out of 150
specialists only five applied. It is a disgrace. The
Bentley Hospital is now empty; the patients have
gone to private hospitals because they-

Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: If my mother were to go to
the Bentley Hospital for an urgent operation they
would tell her to come back tomorrow morning,
and that the nurses commence work at 9.00 am. I
would pay 10 times as much to get a private GP to
send her to a private surgeon and to a private
hospital because I know that he will get the re-
sults.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett): Or-
der! The member for Gascoyne.

Mr LAURANCE: I ask members opposite to
tell me how many vacancies there are in the pri-
vate school system in this State. There is none;
there are long waiting lists.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: There is excess capacity and

members know that. The Osborne Park Hospital is
not full, but all the private hospitals are full. Sur-
geons will not use the Osborne Park Hospital-

Several members interjected.

Mrs Beggs: Why are they not using it?

Several members interjected.

Mr Court: You will start supporting the British
health scheme next.
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Mr LAURANCE: The cast of Medicare went
up 40 per cent in its first year of operation and the
waiting lists got longer. Under this system people
will pay mare and more and receive less in return.
Members opposite think I am talking about the
Communist bloc countries. I am not, I am talking
about the Wanneroo bloc, the Osborne Park bloc
and the Bentley bloc, never mind Czechoslovakia
and Hungary. It is happening under our very
noses.

Mrs Beggs: Why did you disband the State edu-
cation system and the State hospital system?

Mr LAURANCE: Give the people a choice;
members opposite can have their choice.

Let me go back to country costs.

Quorum
Mr WILLIAMS: Mr Acting Speaker, I draw

your attention once again to the state of the House
and I do so for the third time.

Mr Laurance: This is a disgrace;, whose motion
is this?

Several members interjected.
Mr Gordon Hill: Your members have a re-

sponsibility to be here, especially to hear YOU
speak.

Mr Laurance: It is the Government's motion.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I called the

House to order at nine minutes past nine and 15
minutes have not elapsed, so it is not in order to
call a quorum at this time.

Several members interjected.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: I did not ask to have this

system put in this Chamber in order that members
can hear me. It can be turned off because I do not
need it.

Mrs Watkins: We can bear that.
Mr LAURANCE: I realise that. I did not ask

for it and I do not want it. If my voice is amplified,
so be it. Members will have to put up with it or
leave the Chamber.

Mr Carr: It is not the system. You are shouting
more than you need to.

Mr Davies: You are not impressing anyone.
Mr LAURANCE: If I were impressing the

Minister for the Environment I would pack up and
go home.

There are two methods by which country costs
can be subsidised, equalised, or brought down in
order to benefit country people. It can be done, as
with the SEC. by spreading the cost aver all con-
sumers. In that way metropolitan people subsidise

country people; but country people subsidise the
MTT. The Government instrumentality charges a
little more;, Telecom and SEC do. Another way is
to run the instrumentality at a loss as part of the
Budget and the taxpayer funds that cost.

The second method is by direct subsidy. as in
the case of country water supplies. That is called
the social cost of providing a service at a given
price. The Government acknowledges that; in fact
all members opposite who came here last year
applauded themselves for bringing in the social
cost. They said they would provide for a social cost
to the MT--"This is the cost to run it competi-
tively, and this is the social cost".

Mr Gordon Hill: Pathetic.
Mr LAURANCE: That is exactly what the

Government could do: Give it to private
enterprise, if it is possible to do that, and subsidise
the cost to whatever figure one likes. We could
make it half the cost it is now. It might cost the
taxpayer more. We could do anything to raise the
money. We could even do the unthinkable and
raise the price of cigarettes. We could put a tax on
kiddies' bank savings! There are plenty of ways to
raise money to give a lower cost to country people,
whether or not private enterprise runs these
utilities. The Minister for Transport knows that
only a few days ago his Federal counterpart gave a
subsidy to Ord Charter Services to provide an air
service in the Kimberley. That is a private
enterprise; but the Government says, "We want
you to go to point X three times a week and we
will pay you so much for doing it".

We could ask a private enterprise company to
provide water to Bun bury or Mandurah or
Carnarvon and say dhe Government will provide
enough funds to cut the costs. The cost could be
half the present cost. We could raise the extra
money to fund that social cost by doubling the
price of cigarettes, as the Government did last
year. None of the members opposite has said how
the increase of 24 per cent in Government taxes
and charges last year was justified. Did that help
country people?

Several members inierjected.

Mr LAURANCE: This was the largest increase
of any State in Australia by far.

Mr I. F. Taylor: There was a $30 million deficit
you left behind.

Mr LAURANCE: We have been through all
that before and the member knows it is wrong.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett); Or-
der!
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Mr LAURANCE: Let us go on and see how
this works. Does it cost country people more when
we deregulate and these things are opened up and
private enterprise is given a chance to make them
more efficient and more effective? That is what
members opposite have told us. That is what this
motion is about.

Let us look at transport. When for the first time
in the State's history competition was brought into
the south-west, consumers saved $11 million in the
first year, while Westrail saved $6 million.

Mr Davies: They did not have any service but
they saved.

Mr LAURANCE: Not only the country people
saved money but also the State saved money.
Members say costs to country people will increase,
but the only example a major political party can
give us resulted in costs coming down very
substantially. That gives the lie to the Govern-
ment's argument.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Tell us how you can make the
hospitals work.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: We did it in transport. The

country people saved $11I million in the first year.
Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Country people got more

services, more efficient services, they saved SI11
million; and Westrail saved $6 million. Members
opposite have studied the situation and endorsed
the policy and are maintaining it. Members op-
posite acknowledge that this policy is best for
country people and they have maintained it. They
criticised us when we did it but now they acknowl-
edge that it is the best policy. So privatisation,
deregulation, giving country people a chance,
giving the private sector a chance, introducing the
private sector into these utilities, means savings
for all people, including country people.

Mr Grill: I would not quote Total West as a
howling success.

Mr LAURANCE: Does the Minister agree
with the figures I gave him?

Mr Grill: The $11 million was right, but a lot of
little people had to pay a lot more.

Mr Davies: .That is what they think of the
people in the country.

Mr LAURANCE: So the Minister is opposed
to the policy and he will reverse it?

Mr Grill: I just said the $11 million was right.
Mr LAURANCE: Good. There we have the

truth of it. The ALP even this year has dudded the
country people. It has stolen road funds from them
by not giving them the full amount of the ABRD

funds, and members opposite have not said a word
on behalf of the country people of this State. The
charade has been put forward that if we give some
of these services to the private sector the country
people will pay more. They will not; they will
probably pay less because the social cost of provid-
ing the services will be met by the Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Members opposite have said,

"Paying the social cost is a wonderful thing; we
have done it in our first Budget". We will continue
to do that, as we have done in the past, in a far
more meaningful way than the ALP has ever done
it for country people.

Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: You are running away from

our policy now.
Mr LAUJRANCE: Not at all. I am just saying

how effective it will be and what a benefit it will
be to country people. They will want it and they
will say, "Let us get rid of this socialist-cum-
Communist mob over there".

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: The people are having a

little flirt with socialism.
Several members interjected.
Mr LAUJRANCE: If they did not they would

never know the benefits of what I have been
talking about. Not everybody can live in Hungary
or Czechoslovakia to know what it is like. Every
now and then people need a touch of it so that they
can say, "Thank God we have seen just a little of
it". We need an injection of the ALP every now
and then to frighten people off for the next 20 or
30 years. So members opposite should enjoy their
three years while they have it; but do not muck up
the system too much and do not put too much in
the hands of the Government because it never
works.

Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. Taylor interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: A person like me, who comes

from the private sector, inds the pull very strong.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: You might be moving on, or do

you have two jobs?
Mr LAURANCE: I would like to take the

member up on that. I would like to ask all those
people on the other side of the House who are
drawing two Government pensions or salaries-I
certainly am not and never have.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I was asked if I was doing

two jobs. Some members opposite or their families
are drawing two salaries from the Government.
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Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I did not say that. I ask

whether the member's wife is working for the
Government.

Mrs Beggs: My mum and dad are on social
security.

Mr Grill: I know your wife taught school.
Mr LAURANCE: She has not done so since I

have been married.
Mr Grill: Are you sure?
Mrs Watkins: He has a small business which is

prospering under the small business policies of this
Government.

Mr LAURANCE: My wife runs a business.
Many Government members earn two salaries
from the Government and that is despicable at a
time of so much unemployment. Can they justify
that?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett): Or-
der! A motion is before this House. Can we please
return to it?

Mr LAURANCE: Certainly, Mr Acting
Speaker, I am happy to do so. I like debating such
matters, as you very well know. Mr Acting
Speaker, you and your family are great supporters
of the private enterprise sector. I believe that
people like your family who are private enterprise.
supporters have made this State great.

Mr MacKinnon: They are, too. Don't blush.
Mr LAURANCE: I use the Acting Speaker's

family as an example: "Don't be a Government
worker. Be like a Burkett and go out and earn
your money; be productive and efficient and hard-
working!"

The ACTING SPEAKER: Excuse me, not too
fast. I want Hansard to take notice of this. Would
you repeat the comment "Be like a Burkett"!

Mr LAURANCE: The Burkett family is an
inspiration to us all.

Mr Old: Every family has a black sheep in it.
Mr LAURANCE: I do not know how Mr

Burkett came to be on that side of the Parliament,
but the Burkett family is an inspiration to people.

Mr Mclver: Since you have been conducting
those prayer meetings up there I think you have
lost a little sense of balance.

Mr LAURANCE: It is just that my boots are
usually wet all the time now; that is all.

Iwant to conclude my remarks on this note: We
have the two extremes-we can have as much
Government enterprise as we like, which will force
costs up and which will mean that fewer jobs are
available. That is what happens, because first we

will see a Government economy, then a socialist
economy, and then a Communist economy. On the
other hand, we have the private sector which al-
lows people to have initiative, to go out and earn a
living, to be enterprising, competitive, and pro-
ductive. The private sector allows people to pro-
vide services with greater efficiency at less cost. It
always happens and I could quote millions of
examples where the reverse is true, where the
Government sector cannot provide the service. The
private enterprise can make a profit and the profit
is taxed and is given to the poor, and what remains
out of the profit is put into more private
enterprise, to start new businesses and to employ
more people.

Mr P. J. Smith: Holidays in Switzerland?
Mr LAURANCE: Built-in profits are flowing

into this country. That is what America is doing.
The profits are running over. Look at our balance
of payments. Go and learn something about basic
economics before making stupid statements like
that. Once one has the initiative, the enterprise,
the competitiveness, the productivity and the
profit he can be employed, and that is the bottom
line about this. I am talking about competitive
jobs. We will have those things. Private enterprise
has a real commitment to meet and it will be able
to go back and provide more Profits, more
competitiveness and more effectiveness to the city
people and with the money saved the cost to
country people will be halved.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Nonsense.
MR COURT (Nedlands) [9.34 p.m.): It is quite

amazing that the Government has brought on this
motion. I think the member for Kalgoorlie
probably wishes he had never brought it before
this House-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Far from it.
Mr COURT: -because it gives us the oppor-

tunity to explain in a little detail what the private
enterprise system is all about. AUi the points he
raised-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You are talking about Govern-
ment services, not private enterprise, which is a
little different from this case.

Mr COURT: We want to make more efficient
use of Government assets. The member for
Kalgoorlie opposes propositions we put forward to
make the public sector more efficient.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: No, I didn't say that. I said
that you will destroy country people.

Mr COURT: That is a lot of rubbish.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: Because you will sell off

Government enterprises.
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Mr COURT: We are not selling off Govern-
ment utilities as the member suggests.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You came forward with a poi-
icy and now you are running away from it.

Mr COURT: We are not running away from it.
We seem to be the ones who want to debate this
motion, rather than the Government.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: What are you talking about?
We are very happy to discuss it.

Mr COURT: The Government has put forward
three very weak speakers.

Mr MacKinnon: And most of your Ministers
are not here to support it.

Mr COURT: We want to see the size of the
Government reduced, so that taxes and charges
can be reduced and at the same time as allowing
the private sector to carry out more of the services,
the quality of those services can be improved.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: So you are going to do away
with jobs?

Mr COURT: More opportunities and employ-
ment for the private sector will thus be created.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You know you can't do that
without selling off Government enterprise.

Mr COURT: The broad left seems to have a
completely different policy in this area than does
the Premier. What is the Premier? Is he the centre
left?

Mrs Watkins: He is the Labor Party.

Mr COURT: What is the broad left?

Mrs Watkins: That is the Labor Party too.

Mr COURT: It is a different section of the
Labor Party. The member for Kalgoorlie seems to
have a completely different philosophy these days
than does the Premier when he stands and starts
talking about the more efficient use of Govern-
ment assets.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You have a cargo-cult men-
tality.

Mir COURT: Many functions which are carried
out by the public sector could be carried out more
efficiently by the private sector.

Mr I. F. Taylor: Okay. Away you go, name
them.

Mrs Watkins: Yes, name them.

Mr COURT: The Government provides some
services in cases where no-one else is willing to
provide those services.

Mr MacKinnon: Is he going to sell off the
5GbO?

Mr Pearce: That is not privatisation in the sense
of flogging-off public assets in the sense you are
talking about.

Mr COURT: As you, Mr Acting Speaker,
would know, with your experience in the private
enterprise system, the private sector has a far
greater incentive than does the public sector to be
efficient and cost effective. It was interesting
listening to the member for Pilbara make her com-
ments because I think the true Labor Party atti-
tude came out when she made her bitter attack on
profits. Fancy private enterprise wanting to in-
crease profits through doing jobs like building
roads.

Mr Pearce: They don't make profits. They do
the rotten jobs. Some of those jobs are not profit-
able and cost the State lots of money.

Mr COURT: Now we hear that they are not
only making profits but also doing rotten jobs.
Private enterprise organisations in this State, from
Perth down to the southern tip of this State, which
are building roads are doing first-class jobs.

Mr Pearce: Some of them are and some are not.

Mr COURT: Which ones are not doing a good
job in the north? Give me one example of a private
contractor who is not doing a good job building
roads.

Mr Pearce: It is a fact that many problems have
been experienced with private curntractors in the
north.

Mr COURT: This is amazing. The private con-
tractors are not making profits and they are being
paid to do rotten jobs. It is up to this Government
to tell these private contractors who are doing a
rotten job that they willI not be given work again.

Mr Pearce: They do not get further work in
some cases, and that is exactly the point. The
member for Pilbara is very rightly concerned
about the cost effectiveness and the safety of
people in her electorate.

Mr COURT: I ask the member for Pilbara
whether she is concerned about the quality of the
jobs being performed in her electorate.

Mr Grill: Of course she is. Some of the private
contractors up there-

Mr COURT: The member for Pilbara is con-
cerned about the quality of work that is being
performed by private contractors in her elector-
ate?

Mr Pearce: Some private contractors.

Mr COURT: Only some private contractors?

Mr Pearce: One particular contractor.

Mr COURT: Is the Main Roads Department
supervising that work? Of course it is.
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Mr Grill: It is not a matter of supervision. It is a
matter of acceptance and experience of some of
the operators up there on Some Of the rather big
contracts.

Mr Mclver: And the criteria of the former.

Mr Pearce: She knows a lot more about it than
you do because she lives there.

Mr Rushton: There is a lot of money in the
north; they have saved a lot of money and they
have done a good job.

Mr COURT: The Minister involved is saying
that the Main Roads Department is not doing its
job in the supervision of private Contractors.

Mr Pearce: That is a lot of rubbish.

Mr Grill: The major defects arose during the
time your Government was in Power.

Mr COURT: The private contractor can go out
and do a job on a public road supervised by the
Main Roads Department.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett): Or-der! I think we will get back to the member for
Nedlands.

Mr COURT: We now have the complete circle;
the private contractors are making profits in the
north, and that is terrible; they are doing shoddy
work-not all, just somne-and the Main Roads
Department is not properly supervising the work.

Mr Pearce: That is a level or misrepresentation
that almost qualifies you to be Leader of the Op-
position.

Mr COURT: Every public road built up there is
being supervised by the department. If the work is
shoddy the department should be doing something
about it.

Mr Grill: Some of the companies operating
there would make losses no matter how good the
supervision because they have inexperienced over-
seers on the job and they employ methods which
do not work in the north.

Mr Rushton: Are you saying it should be all
day-labour in the north?

Mr Grill: I am not saying that for every
company that comes in with the lowest quote in
some of these remote areas.

Mr COURT: We are now seeing the true Labor
Party where "profit" really is a dirty word. Even
the Prime Minister of this country is prepared to
admit-although he has never been able to make
profits himself-that they are an important part
of getting this country growing.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Tell us where you will make
profit in Government enterprises and at whose
expense. Who is going to pay?

Mr COURT: Does the State Engineering
Works make profits?

Mr Mclver: Yes.
Mr COURT: Then that is one example.
I think it is rather a silly political move for the

member for Pilbara to attack private contractors.
Mrs Buchanan: I was not attacking all private

contractors.
Mr COURT: The member knows private con-

tractors built the Pilbara. They built the town she
lives in and they are building the North-West
Shelf project. The place thrives on private contrac-
tors and I do not think it is right for the Govern-
ment to start attacking the work done on roads in
the area.

Mr 1. F. Taylor interjected.
Mr COURT: We will talk about some of the

things the member mentioned, and one of them
was the State Engineering Works. The Govern-
ment must realise that in the field of small busi-
ness, for which I have responsibility in the Oppo-
sition-and I wish the Deputy Premier were
here-erie of the major concerns is that compe-
tition, often unfair, comes from the public sector
in the provision of goods and services. One such
case is the State Engineering Works. The heavy
engineering industry in this State is currently go-
ing through a traumatic period. A number of big
and small firms have closed, and the little work
available is being fought for at competitive rates.

The complaint one receives when one goes
through the heavy engineering firms in Osborne
Park and IKewdale is that they find the State En-
gineering Works is tendering for jobs at the small
end of the scale, and not for the big engineering
jobs. It is another example of a public sector
enterprise competing with the private sector. The
time is right to allow that work to be done by the
private sector. It can do it quite efficiently.

Mr Mclver: Half cannot do it; they do not have
the equipment to take it on.

Mr COURT: There is no job done by the SEW
which the private sector cannot do.

Mr Mclver: That is rubbish!
Mr COURT: It is not.
Mr Mclver: You don't know what you are

talking about.
Mr Hassell: Which job?
Mr Mclver: A lot of jobs; what do you think

they use the SEW for?
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Mr COURT: There is no job done by the SEW
which cannot be done by the private sector in
Western Australia. Private sector foundries in this
State can do any of the work done by SEW foun-
dries.

Mr Mclver: Not as efficiently.
Mr COURT: Many of them have machinery

shops which are better and can do more compli-
cated and sophisticated work than the SEW.
Would the Minister agree with that?

Mr Mclver: To a degree, but not wholly.
Mr COURT: I do not want to get involved in

the technicalities of the State Engineering Works.
Mr Mclver: Have you ever been there?
Mr COURT: I had a factory next to the SEW

for a couple of years. I have visited the SEW and
used its castings.

Mr Mclver: Don't get excited, I just asked a
question. How long ago?

Mr COURT: I have not been to the SEW-

Quorum
Mr RUSHTON: I draw attention to the state of

the House.
Mr Gordon Hill: How many members are sit-

ting opposite? Why don't you people treat your
job professionally?

Mr Watt: It is your job to keep the House.
Mr Hassell: It is a great effort from the Govern-

ment in Parliament Week; you cannot even get a
quorum in the House.

Mr Gordon Hill: Twelve Government members
and five Opposition members! What a pathetic
bunch you are!

Mr Hassell: A great Parliament Week example
from the Government after all the high-sounding
words about democracy today.

Mr Mclver: Even members of Parliament are
entitled to a cup of tea.

Dells rung and a quorum formed.
Debate (an motion) Resumed

Mr COURT: The member for Kalgoorlie also
talked about the Thatcher Government's
privatisation programmes. Many members of the
Government would have visited the UK in the last
couple of years, and I am sure when they spoke to
banks and financial institutions and other business
people there, those people would have expressed
their support for many of the programmes Mrs
Thatcher has carried out to make the public sector
more efficient. I am sure the member for
Fremantle has heard of many examples of differ-

ent industries which have been privatised in that
country or are about to be privatised.

When I was there recently, Jaguar was put on
the market, or it may have been that the Jaguar
division was sold in recent weeks. They are work-
ing on privatising the telephone services in the UK
and they have even sold some of their ports. The
programmes are not unique to the UK. If the
member for Kalgoorlie had bothered to examine
what is happening in many of the more established
Western countries which have built up Govern-
ment departments over the years-

Mr Gordon Hill: Look how interested the
Leader of the Opposition is; he is going out the
door.

Mr COURT: Things are getting grim when the
Government Whip-

Mr Gordon Hill: It is time you people acted like
professionals.

Mr COURT: I thank the Government Whip for
his coming back in for a few minutes to listen to
the debate.

Mr Gordon Hill: I have been here for the whole
of the time that you have been on your feet.

Mr COURT: I have been speaking only for a
couple of minutes.

Many Western economies have built up
Government departments and Government ser-
vices over the years. However, because of the re-
cent recession, they have been forced to become
more efficient and have been forced to get rid of
some of the services and industries in which they
have become involved.

We have heard a lot about what has happened
in the United Kingdom. However, that is
happening in all European countries and in the
United States. Instead of the Government's criti-
cising what we are saying, I think the member for
Kalgoorlie should look at the way some of those
countries have gone about transferring services
from the public sector to the private sector.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Thatcher sold all the profitable
businesses.

Mr COURT: Is the member saying that she did
the wrong thing by selling off the Jaguar corpor-
ation?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: If it was making a profit for the
Government, yes.

Mr COURT: Does the member want this
Government to be in the car manufacturing busi-
ness?

Mr Mclver: Could you define what is meant by
.,private enterprise"?
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Mr COURT: A private enterprise is a business
which is owned privately, not by the Government.

Mr Troy: Are you suggesting that you would
not have any Government-owned corporations?

Mr COURT: No, I am not saying that.
1 finish my brief comments by thanking the

Government for giving members of the Opposition
the opportunity to explain to this Parliament the
private enterprise sector and how efficient and
cost effective it can be. I think the members for
Kalgoorlie and Pilbara really showed their true
colours when they pushed the idea that there
should not be changes to the public sector or that
it should not be attacked. Any move by the Oppo-
sition to suggest that the private sector could
operate some of the services and provide the goods
in a more efficient manner is decried.

I really appreciate the opportunity for to be able
to explain the virtues of the private enterprise
sector.

MR MeIVER (Avon-Minister for Lands and
Surveys) [9.53 p.m.]: Firstly, I congratulate the
member for Kalgoorlie for the manner in which he
presented his motion to the Parliament. It is amaz-
ing that the Opposition would even think of
introducing a policy such as that enunciated at the
recent Liberal Party State Conference. That de-
cision clearly indicates its thoughts about and con-
cern for country people.

One of the main reasons that I have entered this
debate is that I represent a very large regional
centre in which the main industry and income is
derived from Government instrumentalities. Nat-
urally, I am referring to the town of Northam. Let
us consider the number of Government
instrumentalities in that town. They include the
Main Roads Department, the Public Works De-
partment, the State Energy Commissinn, and
smaller departments such as the Department for
Community Welfare and so on. The Minister for
Health just indicated that Northam has the
largest regional hospital in the southern hemi-
sphere. It is therefore with complete ignorance
that such a motion was moved at the State Con-
ference of the Liberal Party.

As was indicated by the member for Kalgoorlie,
that decision shows how the Liberal Party has
distanced itself from country people.

Mr Rushton- Do you not believe that, in a
democracy, people are entitled to move motions at
conferences? In your case they caucus.

Mr McIV ER: I understand that, hut I have also
heard the member and his colleagues say that the
Labor Party makes policies that will mean econ-
omic death for the people of Western Australia.

When one considers the repercussions of that
decision for this State, those repercussions must be
highlighted and every opportunity and advantage
taken to indicate to country people what they face
if there were a change of Government.

Government instrumentalities in country towns
play a major role. Let us not get into a discussion
about economics because that is only a small facet
of the operation of the economies of regional
Centres.

Mr MacKinnon: In other words, you are not
concerned about thei r cost of operation?

-Mr McIVER: Naturally, I am. However, this
Government is proving that it is more efficient
through the policies it has implemented, so the
member's interjection is irrelevant. We should get
this matter into perspective.

Mr MacKinnon: What have you implemented
in the efficiency area?

Mr McIVER: I will get around to that in a
moment. The member should be patient; he has
already taken a pasting from the Premier. I do not
wish to single him out, but if he wishes to pursue
that Line, he will get another pasting.

If the Opposition closed those Government
instrumentaliities, not only in regional centres such
as Nort ham, but also in centres like Merredin,
Narrogin and Katanning, those towns would die
because, in bad seasons, they rely on those
Government in stru mental ities for their survival.

Mr Rushton: Do you believe in the
commercialisation of Westrail?

Mr MOIVER: I will get around to Westrail and
other instrumentalities in time. The member
should allow me my 25 minutes to develop my
theme on this matter so that I can have some
constructive input into this debate and not just
talk political humbug as was spoken by the Oppo-
sition, and especially by the member for Gascoyne
who made no relevant contribution to the debate
whatever.

Mr MacKinnon: He made a goad contribution.
Mr McIVER: I thought it was very negative

and that it was political rubbish.
The Minister for Transport came under fire for

his utterances in relation to roads in the north and
the inadequacy of contractors to fulfil their con-
tracts.

He was absolutely correct. Let us look at the
history of how that came into being. It was as a
result of the former Fraser Liberal Government
when it made a contribution to the State for the
construction and maintenance of national high-
ways, but the work had to be undertaken by pri-
vate enterprise. If one looks at the contribution by
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private enterprise in that field, it can be seen that
it is very poor indeed. Some companies have gone
broke and some have undertendered on jobs be-
cause they have not had the experience of
tendering for.such projects.

On many occasions it has been found, that the
cost of the work has been double the amount
allocated for the job.

The fact is that towns like Northam, Kalgoorlie,
and Merredin have lost their maintenance gangs
which were experienced and which had the exper-
tise in order to construct roads. In the north of the
State work on roads has not been undertaken in an
efficient manner.

Mr MacKinnon: Whereabouts?

Mr McIVER: I happened to be in the Senate
when the Federal Minister for Transport tried to
alter the procedure adopted by the Fraser Govern-
ment. His proposal was defeated by the represen-
tatives of the coalition parties, along with the
Democrats.

Mr MacKinnon: Good!

Mr Mel VER: If the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position interjects in such a way it is obvious he is
ignoring all the facts. It was a disaster for this
State because it meant that roadworks, particu-
larly in the north-

Mr MacKinnon: Whereabouts in the north?

Mr Mel VER: I have only 22 minutes and I do
not want to deviate from the motion, because if I
start speaking about roads the Deputy Speaker
will call me to order.

Mr MacKinnon: Unless you can be specific the
whole case falls like a pack of cards in the wind.

Mr MeIVER: I will give the House the facts
about the bicentennial programme road between
Northam and Meckering.

Mr Blaikie: That is not in the north.

Mr McIVER: Be patient. What has happened
in relation to the Northam-Meckering Road is in
parallel with what has happened in the north.
Contracts were given to private enterprise which
seems to be the Opposition's god. The contractors
went broke, the men engaged on the project were
never paid, and the bridge construction and cul-
verts were not up to standard. These are some of
the detrimental factors when private contractors
are employed instead of the work being left to a
Government instrumentality, such as the Main
Roads Department.

Mr Rushton: Do you have any private contrac-
tors working on the roads now?

Mr McI VER: Yes, we do.

Mr Rushton: Would you like to have private
contractors working on the roads?

Mr McI VER: No, I would not.

Mr Rushton: Then you would not get the job
done.

Mr MeIVER: Private contractors' work is in-
ferior to that of the Main Roads Department ex-
perts.

Mr Rushton: The Main Roads Department does
not have the gear to do certain jobs.

.Mr McI VER: I concede that point, but there
have been great moves towards private contrac-
tors, but sometimes they cannot deliver the goods
and provide wages for the men who have
undertaken the work.

As Opposition spokesman on this subject I
raised the matter in this House on several oc-
casions and I was never challenged about what I
said. If members would like to follow it up they
can read it in Mansard.

The Minister for Kalgoorlie emphasised-
Mr MacKinnon: A good Minister too!
Mr McIVER: The member for Kalgoorlie

emphasised the point of the people in country
areas who survive solely from the income of
Government instrumentalities. Without it the
areas would cease to operate, especially when one
considers the falling agricultural economy due to
fluctuating seasons, whether caused by drought or
fire. The country areas always have the Govern-
ment instrumentalities to fall back on.

Mr Blaikie: I do not understand why the
Government has decided to close the railway
station at Busselton.

Mr MacKinnon: Why is it?
Mr Blaikie: The Government is closing it down.
Mr Bryce: It is not being privatised, it is just

being closed in the interests of efficiency.
Mr McIVER: It amuses me to hear the Oppo-

sition's change of heart in regard to Westrail.
Several members interjected.
Mr McI VER: I have been in this Parliament for

only 17 years and it does my heart good, as an ex-
employee of that very efficient department, to
hear the Opposition saying how much it must sup-
port Westrail and assist it further.

Several members interjected.
Mr McOVER: What has the Opposition done

for Westrail? In the history of its Government
there was a greater loss of jobs than ever before.

Mr Blaikie: Talk to the member for Narrogin.
He would not say that.

Several members interjected.
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Mr McIVER: No-one will lose his job.
Mr Old: Out of the 20 people down there one is

retaining his job. Do not go on with stuff like that'
Mr McIVER: Is the member for Katanning-

Roe saying that they will lose their jobs?

Mr Old: They will be made redundant.
Mr McIVER: That is not right because the

Minister for Transport has emphasised that no-
one will be retrenched.

Mr Blaikie: He really has not done the right
thing.

Mr McI VER: It does my heart good to hear this
wonderful approach by the Opposition in relation
to Westrail, because at last it has seen Westrail's
worth and what it has done for Western Australia.
It is very heartening to hear of this change.

Several members interjected.

Mr McIVER: As usual when the Opposition is
confronted with real facts and the truth it goes to
water and tries to bring in other issues and all of a
sudden, out of the gloom, comes the State Engin-
eering Works.

We are talking about the effect on country
people. I will not say too much on this subject
because there is a Bill before the House and I will
have ample opportunity to reply to the criticisms
made by the Opposition and particularly to the
remarks made this afternoon by the member for
Floreat who is handling the Bill on behalf of the
Opposition. However, there is one thing that the
Opposition must admit; that is, that respective
Liberal Governments which have had the oppor-
tunity to either sell or dispose of the engineering
works-

Mr Blaikie: Have done a good job for the State.
Mr McIVER: -at Cabinet level and party

room level have decided strongly against that
course. Although I did not have the privilege of
being present at either meeting I would assume
that the Opposition is aware of the contribution of
the State Engineering Works to this State. It Is a
great pity that respective Liberal Governments did
not pay more attention and perhaps allocate more
money to the State Engineering Works when they
had the opportunity as far as capital was con-
cerned.

Mir Rushton: We did?

Mr McIVER: The State Engineering Works
would not have the dilapidated buildings or the
antiquated equipment referred to by the member
for Floreat if this had been the case. I will have a
little more to say about this subject when debate
on the State Engineering Works Bill is resumed.

So, in essence, the member for Kalgoorlie
highlighted the way country people would feel if a
Liberal Government ever regained the Treasury
benches.

Mr Bryce: Not likely.

Mr McIVER: God help the people in the north.
I strongly support the remarks of the member for
Pilbara. She lives there, she does not live in
Wembley, like the previous member for Pilbara.
She is in touch with the people and their require-
ments.

Mr MacKinnon: What about the efficiencies?

Mr McIVER: As far as efficiency is concerned,
I understand the Leader of the Opposition was
referring to an instrumentality, but I do not know
which one.

Mr MacKinnon: You are talking about
efficiencies. I ask you to give a few examples.

Mr McIVER: The first concerns my depart-
ment.

Mr MacKinnon: Which one?

Mr McI VER: I am talking about Public Works.
The apprenticeship scheme, under the jurisdiction
of the present Opposition, meant that once ap-
prent ices had finished their time they were thrown
to the wolves. They walked into the wide world to
face the unemployment situation. With the new
Administration, that is not so. We take the cream
of those apprentices. There is also the committee
headed by the member for Welshpool-

Mr MacKinnon: What has that to do with ef-
ficiency?

Mr MeIVER: It is making the department more
efficient, because we are getting the cream of the
tradesmen so that the cost of certain jobs is not as
high as it was when the Opposition was in Govern-
ment. I am giving the facts. No doubt because of
its political sense, the Opposition will not under-
stand them.

We have also introduced a functional review
committee which is looking at the situation of
improving staffing efficiency. If one talks to
businessmen in St. George's Terrace the current
Government receives nothing but praise. When
one goes to private enterprise functions of archi-
tects or enigineers-I do not think they are insin-
cere people-one finds they have praise for the
Government and what has been implemented to
improve their respective businesses; and these are
people who support the present Opposition.

We have technological implementations by the
Deputy Premier, an area in which we are making
great strides.
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Mr MacKinnon: What has that to do with ef-
ficiency?

Mr McIVER: This shows the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is ignorant and a little illiterate.
When we talk about technology it must be more
efficient. 1 do not think he is that dumb. I can
understand the this hurts him. I can understand
the Government's being praised for doing such a
magnificent job. It is not my fault the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition will be in the political
wilderness for many years to come. The Oppo-
sition has brought this on itself. It was ridiculous
to move at its State conference that Government
instrumentalities and departments such as the
Public Works Department and the MTT should be
sold.

Mr MacKinnon: It would have been if that was
the motion, but it does not happen to be the mo-
tion.

Mr McI VER: There is a tremendous amount of
votes in that! When I visit little centres I will not
utter a word-I will not have to-about what
happened at the Liberal Party conference in 1984.
1 promise members opposite I will not make a
mention of it.

Mr Bryce: Are you sure?
Mr McIVER: Perhaps a passing reference.
In a serious vein, I have never heard of anything

so ridiculous. I do not know whether Mr
McAuliffe is still, here, or whether the Liberal
Party has paid his costs to live 100 miles out of
Meekatharra, but that was a great blunder.

A Government member: lHe is not going to the
country.

Mr Bryce: Useless Loop would be the place for
him.

Mr McIV ER: In conclusion I say this-
Several members interjected.
Mr McIVER: The member for Vasse is a little

like one of those things at the show-knock the
doll down for a shilling. I even gave him a jetty at
Augusta, something for which members have been
crying out for 15 years. I shall have to take it away
if the member keeps interjecting.

Several members interjected.
Mr McIV ER: In conclusion I want to repeat

what I said at the outset. I would like to congratu-
late the member for Kalgoorlie on the motion and
the member for Pilbara for her support of it. They
strongly indicated the views of the people in the
country regarding the announcement of what the
Liberal Party would do if it came to Government.
If that is the view of members opposite, all I can
say on behalf of the country people of Western

Australia is, "God help us". I think we had better
remain int power for many years.

MR WATT (Albany) 110. 18 p.m.): The Minis-
ter who has just resumed his seat is a very enter-
taining speaker. I can only reiterate some of the
comments of a member on this side of the House
when he said recently that we all hold the Minister
in fairly high esteem. Unfortunately he was rather
wide of the mark in some of his comments tonight.

In particular he spent much of his time concen-
trating his remarks on Wesirail. What struck me
about so many of his comments was how much
they differ now from what he said when he was on
this side of the House as shadow Minister for
Transport. However, I suppose that happens in
politics.

Mr Blaikie: The Minister is now able to see it
from a different point of view.

Mr WATT: The motion that the member for
Kalgoorlie has moved refers in the first paragraph
to selling off key community-based utilities. Ke
specifically says, as the Liberal Party conference
motion did, "in part or in whole," yet much of the
debate which has been contributed here tonight
has completely ignored that part of the motion.

When the Leader of the Opposition responded
he made very plain the intention so far as he is
concerned and so far as the parliamentary Liberal
party is concerned. It must be restated that the
Liberal Party conference motion was art ex-
pression, in general terms, of the opinion of the
Liberal Party.

Everyone knows that the Liberal Party has a
policy, a philosophy, which supports private
enterprise. Every reasonable person should know
that the conference motion was no more than a
confirmation of that policy. Everyone should also
know that private enterprise is often more efficient
and less wasteful than public utilities.

Before the Minister for Works resumed his seat,
he spent a lot of his time telling us about the
terrible things that happen because the Main
Roads Department employs private contractors.
H~e is the Minister for Works, and just about
everything done by his department is done by way
of private contract. If he and the Government
generally were dinkum about the sort of thing he
was talking about, the sort of thing which is
happening with the Public Works Department,
they would know that the things that department
does for the people could be better and more
cheaply done by private enterprise.

Much has been said tonight by members op-
posite about electricity supplies in country areas,
about water and sewerage, and about railways, yet
they were the three things about which the Leader
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of the Opposition in his contribution said quite
specifically that he had never suggested were
likely to be sold off to private enterprise. He
challenged the Minister for Education to say
otherwise. The Minister was having a lot to say as
he often does in a fairly indirect and vague sort of
way, and as usual when challenged to be specific
he could not be.

Mr Read: You would not sell off the SEC?
Mr WATT: I tried to tell the member that when

he was making his speech. He spoke immediately
after the Leader of the Opposition, who said in
words of one syllable that the SEC would not be
sold off and that he had never suggested it would
be.

Mr Pearce: He didn't mention the SEC.
Mr WATT: When the member for Mandurab

was speaking I tried to interject, but he was too
busy with his speech. He had obviously prepared
his nowe beforehand and was determined to pro-
ceed down that course. He was determined to
make his speech, and like any boy scout he was
prepared.

The member for Pilbara had a bit to say about
the quality of road construction in the north. Obvi-
ously I am not in a position to make comment
about what roads have been constructed in the
north and I am perfectly willing to concede that
special problems may be involved. But Western
Australia is such a diverse State that many parts
of it have special problems. In many parts of the
lower great southern problems are experienced
with drainage, the high water table causes prob-
lems in road construction. We have quite a num-
ber of roads being constructed there by private
contractors, some under the bicentennial road pro-
gramme. Certain sections of Albany Highway
have recently been completed under that pro-
gramme, and those sections were constructed per-
fectly under the supervision of the Main Roads
Department. It seems to me that the department
would have to bear some responsibility for that,
because when one is dealing with a contractor and
the work is not up to the standard required by the
supervisor, it must be redone.

Another area of concern where I think private
enterprise is demonstrably more efficient than
Government operations is that of grain transport,
and in my part of the State we are currently ex-
periencing some problems. In the lakes district
and in the Ongerup and Pingrup areas, north-east
of Albany, we have a very efficient grain road
transport system. The grain freight steering corn-
mittee has made a recommendation that Westrail
take over some of the bins which are contracted to
road transport operators so that the grain would

have to go to rail sidings at Nyabing and
Onowangerup. It would be a grossly More inef-
ficient operation to transport the grain back to the
terminal at Albany. It can be Clearly
demonstrated that this recommendation has met
with enormous resistance throughout the region.

Only today I received from the Minister for
Transport a copy of the report from the Co-
ordinator General of Transport, a report which
confirms what people were saying; namely, that
the proposal as it relates to those specific areas
does not make sense.

Mr Laurance: What is happening is that the
Government is trying to take Over from the private
sector the transport of grain, which means the cost
will go up. But this motion says that if the private
sector gets involved the cost to country people will
increase.

Mr WATT: I have demonstrated that, in one
area at least, that would not be the case.

One of the problems with Government utilities
is that loss areas are difficult to identify. If some
of these areas can be run profitably, the less prof-
itable areas would be more identifiable and could
be seen as a subsidy by the Government to meet
that area of need.

Mr Bryce: Slug the taxpayer.

Mr WATT: I have long held the view that those
areas of Government business operations that lose
money ought to be clearly identified. The railways
are an example. We all know that all areas of
transport involve substantial losses. If a Govern-
ment follows a deliberate policy that it is reason-
able for these losses to be incurred for other than
economic reasons-in other words, for social
reasons-that should be a direct subsidy out of
Treasury to the relevant department so that the
loss area is identified. I believe that some of the
rent subsidies given by the State Housing Com-
mission should be clearly identified.

Mr Wilson: They are.

Mr Parker: The metropolitan energy-tariff
payers provide a 160 million subsidy to the
country areas. Are YOU saying that the rate for the
metropolitan people should be reduced and that
the $60 million ought to be paid by Treasury?

Mr WATT: Yes, that is what I am saying; that
is a private view I hold. The decision to meet these
loss areas has been a deliberate Government pol-
icy of Governments of both political colours.

Another area which affects my electorate is the
rail freight subsidy for wool carted to Albany.
These loss areas ought to be clearly identified. If
they were, those areas of Government enterprise
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which are run profitably could be sold off to pri-
vate enterprise and then be run more profitably.

Recently the Minister for Transport hosted a
trip to same of the Government's operations in the
Kwinana area. When we were having lunch with
some of the Westrail people I was informed that
the only three Westrail bus services in the State
which operated profitably were to Albany,
Esperance, and Geraldton. Obviously the rest are
subsidised by taxpayers. Those costs should be
identified so that people know where the money is
going.

This Government has accepted the premise that
some services should be provided for other than
their economic sense; in other words, for their
social value. If the Government can accept that
side of the argument, as I can, it should also be
able to accept the other side which is that if some-
thing can be done better by private enterprise,
private enterprise should be allowed to do it. What
is wrong with freeing-up valuable capita! by sell-
ing off these areas?

According to last year's estimates of expendi-
ture the interest burden that services much of the
loan capital that provides these facilities was $170
million. That amount went out of the State Budget
to service the interest debt.

That represents a big bite out of the CRE
Budget. If any portion of that could be eased it
would achieve something positive. It would be a
plus for the State economy. There is a double
benefit: Firstly, it would free up capital for other
works, and that of course would mean tess
borrowing or even more works, and it would also
help to pay out some debts. Secondly, it would
mean a reduction of some interest payments and
that could mean perhaps that other unpleasant
taxes could be removed or certainly eased. One
example is FID. That tax is one of the most abom-
inable taxes we have seen for some time. Certainly
it has caused a great deal of acrimony in the
community.

What better example is there than that of pay-
roll tax? This tax is estimated to bring in $270
million in the 1983-84 Budget. That could have a
major effect on the total population of the State,
and not just on country people.

I do not suggest for a moment that we would be
able to write off all that S$170 million. Of course a
Government would not, but I do not think anyone
in this House likes payroll tax. It is an anti-em-
ployment tax, and we all know that it is difficult to
find a suitable replacement so that we can do
away with it.

If some of the Government undertakings were
sold off we may be able to free some of that

capital; that is one area which could be
strengthened.

Mention has been made of the efforts of the
New South Wales and Victorian Governments to
try to do something about their Government
enterprises-which were milking the cow dry-by
selling off their railways and leasing them back.

That is not the answer: it is just jumping out of
the frying pan into the fire. They sold off their
railways and leased them back; that action did
give them some capital, but of course at the same
time it just imposed on them enormous lease costs
to maintain the same services. They achieved
nothing.

In moving this motion the member for
Kalgoorlie made frequent reference to country
people, their living standards, and the future of
business in country areas; and he referred to a
complete misunderstanding of the needs of
country people.

I too represent a country electorate and I dis-
agree with him entirely. I consider it is he who
misrepresents the needs of country people. He
made the mistake of assuming that the
predominantly socialist-voting electorate of
Kalgoorlie, an electorate which he represents in
this place, reflects the views of all country people.
Of course, that is not so.

The truth is that private enterprise, with its
profit motive-dirty words though they may be to
some people-has incentives to be industrious and
reward people who are prepared to get off their
butts and work. It is ef ficient and has an economic
nature, and the reward it offers for effort is much
more likely to create jobs than to destroy them. It
may not necessarily create jobs in the same indus-
try, but if we look at the wholsesale sackings
which occur in Government enterprise and the
closing down of Government undertakings, clearly
alternative employment needs to be found.

The Government is trying to throw up a smoke
screen to denigrate the Liberal Party conference
motion which, as I said at the outset, is an ex.-
pression of a philosophy by the conference del-
egates and one which we support.

I oppose the motion.
MR P. J. SMITH (Bunbury) [10.35 p.m.1: I

support the motion. We have heard few Oppo-
sition speeches so far, most of them lauding the
free enterprise system. We heard the member for
Gascoyne give us a long 25-minute speech about
the disadvantages of communism. I am not sure
what that had to do with the motion, but as he
went through his part of the speech lauding- the
private enterprise system I did not hear him men-
tion anything about private enterprise countries
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like Chile, Brazil, or South Africa. When he was
crutising socialism I did not hear him talk about
the general mixed economies in Europe which ap-
pears to be working.

Mr MacKinnon: The what?
Mr P. i1 SMITH-: The general mixed econom-

ies. I would like to quote an article which ap-
peared in The Australian of 30 July 1984, page
13, under the headline "Liberals issue a radical hit
list for privatisation". The writer of that article
noted that the Liberal Party in Western Australia
had endorsed the most radical blueprint for small
Government in the party's history. The rest of that
article has been read already, but I would like to
read some of the examples which were denied by
members of the Opposition. Those examples in-
clude the Metropolitan Water Authority, the
State Energy Commission, the Metropolitan
Transport Trust, and Westrail. A similar article
appeared in rhe West Australian written by a Mr
Paul McGeough. That article gave a lot more
detail about the actual motion which was put up.

The Leader of the Opposition denied that a
future Liberal Government would consider selling
off the whole, or any part, of a Government auth-
ority or Government enterprise. I think he said it
could be a partial sale or work could be letting out
of a contract.

What he has not said is exactly what its policy is
likely to be. He said also that private industry is
more efficient. I would like to ask whether by
"1efficient" he means "cheap", because "cheaper"
does not necessarily mean "efficiently". The mem-
ber for Gascoyne said that private insustries are
more efficient than Government industries. I
would like to know whether members of the Oppo-
sition support his statement. What he is saying is
that Government authorities are not working and
are not efficient. I challenge that statement.

If a future Liberal Government does privatise
Government authorities, we could see a vast re-
duction in services. There would be a big increase
in cost to the consumer, and we have already had
the example of country areas water supplies being
taken over. That would mean an estimated in-
crease of $37 million. For the SEC alone it would
mean an increase of $60 million.

The Opposition talked about hospitals, private
transport, Westrail, and many other utilities
which would cast extra millions and which some-
one would have to subsidise. If they. are to be
efficient by employing fewer people, unemploy-
ment would be increased. Is this to be a system of
reducing the number of people employed in West-
ern Australia and passing the problem off to the
Federal Government?

It is quite obvious from what members of the
Liberal Party have said that they are after the
user-pays system.

I would like to refer to some estimates of what
would happen, should such a system be
introduiced. The estimate is that water charges
would rise by about 69 per cent in this State. In
the Bunbury area in 1982-83 a loss of S584 486
occurred.

Mr MacKinnon: Didn't the Bunbury consumers
get increased charges this year?

Mr P. J. SMITH: Yes, the Bunbury charges
were increased, but that is a separate item.

Several members interjected.
Mr Blaikie: Why are the Bunbury people pay-

ing more for their water?
Mr P. J1. SMITH: Because of the decisions of

the Labor Government. Why are they paying ex-
tra? Why have the costs gone up? The member for
Vasse knows the answer to that.

Mr Blaikie: Because your Government has
brought in local water board charges they have not
had to pay before.

Mr P. J. SMITH: This Government has asked
the Bunbury Water Board and the Busselton
Water Board, after consultation-

Several members interjected.
Mr Blaikie: The water boards were told if they

did not heed the Minister's requests they would be
closed down.

Mr P. J. SMITH: I was present at most dis-
cussions and not once did I hear that remark. The
member for Vasse knows how those increases in
irrigation and drainage rates have occurred.

Mr Blaikie: For goodness sake, be honest about
this, please.

Mr P. J. SMITH: Irrigation and drainage rates
have increased by 200 per cent. The Bunbury
area, of course, extends to the drainage and irri-
gation regions. The sewerage cost of $610 000
signifies an increase of 34 per cent.

Mr Blaikie: You are being a political hypocrite,
because of your Government's policy in regard to
the Bun bury drainage district. For goodness sake,
tell the truth.

Mr P. J. SMITH: My Government abolished
the Bun bury flood rate and I am very pleased that
it did so.

Mr Blaikie: It did it Purely and simply as a
political exercise.

Mr Carr: Will you let him finish his speech?
Mr Blaikie: I want him to be honest in his

remarks. He is misrepresenting the facts.
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Mr P. J. SMITH: It is interesting that the
member for Vasse knows so much about my elec-
torate.

Mr MacKinnon: Actually, most people know
more about it than you do.

Mr P. J1. SMITH: I want to return to the
motion. It is a shame that members of the Oppo-
sition did not stick to the motion. I return to the
point that private firms have significantly higher
costs and rates of depreciation of their assets, for a
start, than does the Government. They have to
preserve their capital investment and to do so they
need to increase costs and, despite what the Oppo-
sition says, they do have to make a profit. Nothing
is wrong with that.

Mr MacKinnon: How can they depreciate faster
if they are public rather than private?

Mr P. J1. SMITH: They depreciate faster be-
cause they ask for a higher depreciation rate be-
cause of the pressure of the value of their capital
investments. Contracts are often seen as a sin-
ecure-

Mr MacKinnon: Totally illogical. Why should
the assets depreciate at a different rate?

Mr P. i. SMITH: I cannot see how private
contractors will make much of an impact on
Government areas. Westrail has been widely
privatised. Much of its traffic has gone to private
enterprise. We all know what happened when the
freezer vans were sold. That service went over to
private enterprise and costs in country areas
served by those freezer vans increased signifi-
cantly. Total West, a part of Westrail, went over
to private industry. Mr McAuliffe said, "There is
no need for you to worry about your jobs, boys or
girls. If we take over you will certainly get a job
with private industry". I am sure the people who
had a job with Westrail Or Total West would love
this story when they tell what happened to their
jobs. We certainty saw the results of private indus-
try involvement in that field, and country people
also saw what happened with the railways and
smalls traffic.

Mr MacKinnon: I think Peter Borello should
stand for Parliament.

Mr P. J. SMITH: A subsidisation of smalls
traffic in uneconomic areas will create savings to a
person wanting a small parcel transported.

Mr Rushton: They collectively saved $11
million over the country areas.

Mr P. J. SMITH: The members for Ploreat and
Nedlands had a lot to say about how great the
United Kingdom was in selling off many of its
Government industries.

Mr MacKinnon: Unproductive assets.

Mr P. J. SMITH: Not one member mentioned
the fact that the United Kingdom also has an
extremely high rate of unemployment. That is the
price we have to pay when we put such industries
over to private use.

Mr MacKinnon: I think unemployment was
high before they even started doing that.

Mr P. J. SMITH: If they are so cost efficient
someone will lose his job. When the costs increase,
low income people will suffer because electricity
and sewerage charges are increased. If people do
not pay, their water or electricity will be cut off.
People without the money cannot pay, and services
are then disconnected. Then of course they face
the additional burden of trying to raise that money
to pay the cost of reconnection. I see Government
services as a subsidy to employment-a helping
hand to keep down costs to country users.
Transferring to private enterprise will only mean
an increased burden to country people including
those in my electorate. That is why I support the
motion moved by the member for Kalgoorlie.

Question put and
lowing result-

Mr Barnett
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mir Bradshaw
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
Mr Bertram
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Jamieson
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Bateman

a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 23
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 16
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Pain
Noes

Mr Thompson
Mr McNee
Mr Coyne
Mr Clarko
Mr Peter Jones
Dr Dadour

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus passed.
House adjourned at 10.48 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SUPERANNUATION: STATE FUND
Members: Public Servants

638. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) What is the numerical percentage of
State superannuation fund members who
are public servants?

(2) What is the financial percentage of the
fund that is annually contributed by pub-
lic servants?

(3) How many people are eligible to join the
State superannuation fund?

(4) How many people in each of the follow-
ing occupations are eligible to join the
State superannuation fund:

(a) police;

(b) public servants;
(c) teachers;

(d) railways;

(e) Rural & Industries Bank;
(f) hospitals salaried;

(g) hospitals wages?

(5) How many in each of the above
categories are, in fact, members of the
State superannuation fund?

Mr BURKE replied:

(1) As at 30 June
per cent of
superannuation
vants.

1984, approximately 37
contributors to the

fund were public ser-

(2) Public servants contribute approximately
35 per cent of contributions paid annu-
ally to the superannuation fund.

(3) The number of Government employees
who are eligible to join the fund is
estimated to be in the range of 75 000 to
80 000.

(4) The numbers of employees in the follow-
ing occupations who are eligible for
membership of the fund are-

(a) police-2 937
(b) public servants-14 752

(c) teachers-IS5 590
(d) railways-? 000
(e) Rt & I Bank-I 829

(f) hospitals (salaried)-4 804
(g) hospitals (wages)-l I 672

(5) The numbers of employees in the~
occupational groups mentioned, who are
members of the fund as at 30 June 1984
are-
(a) police-2 772
(b) public servants-9 724
(c) teachers-4 178
(d) railways-2 517
(e) Rt & I Bank-I 829
(f) and (g) *-1 211
* The board's records do not distinguish
between salaried and wages hospital em-
ployees.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS

Profit or Loss
656. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Works:
Would he be able to inform the House
what were the yearly results in net earn-
ings or loss at the State Implement and
Engineering Works in the past 10 years,
giving figures preferably-if they are
available-about net earnings which are
calculated so as they are equivalent to
the amount being the basis of the 50 per
cent contribution to General Revenue
Fund according to the provisions of the
Bill presently before Parliament?

Mr MOIVER replied;

State Implement and
Works

Net Profits Earned Over
Years:

1982-83
198 1-82
1980-81
1979-80
1978-79
197 7-7 8
1976-77
1975-76
1974-75
197 3-74

Engineering

The Past 10

$308 546
$398 565
$239 372
$311 128
$239 908
$357 369
$610 240
$422 689
$397 160
$167 039

SUPERANNUATION: STATE FUND
Return

683. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) What rate of return is the State Govern-

ment superannuation fund budgeting on
achieving in the 1984-85 year?
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(2) In what areas will it be widening its in-
vestment activities?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) It is not possible to accurately predict a
rate Of return On the superannuation
fund's investment owing to variables
such as the reforms to the fund's oper-
ations.

(2) An investigation of the areas into which
the board considers it would be appropri-
ate to extend the fund's investments is
currently being carried out. A
recommendation to change the legis-
lation governing the fund's investments
is expected to be made later this year.

FISHERIES: ROCK LOBSTER
Season

698. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

What changes have been instituted to
the official rock lobster fishing season
over the past 20 years?

Mr EVANS replied:

Since 1964 the rock lobster season has
been amended once-for the 1977-78
and subsequent seasons-by amending
the closing date from I5 August to 30
June in each year. The opening date for
the main fishery remained as 15
November and for the Abrolhos Islands,
15 March.

FISHERIES: ROCK LOBSTER
Catches

699. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) What is the officially recorded harvest of

western rock lobsters for each of the past
20 seasons?

(2) What was the size of the catch for each
month over the past three seasons?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Year
196 1-62
1962-63
1963-64
1964-65
1965-66
1966-67
1967-68
1968-69

Kilograms
8481 267*
9 176 171*
8 140 880*
7 484 819*
8 120 079*
8631 113
9852501*
8 077 526*

Year
1969-70
1970-71
197 1-72
1972-73
1973-74
1974-75
1975-76
1976-77
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80
1980-81
198 1-82
1982-83
198 3-84
*Source:

"*Source:

Kilograms
6918291*
8012666*
8170752
6 808 742
6779672*
8260014*
8 622 794 *

9048010
10570 178
11338 159
10493882 *

9 853 786
10 347 226
12 275 394 *

10 500 000 '

Departmental
Australian Bureau of Statistics

jp* 1983-84 total estimated catch-
10 500 000 kg. Monthly figures not
yet available from Australian Bu-
reau of Statistics

(2) Western rock
Catch

November
December
January
February
March
April
May
June

1980-81
(kg)
483 637

2584981
1 378 825

774 723
1 704 370
1803 110

751 436
372 704

lobster-Total W.A.

198t1-82
(kg)
1 091 294
2630444

972 078
839620

1926906
1 676 561

813 410
396 913

1982-83
(kg)

1 673 582
3409 831

926 161
1 220638
2040527
1 588 106

931 174
485 375

Total 9853786 10347226 12275395
July August September-Closed season

FISHERIES: ROCK LOBSTER
Licences

700. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) How many licences are on issue for each

western rock lobster zone?
(2) How many pots are licensed for use in

each zone?
(3) What is the official season for each

zone?
Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Zone A
Zone B
Zone C
Zone D
Zone E

Total

200
174
383

7
9

773
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(2) Zone A
Zone B
Zone C
Zone D
Zone E

19069
15790
40 274

803
669

76605

(3) (a) Zones A, B, C, D, E.
15 November to 30 June the follow-
ing year.

(b) Zone A vessels operate in the
Abroihos Islands from 15 March to
30 June each year.

FISHERIES: ROCK LOBSTER

Licences
701. Mr 'HASSELL, to the Minister for

Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Is consideration being given to reducing

the numrber of pots currently licensed to
fish for Western rock lobsters?

(2) If so, why?
Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) Although entry to the rock lob-

ster fishery is limited, the fishing pres-
sure generated by the fleet is gradually
increasing and the exploitation rate is
high. Under these circumstances the
rock lobster industry advisory Committee
has to keep under review the effects of
the increasing fishing pressure on the
stocks.
The reduction in the number of pots is
one method of reducing fishing effort
and thus must remain an option for con-
sideration.

FISHERIES: ROCK LOBSTER
Season

702. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(I) Is consideration being given to an alter-

ation to the rock lobster season?
(2) If so, what options are being considered

and for what reasons?
(3) Is there any likelihood of changes in the

coming season?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (3) As set out in the answer to ques-

tion 701 the fishing pressure generated
by the rock lobster fleet is increasing and
the exploitation rate is high. Under these
circumstances, the rock lobster industry
advisory committee has to keep under
review the effect of increasing fishing
pressure on the stocks.

A range of options are available such as
a change in season, pot reductions and a
form of quotas to control fishing press-
ure. I will not receive advice of the rock
lobster industry advisory committee in
relation to the 1984-S85 season until early
next month. However, on the matter of
seasons I understand the committee will
be recommending no change for 1984-
85.

FISHERIES: ROCK LOBSTER

Management

703. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

(1) Has he or his department received any
representations during the last 12
months from the rock lobster industry
expressing concern at the manner in
which the fisheries are being managed?

(2) if so, from whom?

(3) What are the particulars of the con-
cerns?

(4) What has been his response?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) to (4) The department and I receive a
range of advice and expressions of con-
cern from members of industry through-
out the year.

The focus for the interchange of ideas
and advice between industry and the de-
partment is through the rock lobster in-
dustry advisory committee. This com-
mittee holds open meetings each year at
a number of rock lobster centres
immediately following the close of the
rock lobster season. The committee re-
Ports to me and this report is published
in FINS. I will pass a copy of the 1983
report to the member and arrange for
him to receive a copy of the 1984 report
when it is available.
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STOCK: TRANSPORT

Licences
704. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Police and

Emergency Services:

(1) Is the Government proposing to remove
the 50 per cent rebate on licences for
vehicles engaged solely in the
transportation of livestock?

(2) Is he aware that a very high percentage
of the total distance travelled by live-
stock transporters is on inferior gravel
roads and therefore they recei ve
substantially less advantage if paying a
full licence fee?

(3) Is he also aware that the removal of the
rebate would impose considerable hard-
ship on many livestock transport oper-
ators and farmers to whom the ad-
ditional costs would be passed on, both of
which are already under heavy cost
pressures?

(4) How many vehicles are currently receiv-
ing the beneflt of the concession?

(5) What steps are taken to ensure that only
bona fide, livestock transport operators as
defined in the Act are granted the con-
cession?

(6) Do all vehicles receiving the concessi on
carry the 6ST series registration plates?

(7) If not, will he ensure that they do, so as
to allow proper policing of the con-
cession?

(8) Is he aware that the removal of the con-
cession would increase the licence cost
for a prime mover with tni-axle trailer by
approximately$ 1I000 per annum?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) The concession issued to livestock
transporters is presently under consider-
ation by the Traffic Board and no de-
cision will be made in regard to this mat-
ter until their recommendations have
been considered by the Government.

(2) I have received advice from the Stock
Transporters Association that this is the
case. However, poor quality roads exist
due to insufficient funds being available
to carry out necessary road works and
any reduction of funds available for this
purpose only exacerbates the problem.

(3) The review by the Traffic
consider all of these aspects
ing its recommendations

Board will
when mak-

and the

(4)

(5)

Government will take account of these
matters when making its decision.

542.
The application for a livestock
transporter's concession requires the per-
son applying to complete a declaration
stating that he is in the business of stock
transporting, and the vehicle will be used
solely for the carriage of stock. In ad-
dition an undertaking is given to notify
the Traffic Board of any changes in the
circumstances.

(6 0N.

(7) I will refer the matter to the Traffic
Board to determine the extent of the
problem and advise what action should
be taken to ensure proper policing of the
concession.

(8) Yes.

POLICE: FIREARMS

Licences, and Penalties
705. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Police and

Emergency Services:

(1) Does the Commissioner of Police still
refuse to grant firearm licences to appli-
cants for reasons of self protection or the
protection of property?

(2) Are the penalties for criminal offences
where firearms are involved more severe
than penalties for the same or similar
offences committed without the use of
fire-arms?

(3) (a) On what grounds can the Com-
missioner of Police refuse a firearm
licence at present;

(b) have the criteria for refusal been
changed since the Ombudsman
produced a report on the subject in
1981 ?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) (a) Section 1I of the Firearms Act
states-

The Commissioner of Police shall
not grant a licence if in his
opinion-

(a) it is not desirable in the public
interest;

(b) that person is unfit to hold a
licence;
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(c) that person does not have a
good reason for acquiring Or
possessing the firearm or am-
munition to which the appli-
cation relates.

(b) No.

MOTOR VEHICLES: DRIVERS
Licences: Extraordinary

706. Mr WATT', to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

In respect of renewals of extraordinary
motor drivers' licences-

(a) when was the fee increased from
$ 15 to $ 100;

(b) what is the justification for such an
increase for just a renewal;

(c) was any publicity given to the in-
crease;

(d) will consideration be given to lower-
ing the fee for extraordinary licence
renewals to the same fee as ordinary
licences;

(e) if so, will refunds be made to those
who have already paid $100?

Mr CARR replied:

(a) 1 November 1983;
(b) consideration of the costs associated in

processing applications for extraordinary
licences;

(c) yes;

(d) the fee for renewals of extraordinary li-
cences will be changed from 1 November
1984 to the same amount as charged for
renewing ordinary licences;

(e) no.

BUSINESS: COMPANIES
Legislation: Amendments

707. Mr HASSELL, to the
representing the Attorney General:

(1)

Minister

Is the ministerial council under the uni-
form companies code system considering
amendments to the companies law to re-
quire that the salaries and allowances of
company directors and top managers of
companies should be publicly disclosed?

(2) What are the details and extent of appli-
cation of this proposal in terms of what is
to be required to be disclosed?

(3) Has the proposal been adopted, and if so,
when will it be implemented and how?

(4) If the proposal has not been adopted
what is its current status?

(5) Is the Western Australian Government
supporting the proposal?

Mr GRILL replied:

(I)
(2)

Yes.
to (4) To encourage public discussion of
the issue, the ministerial council has
authorised the preparation of a revised
schedule 7 in accordance with certain of
the recomendations of the NCSC. The
revised version, which is to be exposed
for public comment, extends the existing
requirement relating to the disclosure of
directors' emoluments as follows-
(a) fixed salaries of directors to be in-

cluded in emoluments disclosed;
(b) disclosure of retirement and similar

benefits in respect of directors and
senior management;

(c) disclosure of directors' emoluments
on an individual basis;

(d) in the case or listed companies, dis-
closure in aggregate of the remuner-
ation of the five most highly
remunerated executives will be
required. No disclosure of directors'
emoluments in respect of exempt
proprietary companies.

(5) A decision will be made after comments
received during the exposure period have
been examined.

ENVIRONMENT: PEEL INLET
Environmental and Planning Reports

708. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:
(1) Will the Minister please table all the

planning and environmental reports upon
Peel Inlet and the coastal strip between
Mandurah and Bunbury since January
1974?

(2) Will the Minister let me have a copy of
the report upon the area mentioned in
(1) which was headed by town planning
officer Griffiths?

(3) What consideration has previously been
given to an open cut between Peel Inlet
and the sea and Peel Inlet and
Australind by a series of channels and
locks?
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(4) Will the Minister table the previous re-
ports upon constructing an open cut from
Peel Inlet to the sea and also report upon
linking the coastal lakes with Peel Inlet
and Lesehenault Inlet by channels and
locks?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) There are many reports which have been
compiled since January 1974. A list of
publications wilt be prepared and
forwarded to the member in due course.

(2) It is assumed the member is referring to
the Peel-Preston study of 1976, a copy of
which is available in the Parliamentary
Library.

(3) and (4) In the context of examining
mechanisms for improving the condition
of the whole Peel-Harvey estuarine
system a number of alternatives have
been examined.

The linking of the coastal lakes through
channels and locks was not considered
practical on either a Cost or environmen-
tal evaluation. No report as such was
prepared.

ROADS: BICENTENNIAL ROADS
PROGRAMME

Farrington Road: Inclusion

709. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Was Farrington Road included in West-
ern Australia's bicentennial road
programme submitted to the Common-
wealth Government for approval?

(2) Will he table a copy of the bicentennial
programme submitted and advise of any
alterations made or agreed with the
Commonwealth Government?

(3) Did he sign the State's submission
requesting bicentennial road funds which
included Farrington Road and did it in-
clude the usual assurance regarding en-
vironmental factors?

(4) When was the City of Cockburn advised
of the availability of the bicentennial
road funds for Farrington Road?

(5) When was the City of Melville advised
of the availability of bicentennial road
funds available for Farrington Road?

(6) (a) Did he approve the construction of
Farrington Road;

(b) if "Yes", on what date was approval
given?

(7) Will he please list previous items of road
programmes which have been approved
and then withdrawn without joint ap-
proval:
(a) by the Commonwealth Government;
(b) by the State Government?

(8) Did the City of Melville previously agree
to the Farrington Road bicentennial
road programme?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) A copy of the programme submitted on

26 July 1983 will be tabled. An updated
programme was submitted on 2 July
1984 with changes to the estimates of the
work on Farrington Road resulting from
more detailed information providing for
an overall cost of$ $1170 000.

(3) Yes, and an assurance on environmental
issues was given by me to the Common-
wealth in July 1983. However, as details
of further work evolved I advised the
Commonwealth in July 1984 that work
would not commence until any identified
adverse consequences on the environ-
ment had been assessed as acceptable by
the Department of Conservation and En-
vironment.

(4) 12 December 1983.
(5) 12 December 1983.
(6) (a) The action by which works are

authorised to proceed is carried out
through the MRD. On 12
December 1983 the Main Roads
Department advised the Melville
City Council that it could proceed
with the letting of a contract for the
works. Similar advice was
forwarded to the Cockburn City
Council on 27 August 1984;

(b) answered by (a).
(7) I am not aware of a situation where ap-

proval for a road project has been given
and then withdrawn by either the State
or Commonwealth Governments.

(8) The Melville and Cockburn City Coun-
cils made a joint submission for the con-
struction of Farrington Road under the
Australian bicentennial road develop-
ment programme.
The paper was tabled (see paper No.
148).
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710. Postponed.

ROAD
Farrington Road: Reserve

711. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

(1) On what date or dates did the Minister
approve the present road reserve for
Farrington Road?

(2) On what date or dates did the Metropoli-
tan Region Planning Authority approve
the present road reserve for Farrington
Road?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Farrington Road is not reserved in the
metropolitan region scheme so the ap-
proval of the Minister was not required.

(2) The MRPA has been involved in the
planning of the road network in
Murdoch locality since the latter part of
the sixties. More specifically it made de-
cisions on 30 September 1978, when it
approved plans for a controlled access
highway reserve, containing Dibra Drive
and part of Kwinana Freeway, both of
which intersect with Farrington Road.

ROADS: BICENTENNIAL ROADS
PROGRAMME

Farrington Road: Approval
712. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the

Environment:
(1) On what day did he approve the bicen-

tennial road programme for Farrington
Road?

(2) Was the present Farrington Road re-
serve adjusted to accommodate System 6
recommendations?

(3) Will he table a plan showing the amend-
ments to the original Farrington Road
reserve?

(4) Why was the Environmental Protection
Authority required to recently approve
the construction of Farrington Road on
its present reserve when the State and
Commonwealth Governments had ap-
proved the bicentennial road programme
including Farrington Road which had
been cleared for environmental consider-
ation?

(5) On what dates did he approve the devel-
opment of Farrington Road?

(6) On what dates was the City of Cockburn
advised of environmental approval for
construction of Farrington Road?

(7) On what dates was the City of Melville
advised of environmental approval for
construction of Farrington Road?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) As a former Minister for Transport, the
member should know that I have no role
in approving bicentennial road pro-
grammes.

(2) No, however I understand that the road
alignment south of Murdoch University
was adjusted to take into account
recommendations of the Cockburn
wetlands study.

(3) This information is available from my
colleague the Minister for Transport.

(4) The Environmental Protection Authority
has no power to approve construction of
Earrington Road or any other develop-
ment. It does, however, advise whether,
in its view, such proposals are
environmentally acceptable and what
steps to protect the environment it be-
lieves should be taken. The matter Of
Farrington Road was referred to the
EPA by the Main Roads Department
when the recommendations in the
System 6 red book became known to it.

(5) My approval was not sought nor have I
any power to approve the Farrington
Road construction.

(6) The EPA advised the Cockburn City
Council by letter dated 27 August 1984
that it was not opposed to the construc-
tion of the road.

(7) A copy of the EPA's advice to Cockburn
City Council was sent to Melville City
Council on 4 September 1984.

HOUSING: LAND
Releases

713. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Is the Government trying to create a

land boom by releasing very small par-
cels of prime land as it did at Wembley
Downs last Saturday when it released
nine lots?

(2) Is the Government trying to maximise
the State Housing Commission income
by releasing a limited number of highly
valued lots at each sale?
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(3) Does he recognise that the Government
is influencing the price of land upwards
by creating an expectancy of shortage?

(4) Will the Government now have regard
for intending home owners' interest by
releasing more urban lots at each sale?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1)
(2)

No.
No. The nine lots offered for sale at the
Wembley Downs auction were the resi-
due of the State Housing Commission's
land holdings in the area.

(3) The member is drawing erroneous as-
sumptions from the offer of the
Wembley Downs lots.

(4) See (1) to (3) above. Except in excep-
tional circumstances, such as indicated
above, every endeavour is made to re-
lease land in sufficient quantity to meet
market demands.

SEWERAGE
Kelmscott

714. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) When is it expected a decision will be
made whether to deep sewer, in the area
Westfield 6A scheme, Kelmscott?

(2) How many replies have been received by
the Metropolitan Water Authority to its
invitation to property owners to directly
confirm their opinions as to whether to
sewer following the authority's letter of
explanation?

(3) From the letters received to date how
many owners are-
(a) for the 6A scheme;
(b) against the 6A scheme?

(4) When the decision has been made will he
please let me view the responses to con-
firm the percentage of owners for and
against Westfield 6A sewerage scheme?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) The matter is before the board of the

Metropolitan Water Authority. When I
receive the board's recommendation I
will make a decision.

(2) A total of 360 letters were sent and as on
17 September 1984, 189 replies had been
received-

(3) (a) 95 for:
(b) 94 against.

(4) No.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTE
West rail

715. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What was in dispute between Westraill

and the Australian Railways Union
which caused the strike last week by the
union?

(2) What was the decision of the Industrial
Commission relating to the dispute?

(3) What was the estimated loss caused by
the strike to:
(a) Westrail;
(b) private sector?

(4) (a) Does the Government
Westrail introducing
crews on trains;

support
two-man

(b) how far has this policy progressed to
date;

(c) what further changes are to be
introduced within this policy;

(d) what is the timetable for
introducing each of the chainges?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) The industrial dispute arose because of

the refusal by the Australian Railways
Union (WA Branch) members to allow
the passage of interstate freight trains
with two-man crews.

(2) The dispute was resolved and the follow-
ing conditions agreed to:
(a) All interstate freight services be-

tween Forreatf ield and West
Kalgoorlie to be worked by two-man
crews;

(b) bauxite trains to continue to be
worked by two~inan crews;

(c) all other services worked by two-
man crews up to Tuesday, I I
September to continue with the ex-
ception of-
(i) Hamilton shunt for lime traffic

to be attended by shunter from
Collie;

(ii) Narngulu/Meru shunt for il-
menite traffic to be attended by
shunter from Geraldton;

(iii) calcine one commodity trains
to be worked by two men but
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when there are two or more
commodities on one train at
Calcine a shunter is to be
provided for shunting require-
ments;

(d) Westrail agreed to restore the
guaranteed 40-hour week award
provision. Staff suspended would be
allowed to resume duty without
disciplinary action.

(3) (a)

(b)

(4) (a)

(b)

Approximately $350 000;

this information is not available.

Yes;

approximately 30 per cent of the
total programme has been
implemented;

(c) and (d) the further introduction of
two man crew working on trains is
currently being assessed and will be
the subject of further negotiations
with the parties concerned.

PLANNING

Central Perth Report
716. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Planning:

Will the Minister table a copy of the
central Perth report and let me have a
copy for personal study?

Mr PEARCE replied:

A copy is tabled and a further copy will
be forwarded to the member.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 149).

717. Postponed.

SPORT AND RECREATION: YACHTING

America's Cup: Commonwealth A/location

718. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) For what specific items is the $6 million

to be received from the Commonwealth
Government for staging the America's
Cup ($30 million over next three years)
to be spent?

(2) What conditions has the Commonwealth
Government applied to control the ex-
penditure of these funds?

(3) Who will authorise the expenditure of
these funds?

(4) Who will be responsible for
recommending the items towards which
these funds should be applied?

(5) Are these Commonwealth funds avail-
able towards constructing the Fremantle
and Sorrento marinas?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Discussions are proceeding with the
Commonwealth on projects and no fi-
nality has been reached.

(2) Expenditure will be controlled by the
Commonwealth Minister for Finance
and the State Minister responsible for
the America's Cup defence.

(3)
(4)

As in (2) above.
A committee of officers of State, Com-
monwealth and local government.

(5) No.

WATER RESOURCES: DAM
.Stinton Creek: Reserve

719. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) (a) Has the Stinton Creek water reserve

been declared;
(b) if "No", when will it be declared?

(2) Are regulations for the control of the
reserve being prepared?

(3) (a) If "Yes" to (2), when are they
expected to be tabled in Parliament;

(b) If "No" to (2), is it intended that
regulations will be prepared and
when is it estimated they will be
tabled?

(4) (a) Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment and the Metropolitan Water
Authority to allow the agricultural
and horticultural industries to re-
tain first priority of use of water in
the reserve;

(b) If "No", will he explain what re-
strictions will apply?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) to (3) Following a deputation from the
Town of Armadale I have offered to
form an advisory committee including
local representatives to consider
guidelines for management of the
proposed Stinton Creek water reserve.
It is now anticipated that the declaration
of the reserve and tabling of the by-laws
will be deferred until 1985.
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(4) (a) Yes;
(b) not applicable.

HOUSING: LAND
Sales: Private Buyers

720. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(t) Since March 1983 how many hectares of

State Housing Commision land have been
sold by the commission to private buyers
other than individual urban lots?

(2) Will be please list and identify the separ-
ate parcels of land sold and by whom it
was bought?

(3) How many urban lots have been
produced from the commission's bulk
lots sold to private buyers?

Mr WILSON replied:

(I) to (3)
Coogee 18.94 hectares
Subdivision in progress-anticipated
yield approximately 133 lots.
South Perth 2.0341 hectatres-proposed
commercial development.
Leeming 53.3242 hectares
Subdivision in progress-anticipated
yield approximately 350 lots.
Beechboro 8.907 hectares
To be subdivided under City of
Bayswater town planning scheme
18-anticipated yield approximately 72
lots
Greenmount 16.4233 hectares
Proposed subdivision will yield
approximately 65 lots.
Forrestdale 31.4 hectares
Rural land-not suitable for residential
subdivision.
Midvale 20 hectares
Site is for technical school.
It is long standing policy of the State
Housing Commission not to provide in-
formation as to the purchasers.

PLANNING: CANAL DEVELOPMENT
Yunderup: Dredging

721. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) (a) Has the entrance to the Yunderup

canals been dredged this year;

(b) If not, will the dredging be carried
out;

(c) If so, when?
(2) Which department is responsible for the

maintenance of a navigable depth of the
Yunderup canals?

(3) Is any cost of the maintenance of the
waterways of the Vunderup canals at-
tributable to the Yunderup canal land
holders?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) (a) No;
(b) no;
(c) the position is being kept under re-

view as stated in my reply to ques-
tion 655 of 18 September.

(2) The Minister for Transport is the Minis-
ter reponsible for the maintenance of a
navigable depth of the Yunderup Canals.

(3) I am given to understand that the Shire
of Murray is responsible for the main-
tenance of the internal waterway.

HEALTH: SPEECH PATHOLOGISTS
Students

722. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many students are being trained as

speech pathologists at present and what
is the number of anticipated graduates
this year?

(2) IHow many positions are vacant in the
State for speech pathologists?

(3) Who pays for the training of these
graduates?

(4) Are there any conditions binding on
graduates:
(a) to serve a certain length of time for

the Government after their training,
and

(b) to serve in certain areas where there
is an established need?

(5) If not, does the Government intend
taking steps to ensure an adequate and
continuing speech pathology service in
country areas?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) 14 in 4th (final) year
24 in 3rd year
27 in 2nd year
23 in 1 st year

88 TOTAL
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14 will be expected to graduate at the
end of 1984.

(2) Five at present which cannot be filled.
Two of those are country (Narrogin and
the service to the Midlands based at
Midland).

(3) Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology.

(4) No.
(5) Yes. My Department has submitted a

proposed 3 year plan which will, if
funding is available, ensure the develop-
ment of a speech therapy network to
country areas.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT
Grain: Coercion

723. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) For what reason has he allowed Westrail

to continue coercing Western Australian
grain growers to support its proposed
five year grain freight contract, when a
report is still awaited from the Co-
ordinator-General of Transport?

(2) Does he support the actions of Westrail
in maintaining its divisive advertising?

(3) Will he ensure that Westrail desists from
continuing its divisive and embarrassing
advertisements whilst the report from
the Co-ordinator General and a final de-
cision by the Minister is being con-
sidered?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (3) The previous Government estab-
lished the policy that Westrail and the
grain industry should be permitted as
much as possible to negotiate freely and
in a commercial fashion on the matter of
grain freight rates. The purpose of the
Co-ordinator General's report as the
member knows, is to ascertain the facts
with regard to particular aspects of the
proposed contract, to ensure that there
would be no adverse effects such as to
require me to intervene in negotiations.
Westrail's advertising was designed to
inform the farmers and groups affected
by the contract about the contract. In-
dustry statements, and Press reports
indicated that the facts about the
proposed grain contract were not well
known. Westrail considered that this
situation was best rectified by the coin-

munication appearing in the Press. An
attempt by a seller of a service to inform
its customers of its views would seem to
be a reasonable commercial judgment in
which I should not intervene. To start
instructing Westrail what advertise-
ments it runs would be contrary to the
commercial freedom which I understand
the member's party to support.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Power Station: Aluminium Smelter

724. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

With regard to the proposed new coal-
fired power station to be built to support
the aluminium smelter project, is it
intended that either the State Govern-
ment and/or the State Energy Com-
mission will borrow and provide the
necessary capital involved with the con-
struction of the power station?

Mr PARKER replied:

The new coal-fired power station will be
owned and funded by the State Energy
Commission of Western Australia.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Feasibility Study

725. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the feasibility study for

the proposed aluminium smelter and
power station in the south-west referred
to in The West Australian on 30 August,
1984, what are the details of the "tightly
scheduled" timing for the feasibility
study referred to by the Premier?

(2) If the environmental review and manage-
ment programme will not be completed
and submitted for consideration by the
Environmental Protection Authority un-
til January, 1985, what period of time
will be available for public consideration
and comment if construction is estimated
to commence in March, 1985?

(3) When is it anticipated that the cost-
benefit studies now being undertaken
will be completed and available for pub-
lic consideration?

(4) On what basis have various statements
been made that the smelter "will pro-
ceed" when so many studies, reviews, en-
vironmental assessments and public sub-

1494



[Wednesday, 19 September 1984J148

missions have yet to be prepared,
commented upon, and inal decisions
taken by the various participants in ad-
dition to the State Government?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The consortium undertaking the feasi-
bility study expects to complete the work
before the end of the year.

(3) It is anticipated that the ERMP will be
submitted to the EPA before the end of
this year. The period for public consider-
ation will be determined by the EPA.

(3) It is anticipated that cost benefit studies
will be completed and available by year
end.

(4) The Government has made it clear that
the project will be encouraged to proceed
but is subject to final assessment and
decision.

726. Postponed.

MINERALS: MINING INDUSTRY

Working Days Lost

727. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:

(1) As it was published on 6 September 1984
that working days lost in the mining in-
dustry (other than coal mining)
increased by 140 per cent last year and
was nearly 13 per cent higher than in
198 1-82, does the Minister consider this
to be a satisfactory and acceptable
position in Western Australia?

(2) As the 140 per cent increase in this sec-
tor was during the period of the so-calle
1.accord" what consideration has been
given by the Government to the
weaknesses and failure of the "accord"
to halt this alarming increase in indus-
trial dispute?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) The Australian Bureau of Stat-
istics does not publish any statistics in
relation to working days lost in the
Western Australian mining industry.

ENERGY: UNIFORM TARIFF SCHEME

Metropolitan Customers

728. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) With regard to the 1984-85 budget of
the State Energy Commission, what level
of funding will be required from metro-
politan customers of the State Energy
Commission to support non-metropolitan
domestic customers under the uniform
tariff scheme?

(2) With regard to new connections under
the contributory extensions scheme,
what percentage of costs involved is
provided by the commission and what
percentage will be recovered from [he
new customer?

(3) Wi:at level of funding is involved in
further extensions to the contributory ex-
tension scheme?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The State Energy Commission does not
maintain separate records to identify
support to non-metropolitan domestic
customers. However for all non-metro-
politan customers the subsidy is of the
order of $60 million annually.

(2) An average of 55 per cent to 45 per cent
respectively.

(3) The Commission has budgeted $5.759
million for the 1984-85 financial year.

729. Postponed.

MINERALS

Custom Milling

730. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What progress is the Government mak-
ing in establishing custom willing oper-
ations at Kalgoorlie?

Mr PARKER replied:

Custom milling has been considered to
be the province of private enterprise. 1
am about to review the whole of the
State Batteries operations and structures
to see how we can better serve the pri-
vate sector and in particular the small
prospector/miner.
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ENERGY
Standing Committee: Government's Intention

731. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Is it the intention of the Government to
establish a parliamentary standing com-
mittee on energy?

Mr PARKER replied:

I refer the member for Narrogin to my
reply to question 195.

THE COUNTRY WOMEN'S ASSOCIATION
OF WA (INC)

Land Rights: Equality

732. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) Has he received advice of a motion

passed at the recent conference of the
Country Women's Association of West-
ern Australia requiring that the same
land laws apply to all Australians?

(2) If so, has he responded to, or commented
upon, the attitude and policy of the
Country Women's Association of West-
ern Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) A copy of my reply is tabled.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 1S1).

ENERGY: GAS AND OIL

Offshore Drilling Rigs
733. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:

(1) How many off-shore drillings rigs are
currently operating off the Western
'Australian coast?

(2) On current work programmes and advice
given to the Western Australian Govern-
ment, is it fact that off-shore drilling ac-
tivities are declining sharply?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", for what
reason is there such a decline?

(4) What initiatives is the Government
taking to arrest the decline in off-shore
exploration and drilling activity and en-
sure a return to the activity of previous
years?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Four. (Excludes North Rankin "A" de-

velopment drilling).
(2) No. Although offshore drilling activity

in Australia as a whole is well below the
levels attained in 1982 and 1983 this is
not the case for Western Australia. The
following table sets out Western
Australian drilling activity for 1982 to
1984.
Offshore
Wells Drilled
1982-18
1983-26
I 984-2Ocompleted and estimate 25 wells

will be completed by end 1984
(excluding North Rankin "A" de-
velopment drilling).

(3) See (2).
(4) Government has maintained a climate of

encouraging explorers to continue with
drilling programmes during the world-
wide recession and this, together with the
discovery of oil, has resulted in a con-
tinuing exploration effort by petroleum
explorers. It is anticipated that recent oil
discoveries such as Talisman, Lenita and
Harriet will further encourage industry
to pursue substantial exploration pro-
grammes in Western Australia.

734. Postponed.

MINERALS: IRON ORE
Pilbara: Peace Plan

735. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) With regard to the visit to Japan by a

Federal Government promoted tripartite
delegation to promote the Pilbara Iron
Ore "peace plan", was the Western
Australian Government consulted by the
Federal Government before undertaking
this initiative?

(2) Was the Western Australian Govern-
ment asked to nominate a representative
for inclusion in the delegation?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "No", and as the
main purpose of the visit is to promote
the so-called "peace plan" for the
Pilbara Iron Ore industry, what effort
has been made by the State Government
to be included in such a mission?

(4) Does the State Government now con-
sider and accept that a delegation
visiting Japan which contains no West-
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emn Australian Government or union rep-
resentative and the Melbourne-based
general manager or one Pilbara iron ore
company is an acceptable delegation to
internationally represent the interests
and future of Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) 1 am advised the purpose of the
Australian mission in Japan is to discuss
Australia's improved position in terms of
industrial disputes generally under the
prices and incomes accord.

(2) to (4) Not applicable.

736. Postponed.

UN ION: AMALGAMATED METALS
FOUNDRY AND SHIPWRIGHTS UNION

Industrial Supply Office

737. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

(1) Is he aware that the Amalgamated
Metals Foundry and Sbipwrights Union
proposes to establish an industrial supply
office in Western Australia to monitor
the buying patterns of Western
Australian industry and Government?

(2) Does the State Government consider
that the establishment of such an office
is necessary?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", on what
basis does the Government consider that
the establishment of such an office is
necessary?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The Government is aware that a pro-
posal to establish a national tender office
by the AMFSU has been put forward in
a Report compiled by Dr Peter Brain of
the National Institute of Economic and
Industry Research.

The report is currently being examined-

(2) The Government will decide on this after
the report is analysed.

(3) See (2)_

UNION: AMALGAMATED METALS
FOUNDRY AND SH-IPWRIGHTS UNION

Policy for Industry Development and More Jobs
738. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Industrial Relations:
(1) With regard to the policy for industry

development and more jobs developed by
the Amalgamated Metals, Foundry and
Shipwrights Union, does the Govern-
ment accept the new policy as a useful
"tool" in developing additional jobs in
Western Australia?

(2) Was the proposed policy discussed with
the government prior to its release and
implementation?

(3) As it is envisaged that the policy will
nationally stimulate 250 000 new jobs,
what is the number of new jobs proposed
for Western Australia?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes. The policy paper represents a
detailed viewpoint of the Amalgamated
Metals, Foundry and Shipwrights Union
in relation to the industry policy section
of the prices and income accord. The
State Government considers the docu-
ment to be a useful input on industry and
employment policy by an interested
group.

(2) The report is currently being examined
and the matter will be considered by the
Government after the full implications of
the proposal have been determined.

(3) No detailed estimates have been made
by the State Government as to the em-
ployment consequences of the policy in
WA. If the member is interested in this
question, I would suggest that he obtains
a copy of the document from the union
concerned and would welcome any con-
structive comments he wishes to make on
the issue.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Consumption

739. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) If, as indicated by him on 23 August,

t984, natural gas now supplies 50 per
cent of the Perth domestic energy mar-
ket and an increasing proportion of the
industrial and commercial market, has
the growth in consumption of electricity
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by domestic, industrial and commercial
customers levelled off?

(2) Is the growth in electricity consumption
expected to further decline in 1984-85
when compared with 1981-82 and 1982-
83?

(3) (a) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", what
is the estimated further decline
which will occur;

(b) if the answer to (2) is "No", what is
the estimated increase in electricity
consumption?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (3) The growth in the consumption of
electricity by domestic, industrial and
commercial customers for 1984-85 is
expected to be 3.8 per cent, excluding
the additional load due to the
interconnection of the eastern goldfields.
The increasc in electricity consumption
in the commission's interconnected elec-
tricity system is expected to be 3.7 per
cent per annum to t994-95. The effect of
the proposed aluminium smelter has not
been included.

740. Postponed.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Kukje-ICC Corporation: Participation

741. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(I) Has the Government been advised by
Capel Court Corporation that the
Korean Kukje-ICC Corporation will not
be able to finally decide until next
March whether to commit itself to an
aluminium smelter in the south-west, as
indicated in the media on 26 August
1984?

(2) Has the Government also been advised
of Press reports indicating that the
Korean Government may prefer to sup-
port Korean equity in the Alcoa Portland
smelter rather than any Western
Australian project as a privately-owned
power station is no longer part of the
projet?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No. However, the Government is aware

of the statement attributed in the Press
to Cape] Court who are Kukje-ICC's ad-
visors.

(2) 1 am not aware of any such reports
which, if they exist, are certainly not
true.

ENERGY
Domestic Rebate Scheme

742. Mr PETER JONES. to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Under the State Energy Commission's
domestic energy rebate scheme, what
was the cost to the commission of this
rebate in 1982-83 and 1983-84?

(2) What is the estimated cost to the com-
mission of the scheme during 1984-85?

(3) What criteria are being applied by the
State Energy Commission to establish el-
igibility to claim the rebate?

(4) Is the scheme supplemented by payments
from the Department of Community
Services?

(5) On what basis is the State Energy Com-
mission rebate scheme supplemented by
the Department of Community Services
or any other Government agency?

Mr PARKER replied:

(I) 1982-83-$I 116 444.00

1983-84-$S4 329 583.00.
(2) 1984-85-$4 548 000.00.
(3) Eligibility of customers is determined by

possession of either-
(i) a pensioner health benefits card; or

(ii) T.P.I1. pensioner card;

(iii) war widow pensioner card;

(iv) health care card;
(v) health benefits card.

(4) Yes.
(5) The supplemental payments arise out of

the Department for Community Wel-
fare's dependent children rebate scheme
which is administered by the com-
mission.
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ENERGY: GAS
Contract: Residue

743. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What residual volumes of gas still re-

main to be purchased under the contract
between the State Energy Commission
and the WAPET joint venturers?

(2) Have purchases of natural gas from the
Woodada participants now ceased?

(3) When is it estimated that natural gas
from the North-West Shelf joint ven-
turers will be the only source of supply to
the State Energy Commission and other
industrial customers?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) An average of about 17 million cubic
feet per day of gas will be purchased
under the existing contracts until early
1987.

(2) No.
(3) Towards the end of the 1980s.

744 to 747. Postponed.

LAND: DEPARTMENT OF
CONSERVATION AND LAND

MANAGEMENT
Jurisdiction: Aborigines

748. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
(1) Adverting to the Deputy Premier's

statement in the second reading speech
of the Conservation and Land manage-
ment Bill that "over 53 per cent of the
land surface of this State is public land",
would he please say whether the
proposed new department's jurisdiction
will extend to those parts of this land
which will be allocated via inalienable
freehold title to Aborigines?

(2) If not, which department will be respon-
sible for the so-allocated land from the
point of view of conservation and land
use planning?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) It is not intended that the propose De-
partment of Conservation and Land
Management would have jurisdiction
over the land referred to in the question.
The Bill does provide, however, for the
department to provide a land manage-

meet service to other Government
agencies, local authorities or community
groups, if it is requested.

(2) Since no decision has been made by
Government on the question of land allo-
cation to people of aboriginal descent, no
decision has been made on the matters
raised in the member's question.

749. Postponed.

ROAD
Farring ton Road: Government's Attitude

750. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

Considering his replies given to parlia-
mentary questions that the Government
in principle has accepted all the Environ-
mental Protection Authority's System 6
recommendations, would he please ex-
plain the Government's attitude and ac-
tion in connection with the Farrington
Road extension?

Mr DAVIES replied:

The Government has accepted in prin-
ciple the recommendations in part I of
the System 6 report. It also resolved that
those specific area recommendations in
part 11 be implemented progressively as
far as possible.
The Environmental Protection Authority
has subsequently advised me it now be-
lieves that Farrington Road should be
allowed to proceed subject to some con-
ditions.
In view of the disagreement that now
exists between the two councils, the
Government has asked the authority to
give consideration to further submissions
and has made an announcement to this
effect. As a result I expect the EPA to
report to me again by I October.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS
Apprentices

751. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What is the number of apprentices

presently employed at the State Engin-
eering Works?

(2) How are they divided according to years
I to 4
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(3) What is the overall proportion between
apprentices and skilled tradesmen?

Mr McIVER replied:

(t) 20.

(2) Year I-Nil
Year 2-Nil
Year 3-6
Year 4-14.

(3) 20 apprentices to 1 05 tradesmen.

LAND: ACQUISITON

John XXIII College

752. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has an agreement yet been reached be-
tween John XXIII College and the
Government regarding the exact size and
purchase price of the land for school site
in Mt. Claremont at or about the present
Swanbourne Hospital site?

(2) If so, would the Minister give infor-
mation with maps, etc. about the land
and the price?

(3) If 'No" to (1), when is agreement
expected to be reached?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes, at officer level but final determi-
nation has yet to be made by Cabinet.

(2) See (I) above.

(3) Shortly.

ROADS

John XXIII College: Access

753. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

(1) Have planning studies been undertaken
and concluded regarding sufficient ac-
cess roads to cater for the planned school
population of John XXIII College on its
new site in Mt. Claremont for at least
the first 20 to 30 years of its operation?

(2) Are these roads proposed to be designed
in a way which will not disturb residen-
tial population in existing and planned
future subdivisions in the area so that the

decades-old saga of gross inconveniences
to Rochdale Road and neighbouring
residents should not be repeated?

(3) Can he table a map outlining the
planned roads for that area?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes, as far as can be assessed.

(3) Not until Cabinet has determined the
proposals.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

Swanbourne HospitalI Site: Use

754. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has a decision been made yet regarding
the retention of some of the buildings,
viz. Montgomery Hall, administration
building, central score and kitchen
complex, and some of the ward build-
ings, at the Swanbourne Hospital site
and vested in the City of Nedlands for
recreational and other public usage pur-
poses?

(2) If so, what is this decision and when is it
going to be implemented?

(3) If "No"' to (1), when can it be expected
to be made?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (3) No. Cabinet will shortly consider
proposals for the future use and develop-
ment of the property.

TAXES AND CHARGES

Water Supplies: Unchanged

755. Mr STEPHENS, to the Premier:

In a circular sent out to country con-
sumers with the public utility accounts
the Premier stated that the domestic
water rate was unchanged. How can this
claim be substantiated when payment is
demanded four months earlier than in
previous years?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The maximum domestic rate has
remained unchanged in 1984-85. In pre-
vious years, rate accounts, although ap-
plicable to the Period of 1 July to 30
June, were issued on a cyclic basis over a
three month period commencing mid
July. Only those ratepayers who in past
years received their rate accounts later in
the cycle may have been affected by the
earlier issue of rate notices.

The earlier issue of some rate accounts
has not increased the amount of dom-
estic rates payable.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Overseas Travel: Assistance

756. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Sport and
Recreation:
(1) What are the criteria of eligibility for

assistance from the Instant Lottery
funds for sport groups or bodies travel-
ling overseas for organised competition?

(2) Why is the Western Australian Country
Swimming Association considered ineli-
gible for funds from the Instant Lottery?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Financial assistance for overseas travel is
limited to State sporting associations
affiliated with the national association.
The aim of the assistance is to help
Western Australian sports people to par-
ticipate in overseas competition as mem-
bers of a representative national team.

(2) The WA Country Swimming Associ-
ation is eligible for assistance from
specific programmes under the sports In-
stant Lottery fund. To date it has
received a grant of $1 325 for equipment
and its zone 3 council has received a
$500 establishment grant. In addition,
country championships qualify for assist
ance.

HOUSING: LAND
Albany: Commencement

757. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Housing:
(I) Is the State Housing Commission plan-

ning to build on land bounded by
Warden Avenue, Reidy Drive and the
Spencer Park School in Albany?

(2) If so, when is the building planned to
commence and what is the nature of the
buildings planned?

(3) Is he aware that a similar plan several
years ago was strongly resisted by the
school, the Parents and Citizens Associ-
ation, the Friends of the Albany Re-
gional Hospital, the Albany Wildflower
Society, the Town Council and many
others?

(4) In view of the changed decision on that
occasion, what are the reasons now given
to build on the land concerned?

(5) Is he aware that the land contains a
natural swamp which will be both diffi-
cult and expensive to drain effectively?

(6) Is he aware that the land was zoned as
public open space after the last buildings
were planned?

(7) As the State Housing Commission has
considerable land holdings in Albany.
will he give urgent consideration in the
public interest to reversing the decision
to build on the land in question?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) and (2) The commission is proceeding
with subdivisional development of this
land in the current financial year. When
completed this development will yield 14
residential lots intended for commission
usage 1985 onwards.

(3) and (4) The commission was advised in
February 1983 by the Town of Albany
that the Minister for Urban Develop-
ment and Town Planning had endorsed
council's recommendation that the land
be designated as a reserve for public
open space in council's town planning
scheme IA.
Subsequently council advised the com-
mission that this advice was incorrect
and that in fact the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning had
determined that lot 1, corner of Warden
Avenue and Reidy Drive, be zoned
"residential" under town planning
scheme I A.

(5) to (7) Engineering investigation shows
that the land can be suitably drained for
residential development within reason-
able costs. However in view of the infor-'
mation brought to my attention by the
member, I will have the matter reviewed.
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FISHERIES: SCALLOPS
Licences

758. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

What are the criteria for the issue of
licences for entry into the scallop fishery
for the 1984-85 season?

Mr EVANS replied:

Approvals for entry to the Shark Bay
scallop fishery were for the years 1984,
1985, and 1986.
The scallop fishery at the Abrolhos is not
controlled by limited entry. However,
there have been requests for entry to be
limited. I have issued a Press release on
this subject, a copy of which I will pass
to the member.

HOUSING: LAND
Albany: Spencer Park Primary School

759. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is he aware of moves by the State Hous-

ing Commission to build houses on land
adjacent to the Spencer Park primary
school in Albany?

(2) As the move is strongly opposed by both
the school administration and the
Parents and Citizens Association, will he
make representation to the Minister for
Housing to have the decision reversed?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) 1 am aware that the State Housing Com-
mission has conditional approval to de-
velop lot I Warden Street, Albany.

(2) While I have protested in the past at
proposals to place taverns near schools, I
have not taken the same attitude to
houses. Nevertheless, I will discuss the
matter with the Minister for Housing.

MARINE NATURE RESERVES AND PARKS
Loca tion

760. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:
(I) What is the location of proposed-

(a) marine park;
(b) marine nature reserves,
for inclusion in the proposed conser-
vation and land management legislation?

(2) What other areas of the State have been
proposed or are under consideration as
per (1) above?

(3) What inland areas have been either-
(a) considered, or
(b) are under active review,
for inclusion as per (1) above?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The only marine area being
considered for reservation is the
Ningaloc Marine Park. The
recommendation for the formation of
this park is currently being considered by
the Environmental Protection Authority.
Details of the location and nature of this
proposed marine park are outlined in a
National Parks Authority report I titled
"Report and Recommendations by the
Marine Park Working Group June
1983".
If it is decided to proceed with the reser-
vat ion of the Ningaloo Marine Park, it
will come under the jurisdiction of the
proposed Department of Conservation
and Land Management. The legislation
establishing the Department of Conser-
vation and Land Management provides a
mechanism for reservations and revo-
cations of areas for marine parks and
marine nature reserves, hut the Bill does
not involve reservation or revocation of
any marine park or marine nature re-
serve.

(2) Some areas have been proposed for mar-
ine reservation in the System 6 report.
Currently, there is no active proposal to
implement those proposals.

(3) (a) and (b) None.

LAND: NATIONAL PARKS
Field Staff

761, Mr -BLAlKIE, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) What is the number of field staff for the

State's national parks in the years-
(a) 1980;
(b) 198 1;
(e) 1982;
(d) 1983;
(e) 1984?

(2) Would he indicate those parks that have
had an increase in field staff as per (1)
above?
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Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) It is assumed that the question relates to
the number of rangers-including mo-
bile rangers-assigned to national parks
around the State, but not including the
ranger on secondment to Garden Island
or to the superintendents-now super-
visors-of Yanchep and John Forrest
National Parks. The answer is as fol-
lows-
(a) to June 1980-76;
(b) to June 1981-76;
(c) to June 1982-77*;
(d) to June 1983-77;
(e) to June 1984-~78**;

* An additional field position es-
tablished in 1981-82 through con-
version of a ticket seller's position at
Yanchep National Park to ranger.
** Mobile Ranger.

(2) Over the last four years, to meet the
needs of land management and the
changing demands of the tourist, three
new ranger stations have been opened
through the rationalisation of staff.
These are as follows-
(a) to June 1980-no increase, 24 parks

manned;
(b) to June 198 1-no increase, 24 parks

manned;
(c) to June 1982-William Bay

National Park manned by deletion
of one ranger from Walpole-
Nornalup National Park;

(d) to June 1983-Millstream National
Park manned by deletion of one
ranger from Yanchep National
Park;

(e) to June 1984-Watheroo National
Park manned by deletion of one
ranger from Yanchep National
Park.

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES AND
WILDLIFE

Reserve Management Section
762. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Fisheries

and Wildlife:
(I) How many research officers are

employed in the reserve management
section of his department?

(2) What are the--
(a) areas under research;
(b) areas where advice is sought;
(c) areas of general interest;
(d) committees where the section is

involved in-
(i) State;

(ii) national;
(iii) other bodies?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Six professionally qualified reserve man-
agement officers are employed.

(2) The reserve management section is
involved in planning for and manage-
ment of-
(a) nature reserves;
(b) management of nature reserves;
(c) planning for and management of

flora and fauna and their habitats in
nature reserves in Western
Australia.

(d) (i) Western Australian Wildlife
Authority, Bird Committee,
Wetland Advisory Committee,
Environmental Protection
Authority;

(ii) CON COM Working Group on
birds;

(iii) Research Committee, Royal
Australasian Ornithologists
Union.

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES AND
WILDLIFE

Wildlife Research Section
763. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Fisheries

and Wildlife:

(1) How many research officers are
employed in the wildlife research section
of his department?

(2) What are-

(a) the areas under research;

(b) the areas where advice is sought;

(c) areas of general interest;

(d) committees where the section is
involved-

(i) State;
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(ii) national;

(iii) other bodies?

(3) What response was received from the
bodies indicated in (1)?

(4) What are the water catchmnent and re-
serve areas that it is intended will be
managed by the proposed conservation
and land management body?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Eight professionally qualified scientific
officers.

(2) (a) Biological surveys, animal and plant

(b)

ecology, waterbirds, wetlands and
flora conservation;

all the matters in (2)(a) above;

(c) management of flora and fauna and
nature reserves:

(d) (i) Bush Fires Board
WA Biological Surveys Com-
mittee
Working Group on Land Re-
leases
Agricultural land release re-
view working party
Western Australian Wildlife
Authority Flora Committee
Mineral Sands Agreements
(Eneabba) Rehabilitation Co-
ordinating Committee
Technical Committee on en-
vironmental problems
associated with underground
water extraction
Kangaroo Management Advis-
ory Committee;

(ii) CONCOM working group on
endangered fauna
CONCOM working group on
crocodiles
CONCOM working group on
endangered flora;

(iii) Editorial Advisory Committee,
Australian Wildlife Research
Policy Advisory Committee,
Master of Natural Resources
Management, University of
WA
Advisory Committee for the
Bachelor of Applied Sciences
(biology) course, WAIT

Research Committee,
Australian Orchid Foundation
Organising Committee and
sub-committees of the 4th In-
ternational Conference on
Mediterranean Ecosystems,
Perth 1984
Steering Committee for WA
Projects Officer (natural areas)
Australian Heritage Com-
mission;

(iv) International Association of
Plant Taxonomy chromosome
numbers working group.

(3) This question does not appear to relate to
01).

(4) This question does not appear to relate to
the matters referred to in the above ques-
tions.

WATER RESOURCES

Catchment Areas: Management

764. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

What discussions were held between
the-
(a) Metropolitan Water Authority;
(b) Public Works Department, and

(c) the Task Force on Land Resource
Management, prior to compilation
of the:
(i) interim report;

(ii) final report.
regarding management of water
catchments and reserves for-
(aa) surface;
(bb) underground resources?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(a) to (c) The Public Works Department
officers had discussions with the task
force prior to the compilation of both the
interim and final reports. Metropolitan
Water Authority officers had discussions
prior to the compilation of the final re-
port.
Management of water catchments and
reserves for surface and groundwater re-
sources were among the subjects dis-
cussed.
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FORESTS: TIMBER
Rights: Roads

765. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Forests:

(1) What shires currently have timber rights
on some or all of roads within their re-
spective shires?

(2) Does the Government intend to change
those rights?

(3) What is the reason for any change?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) All shires with the exception of Collie,

Manjiniup. and parts of Dardanup,
Capel, and Busselton Shires.

(2) No.

(3) Answered by (2).

FORESTS: WANDOO

Report

166. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Forests:

(1) Has the Government received a report
into the State wandoo forest?

(2) (a) Who compiled the report and was
there any Government finding in its
compilation;

(b) if so, to what extent?

(3) (a) Has the Government made any de-
cision on any of the
recommendations;

(b) if so, would he detail?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) Yes.

(2) (a) The Campaign to Save Native For-
ests (WA). No Government finding
was included in its compilation;

(b) answered by (2)(a).

(3) (a) No;

(b) answered by (3)(a).

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

Swan bourne Hospital Site: Options

767. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Planning:

(1) What were the options considered by the
Government for the future development

of the land located on and adjacent to
the Swanbourne Hospital?

(2) How many proposals were received?

(3) Do any other proposals include a college
for overseas students and/or for the hos-
pital to be used as a community science
centre?

(4) Could the Minister state what the cur-
rent value of the land is and would he
indicate what the estimated cost of any
proposed changes would be?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (4) The report is to go before Cabinet
shortly. As the matter is to be further
considered by Cabinet it would be inap-
propriate to provide a more detailed re-
sponse at this time.

HOUSING: CONSTRUCTION
PROGRAMME

Bunbury, Russeit on, and Margaret River

768. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Housing:
What is the estimated cost of the State
Housing Commission building pro-
gramme for the-

(a) Bunbury;

(b) Busselton;
(c) Margaret River districts,

for the 1984-85 financial year?
Mr WILSON replied:

The estimated cost of the building pro-
gramme for the 1984-85 financial year
including a component for land is-

(a) Bunbury-$4.419 million

(b) Busselton-$2.838 million

(c) Margaret River-$O.286 million.

MOTOR VEHICLES: LICENCES

Concessions: Primary Producers
769. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Police

and Emergency Services:

Can he substantiate whether the Govern-
ment intends to phase out concession li-
cences currently available to primary
producers?
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Mr CARR replied:

The matter of concessional licences was
answered in question 147 asked by Mr. 1.
Taylor on 21 August, 1984. Copy of that
reply, together with a media statement
of 22 August. 1984, is supplied to the
member.

HOUSING: LAND
Peaceful Bay Estate

770. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) How many of the lots available for sale

by the State Housing Commission in the
West Busselton "Peaceful Bay Estate"
are intended for multi-residential pur-
poses?

(2) Has the commission sought rezoning to
permit multi-residential building on the
site?

(3) What response has the commission
received from the Shire of Busselton to
any proposals, if submitted?

(4) Did the commission in its advertising, or
has he indicated that the subdivision
would only be available for single resi-
dential development?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) None. Land already disposed of was on
the basis of its zoning at the time.

(2) No.
(3) Answered by (2) above.
(4) See (1) above. However, provision exists

under the Town Planning and Develop-
ment Act for owners to seek a higher use
for land, through the responsible local
authority. Owners affected by such ac-
tion have the ability to make submissions
in either support or opposition of the pro-
posal to that local aulthority.

771. Postponed.

FORESTS
Leases

772. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Forests:
What is the current number of forest
leases and their location and purpose?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

There are 287 forest leases currently on
issue.

These are located throughout the entire
forest.
Leases for grazing purposes comprise the
biggest group. Other purposes include,
dam sites, water supply, rubbish dis-
posal, recreation, communication sites,
and a variety of other local, State and
Commonwealth Government facilities.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT BILL

Land Reserves
773. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:

(1) Is it intended that land held as either
reserve or for other purposes in the fol-
lowing categories-
(a) Aboriginal land;
(b) pastoral leases;
(c) State Energy Commission;
(d)
(e)

(h)

Main Roads Department;
Department of Marine and Hiar-
hours;

Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority;
Public Works Department land;
Public Works Department for
replanting purposes;

(i) Industrial Land Development Auth-
ori ty;

U)Town Planning Section I Ba land
vested in local government;

(kc) any other bodies,
will be either in whole or part brought
within the proposed conservation and
land management legislation?

(2) (a) If "Yes" to (I), what are categories
concerned, localities and areas
involved;

(b) if "No", to (1), what categories and
why not?

(3) (a) Have any discussions been held with
any of the bodies involved in
administering the land concerned;

(b) when did discussions commence;
(c) what has been the result?

(4) What bodies referred to in (1) have
indicated any opposition or concern to
the Government's proposed management
body?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) (a) to (k) No. However, the Conser-
vation and Land Management Bill has
clauses which enable the department to
offer a management service to other
Government agencies, local authorities,
and private concerns. It is possible, in the
future, that, subject to the agreement of
these bodies, the department could pro-
vide a land management service.

(2) *(a) Answered by (t);
(b) it is considered that the most practi-

cal and efficient system of manage-
ment of these lands would be to pro-
vide for involvement of the Depart-
ment of Conservation and Land
Management, via the provision
which allows the department to
offer a land management service on
request.

(3) (a) (i) Preliminary and informal dis-
cussions have been held with
the Metropolitan Regional
Planning Authority concerning
the management of land held
under the jurisdiction of this
authority. No decision has been
made as to how this land may
be managed and how the
proposed Department or Con-
servation and Land Manage-
ment may assist. However, on a
request from the Metropolitan
Regional Planning Authority,
the Forests Department is pro-
viding technical advice to the
authority on the question of
fire protection of land con-
trolled by that authority.

(ii) Preliminary and information dis-
cussions have been held with
members of the Waterways Com-
mission concerning possible inter-
action between the proposed De-
partment of Conservation and
Land Management and the
Waterways Commission.

(b)
(c)

Approximately four weeks ago.
Both the Metropolitan Regional
Planning Authority and the Water-
ways Commission have indicated
that they see benefits in improved
interaction between their own or-
ganisations and the proposed De-
partment of Conservation and Land
Management and have indicated

that they would wish to continue the
discussions.

(4) None of the bodies listed in question (1)
from (a) to 6i) have indicated formally
any opposition or concern to the Govern-
ment's proposed management body. (1)
(k) refers to any other bodies. Since this
could refer to any organisation, it is im-
possible to document any opposition or
concern expressed by "any other bodies",
except to say that a proportion of bodies,
including the Conservation Council of
Western Australia, have expressed con-
cern and opposition to the Department of
Conseration and Land Management.

MARINE NATURE RESERVES AND PARKS
Inclusions

774. Mr BLAIICIE, to the Premier:
(t) Has any consideration been given by the

Government to have the areas or part
thereof of the following included as
either marine park or marine nature re-
serve-
(a) Swan River;
(b) Canning River;
(c) Perth Water;
(d) Peel Inlet;
(e) Harvey River;
(f) Murray River;

(g)
(h)

Leschenault Inlet;
Blackwood River;

(i) Hardy Inlet;

U) Broke Inlet,
and would he provide details of areas
concerned in the proposed conservation
and land management legislation?

(2) Further to (1) what discussions have
taken place with the respective
authorities and local government bodies
concerned and with what result?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) to (j) No. The Conservation and
Land Management Bill provides a mech-
anism for reservation of marine areas as
either parks or nature reserves, but the
Bill contains no clauses which would re-
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suit in declaration of any area as a mar-
ine park or a marine nature reserve.

(2) Answered by (l)

ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Plans: Public Review

775. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for the
Environment:

(1) Is he aware that in the South West
Times of 6 September regarding environ-
mental impact studies into the proposed
South-west aluminium smelter, the Min-
ister for Minerals and Energy, indicated
there will be plenty of time for a public
review of the plans?

(2) How many weeks/months will be
allocated For public discussions and sub-
mission?

(3) Would he advise if it is the Government's
reported intention to start construction
on the project in March of next year, as
stated in the South West Times by a
spokesperson for the Campaign to Save
Native Forests group?

(4) If not correct, when does the Govern-
went estimate commencing construction
of the project?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The Environmental Protection Authority

will recommend on the period of public
review at the time that it considers a
preliminary draft of the Environmental
Review and Management Programme.

(3) and (4) These matters do not lie within
my portfolio.

HEALTH: NURSING HOMES
Funding

776. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware that the Commonwealth De-

partment of Health is currently
embarking upon a totally new funding
arrangement for nursing homes through-
out Australia?

(2) Is he aware what impact this will have
on Western Australian nursing homes,
should their staffing requirements be
above those set at a Federal level?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) No. The details of the new arrangement

are not yet available.

777. Postponed.

HEALTH: NURSING HOMES
Patient Care: Allegations

778. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware of allegations made by Sena-

tor Giles about patient care in some
nursing homes in Western Australia?

(2) Has the Senator referred these to his
department?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) I am aware of allegations made by Sena-
tor Giles about nursing homes in gen-
eral-they were not apparently specific
to Western Australia.

(2) No.
(3) This question should be referred to Sena-

tor Giles.

HORTICULTURE
Cashews

779. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Have Twentieth Century Foods Pty.

Ltd., the successful applicants for the
Ord River cashew project, any overseas
experience in developing cashew nuts?

(2) If so, where was that experience gained?
(3) Did the committee which assessed the

applicants employ any non-Government
advice to assess the applicants?

(4) (a) If so, who gave that advice;
(b) if not, how was a proper assessment

made of the applicants, bearing in
mind the lack of expertise available
in Western Australia on cashew nut
growing?

(5) (a) Did the committee which assessed
the applicants meet with representa-
tives of all four applicants;

(b) if not, with how many groups did it
meet ?
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Mr EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) Twentieth Century Foods Pty.
Ltd., in partnership with CSR Ltd., is
developing a cashew pilot farm in the
Northern Territory with 5 000 hectares
of land available. The experience in this
development will be useful on the Ord.

Its partner, CSR Ltd., has experience in
macadamia nut development. Twentieth
Century Foods Pty. Ltd. has access to
Indian expertise in cashew growing. Also
I understand the principal's family owns
",Rajmohafi Cashews" which runs 27 ca-
shew processing plants in India
employing 20 000 operators.
Twentieth Century Foods Pty. Ltd. has
joint enterprises with S. & W. Beresford
Ltd., Nabisco Brands Inc., and Kellogg
Inc., and is expert in food packaging and
marketing.

(3) No. The Government does not usually
give such assistance to applicants.

(4) (a) and (b) An assessment was made
considering all aspects of the applicants'
proposals.

(5) (a) and (b) The committee met with two
applicants. The chairman of the com-
mittee met with a third and the fourth
exchanged extensive correspondence but
did not travel to Perth.

CHARITABLE ORGANISATIONS
Human Resources Foundation

780. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Referring to question 588 of 22 August

1984, have the other I I trainees now
been adequately placed with other
agencies?

(2) In relation to those who have yet to be
placed, what action is the Government
now taking to ensure their proper place-
ment?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) Of the I I intellectually handi-
capped trainees, 8 have been placed. Of
the remaining 3, if they request places
their request will be treated as a priority.
Of the 6 non-intellectually handicapped
trainees, it is believed that all 6 have
been offered places.

TRAFFIC: LIGHTS
Leach Highway-Murdoch Drive Junction

781. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Transport:

Will traffic control signals be provided at
the intersection of Leach Highway and
Murdoch Drive prior to its being opened
to traffic?

Mr GRILL replied:

It is planned to bpen this intersection to
traffic on 26 September and at that time
the traffic signals should be operational.

WAGES AND SALARIES
Increases: Cost to Government

782. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:
What was the cost to the State Govern-
ment of award increases granted to sal-
ary and wage earners for the 1983-84
year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The cost of award increases in 1983-84
was $87.6 million.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Functional Review Committee

783. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Has the functional review committee yet
reviewed the Department of Premier and
Cabinet?

(2) If so, when was that review carried out?
(3) What recommendations did the review

committee make in relation to the
office?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) As is the case with many other
Government departments and agencies,
the functional review committee is
presently reviewing the Department of
the Premier and Cabinet.

(3) The committee has not yet made any
recommendations to Government con-
cerning the Department of the Premier
and Cabinet.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Functional Review Committee

784. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(I) Who are the members of the Govern-

ment's functional review committee re-
ferred to in question 2793 of 5 April?

(2) What specific Government functions has
the committee reviewed to date?

(3) What general review has the committee
initiated?

(4) Has the committee made any
recommendations to Government?

(5) What were those recommendations?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) I refer the member to my news release of
19 September, 1983 in which the mem-
bership of the functional review com-
mittee was stated.

(2) to (5) Question 3251 of 8 May, 1984
sought similar information and I refer to
the answer given at the time.

HOUSING: LAND
Purchases: Non-metropolitan

785. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

What land has the State Housing Com-
mission purchased in country or north-
west areas since 1 July 1983, and at what
cost to the commission?

Mr WILSON replied:

Seventy-seven residential sites have been
acquired at a total cost of $1 123 680.

HOUSING: LAND
Sales: Metropolitan Area

786. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

I refer him to his answers to question
386 of Wednesday, 8 August, and ask if
he could list for me the allocation of the

8 broadacre lots sold by the commission
in the Metropolitan area from 1 July
1983 to 8 August 1984 and the amounts
realised from the sale of each lot?

Mr WILSON replied:

The eight broadacre lots sold were at-
Leeming
Coogee
Greenmount
South Perth
Midvale
Forrestdiale
Beechboro (2).

It is a longstanding policy of the State
Housing Commission not to provide in-
formation relating to purchasers and
amounts realised.

HOUSING: LAND
Purchases: Metropolitan Area

787. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing;

What land has the State Housing Com-
mission purchased in the metropolitan
area since I July 1983 and at what cost
to the commission?

Mr WILSON replied:

The commission has purchased 71 resi-
dential sites for both single and multi-
residential use and a lO-hectare site in
the metropolitan area at a cost of
$2 140 600.

HOUSING: CONSTRUCTION
Commonwealth Assistance

788. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What funds did the State Government

receive from the Commonwealth
Government in 1983-84 for assistance
with housing programmes?

(2) What funds does the State Government
expect to receive from the Common-
wealth Government in 1984-85 for as-
sistance with housing programmes?
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Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The State Government received the fol-
lowing funds from the Commonwealth
Government in 1983-84 for capital hous-
ing programmes-
Grants:

Aboriginal
Aged persons
Other welfare
Armed services
Advances

TOTAL

Million

$10017
2684

25 020
0135

12 941

$50797

Also made available was $0.335 million
for crisis accommodation families in dis-
tress programme and $1.77 million for
rent and mortgage relief scheme.

(2) The expected Commonwealth funds in
1984-85 are-
Grants:

Aboriginal
Aged persons
Other welfare
Armed services
Local community housing

Million

$10017
2850

44 192
0094
0632

$57 785

Also to be made available is $l.135
million for crisis accommodation scheme
and $1.956 million for rent and mort-
gage relief scheme. The crisis accommo-
dation scheme incorporates the crisis ac-
commodation families in distress scheme
of the previous year and the capital pro-
portions for homeless persons assistance
scheme and women's emergency service
of the previous year.

HOUSING: SHC
Loss

789. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Did the State Housing Commission

operate at a loss during 1983-84?
(2)
(3)

if so, what was the amount of that loss?
What is the budgeted outcome for the
commission in 1984-85?

Mr WILSON replied:

(I) and (2) This information will be avail-
able in the annual report of the State
Housing Commission which I am ad-
vised is in the final stages of preparation.

(3) The commission is not able to estimate
this outcome until after the State Budget
is brought down.

FORESTS: KARRI
Clearfelling

790. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Forests:
(1) Is he aware of the Forests Department

research which indicates that clearfelling
of karri forest as currently practised by
the Forests Department is contrary to
natural regeneration processes?

(2) Will he table any research paper and/or
research data relating to this research?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) I am aware of an unedited review of
karri silvicultural research which gener-
ally suggests that in its virgin state, karri
may regenerate in very small groups or
by individual trees. The report mentions
that patches of even-aged regrowth also
occur following extremely hot fires, but
that further study is planned to gain
more information on this matter.
Thus both types of regeneration occur
naturally but the Forests Department
prefers even-aged regeneration resulting
from clear felling on areas which are be-
ing managed for timber production.

(2) A copy of the relevant document is
tabled herewith.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. £50).

LAND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
TASK FORCE

Recommendations

791. Dr DADOUR, to the Premier:
(1) (a) Did any submissions to the task

force on land resource management
in Western Australia prior to its in-
terim report, recommend an amal-
gamation of the Forests Depart-
ment, with either/or both the
National Parks Authority and the
wildlife section of the Department
of Fisheries and Wildlife;
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(b) if so, how many and what percent-
age of the total number of sub-
missions does this represent?

(2) (a) H-ow many submissions to the task
force on land resource management
in Western Australia prior to its in-
terim report recommended an amnal-
gamation of the National Parks
Authority and the wildlife section of
the Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife;

(b) what proportion of the total number
of submisions did this represent?

(3) (a) H-ow many submissions to the task
force on land resource management
in Western Australia prior to its in-
terim report supported the estab-
lishiment of a national parks and
wildlife service;

(b) what proportion of the total number
of submissions did this represent?

(4) Or the submissions on the task force on
land resource management in Western
Australia interim report-
(a) how many supported the amalga-

mation as proposed;
(b) how many opposed the amalga-

mation as proposed?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (4) The information required by the
member is being collated and he will be
advised directly in writing in due course.

FORESTS: WOODCHIPPING
Albany

792. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Has there been any request for assist-

ance to establish an export woodchip in-
dustry based in Albany?

(2) If so-
(a) by whom;
(b) what sort of assistance is being

sought;
(c) will there be a full environmental

impact statement involving public
participation before approval is
given?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) No.
(2) (a) to (c) Not applicable.

ORD RIVER DAM CATCHMENT AREA
(STRAYING CATTLE) AMENDMENT BILL:

Maps
793. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:

Would he please table lands and surveys
maps, miscellaneous plan 1465 sheets A
and B, referred to in the Ord River Dam,
Catchment Area (Straying Cattle) Bill?

Mr EVANS replied:

Yes.
The paper was tabled (see paper No. 152).

EDUCATION: SCHOOL BUILDINGS
Kunun urra

794. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister fot
Education:

I have been advised that while the Min-
ister for Works was in Kununurra re-
cently he stated publicly that a cons ider-
able sum of money had been budgetec
for new school buildings in that town. I
ask: Could he advise me the projects of
this type which are planned over the next
two years?

Mr PEARCE replied:
A programme for a stage I addition tc
the Kununurra District High School
consisting of four classrooms, is at ar
advanced stage of planning using fun&~
provided by the Argyle joint developers
Other stages are under consideration ane
will be subject to Budget announce.
ments.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
Western Australian Institute of Technology:

University Status
795. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister foi

Education:
(1) It was reported in The Australian (11

September 1984) that he had announcec
the Western Australian Institute oi
Technology "will be given universit3
status by 1988". Is the statement accu-
rate?

(2) Had he previously gained the approval o:
either the Federal Minister for Edu-
cation, Senator Ryan, or the Common.
wealth Tertiary Education Commissior
for this significant change?
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(3) Had he previously discussed the matter
with-
(a) the Western Australian Post Sec-

ondary Education Commission;
(b) the Commonwealth Tertiary Edu-

cation Commission?
(4) Would any Commonwealth approval of

the Western Australian Institute of
Technology's upgrading to university
status automatically ensure that its re-
current funding would be raised to the
level of a university, an amount which
has been estimated to be approximately
$10 million per annum?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The Government is currently considering
my proposal that WAIT should be raised
to university status. The proposal is in
the early discussion phase. Such a
change would not be feasible earlier than
the beginning of the next triennium, i.e.
1988.

(2) 1 intend to define a Western Australian
position before discussing the matter
with the Commonwealth.

(3) I have initially sought reactions from the
Western Australian Post Secondary
Education Commission and the WAIT
Council.

(4) Yes.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

LIQUOR: SPIRITS
Alcoholic Content

207. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Some months ago, did the Government

make a decision to reduce the alcoholic
content of spirits sold in Western
Australia in line with the position
pertaining in the Eastern States?

(2) If so, when will this decision be
implemented?

(3) If not, what is the Government's view of
the alcoholic content of spirits sold in
Western Australia, by comparison with
the alcoholic content applying in other
States?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) Yes, an announcement was made

some months ago that the regulations
would be altered to bring the alcoholic
content of our Spirits into line with that

applying in all the other States of
Australia. From memory, the regulations
are being drafted by the parliamentary
draftsman, and I hope they will be
introduced into the Parliament during
this session. I am speaking only from
memory; I could check and give the
Leader of the Opposition a more accu-
rate answer.

ACTS AMENDMENT AND REPEAL
(INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS) BILL (No. 2)

Consultative Process
208. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

What consultative process was involved
in the drawing up of the industrial re-
lations legislation currently before the
Parliament? In particular, did small
business have a voice in the process?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I should preface my remarks by saying
that I was dismayed to see the attitude of
the Opposition expressed publicly about
this piece of legislation, and to learn of
the implied threat by the Opposition to
use its numbers in the Legislative Coun-
cil to reject it. I am sure members on the
Opposition benches of this Parliament,
when they hear of the process by which
the legislation was drawn up, will desist
from voting to reject all or part of it.

For all practical purposes, the industrial
relations legislation currently before the
Parliament is the legislation of those
involved in solving industrial relations
problems on a day-to-day basis. The
legislation embodies the
recommendations of the Tripartite
Labour Consultative Council established
by this Government. Though the
Government is represented on that body,
we took no part in determining the
recommendations. We endorse them
heartily, but they are not our work: they
are the work of the people involved in
industrial relations.

The proposals in the legislation are what
the people involved in industrial relations
say is necessary to improve the system
and reduce industrial confrontation.

To the extent that there is deliberate ob-
struction of this legislation, to that ex-
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tent those responsible for that obstruc-
dion will have to take the full blame for
the disruption they cause to harmonious
industrial relations.

I find it astounding that at this time
when economic recovery is under way,
but when there is still so much to be done
to restore long-term economic health to
the State, anyone should be taking any
action that puts that at risk-including
making it harder for the industrial re-
lations system to operate more
effectively.

It is beyond belief that the Opposition
should be claiming that the legislation
does not reflect the needs of small busi-
ness. Those involved in the drafting of
the legislation were the Confederation of
WA Industry, the Trades and Labor
Council, the Australian Mines and
Metals Association, and what was for-
merly known as the Perth Chamber of
Commerce. The chamber often rep-
resents itself as a major small business
organisation, while about 90 per cent of
the membership of the confederation is
composed of small businesses.

We have a situation in which the
Government did not intervene in a pro-
cess by which those parties to the indus-
trial relationship arrived at a piece of
consensus legislation. That consensus
legislation most definitely represented
the point of view of small business as
expressed through the federation and the
chamber of commerce.

Members of the Opposition must be say-
ing one of two things: Either they are
claiming that they know better than the
organisations. representing small business
what is in the interests of small business
or they are saying that the organisations
representing small business are either in-
capable of doing or unwilling to do the
job properly. Either way, it is an ex-
pression of monumental arrogance on
the part of the Opposition.

The Opposition is entitled to take what-
ever view it likes on this legislation, but
it is an Utter disgrace for it to attempt to
use the small business sector to justify
actions likely to hamper the improve-
ment of the industrial relations climate.

This is especially so when the legislation
members opposite are threatening to
sabotage is the product of exhaustive
consultation of organisatLions
representing small business.

The Deputy Premier has repeatedly
made the point that when in Government
the present Opposition neglected small
business for years. In Government we
have attempted to address intelligently
problems of small business and in this
particular case have taken the represen-
tative organisations of small business
into the legislative process by having
them help to draft legislation they be-
lieve and support as being in their mem-
bers' interests.

If the Opposition intends to defeat all or
part of that legislation one need look no
further than that action for the reason
behind the Opposition's present abysmal
unpopularity. The reason is that it is out
of touch with those organ isations of busi-
ness that it pretended previously to rep-
resent and that it failed, especially in a
case like this, to attend to the true needs
of small business and other business by
not supporting a piece of consensus legis-
lation in the formulation of which small
business played a major role.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: JOB SECURITY
TEST CASE

Application in Western Australia

209. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
Does the Premier understand that the
job security and redundancy test case
could not be applied in Western
Australia, at least in full, under the
present industrial law of Western
Australia?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member cannot
ask a question of that nature because it is
calling on the Premier to give an opinion
on an Act. It is out of order.

Mr H4ASSELL: Let me rephrase the question
by asking the Premier whether it is the
intention in part of the amendments to
the industrial legislation now before Par-
liament to allow the Western Australian
Industrial Commission to apply the job
security test case and redundancy pro-
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visions in Western Australia which the
State Government supported in the Fed-
eral Commission.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

If the Leader of the Opposition wants a
considered answer to that question, in-
cluding reference to those parts of the
Act he believes support the intention, he
should put it on the Notice Paper.

However, it is sufficient for me to ad-
dress the implication of the question;
that is, that the Industrial Commission
should not be given any further authority
than that which it presently possesses.

I do not know how many times in this
Chamber we have heard the present Op-
position rant and rave about respecting
the umpire's decision.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: The Premier has made it

quite clear that he cannot answer the
question and has suggested that I put it
on the Notice Paper if I want his reply.
However, he is now going on to make a
speech.

Mr Brian Burke: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition having framed a question that was
out of order and having refrained the
question so that it conforms, now wants
to reframe my answer. With due respect,
I have heard of two-chance Harry but,
Mr Speaker, I think it is perfectly proper
and reasonable for the Leader of the Op-
position if he wishes to answer his own
questions to ask them of himself.

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition well knows that he has no point of
order because under the usages and
practices of the House the Premier is
entitled to answer a question in the way
he thinks fit.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will be as brief as I

can and simply restate that we have
heard on numerous occasions the now
Opposition berate the now Government
and urge unions and the Government to
abide by the umpire's decision. The im-
plication behind the question asked by
the Leader of the Opposition is that the
umpire is to be given more power. We
are not saying that that is not the case;
we are saying the legislation results from
the agreement of all the parties to the

industrial relationship and we are pre-
pared to accept the umpire's decison.
Quite clearly the Opposition is prepared
to accept the umpire's decision provided
the decision is one with which it agrees.
When it disagrees with the umpire's de-
cision it wants to take his whistle from
him. We will not be a party to that or a
party to rendering the Industrial Com-
mission a eunuch within the industrial
relations scene. As far as this Govern-
ment is concerned we have recourse to
the commission as an arbiter in matters
of industrial disputation and regard it as
being one way in which we can achieve
some sort of harmony, as opposed to the
confrontation in which the previous
Government traded for its own political
advantage.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Martindale: Deputation

210. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Did the Minister receive a deputation of

management and staff from Martindale
Hospital this morning to discuss the
financial difficulties the hospital is ap-
parently experiencing?

(2) If so, what was the outcome of the meet-
ing?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes, I did receive an unannounced depu-

tation this morning. Martindale Hospital
has made several requests to me to
reclassify the hospital so that it would
attract a greater subsidy from the Feder-
al Government.

(2) Martindale Hospital has been advised on
several occasions that I do not have the
power to reclassify the hospital; that
authority rests with the Commonwealth.
I repeated that advice to the proprietor
this morning. I was also requested to
commit the Government to leasing pub-
lic beds in this private hospital as a way
of overcoming its financial difficulties. I
advised that the Government did not
have the funds to lease beds in private
hospitals. However, I did offer the assist-
ance of two senior departmental officers,
skilled in hospital management, to exam-
ine the hospital's records and accounts
and make a report to the proprietor
within 48 hours on ways in which the
hospital's finances could be improved.
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This report would also be useful as sup-
porting information if the hospital
wished to make a further submission to
the Federal Government.
My department has, in fact, previously
requested flnancial information from the
hospital to assist in determining whether
there was any way the State Government
could help. The information requested
has to date not been supplied.
The proprietor has not yet advised
whether she will lake up my offer of the
department's assistance.

WILDLIFE: KANGAROOS
Destruction

211. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
In view of the dramatic rise in the popu-
lation of red kangaroos, is it the Minis-
ter's intention to press for a much
greater quota for the destruction of
kangaroos in order to keep them within
reasonable bounds in the forthcoming
year?

Mr EVANS replied:
The report of the survey which involved
an aerial survey of the whole of
Australia has revealed that there has
been an increase in the red kangaroo
population of something in the order of
90 per cent greater increase than antici-
pated in 198 1. This means that the quota
set in Western Australia was certainly
not in excess of the needs of conser-
vation. I would say that no fears could be
expressed that the kangaroo advisory
committee has not been doing its job,
and doing it well-
At present that report is under review
and the kangaroo advisory committee,
which is charged with resposibility for
advising on the level of quota, has yet to
report on the results of those deliber-
ations.
It is a little premature to give an indi-
cation as to the levels at which the
quotas will be set.

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND
LAND MANAGEMENT

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Comments
212. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Premier:

(1) Has he seen comments in the Warren-
Blackwood Times attributed to MLC

Sandy Lewis that the proposed new De-
partment of Conservation and Land
Management will be a rnega-depart-
ment?

(2) Is the allegation correct and what will be
the management style of the new depart-
ment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am aware of Mr Lewis' com-

ments and while I can only say that those
comments are couched in the extrava-
gant and colourful language for which
that member is noted, they are not cor-
rect.
By any standard, the proposed new de-
partment will not be a rnega-de part ment.
Within the existing State Government
structure i t will1 be of only a verage si ze.
However, what is more important is that
it will have a regional system of manage-
ment, allowing it to retain the benefits of
a small organisation while having access
to resources available only in a larger
organisation.

Mr Blaikie:- If you say that often enough, you
will believe it eventually, but nobody else
in the community will believe what you
are saying.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Were we not in politics
and were we not here, the member for
Vasse would see a lot of merit in this
Bill.

Mr Blaikie: That is not right.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me have that on

the record, so that it is not lost on
Hansard: Is the member saying he can-
not see any merit whatsoever in the Bill?

Mr Blaikie: In the mega-proposal you have
put forward.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us leave aside the
mega-proposal and talk about the Bill
now.

Mr MacKinnon: He will talk about whatever
he wants.

Mr Peter Jones: You are now rephrasing his
question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to rephrase
his answer! If we leave aside the many
aspects of this ascending star and look at
the Bill, the member for V~asse can see
some merit in some parts of the Bill?

Mr Blaikie: Let me assure you of one thing:
You are creating a mega-department
and you will create mega-problems,
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Government members interjected.

Mr Tonkin: So said the mega-idiot!

Mr Blaikie: I think you had better get back to
the question asked by the member for
Bunbury.

Mr MacKinnon: Here comes mega-mouth!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government's pro-
posal will result in significant advantages
to local communities; industries depen-
dent on the forests; and, community
groups concerned with conservation and
national park management.

For example, in the Manjimup com-
munity, for the first time it will be poss-
ible to co-ordinate and provide adequate
resources for public land management in
the lower south-west. This will happen
because all public land will be the re-
sponsibility of one regional office. We
believe in regional development and de-
centralisation.

Mr Blaikie: You believe in regional govern-
ment too.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We believe in local
government.

Mr Blaikie: And in regional government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that is
part of our policy.

Mr Blaikie: You are not doing as well since
you came out of hospital as you did be-
fore you went into hospital.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I could go half pace
and still cater for the member for Vasse,
by we shall leave that aside.

Mr Blaikie: In other words, you have
deteriorated since you came out of hospi-
tal.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member wants to
know the truth I deteriorated before I
went in!

Mr Clarko: It was a long time before you
went in!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that we
believe in regional government as part of
our policy. Perhaps the member is going
back to the Whitlam Government's pro-
posal in respect of regional governments.
Is that what he is talking about?

A Government member: He does not know
what he is talking about!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: With due respect, I
may have deteriorated since I left hospi-
tal, but the member for Vasse certainly
has not improved.

I shall continue with my answer. Since
considerable power will be devolved to
regional managers, the department will
be responsive to local issues.

HOUSING: STATE HOUSING
COMMISSION

Tenders: Award Wages
213. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Housing:
(1) Is it correct that the ALP State Confer-

ence has called on the Government to
ensure that the State Housing Com-
mission only accepts tenders which will
cover award wages?

(2) Will the Government be implementing
that policy?

(3) If so, when?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) As I understand it, yes.
(2) and (3) That is a matter that the

Government is still to consider and it will
be considering it in due course.

Mr MacKinnon: When?
Mr WILSON: We shall be considering it in

due course. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition should not sweat on it. It is
not his concern. We shall deal with it in
our own way. We will not need his help
to deal with it. We have never needed his
help to deal with anything. We shall deal
with it in our own way and we shall deal
with it very well, We shall see it through
to a very satisfactory conclusion.

ROAD

Cossack-Roebourne
214. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for

Transport:

Can the Minister tell me what progress
is being made on the improvements to
Cossack Road which joins Cossack to
Roebourne?

Mr GRILL replied:
The present Cossack Road is 7.4 km
long. Approval has been given under the
Australian bicentennial road develop-
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ment programme to the Roebourne Shire
Council to construct a realignment
2.4 km long which will shorten the dis-
tance from the main Point Samson-
Roebourne Road to Cossack Road by
1.2 km. The programme approval is for
an expenditure of $IS55000. Council
commenced work on 31 July 1984 and
plans to complete the work by the end of
November 1984.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
Western Australian Institute of Technology:

University Stat(us
215. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for

Education:
The Minister failed, inadvertently or
otherwise, to answer the question-

The SPEAKER: Order! You must ask a
question.

Mr CLARKO: My question relates to ques-
tion 795 on today's Notice Paper. In part
(I) of that question I asked whether the
Minister had stated recently, as reported
in the Press, that "WAIT will be given
University status by 1988". In his reply
the Minister said, "The Government is
currently considering the proposal".
However, that statement does not answer
the question and, therefore, I ask the
Minister again-

()Did he say that WAIT would be
given university status by 1988?

(2) If he made that statement, did he do
so with or without prior discussion
with Senator Ryan, WAPSEC, and
the Commonwealth Tertiary Edu-
cation Commission?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) I assumed that the member for
Karrinyup was seeking information and
not to ascertain the nature of a conver-
sation I may Or may not have had.
Therefore, I sought to provide that infor-
mation.

The fact is that I did not say to anybody,
including a reporter from The
Australian, that WAIT would be given
university status by 1988.

Mr Clarko: Why didn't you say that?

Mr PEARCE: I received the article which
appeared in The Australian in my hotel
room in Melbourne last Wednesday and
my recollection of the matter was not
sufficiently precise as to allow me to con-
cede that the statement as made by the
member for Karrinyup was the way in
which the matter was reported in The
Australian. My Press secretary told me
that that was an inaccurate statement of
what was reported in The Australian.

Mr MacKinnon: Does your Press secretary
make your statements or do you?

Mr PEARCE: I make the statements. I do
not know from my own memory whether
the statement made by the member for
Karrinyup as to what was in The
Australian was correct.

However, I am saying correctly to the
member for Karrinyup and the House
that I have not said that WAIT will be
made a university by 1988. The fact of
the matter is, as given precisely in
answer to the member for Karrinyup's
earlier question, that that is simply a
proposal I have made; it is in the early
discussion phase and a considered
judgment on the matter will not be made
until it has been discussed with the Com-
monwealth and a whole range Of Other
people who have not yet been privy to the
discussions.

Mr Clarko: Did you shoot your mouth off?

Mr PEARCE: Not at all; we Were taking the

public into our confidence.

ROTTNEST ISLAND
Development Plans: Submission

216. Mr READ to the Premier:
In view of the number of media
statements issued recently by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition about Rottniest
Island, has the Opposition sought to
make a formal submission to the
Rottnest Island Board about the island's
future development?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The member has highlighted one of the
amazing inconsistencies of the Oppo-
sition in this matter. The Opposition
shouts its opinions from the rooftops in
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respect of those matters from which it
believes it can wring some political ad-
vantage, and when offered a genuine and
constructive avenue through which to in-
fluence Government policy, to the best of
my knowledge in this case, it rejects that
offer. I do not know whether the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, as he is a
member of the Rottniest Island Society,
believes the society's submission-

Mr MacKinnon: Am I a member of the
Rottnest Island Society?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that to be
the case.

Mr MacKinnon: That is another complete
misstatement of fact, something which
you are wont to make in this Kouse. I am
not a member of the Rott nest Island So-
ciety and don't claim that I am.

Mr Clarko: You misled the House like the
Minister for Education did.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition says he is not a member
of the Rottnest Society. I was simply
trying, in my mistaken belief in his credi-
bility-

Mr MacKinnon: Your mistaken be-
lief-baloney!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -to explain why it
may be that the Opposition has not put
in any submission-because it may sup-
port the Rott nest Society's submission.

Mr MacKinnon: Have we said that publicly?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not say the Oppo-
sition did; I said, "It may be".

Mr MacKinnon: Of course we haven't.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: So the Opposition does
not support the Rottnest Society's sub-
mission?

Mr MacKinnon: We will make our own
statement on Rottnest Island when it is
good and ready to be made.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The point is that the
Opposition makes statements on
Roitnest Island with gay abandon and
monotonous regularity.

Mr Williams: And you make commitments!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition will
not submit its point of view through that
option or channel made available to it. It
Seems to want to run away from any
opportunity that will test its credibility,
Until after-

Mr MacKinnon: We are not running away
from any opportunity. We have
indicated-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why has not the Op-
position lodged a submission?

Mr MacKinnon: Because it is not completed
yet; when it is we will make it public.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All I can say is that if
the Opposition thought the matter was
serious it would have completed its sub-
mission in time for that submission to be
considered by the Rottnest Island Board
along with the submissions of all those
people who found the time.

Mr MacKinnon: Well after all the relevant
environmental submissions had been
made. They are all coming forward now.
Why put them in now?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know the Opposition
has only lately discovered Rottnest
Island. When the Opposition was per-
mitting the blasting of the Catherine Bay
reef, and when the Opposition was
allowing Geordie Bay Settlement-

Mr MacKinnon- Who made the statement
about Catherine Bay? Which member of
the Opposition made the statement?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is very hard to
answer a question when the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is so prickly
about matters.

Mr MacKinnon: It is very hard to ask a ques-
tion when you tell so many lies in the
answer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: When the Longreach
and Geordie Bay settlements were being
built without any environmental study
having been done the Opposition had
time to consider those matters.

Mr MacKinnon: The Opposition would not
find it necessary to do so if you told the
truth occasionally.

Mr Clarko: He is a stranger to it.

Point of Order
Mr EVANS: I do not think the comment of

the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
that the Premier was telling lies was par-
liamentary.

Mr Clarko: Was he?
Mr Pearce: Learn from Andrew Peacock!
Mr Gordon Hill: Kick him out,
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The SPEAKER: I previously ruled on this
matter that while I did not like the term
"lies" I round that it was one that I
would not rule as being unparliamentary.
I have previously ruled on that. The term
that I do not like is "liar" because that
term is capable of meaning that a person
is a perpetual liar, and I do not think
that that word should be used in this
House.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr Clarko: You would not be able to speak,
would you, Mr Premier?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If Opposition members
are going to attack me in my weakened
condition, newly returned from the hos-
pital-

Mr MacKinnon: You told us a moment ago
you were quite healthy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -1 will never finish
my answer. I want to be brief. The mem-
ber for Mandurah has made a legitimate
inquiry of me; I am addressing that in-
quiry and attempting to be brief. Let me
just sum up by saying that the new-
found interest of the Opposition In
Rottnest Island fools no-one. If its
interest were sincere and credible it
would have propelled the Opposition-

Mr MacKinnon: It is.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -into making some

sort of submission in response to the in-
terim report. However, to the best of my
knowledge the Opposition has made no
such submission-

Mr MacKinnon: That is about tihe only truth-
fuli statement you have made.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -and now it is shed-
ding crocodile tears, saying that it did
not have time to do the work or to con-
sider Rottnest-

Mr Clarko: It is your job to run Rottnest.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -while the same Op-

position stands guilty of creating the
Geordie Bay and Longreach Bay settle-
ments which are, according to the report
from which it draws strength.
environmentally attacking developments
on the island, and the Opposition was
responsible for those developments with-
out any environmental or land manage-
ment plan.

Mr Clarko: Do you still go to the board meet-
ings?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Mandurab, who is a relatively new mem-
ber, has every right to become
disenchanted with the parliamentary
process when confronted with the duplic-
ity that the Opposition practices in re-
spect of Rottnest Island.

Mr Blaikie: lHe is laughing at you now.

MINERALS: MINING INDUSTRY
Working Days Lose

217. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

It was published on 6 September that
working days lost in the mining industry
other than the coalmining industry
increased by 140 per cent over the pre-
vious year. I ask the Minister-

Mr
(1)

(1) Does this level of days lost in the
mining industry support the
Government's faith in the so-called
accord?

(2) Is this level of days lost-this great
increase of 140 per cent-a matter
of concern to the Government?

PARKER replied:
and (2) The days concerned were almost
entirely due to two disputes, and, largely
due to one dispute; namely, the dispute
on the issue of apprentices at Mt.
Newman Mining Co. Pty. Ltd. about
this time last year. The other dis-
pute-also about the same time, but of a
much lesser duration-concerned
1-amersley Iron Pty. Ltd. and involved
an issue which 1 must admit I cannot
recall precisely. Apart from those two
disputes there has been no significant
problem in industrial relations in the
mining industry in this State over the
last 18 months. However, I concede, cer-
tainly, that those two disputes were of
substantial concern and indeed prompted
the Government in its consideration of
ways and means of seeking to identify
early the sorts of problems that might
occur in the mining industry and trying
to find ways of overcoming them. In fact,
in respect of the Mt. Newman dis-
pute-which I regarded as being
atrociously handled on all sides, and I
should say that that is a view which is
very broadly shared-none of the parties
immediately involved in that dispute
came out of it with any credit or advan-
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tage; indeed, some of the other people in
management in the industry were much
more trenchant in their criticism than
that. It was not something that was one-
sided as there were problems on all sides;
but, as I say, those two disputes account
for most of those figures.

But certainly, it is not something which
does the State any good Or does our
reputation any good and it is for that
reason that the Government has taken a
great number of steps in this area includ-
ing ways of giving the commission, for
example, power to deal with such dis-
putes. I remind the House that this is one
of those areas where, because of the cur-
rent industrial legislation which prevails
in this State, the State Industrial Com-
mission is powerless to take any action to
resolve the dispute. One of the reasons
that the mining industry is so strongly in
support of this legislation is that it wants
the Industrial Commission to have the
power to deal with disputes of that type.

Secondly, we have established the Iron
Ore Industry Consultative Council, and
at that time I became involved in my
capacity as Minister assisting the Minis-
ter co-ordinating Economic and Social
Development, in the formation of that
council. It has been announced that I am
to be the chairman of that body and that
that body is designed to look at the whole
question of the relationship between
management and unions in the iron ore
industry. Certainly it was one of those
issues which I addressed with the
Japanese. for example, when I visited
Japan; indeed everywhere else I visited
the issue was always raised. However,
there is a very widespread recognition
among our trading partners that the in-
dustrial relations problem in Australia,
firstly, is not and has not been a one-
sided problem and, secondly, that the
State and Federal Governments are
taking very important steps to improve
the situation; they recognise the very
great improvement that has occurred in
Western Australia generally speaking
since the change of Government and in
particular in the last 12 months. In fact,
during the last 12 months to date there
has been virtually no industrial dispu-
tation in the mining sector of Western
Australia. As a result of that-and also,

of course, as a result of increased de-
mand by buyers-it looks as though this
year we will have in the iron ore industry
record exports of iron ore. With the steps
that we are taking in the industrial
relations arena in this State and with the
steps we are taking in respect of co-oper-
ation with the Commonwealth, we be-
lieve that that situation will improve still
further. There is widespread recognition
on the part of our trading partners, par-
ticularly the Japanese, of that situation.
Obviously, any level of industrial dispu-
tation is of concern to the Government,
and we are addressing that concern.

Mr MacKinnon: So the answers to my ques-
tion are "Yes, yes"!

ROAD
Western Link Route

218. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(1) What stage has the planning study

associated with the western link routing
alternatives at Midland reached?

(2) When will the Government be in a
position to make a decision in regard to
this study and the programmed date for
the north perimeter road?

Mr PARKER replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question, the answer to which is as
follows-

(1) The Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority received the fi-
nal and summary reports on
the study prepared by R.
Travers, Morgan and Partners
at its meeting on 25 July, 1984.
Additional copies are being
printed now.

(2) It is anticipated that the re-
ports will be released conjointly
by the MRPA and the Shire of
Swan for public information
early in October. The Govern-
ment will not make a decision
with respect to this study
until it has been reviewed by all
interested bodies. The pro-
grammes for the western link
route and the northern per-
imeter highway will need to be
examined after the Govern-
ment has considered the study
report submissions.
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PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE
Emanuel Family: Disposal

219. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) Is the Minister aware of media reports

that the Emanuel family is to dispose of
of its pastoral leases?

(2) Has the Government received any re-
quest from any group or community
indicating any interest in either whole or
part of the Emanuel family leases?

Mr McIVER replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am aware of the Press reports,

but to the best of my knowledge no writ-
ten request has been received by the Pas-
toral Board from Mr Emanuel. The only
applications for excisions from the leases
held by Mr Emanuel were made to the
previous O'Connor Liberal Government.
They are being acted upon. I have
received a telex from various community
groups expressing concern at this
proposed sale of the Emanuel teases.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Geraldton: Salaried Medical Service

220. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Minister given consideration to

the establishment of a salaried medical
service at the regional hospital at
Geraldton?

(2)
(3)

If so, on what basis?
Were representations made to him for
this to be done?

(4) What is the estimated cost?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (4) No, I am not giving consideration

to it at the moment and I have not
received representations, but I noticed
there was some mention of an appointed
hospital staff in a press report some-
where, although I cannot remember
where it was. I expect the Geraldton doc-
tors will probably seek a meeting with
me in the near future, through the State
branch of the Australian Medical As-
sociation. I will decide what future ac-
tion needs to be taken in respect of
staffing that hospital after I have had
that meeting with the Geraldton doctors
and the AMA.

PARLIAMENT WEEK

Advertisement: 'The West Australian"

221. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Premier:
(1) Was the Leader of the Opposition

invited to submit a message on Parlia-
ment Week for inclusion in an advertise-
ment in The West Australian along the
lines of the advertisement which ap-
peared yesterday featuring the Premier?

(2) Did the Leader of the Opposition submit
such a message?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Yes, the Leader of the Oppo-

sition was invited by the Parliament
Week committee to submit a message,
and I understand he has been invited on
a number of occasions to participate in a
number of other Parliament Week ac-
tivities, but has declined on every oc-
casion. I very much regret that the
Leader of the Opposition has not joined
in this-

Mr Clarko: Political stunt.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This unwarranted at-
tack upon the President of the Legislat-
ive Council-

Mr Clarko: It is on you. You have not become
President of the Legislative Council,
have you?

Mr Pearce: No honour among thieves; I have
always said that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I very much regret that
the Leader of the Opposition has not
joined in this bipartisan activity which
has already proved to be a great success.
Parliament Week was originally initiated
in late June by the Minister for Parlia-
mentary and Electoral Reform, when he
approached the proper body; that is, the
Parliament, in the form of the President
of the Legislative Council and the
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly, in
order to seek their co-operation and
agreement on an educational Parliament
Week.
To hear the Leader of the Opposition
talk one would think the approach
should be made to the Opposition. It is a
fundamental failure to understand the
process that sees the Parliament stand
aside, and the approach in this case ap-
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propriately was made to the Parliament,
the President of the Council and the
Speaker of the Assembly.

Mr Hassell: That is a gross misrepresentation
and you know it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is the Leader of the
Opposition saying the approach should
have been made to him?

Mr Hassell: The Parliament was not involved
in the planning for Parliament Week.
The President of the Legislative Council
was involved in relation to what
happened at Parliament. A vast percent-
age of Parliament Week has nothing to
do with Parliament at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The President of the
Legislative Council was featured in ad-
vertisements-

Mr Clarko: You have made that point
already. Why not get back to the guts of
the answer?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know that in the last
Liberal leadership tussle the President of
the Legislative Council did not support
the incumbent, but that is absolutely no
reason for members of the Opposition to
single out the President of the Legislat-
ive Council for such unwarranted attack.
He has joined in and has publicly
stated-has read from the Chair or the
Council a message in similar terms to the
message read by the Speaker-his sup-
port of Parliament Week. There is no
gainsaying that fact.

I refer now to the educational activities
of Parliament Week. This involved not
only activities within Parliament House.
but also additional events such as the
public forum in Forrest Place, judging of
the public submissions competition, and
contributing historical items for the
Government House exhibition. So that
no members are under any misapprehen-
sion, let me restate the aims of Parlia-
ment Week. They are to-

foster discussion on the meaning of
parliamentary democracy and of the
rights and responsibilities of all citi-
zens in a democracy;
focus on the history and ongoing
nature of constitutional and parlia-
mentary reform in Western
Australia, and
increase public awareness of the
role of Parliament.

The Opposition manages, to our delight I
suppose in our political moments, but to
our chagrin and disappointment in
others, to pick the wrong side on every
issue. Parliament Week has been widely
accepted by the population-the pub-
lic- and has been a worthwhile activity.
The Leader of the Opposition must have
seen the number of school children
visiting Parliament House as part of Par-
liament Week. He cannot be opposed to
that, and the attendants are not fifth
columnists somehow or other implanting
anti-Opposition propaganda in the
brains of these young people. The truth
is another major split has occurred
within the Liberal Party with the Legis-
lative Council standing squarely behind
Parliament Week. We think it is a shame
that the Leader of the Opposition did not
take advantage of the opportunity to par-
ticipate in Parliament Week.

Mr Hassell: When you act decently and get
your Minister under control, we will.

SPORT AND RECREATION: FOOTBALL
Deputy Premier: Pep Talk

222. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware that his deputy was invited

to the Swan Districts Football Club on
the Thursday prior to Swans meeting
East Fremantle to give encouragement
and a pep talk, with disastrous results on
the following Saturday?

(2) 'If the answer is "Yes", would the
.Premier either send his deputy on a trip
this week or alternatively get him an in-
vitation to the East Fremantle Club?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Better than that, I will arrange

for the Deputy Premier to address the
Liberal Party prior to the next election.

[Laughter]

Mr BRIAN BURKE: However, I suspect
that the Opposition annihilation will be
achieved without an address by the
Deputy Premier.

If I can be serious for a moment-and I
do not intend to be mean to the mem-
ber-question time is a jolly time these
days and I am glad it goes for 45 min-
utes; but it is starting to become a touch
boring.

Mr Clarko: It certainly is.
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Mr Hassell: How can you have the gall to say
it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Apparently because of
the sort of questions-

Mr Hassell: You have been abusing question
time for 19 months.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Leader of the
Opposition is concerned about the abuse
of question time-

Mr Bryce: Bill has walked out in a huff.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-
position has gone home. He is not even
here to support his own members.

I will wind up my remarks. Question
time is a jolly time and I am pleased to
be here, but the questions asked by the
member for Darling Range and the
member for Nedlands add only to the
jollity and not to the substance of the
place.
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