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TH4E SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the
Chair at W0.4 a.m., and read prayers.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Postponement

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) (10.47 a.m.1: Mr Speaker, in moving
the postponement of certain Orders of the Day
I make the point that it is really great to see so
many people in the Public Gallery, showing
that Parliament Week is proving so popular.

I move-
That Orders of the Day Nos. I to 6 in-

clusive be postponed to a later stage of this
day's sitting.

Question put and passed.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading; Budget Debate
Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR COURT (Nedlands) [10.48 a.m.]: In

continuing my remarks in this Budget debate I
note the concerns we have as a result of the
effects of the tax package on small business in
particular, and I refer especially to the fringe
benefits tax, the capital gains tax and the enter-
tainment tax.

I will now briefly run through some of the
initiatives that a Liberal Government would
introduce in the technology field. I said at the
beginning of my speech that I wanted to give
the House some of the alternatives we are pro-
moting and which we will introduce when we
return to Government. Our technology policy
is designed to complement our small business
policy. We take a practical approach to tech-
nology and its application in industry. The
community is sick of a lot of the hype
associated with the technology field, and our
aim is to make sure that our technology indus-
tries have a strong technological capability and
that our industries can again become more
internationally competitive. We are only too
aware of Australia's poor manufacturing per-
formance and its very heavy reliance on
imported technology, something which really
has to be changed. The high levels of tariff
protection we have had in this country have
harmned our manufacturing industries, and

manufacturing industries in WA, and particu-
larly in other States, have stagnated. The Depu-
ty Premier talks a great deal about having to get
away from the tonnage mentality. He should
not knock this mentality; he should not knock
those industries which are doing a great deal to
keep this country going. It is in those so-called
tonnage industries that we have been able to
develop and apply many new high-technology
products.

It was only early this week that the Premier,
the Minister for Minerals and Energy and I
attended the opening of the new Asea Pty Ltd
premises. That company offers a wide range of
products to industry and it operates particu-
larly at the forefront of technology in the field
of electrical transmission and the development
of new railway locomotives. It is looking at
some very exciting projects in this State which
really will be at the forefront of technology. It is
great to see a company of this sort able to be
established with good offices, facilities and
workshops in Perth in order to take advantage
of the opportunities available. Our primary in-
dustries and our agricultural, mining and fish-
ing industries are all providing a tremendous
base for technological growth.

Unfortunately in the computer field
Australia has been very slow to perform and in
excess of 90 per cent of all computer products
sold in Australia are imported. The domination
of foreign products makes it very difficult for
us to find our market niche in this field, but
that is something we must overcome. Western
Australian companies are proving they can de-
velop and produce computer components and
software which is internationally competitive
in terms of both cost and quality. These
companies must be encouraged.

For too long this State Government and the
Federal Government's policies have restricted
our technology industries. Australia imports
the majority of its technology and consequently
we are dominated by foreign-based high tech-
nology corporations. This State Govern-
ment-the purchaser of goods and services for
this State-must alter its policies so that local
industry can participate more fully in these
technology purchases.

On the national scene Government bodies
such as Telecom and the Department of De-
fence are really hogging the technology
limelight. They are keeping out private sector
participants which are keen to be involved in
these areas. The sooner a Federal Liberal
Government gets into power and opens up
these areas to the private sector, the better.
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Perhaps we can get away with the ridiculous
things that are happening, for example, in
Australia Post at this very moment where
Australia's mail service has come to a halt. Op-
erations like Telecom and Australia Post are
areas in which the private sector could be
involved. Many of these industries are large
users of new technology and these
opportunities should be opened up to the pri-
vate sector.

In this State we would like to see statutory
authorities such as the SEC which purchases
large quantities of high technology equipment
lodging More of its orders locally.

One of my main concerns is in regard to the
Tender Board. Too often local authorities go to
a great deal of trouble to submit a tender for a
particular project where the equipment is quite
complicated and sophisticated; a lot of work,
time and expense is involved in preparing
those tenders. If these people lose a tender they
are simply told that they have lost it. We would
like to see the Tender Hoard provide feedback
to those people who have lost tenders so they
have a better understanding as to why they lost
and what they can do to improve their position
in the future. In that way, all the time and
expense they have gone to in preparing the ten-
der will not go down the drain and they will be
better placed the next time they tender.
Unfortunately, too many companies are now
deciding to not even bother tendering fr
Government work because, after a few
knockbacks, they believe it is not worth the
effort.

Another area in which there should be a far
greater involvement by industry itself is in the
field of industrial design and quality control.
The Liberal Party certainly recognises the value
of good design in our manufactured goods; no
longer is the old Australian adage "rough
enough is good enough" acceptable. If we are to
make our industries more competitive we must
understand that good industrial design is very
important.

The same situation applies in regard to qual-
ity control. We have been taught a very good
lesson in recent years by the Japanese who have
participated in this area; their exports attain
very high quality control levels, which is what
the international market accepts these days.
The Japanese were not happy that their recent
shipment of the basic commodity, wheat, from
New South Wales was contaminated-the
product was mixed-and consequently, the
Japanese have refused to accept further ship-
ments of wheat from New South Wales.

The field of robotics is an interesting one. It
really is an- obvious field for Australia to enter
because we have a small population and a work
force which does not want to do a lot of those
menial, tedious jobs. Last year I travelled over-
seas with my colleague, Mr Peter Jones, and we
visited a number of companies which were
involved in robotics work. In particular, the
two operations we saw in Japan and in the
United Kingdom explained to us what was go-
ing to happen further down the track in this
field and explained the opportunities which a
country like Australia could take advantage of.

Last week, with the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, I visited a Western Australian manufac-
turing operation which specialises in making
beds and bed products and it was very
interesting to discover that that company is
now investing in robotic equipment so it can
remain a competitive producer in that field.
The Deputy Premier might think that making
beds is not a high-tech type industry, but here
is a classic case of a manufacturer making a
basic commodity and introducing the most ad-
vanced equipment possible to ensure that
further down the track the company remains
competitive. The company has been very suc-
cessful in picking up export orders.

I have briefly touched upon some of the
areas that the Liberal Party is working on. We
have already released some of our policies and
others will be released in a few weeks' time, but
both policies in regard to small business and
technology are areas in which we are not prom-
ising to spend a lot of the taxpayers' funds
because we believe it is not the dollars that are
spent by Government departments that count.
When members opposite talk about the Budget
they seem to be proud to say things like, "We
have increased spending in the Department of
Industrial Development by 40 per cent and
that means we are doing something for indus-
trial development." That might not necessarily
be the case. They may need to spend only half
that amount to achieve more with the different
industries concerned.

The Opposition is not concerned so much
about promises to spend X number of dollars;
we believe it is our actions and how we will
assist the private sector in Western Australia
that count.

Mr Biryce: You have made my day.

Mr COURT: Why is that?
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Mr Bryce: It sounds like I have a convert. I
do not care which side of the House they come
from: If I can pick up a convert in the cause of
technology I am really pleased. You have made
my day.

Mr COURT: That was a rather facetious
comment by the Deputy Premier.

I want to repeat my concern about the unfor-
tunate incident involving the Deputy Premier
when the advertisements for the campaign re-
lating to technology and the Industrial Devel-
opment Department had to be prepared over
east. That highlights what I was saying earlier.
The Deputy Premier may talk about tech-
nology and use a lot of rhetoric associated with
technology, but when it comes to practical per-
formance: and the advertisements for his own
department being made in the Eastern States
we find that was done because the technology
was not available in this State. To me that is a
good example of how this Government
operats-it is all talk. Government members
talk about doing this and doing that, but when
it comes to putting things into practice they do
the exact opposite. Imagine how the advertis-
ing industry in this State felt when it was told it
could not produce the advertisements because
it did not have the technology and that the
$150 000 it cost to produce the ads would be
spent in the Eastern States. I do not think the
Deputy Premier should be very proud of that.

While referring to the concept of industrial
development, I would like to say how
impressed I have been with many operations
currently taking place in Western Australia.
One in particular which I have inspected a
couple of times in recent weeks is the construc-
tion in Geraldton of the jacket for the Harriet
oil field. It really is an achievement for local
industry that we are seeing this type of con-
struction in this State. I am particularly pleased
it is being built in the member for Geraldton's
electorate.

People in Perth do not understand what is
taking place there. The jacket--it is not a big
one by world standards, but nevertheless a
complete jacket-is being built with, I believe,
a very high Australian content. I think the
Australian content in the end will be around 70
per cent. Construction started in January, and
the first pant of the jacket which will sit on the
seabed will leave in a few weeks, if it has not
already done so, to go into position. The top
part of the jacket with the production facilities
follows a few weeks later, and there is a possi-
bility that it will be Producing oil by Christmas.

It is remarkable that we have the ability in
this country to bring together a number of dif-
ferent skills, and not only build a jacket such as
this which is quite a complicated feat, but to do
it in such quick time with tight construction
schedules. Geraldton is proving to be an ideal
place to build it; it has a good work force, and it
is close enough to Perth for equipment or parts
to be sent up overnight. It is a credit to all the
people involved; the Bond Corporation for
making the decision to build it in Western
Australia and the Bechtel-Clough engineering
team. It is providing an opportunity for
Australian engineers to work with American
engineers who have tremendous expertise in
this field. One of the gentlemen who showed
me around the construction site last worked on
a very complicated oil jacket in North Alaska.
We now have the opportunity to pick up skills.

I hope it is the beginning of many jobs of this
type because it is not just simply a heavy engin-
eering job. Many new welding techniques are
being used and the jacket requires a lot of soph-
isticated equipment in order that the pro-
duction platform will work. While building the
platform in recent months more oil has been
discovered, and the platform is designed so
that satellite wells can be brought in to feed
through the jacket.

Another similar operation is the good work
being done in the shipbuilding industries in
Geraldton and Cockburn Sound. Our ship-
builders are gradually moving up to bigger rigs.
I would like to see a new ship-lifting facility in
the Cockburn Sound area to enable ship-
builders to work on larger ships. They are
reaching the stage where the size of the ships
they can build is being limited by slipway facili-
ties. If we could combine a ship-lifting facility
with some defence work-and the Opposition
has made its position clear on defence work; we
want a lot more carried out in this State-it
would be a fillip for the industry. We think it is
a good opportunity to kill two birds with one
stone and to have more defence activities
taking place here while providing the ship-
building infrastructure to enable builders to
move to larger work. It would also enable
maintenance to be carried out on ships from all
over the place.

The member for Geraldton knows the con-
cern I have had for one builder in the
Geraldton area who has had difficulty in get-
ting a bounty so he can build larger vessels.
Geraldton is ideally placed to have such an
industry, and I would like to see those prob-
lems overcome so the industry can expand.
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In the minutes remaining to me I want to
point out that this Budget will be the last by a
Labor Government for many years to come.
We have seen, particularly in recent weeks, the
Government start to pull itself to pieces. It
does not matter whether it is the question of
freebies-where there is a reluctance to dis-
close all the facts and the Government set rules
which it wants to ignore-or its support for the
Federal Government's tax package. Those tax
changes have resulted in a vicious attack on the
restaurant industry and people associated with
it. Already 5 000 people have lost their jobs,
and yesterday's estimate was that the number
could be as high as 30 000 people in the first
couple of months.

Mr Hodge: You support tax dodgers, do you?
Mr COURT: I do not.
Mr Hodge: That is what you are saying.
Mr COURT: I am not. I am saying there are

many forms of entertainment which constitute
legitimate business expenses.

Mr Hodge: There are many forms which do
not.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: Members opposite are attack-

ing the average wage earner. They are prepared
to allow 30 000 people to lose their jobs in that
industry. The longer members opposite run
around supporting the tax package and the
damage it is doing, the quicker we will be sit-
ting where Government members are now.

It is the same as the attack on the automobile
industry through the fringe benefits tax. That
industry is getting its act together to make the
Government aware of the ramifications. Many
companies are revamping their fleet buying
policies, and the companies which will be hit
worst are the Australian manufacturers.

The Government is failing to grasp the crisis
in the wheatbelt regions. We see the Govern-
ment's hypocrisy in relation to the high-rise
developments at Scarborough. The Govern-
ment has publicised its achievements in
Government and included among them the
construction that is taking place at Observation
City at Scarborough. But when it suits the
Government it does an about-turn. We have a
Labor Minister and a Labor member who seem
to want to take on local government in a fight
over this issue when they do not know where
they stand.

The Government has done an about-face on
the question of Aboriginal land rights. It built
up false hopes on that issue and got opinions

and views and then did an about-turn. Now we
have the interest rate debacle we discussed last
night in which a number of members opposite
and their Federal counterparts are not prepared
to face up to the hard decisions which must be
made to improve the drastic interest rate situ-
ation. The Government believes everything can
be resolved by a public relations fix; a few little
tricks and glossy pamphlets or advertisements
on television can solve the problem. The public
are now seeing right through the Government's
actions.

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [11.10 a.m.]:
During the course of the debate last night on
the Budget, the member for Merredin interrup-
ted an interjection I was making during the
member for Mt Marshall's speech. As a result
of that interrupted interjection, the member for
Merredin asked me, "Why are you getting so
upset? You are a very placid sort of fellow and
you have always displayed a lot of tolerance
during the time that I have known you as a
member of Parliament. What's wrong,
Bridgy?" The degree of intolerance that I
displayed in tmy attitude to politics to a great
extent has been brought about by the negative
debate that one encounters day-in and day-out
in this place.

I am pleased that there is a young audience
in the gallery as I make these points, because I
think it is relevant to this country and the
people of Australia that it is understood why I
am taking this line. I have not had the oppor-
tunity in this place of seeing any example of the
spirit of Australia in the many days on which
debate on this matter has taken place. As a
result I am sometimes frustrated and angry.

The Opposition has constantly made predic-
tions of gloom and doom in the many months
since the Labor Party was elected to Govern-
ment in this State. I know that it is customary
for the Opposition to seek out and attack the
Government based on opposition to all those
things that the Opposition sees fit to oppose.
However, the nitpicking and the extent of op-
position that has taken place is, in my opinion,
very damning. I believe that we, as members of
Parliament representing our society, should be
working towards enhancing better relations be-
tween people and a better spirit of
Australia-something which seems to be lack-
ing at present.

Mr Taylor: It demonstrates, on the part of
the Opposition, a lack of national pride.
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Mr BRIDGE: Absolutely. We have every
reason to believe in this country and its people,
but what do we do to demonstrate that in this
Chamber? How can we expect the public to be
reasonable and to promote aspirations when
they are confronted with our unreasonable per-
formances in this Parliament? We, in this
place, seem to show no leadership at all
towards encouraging that spirit of Australia.

Mr Bradshaw: Don't you believe you have
been undermining the Minister with special re-
sponsibility for Aboriginal Affairs?

Mr BRIDGE: That interjection typifies the
point I am trying to make. I am making a
statement which I believe is a statement of fact
based on the evidence of the debate that has
taken place in this House. If members want to
interpret my comments as applying to particu-
lar members of this Parliament, they may do
so.

Mr Bradshaw: I am only going on what I
have read in the papers.

Mr BRIDGE: I believe that we have to look
at our directions in this House. This institution
does permit opposition to be advanced by the
Opposition, and I do not take any great excep-
tion to that, but the extent to which members
opposite constantly advance a negative outlook
and a negative debate is nothing short of dis-
gusting. I listened to the debate last night with a
lot of interest because I wanted to be on strong
ground when I spoke here today, and it seemed
to me that there was only one comment made
last night that 1, along with another member of
this House, agreed was a realistic proposition.

Mr Bradshaw: You are saying then that your
speech is negative?

Mr BRIDGE: The member for Murray-
Wellington is only half-baked, and I suggest
that he listens to me for 30 minutes or so be-
cause he might learn something.

This lack of oprimism is one of the great
tragedies of our parliamentary institution.
Australia, as a nation, is looking for leadership
and we, in this place, have been granted the
responsibility of providing that leadership. One
of the things that comes from leadership is a
demonstration and a recognition of the good
aspects of our community and our nation. This
attitude is lacking and we should have a look at
this State and those positive aspects. However,
the Opposition makes out that everything is
bad. I do not believe this is so. L.ast week, for
example, money was provided in a more
generous way than ever before during Telethon.
Do people contribute like that if they are in a

situation of despair? They do not dig into their
pockets if they do not feel that they are in a
position to do so. Opposition members are on
completely the wrong tack when they talk
about gloom and doom.

The Opposition has been making a song and
dance about the plight of the farmers. We, on
this side, are aware of that plight and we know
that everyone, whether fanner or not, has gone
through a similar period in this country. I know
how the farmers feel. My forebears went to the
Kimberley; our family has lived there for gen-
erations, and l do not think that anybody could
have a better understanding of the situation for
farmers in that region than a member of the
Bridge family. For three-quarters of the total
time my family has lived in the Kimberley, we
had nothing to our name and we never sought
or achieved one cent in handouts from the
Government. I know what it is like to battle
and struggle, and I am aware of the problems.
Opposition members do nothing effective by
isolating specific areas of concern and promot-
ing those areas in a negative way. If they
isolated those areas and attempted to deal with
them positively, we, on this side, would not
mind, but to talk about every issue that comes
before this House-whether it is to do with
farmers, the unions, the pastoralists, the heli-
copter muster, or the children of this State-in
such a gloomy way, does nothing constructive
at all.

Mr Tubby: I believe that what has taken
place (his week is a result of pressure by
farmers and concerned members of Parliament
in this place to ensure that at least some notice
has been taken. Unfortunately, we have got to
use these extreme pressures, and continue these
pressures, to get some action.

Mr BRIDGE: Australia provides a vision of
what can be achieved and it is a very different
vision from the one being promoted in this
House by the Opposition. The spirit of feeling
proud about Australia and about Australians is
something which should be shared by all
Australians. We, in this place, should provide
that leadership and that example in the way we
perform in Parliament.

Mr Tubby: Why don't your union mates do
just that?

Mr BRIDGE: The member for Greenough is
a great one to call on the unions. He is doing
the very thing that I am saying we should not
be doing. It is because people like the member
for Greenough point fingers at others and yet
cannot show any pride in this country that this
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pessimism exists. It is almost as if members
opposite want the wails of this place to cave in
tomorrow.

Mr Tubby: We support sensible unionism.
Mr BRIDGE: One of the reasons that oc-

casionally the measure of tolerance that is
known to exist in me becomes a bit thin is
because I am committed and concerned about
the people of this country collectively and
about the way in which we, as politicians, are
seen to be their representatives. We should act
at all times in the interests of goodwill and
harmony, and a desire to restructure this
country into a better nation.

I will never be comfortable about what is
going on when we have this type of debate. I do
not intend to dwell on this issue for any length
of time. It ought not to have been brought up
today, but it was. Members should look at the
way in which the Opposition constantly attacks
this Government about the land rights issue.

Mr Bradshaw interjected.
Mr BRIDGE: History will prove that the

smart alec member for Murray-Wellington is
wrong becau~e there is no way that we can
reconcile this nation's future direction
equitably until land rights is resolved. I am
speaking of the planning of a nation towards
the kind of relationship and cooperation that is
essential and, deep down, I believe we have a
feeling and belief in that notion. This will never
be achieved while we are not facing up to the
land rights issue, and the only way we can face
up to it is through this Parliament. It is no good
saying to the public, "You do it," because it is
our place to look at the basics and fundamen-
tals and plan sensible legislation that will give
nobody any special privileges. We have not got
equality today, and members opposite know it.
I give as an example, the other day the Minis-
ter's comments-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIDGE: Members talk about fairness! I

will just make this point and then leave the
subject.

At this stage we-you and I-have pos-
session of our own properties on an equal basis.
The people of the .Jigalong community are not
on the same grounds as we are. Their land can-
not be made freehold title unless it is through
the Parliament. Can members therefore say
they are the equal of us?

Mr Clarko: How is it their land?
Mr BRIDGE: Because it was set aside for

them.

It would be nice if it could happen in 1985
because we could be seen to be part of the
process of granting land rights but it seems we
have missed out through a lack of wisdom to
take the appropriate action. But somewhere
down the line someone somewhere will do
something about the situation.

Mr Clarko: Thirty thousand people in West-
ern Australia had an area equivalent to the size
of Victoria given to them by this State Parlia-
ment.

Mr BRIDGE: I do not care if it is 50 000
people. Members should try to get away from
this give-and-take mentality and think more
about the basic facts surrounding this issue.
They might then come up with some con-
clusions which are sensible.

Mr Bradshaw: Your family leased that land
at Halls Creek.

Mr BRIDGE: The member should not worry
about my family. He should be serious about
bringing this country towards the view that we
can all feel proud and excited about its future
development and planning. We all need to face
up to that issue. I am not speaking about giving
special privileges. I am saying that as a nation
we should be proud to be Australian. People
should face up to that issue and show some
responsibility, otherwise the situation will con-
tinue. It is a problem that has not been resolved
in this country. It is pant of our responsibility
as legislators to do it. It is not a big deal. Politi-
cally, it has been made to be a big deal by
polarisation, opinion polls, housewives in the
metropolitan area saying they will be
threatened, and all this sort of business. It is a
simple process of looking at basic fundamen-
tals.

Land rights is not a big deal, as I said. It is
looking at a form whereby a greater measure of
security of land tenure can be provided for
those Aboriginal people, who can clearly show
cause for that to occur. The other thing that is
enshrined in the whole process is a greater form
of protection of the sites to be recognised as
important sites.

Mr Blaikie: You are saying that Aboriginal
land rights are no longer dead. They are alive
and will flourish. You are giving a clear indi-
cation of that view.

Mr BRIDGE: I said it for the media and I
repeat it. Members should listen closely so that
they do not miss my point. Australia, as a
nation, cannot truthfully speak about
developing itself into a nation where the coop-
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eration, the goodwill, and the maintaining of
its spirit will continue unless we resolve that
outstanding issue.

Mr Blaikie: You are saying that you support
land rights.

Mr BRIDGE: I have supported land rights all
along, and I still do.

Mr Blaikie: And your Government does. as
well.

Mr BRIDGE: I am speaking on behalf of
myself as an Australian, about a nation and the
direction in which I see it going.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIDGE: If members wish to be smart

and direct the debate upon votes they can have
a go. I am not interested in votes. As 1 often say
to members in this Parliament if they wish to
run out with banners and tell the public, they
can do so.

My contribution to this debate is based on
how I feel my contribution should be. It is not
clouded with what the end result of the vote
outside that door might be. If the people out
there want to be short-sighted and naive and
not be prepared to accept my entitlement to
express a view which I feel is essential and
appropriate for this country, then so be it.

There has not been sufficient advancement
made in this Parliament because we. tend to
dwell on the negative rather than the positive
points. We should be doing more about the
situation ourselves because people are search-
ing for an answer.

I wish to explain to the Parliament why I feel
good about the things that have happened in
this State during the period of time we have
been in government.

The Opposition has not had a single word of
praise for anything this Government has
achieved during its term in office. I refer mem-
bers to my maiden speech; I am sure they will
see that others have made similar contri-
butions.

Mr Bradshaw: Your last one?
Mr BRIDGE: The member for Murray-

Wellington is a smart little fellow and a
boolbead- He is not a man's bootlace.

Mr Tabby: We agree that you would be the
most reasonable person in your party and that
your speeches are outstanding.

Mr BRIDGE: If the member for Greenough
believes that, why does he not listen to what I
have to tell him about better things to come.

If members like to look at this Government's
contribution when it was in Opposition, they
will find there were things said that were com-
plimentary to the Government. I know I said
complimentary things to the Government.
However, I have never heard one person from
the other side say anything that could be
interpreted as supportive of this Government.

I now turn to the Kimberley electorate.
Major road construction works have taken
place in the region in the last three years. I am
not saying, though, that it began in the last
three years and that nothing was done prior to
that. I am prepared to say that the extent to
which those works were operational has
continued and, if anything, it has intensified
towards their finalisation. We feel good about
that. These works'will enhance the region so
that the travelling time between towns will be
reduced and the people in the area will not feel
quite so isolated. The roadworks will lessen
that feeling of isolation which has been very
much a pant of people's lives in that area.

Mr Blaikie: Would you agree that Sir Charles
Court was a champion of the north? A lot of the
development which is taking place is because of
his vision and encouragement.

Mr BRIDGE: He told me once in a personal
discussion that he thought I championed that
cause pretty well. It is a matter of opinion.

Mr Terry Burke: You are too humble to an-
nounce it.

Mr BRIDGE: Yes. I thanked Sir Charles for
his kind comments. However, it is a matter for
the member to form a judgment on this issue.

Another matter of great importance in the
area since we have come to Government is the
restructuring of the Kimberley pastoral indus-
try. The concept was introduced with an enor-
mous amount of debate and has been attacked
in this Chamber. There has been much nega-
tive debate about that restructuring, not only
here, but also throughout the State and in the
region. Eventually, I am sure that we will see
the benefits from this scheme.

Mr Bradshaw: I think time will prove that
the Government has made a very big mistake.

Mr BRIDGE: I hope that interjection has
been noted. The member said the restructuring
of th e pasto ral i nd ustry i n th at area has been a
mistake.

Mr Biadshaw: It is.
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Mr BRIDGE: I doubt whether the member
would know a bullock from a galab. What
would he know about developing the land
along the lines put forward by the Govern-
ment?

Mr Blaikie: The member for Murray-
Wellington has been in the Chamber long
enough for him to know the difference between
a bullock and a galah.

Mr BRIDGE: That is beside the point.

This Government will be recognised in the
future as being a Government which saw the
potential for the restructuring of the Kimberley
pastoral industry. It took advice from genuine
people in that industry whose perceptions of
the plans were such that their judgment will
ultimately prove to be correct. We will see a
major transition in the industry in the years to
come.

It is well known that the industry is going
through a very difficult time for many reasons.
However, I believe that through this scheme,
the industry is capable of picking up and we
will see many properties in the Kimberley up
and running again in the not too distant future.
Those properties will be established on viable
grounds and eventually families who are
interested in the area will be attracted to them
and become an essential pant of the industry.

That is the way I see the restructuring despite
all the knocking of it by many different people.
It stands to reason, I believe, that people would
look at it initially with some degree of reser-
vation because it is a completely new kind of
scheme. It has never before been put into effect
in Western Australia. We were told that many
would try to convince us that the way to go in
Western Australia in the pastoral industry was
to allow properties to get bigger and bigger.

Mr Blaikie: Can you explain why the pastoral
industry in Western Australia is now in a state
of demise, whereas the Queensland industry is
enjoying the highest peak of prosperity in its
history?

Mr Mclver: That is because this State experi-
enced so many years of Liberal Governments.

Mr BRIDGE: I think the Minister is
probably correct. The pastoral industry
suffered at the hands of Liberal Governments
over many years. We have not been in power
long enough to have brought about the changes
that will eventually occur.

Mr Blaikie: You have brought about the
changes that have occurred because you are
preventing private buyers from buying proper-
ties.

Mr BRIDGE: Private buyers have no fears
about their opportunity to share in the
Kimberley pastoral industry. They will have
ample opportunity, at the end of this
restructuring, to acquire properties in the
Kimberley. There has been no attempt to deny
private buyers from entering this industry.

Tourism is another industry that has
flourished in the Kimberley and in the north-
west. We have seen clear evidence of the great
benefits tourism is bringing to the region by the
degree of enthusiasm and optimism that is evi-
dent.

Fewer disputations in the Pilbara iron ore
industry have also been a very important part
of the last three years. I remember when I first
became the member of that section of the
Pilbara which is now part of the Kimberley
electorate that there was a degree of uncer-
tainty and of concern evident in that region; I
am speaking of such places as Tom Price,
Paraburdoo, Newman, and other inland
mining centres. That feeling is not evident now.
People are now directing their interests into
other areas and these areas have been notable
ones. We have seen major developments in the
provision of services to those towns. A major
supermarket was completed this year in
Newman, and that supermarket was very much
welcomed by the residents of that town.

Today we are witnessing a very different atti-
tude in the approach of people who live in that
part of the State. The responsibility for these
developments, to a large extent, can be laid at
the feet of this Government. Many important
developments are taking place and there is
much satisfaction and happiness under this
Government which has not been evident in the
debates in this Parliament. I get the feeling that
things are not as bad in all sectors of our so-
ciety as is promoted by the Opposition in this
place. However, many sections of business are
going through bad times.

The people in the north-west have recognised
the assistance this Government has given to
small business in that area and it is an import-
ant factor.

An enormous amount of progress has been
made in regard to medical ser-vices in the
Kimberley and the north-west generally. The
Government has budgeted large sums of money
to medical services. I take this opportunity to
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pay tribute to the Minister for Health-I am
not doing this just because he is sitting in front
of me; I am genuine-who has taken a great
deal of interest in the north-west. He has
spoken to people about the need for facilities
and has sought their ideas about how the ser-
vice can be improved and what type of actions
should be considered by the Government to
plan for the future.

When one looks at all the major services
which the Government is called upon to pro-
vide, there is nothing but a satisfactory state of
affairs in the north-west. From roadworks, the
pastoral industry, to the provision of medical
services and the planned improvement of
them, and the assistance to small business, the
Government must be commended.

The Government has also provided assist-
ance to the Aboriginal communities and a lot
of development has taken place since this
Government has been in power. That develop-
ment has been in basic areas where help is
essential to the people concerned. Places like
Kalumburn, Jigalong, and Noonkanbah were
major areas of concern a few years ago. The
Government has provided four basic things to
improve the situation in those areas, the main
service being the provision of water supplies.
Mowanjumn fell into this category. If one were
to go to Kalumnburu, .ligalong, and other com-
munities in the north-west, one would find that
the basic needs of those communities are ad-
equately met.

The Government has been involved in major
planning and has provided the necessary funds
in order that the wishes of the people in those
communities can be accommodated in a very
effective way. 1 am not talking about one or
two items only, such as roads and medical ser-
vices. The Government has improved all ser-
vices across the board and it is an example of
the way in which it is supporting the region.

Mr Mensaros: It is mainly due to the Fraser
Government. That was when it started.

Mr BRIDGE: I would have thought that
what it was due to was the representation made
to the Government and the Government's re-
sponse. That is an essential part of any plan-
ning and any decision-making role. Represen-
tations must be made to the Government So
that it can act upon them accordingly. It may
well be that members opposite can talk about
the benefits which are now evident being at-
tributable to people outside the immediate con-
fines of the area. However, when all is said and
done the advancements have been due to

people who live in the area and who have been
capable of presenting a case which has
ultimately attracted support from the Govern-
ment.

Western Australia generally and, indeed, the
north-west have been served well by the present
Government. It will continue to serve the State
because it is aware of what is required.

Before 1 came into this place I had a long
experience in local government. Although it is
a confined area there was always talk about
ideologies, planning, and the wonderful things
that every one of us sees as essential to our way
of life. It is one thing to say that, but it is
another thing for Governments to act accord-
ingly. We have clear evidence that the case, as
far as this Government is concerned, is that it
has been prepared to act upon the advice and
directions given to it by those who are con-
cerned about the well-being of the community.

I am content with the development and the
advancements that have been made possible by
this Government in my area. As the local mem-
ber I am satisfied that everything is progressing
well in my electorate. However, I would like to
make an appeal to all members in this Parlia-
ment that above all things this country needs
an effective direction to follow.

We need to get hack to the spirit of the
country which is so clearly portrayed in the
works of Banjo Paterson. We should not create
such an atmosphere that people in this country
begin to question the writings of Banjo
Paterson in such a way that in the future their
meaning will be lost. This country should never
be placed in a position where this could be
possible. One way in which we can prevent this
from happening is to foster the national spirit
of our land.

Although we may not agree with the way in
which certain things have been planned we
should not see it as being devious. We should
try to work towards fostering goodwill in the
country irrespective of the origins of the people
who live in it. I am sure that if that were to
happen the people who look to us for leader-
ship and the people who are searching for it
would be much better off. In turn, we would
make a contribution which would be far better
than the nit picking and the seemingly vote-
catch ing debates one has to encounter day by
day in this Parliament and which do nothing
but satisfy the egos of the people making those
speeches. In the long term, the speeches do not
pass through the walls of this Chamber.
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MR MENSAROS (Floreat) (11.49 am.]: I
cannot resist the temptation to partly reflect on
the comments of the member for Nedlands and
the dialogue which took place between him and
the Deputy Premier. Those members appeared
to be debating against each other about how the
Government can more efficiently serve the in-
dustr and resources development of this
country. It was very satisfying to hear the mem-
ber for Nedlands come up with very good
ideas. His ideas were not ony known to me, but
also they were implemented more than 10 years
ago. The Deputy Premier is proud that he can
serve the area of technology most efficiently,
but he has a large staff.

I recollect that during the years I was respon-
sible for industrial development, which then
included resources development, the number of
employees in my department never exceeded
103. Mr Speaker, if you were to reflect in the
same way as I do you would realise that the
number of resources development projects
which were initiated during the six years I was
in charge of the portfolio were infinitely more
in number than those which have been
initiated by this Government as this Govern-
ment has initiated none, with the possible ex-
ception of the casino project for which neither
the Minister for Resources Development nor
the Minister for Industrial Development were
responsible.

One half of what was my department has a
staff of 140 people; I do not know exactly how
many staff are employed in the other half
which dealt with resources development. I pre-
sume the number would be about the same,
which means that the aggregate number of staff
dealing with the same subject is about three
times as many as when we were in Govern-
ment, yet it achieves infinitely less in the way
of results.

I would like to spend the time available to
me in this Budget debate commenting on a
matter pertaining to my electorate, as well as
making some general observations and further
observations on matters which fall within the
province of my shadow portfolios. I will also
deal with a matter closer to home; namely, the
Parliament.

First, I mention the handling, the announce-
ment, and the planning--or perhaps the lack of
planning-by the Government of the proposed
sports complex planned for my electorate in the
Graylands-Mt Claremont area next to
McGillivray Oval. The Project is important,
not just for one electorate Or one area, but for
the whole State. Judging from the various an-

nouncements made with respect to initial prep-
arations, it appears to me to be more of a politi-
cal exercise than an administrative one, which
it ought to be in the interests of the community.
Of course, the local community, which happens
to be my electorate, has an interest in it, as is
understandable. For decades that community
was plagued with a traffic problem affecting, in
particular, Rochdale Road in Mt Claremont,
because of the lack of any north-west main
road connection. Hence, through a dogleg, all
vehicles, including heavy traffic, use that road
to travel from south to north and vice versa.
That makes the life of residents, which prior to
this onslaught was quiet, unbearable.

I have tried to follow the arrangements made
in preparation for the sports centre, obviously
in the interests of my electorate. I have asked
quite a number of questions, mainly in griev-
ance debates, but I have never had the response
which the questions have merited. Only re-
cently I asked the Minister for Sport and Rec-
reation, who is responsible for this matter,
whether he could guarantee that there would
not be a heavy traffic problem in addition to
the one which will exist until after the bypass
road is built, Instead of answering the question
in the same sort of objective and matter-of-fact
manner as I asked it, he took a cavalier stand. I
think it would be worth while quoting from his
answer which states-

..I can give an assurance that as a re-
sult of actions being taken by the present
Government the traffic situation in
Rochdale Road after the construction of
the bypass will be infinitely better than it
was during the time the member was a
Minister in the previous Governiment ...

Such a cavalier answer does not make any
friends for the Minister. He probably thought
that it would, but when I showed his reply to
people who were concerned about the issue, I
found that if he had any friends he has now lost
them. Suich a response is not becoming of
someone whose previous profession should
perhaps have ensured that he commands more
respect. It is a childish attitude. I know and
have said in this place very often that this area
has suffered a traffic problem for decades,
under all sorts of Governments.

The member for Victoria Park will remem-
ber that when he was Minister for Planning I
wrote no him several times. That was a long
time ago. Then I worked within our Govern-
ment to solve the problems. We had solved the
problem, at least by decision, if not by action.
The solution would have been in place were it
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not for the obstruction of this Government
which for some inexplicable reason-perhaps
pride in that it did not want to eat the words it
uttered in Opposition-stopped the Servetus
Street development. Ultimately it realised that
that development had to go ahead and it did
not hinder it to the extent of not allowing'resi-
dents to sell their houses to the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority. Thus, not only did
the Minister's answer show a lack of regard for
the people in the area, but it was also incorrect
from that point of view.

It is enormously important that the Govern-
ment plans the sports complex in a way which
does not do a disservice to the local people. It is
to be hoped that with construction of the by-
pass the traffic problem in Servetus Street wil
be alleviated and perhaps to some extent
solved for those people in Rochdale Road and
its immediate surroundings.

People in the area will have other traffic
problems. For example, John XXIII College is
relocating; there is also a problem with respect
to subdivision of the prounds of what used to
be the mental hospital; and, of course, now the
sports centre. These three developments will
undoubtedly create a very heavy volume of
traffic. Before the decision to build the sports
centre was made, the situation should have
been examined and potential problems solved.
This was not done. Again, in answer to another
question as to whether the local people and, in
particular, the local authority had been
consulted, the Minister replied in an uppish
and dismissive way. Hie said that the consult-
ants engaged by the Government "applied the
appropriate techniques and consulted with
those people who in their judgment were in a
position to provide the directly relevant data".

I do not know whom they consulted, but I do
know that previously we had public meetings
and public participation and consultations
when we engaged the same consultants. I was
asked as a local member to participate. But this
Government now has not even asked the
opinions of local government. Who should be
in a better position to give advice with respect
to this matter than the City of Nedlands? The
Government or the consultants have not
consulted a single resident of Rochdale Road.
Those residents will have to suffer the problem.

Thus, the Government deserves censure for
the way it has handled this matter. It has not
dealt with it as it ought to be dealt with. I am
not necessarily criticising the concept of the
sports centre itself. I do not criticise the idea
because I support sport. Even so, I make the

comment that surely the taxpayer is entitled to
ask questions as to whether the amount of $20
million or $21 million-albeit a small amount
in comparison with the total capital expendi-
ture in the year, but nevertheless not a pit-
tance-is spent wisely and, in particular, in a
way which is productive.

I do not know whether the Government has
considered existing facilities. I am referring
particularly to Perry Lakes Stadium and to
Beatty Park, facilities which are not overused.
In fact, I would say they are underutilised.
With a few adjustments or additions, Perry
Lakes could be used for more purposes. After
more serious study, it could possibly do the
required job in combination with Beatty Park.
It appears to me that the complex is being
planned more in the interests of the pro-
fessional people, the top people, who want the
kudos of having a memorial to themselves,
rather than in the real interests of sport and the
community.

A venue such as this, whether new or old, is
successful or has merit only if it is serving vol-
untary organisations and sporting clubs and is
not being organised from the top. That is not
what people want and it is not a system under
which they can organise sports for themselves
and the general public. I repeat that I am not
against the idea but I think more careful exam-
ination is needed. A proper examination
should be made with regard to the real needs
and demands, the cost benefit of the project, its
effect on suburban life, particularly on traffic
in the area, and local interests generally. There
should be closer Cooperation with the City of
Nedlands instead of the Government trying to
ignore that authority.

I was very happy to see the Government
finally introduce the new tendering system in
what used 1o be the Public Works Department.
I originated that idea more than three years ago
when I noticed that the department had
recommended that a number of the lowest ten-
ders for quite large jobs not be accepted be-
cause the tendlerer's work was not good enough
or because they were not financially sound. My
immediate response each time was to ask why
those people had been allowed to tender for the
job bearing in mind that it takes a tremendous
amount of time and money to submit a tender,
and having submitted perhaps the lowest ten-
der, those people were then told that their ten-
der had not been accepted. It was plain that we
could not have a system of restricted tenders
but I suggested that tenders should be placed
into categories, almost like a football league.
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For example, the first league would include
people who could tender for jobs up to a cer-
tain amount, say $ 100 000 or $150 000 and so
on. After more than three years this idea has
now been implemented. I assume that the
reason it was not implemented sooner was the
upheaval in the Public Works Department dur-
ing which almost all of the professional archi-
tects left, were sacked, or their life was made so
intolerable there was no option for them but to
leave. Obviously somebody has turned up the
old files and implemented this suggestion.

Not enough has been done in this direction
and I place on record that somebody should
look further through the files and read my
other suggestions in this area. One of them was
that all arms of Government-whether
instrumentalities or departments-should have
a similar system of tendering so that construc-
tion and building companies, and firms and
individuals who tender will know exactly what
the system is with regard to Government ten-
ders.

Also all Governments departments and
instrumentalities should adopt a system that
the Public Works Department had and presum-
ably which the Building Management Auth-
ority has, that its professional work is given out
in such a way that certain architects and engin-
eers do not receive all the work, while others
receive none. I understand that computers are
used to record the relevant information. That
worked well in the old Public Works Depart-
ment and I think it should be done in other
arms of Government-

I have a few comments to make in connec-
tion with land tax because I have received a
number of complaints on this matter. I am not
talking now about the inequitable nature of
land tax; I have done that several times in the
past and I will not repeat my argument. I have
received three complaints with regard to one
specific matter which all have the same griev-
ance; that is, when a property is transferred
during the year throughi a Purchase agreement
all other rates and taxes, including water rates
and shire rates, up to the date of settlement arc
adjusted between the vendor and the pur-
chaser. Land tax is the only tax for which that
practice is not generally adopted by various
settlement agents and real estate agents. Some,
in fact, do adjust the land tax component but
others do not. It relates to a difficulty with the
Land Tax Assessment Act which states that
people are eligible and obliged to pay land tax
if they own property on 30 June of any year. if
the correct interpretation has been placed on

that provision, I think the law should be
changed. If, on the other hand, an incorrect
interpretation has been placed on that pro-
vision an instruction should be sent to the de-
partment to correct the matter. It is most in-
equitable that if a settlement is effected on 2
July the vendor of the property, the previous
owner, should be required to pay land tax for
the coming year. The land tax assessment form
states that the charge imposed is for the next
financial year, yet the purchaser who will own
the property for that year is not required to pay
anything.

I admit that there would be difficulties if
neither the vendor nor the purchaser were not
obliged to pay tax. In other words, if the pur-
chaser is an owner-occupier the department
may claim that it will get nothing if an ad-
justment is made. Of course, that is as it should
be. If a property is no longer liable to land tax
because the owner is an owner-occupier the tax
should be calculated only up to the date of
settlement. I do not think that with today's age
of computers that would present any great dif-
ficulty.

if the correct interpretation is that whoever
owns the land on 30 June is liable for land tax,
we could reach a very funny situation in which
the department could request payment of the
land tax twice. If a settlement of the property is
made on 30 June the vendor is the proprietor
for part of that day and the purchaser also be-
comes the proprietor for part of the day. If
neither party is an owner-occupier it means
that the interpretation of the law to date would
enable the department to demand payment of
land tax twice for the same property and for the
same year.

I hope that these comments will receive some
attention by the State Taxation Department or
Treasury and that some action will be taken in
this direction, because the present situation is
most inequitable.

I wish to deal with a further matter in the
portfolio of Housing. This particular matter
should be raised because it was handled in a
most inequitable way and it is throwing into
doubt the correctness of the policy pursued by
the Minister and the department in this matter.

I am referring to a comparatively small block
of flats in Applecross in which the then State
Housing Commission, through an agent,
disclosed some interest to purchase. An inspec-
tion of the property was made but the purchase
was verbally declined on the ground that the
units were all occupied. The message given to
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the owner through the agent was that the State
Housing Commission would have been
interested in purchasing the property but only
if the premises were vacant.

Setting aside the question of why this policy
exists-and it is not very difficult to deduce
why, because obviously through its arm of the
State Housing Commission, which is now
called Homeswest, the Government wants to
avoid the slightly embarrassing situation of
having to give notice to tenants, and wants to
leave this dirty work to the previous
owner-the handling of this matter continued,
after one inspection appointment had not been
kept, with a subsequent inspection. The im-
pression was still left with the owner's represen-
tative that the property would be purchased
because the owner had indeed vacated all the
flats, only to find that subsequently the board
rejected the purchase and the owner was left
with vacant flats. The tenants who, inciden-
tally, almost all happened to be migrants from
Chile, were most inconvenienced and I do not
think the Minister would need a great deal of
imagination to picture what sort of opinion
they had of his Governmeni-the Government
of the day.

I asked for a written explanation from the
general manager, who did oblige in due course,
even if not immediately. However, his expla-
nation does not tally at all with the verbal com-
munication which was left with the people. I
strongly question the policy the general man-
ager espoused in his letter, which said that
Homeswest is only interested in purchasing
properties if there is a 60 per cent vacancy rate.
That is a very non-commercial type of policy
and it cannot be explained by anything other
than the fact that the department wants the
vendor to do the dirty work for it. It results in
fairly serious inconvenience and financial loss
to the tenants themselves, and also in financial
loss and damages to the owner.

Perhaps this is not an earth-shattering, mat-
ter, but it should be tidied up, and although the
Minister is not in the Chamber at present he
should take some notice of it and possibly have
the courtesy to report back to me as to whether
he will spare some thought and take some ac-
tion to remedy this situation. The people de-
serve much better treatment; after all, they are
part of the constituency of the State for whom
the Ministers of the Crown are responsible.

I turn now to matters connected with the
recently enacted Strata Titles Act. The oper-
ation of the Act has brought to light two com-
plaints which I think are genuine and therefore

deserve remedy by the Government while it is
the Government, or we will take the matter in
hand after being elected to Government.

The first complaint relates to the require-
meats for the new plans, which the Minister for
Lands and Surveys-who is personally respon-
sible for this area, having taken it over from the
Attorney GeneralI-pomised me that he will
not only look into it but also remedy.
Unfortunately, I have not experienced yet that
he has done so. This provision places virtually
hundreds of strata titled property owners in a
position where they infringe the law because
they are physically unable to comply with the
provisions. The Professional Surveyors Associ-
ation has reminded not only the Opposition
but the Government as well of these quite obvi-
ously impossible requirements and yet, as far
as I am aware, nothing has been done.

[Quorum formed.]

Mr MENSAROS: The second shortcoming of
the Strata Titles Act is that it wakes too many
demands from the point of view of red tape
and details required by it which are obviously
not within the capacity of small strata title
owners 10 provide, especially where it is com-
mon practice for elderly people and others to
buy two units, occupy one themselves and let
the other one. They are not in a position and
cannot afford to hire professional assistance to
fulfil all these clerical requirements, which are
quite superfluous because strata title units
existed without any problems before the Act
came into being. Again, I would like to remind
the Minister for Lands and Surveys about this
matter. lHe gave me an undertaking some time
ago that he would remedy this, and it needs to
be done fairly urgently.

The third matter I will raise is in connection
with my responsibility as Opposition spokes-
man on legal matters and is one about which
we all hear quite a lot. It relates to the Family
Court, and particularly the various welfare as-
pects of it. I have experienced an incredible
number of complaints which have come to me
in my capacity as Opposition spokesman on
legal matters. If that is the case, then I suppose
the Attorney General would have received an
even larger number of complaints.

I know that people having something to do
with the Family Court become emotionally
involved, and we accept that because of that
they are not quite objective. I know also that
the Family Court itself, being the only State
court in Australia handling this Federal legis-
lation, has to act according to the Federal Fain-
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ily Law Act. Nevertheless, we cannot ignore the
fact that very large numbers of people are
complaining, and neither can we ignore that
100 per cent of the complainants-and I am
talking about 50 or 60 people within a year,
which every member would surely judge to be a
large number of complaints in one single
field-were men. No women complained to
me.

Neither can we ignore what people of high
standing in society, irrespective of their poli-
tics-people such as Kim Beazley
senior-have to say in connection with the law
governing the actions of the Family Court, and
the very fact that people with moral fibre and
integrity view the matters the same way-as,
by and large, does the Opposition-which is
that we should give back to the family unit the
importance it was accorded prior to the im-
plementation of the Family Law Act.

No matter how that is stipulated by policies
or anything else, the modemn endeavour lacks
the necessary moral fibre. One should rememn-
ber that the Soviet Union, when it started to
exist after the first World War, wanted to do
away with the family unit altogether by encour-
aging not only permissiveness but the absence
of family ties. It started to install childminding
centres and all the rest of it. This was against
human nature, not necessarily
morality-which it is also, but which the
Soviets ignore anyhow-but in a few years'
time it had to reverse that policy. Ever since,
no matter how atrocious the Soviets' behaviour
might have been, they have returned to the
family unit as the basis of society.

That is what our party advocates, and it will
undoubtedly be pursued when we become the
Government. We would like to restore the
moral importance of the family to the com-
munity and deal with inevitable separations
and divorces, not from the point of view of
individual interests or so-called equalities, but
from the point of view of the interest of the
whole unit, particularly in the interests of the
children.

The lack of proper decisions is not due to the
judges but to the law governing maintenance,
care, and particularly access to the children.
We see these tragedies occurring day after day.

I am not speaking without any supporting
facts. I was approached by some people who
took a tape of a telephone conversation with a
welfare officer. One was not Sure whether she
was acting for the Trades and Labor Council or
for the Department for Community Services.

During this conversation she offered the
woman-who posed as a deserted wife and the
mother of children-expenses to take her and
her children to the Eastern States so that the
husband should not have access to the children
and she could virtually disappear from the
scene.' This would make it fairly difficult for
anyone to discover her address.

I understand this custom, which was used by
the social security department, was stopped
during the term of our Government. It has now
raised its head again. I suppose the Minister,
who has been absent from this Chamber during
the whole of my comments, will look at it and
say whether that is his policy or whether the
policy is being abused. That solution is abso-
lutely wrong from the point of view of the
interests of the people involved and from the
point of view of any social attitude.

I want to deal also with something much
closer to us all, and that is certain matters we
experience in the Parliament. I want to enmpha-
sise I am not speaking on behalf of the Oppo-
sition; I exercise my right, which we have on
this side of the I-louse, to utter my individual
opinion.

With due respect to the Joint House Com-
mittee, the enormous bureaucracy in this place
has become overbearing. It has reached a stage
where it is almost ridiculous. I do not think it
serves the purpose it should.

Nowhere in any arm of Government or in
any large company can we find a more perfect
demonstration of Parkinson's law than in this
Parliament House. You will recall, Sir, when
you and I entered this place in 1968, when the
new front of the building was completed, there
was a handful of officers, attendants, and staff,
all of whom we knew after a few days. Today
we can walk through the corridors and meet
many strangers. I do not know whether these
people are employed here or not.

I wonder whether this enormous prolifer-
ation of staff has been necessary when the ag-
gregate number of members of the Houses has
increased only from 81 to 91. 1 wonder whether
it is justified. Quite apart from this, I wonder
whether it has achieved a better or more desir-
able service from the point of view of the mem-
bers or of the institution. It has obviously
created more rules, more restrictions, and more
paperwork.

Previously we could walk into the records
room and ask for an Act of Parliament with its
amendments. The attendant, knowing every-
thing by heart, either took it off the shelf or
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watched while we did. Now we have to go to a
counter, as if we were going into some sort of
drapery store, and ask a junior person, who in
turn has to ask a senior person, for what we
want.

I am not saying that the service is not just as
polite or as effective as before. I am wondering
whether the proliferation of staff, the expense,
and the electronic installations, give a better
service to members of Parliament. We would
be very hard put to answer this question in the
affirmative. It would be hard to say honestly
that the public is being better served because
we spend much more money on these things.

When I talk about regulations I have to
smile. If I want to look at a tabled paper in the
House, somebody comes up and asks me pol-
itely to sign a voucher. I should never have to
sign it when I will return the paper in five
minutes. Why is this necessary? We have 57
members instead of 5 1. 1 do not know that
anybody has been able to explain this.

Of course when new officers, particularly
new executive officers, come onto the staff they
want to do something. They want to prove
themselves and the necessity for their existence
because they think that if they continue with
something which has worked very well they
might be considered not good enough. I refer,
for instance, to this system which has been
introduced under the auspices of security.
These rules are not only superfluous, but they
are verging on the ridiculous. I emphasise I
speak for myself, but to my mind they are
almost degrading to human dignity.

I am enormously upset when I see people
coming into this place and being tagged almost
as though they were animals. Why is it that
only months ago I was able to go overseas and
quite freely enter the House of Lords, a House
of Parliament in a country where terrorism
exists, a country where security is obviously
more important, a country whose Parliament
House has experienced terrorism? As I entered
that Parliament I was confronted only by an
attendant who very politely asked, "Can we
help you, Sir?" When I explained whom I
wanted to see he asked whether I knew the way.
I explained that I did because I had been there
before. I was then able to go off by myself, and
without any tag. This was so for other people
also. I had to laugh when I was waiting for my
friend and some other visitors came up to
me-I must have a distinguished look-and
asked whether I was Lord so-and-so. I had to
explain that I was just a visitor like them.

I also visited the State House in Austin,
Texas. The same arrangements applied there
although there was not even an attendant
present. Surely a Parliament in America faces
greater security risks than we do. The same
applies to the Parliament buildings in Austria,
where I continue to visit friends. A person is
able to ask for a member of Parliament and just
walk in.

Do we honestly need this security system?
Whom does it really benefit? Did it prevent the
incident which happened yesterday? That sort
of incident as we all know happens now and
again. They are good fun for the media; they
are the only things the media seem to re-
port-not the debates. Whether we have tags or
not, it happens. Are we really in the business of
having to spend money on this son of security
system, with cameras in corridors exactly as
described by Orwell in his book 1984? The
BBC film of the book featured cameras in cor-
ridors just as we have here. I no longer invite
people here as my guests unless I ask them in
advance whether they mind being tagged in-
stead of being here as my free guests.

Mr Speaker, you will remember the time
when the Chief Attendant was Mr Churchill
and the Chief Steward was Mr Davies. Mr
Churchill had a magnificent way with people.
He would always very politely ask whom visi-
tors wanted to see and somehow he always got
their name. He was always able to tell the mem-
ber that Mr Smith, or whoever, would like to
see him. If that was around lunchtime, he
would immediately ring Mr Davies who, as
Chief Steward, would then be able to address
the people by their name. All this was the peak
of courtesy and the sort of dignity that should
belong to this place.

I can vouch for the fact that, as a previous
Minister for Works, at Budget time I would say
that the first preference should be better fire
protection in Parliament House and that the
building should be equipped to prevent a fire
spreading from one part of the building to
another. After all, is not fire a greater danger to
members than any other question of security?
Yet Government after Government has
ignored that point because it wanted first to
provide more comforts rather than necessities.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [12.34 p.m.]: I
take this opportunity during the Budget debate
to mention a couple of matters of concern to
my electorate and to again point out that
increased rural costs mean the farming com-
munity has taken,. yet again, another knock.
One way or another action will have to be
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taken to ensure that we maintain on farms the
maximum number of farmers who, at present,
have been adversely affected by the change in
the terms of trade and, in some instances, by
the very severe weather conditions they have
experienced not just this year but over a num-
ber of years which have seriously eroded their
financial stability.

That so much time has been spent on the
rural problem will be easily understood by con-
sidering the Bureau of Agricultural Economics
figures, which reveal the real situation faced by
rural people. I quote from the 25 July edition
of the National Farmer. A small pant of the
relevant article reads as follows-

In a dramatic underscoring of the hard
times which many farmers are protesting
over, the Bureau of Agricultural Econ-
omics has revealed that a quarter of
Australia's farms are earning a sub-poverty
income of less than $500 a year.

That $500 is not only a family income
from the farm-it must also cover de-
preciation and return to capital and man-
agement.

It applies to the 1983/4 financial year,
and adds that in the previous (drought)
year of 1982/3, the farm cash surplus of
those bottom 25 per cent of farms was a
shocking MINUS $574.

The bureau's figures reveal the true in-
come plight of the typical Australian fam-
ily farm member too: in 82/3 they earned
MINUS $1 999 for a year's hard work, in
83/4 just $13 600, and last year $7 500.

In other words the average person work-
ing a family farm pocketed just $20 000
over three years-while the average
Australian landed close to $60 000.

These figures reveal the serious plight faced by
farmers in WA and throughout Australia. This
plight has been brought about not merely by
the actions of one Government but in pant by
the actions of a number of Governments, both
State and Federal.

Our internal costs are also another factor cre-
ating this serious situation. Some of these costs
have been brought about gradually over a
period when quite profitable returns were being
received by different sectors of the community.
One sector is the firms processing agricultural
commodities prior to export. These firms
bought industrial peace by giving in very easily
to the worker's demands.

This is particularly true of the abattoir indus-
try. On different occasions over the years abat-
toir managers have freely admitted that there
was plenty of fat, plenty of profit in the returns
they were receiving, so rather than stand up to
the union demands they gave in. Of course,
now that their costs are very high they are
finding it difficult to compete internationally,
The only way they can do so is to reduce the
return to the farmers. Those reductions in re-
turns to farmers in past years, when a reason-
able margin was involved, went unnoticed.
Now, when farmers are operating close to the
line separating profit from loss or indeed
operating below that line, these reductions in
returns to farmers are impacting seriously on
their profitability.

Back in the golden days of the wool boom
during the Korean war, when wool was fetching
a pound for a pound, the shearers sought a
prosperity loading. I suppose it is
understandable that the bonanza r.'aped by the
woolgrowers was seen by the shearers as some-
thing in which they should be able to partici-
pate, so we saw a prosperity Ioading'granted to
them. As I understand the position, over a
number of years that prosperit), loading was
absorbed into shearing rates.

The point I want to stress is that at a time
when that section of the agricultural com-
munity was prosperous, other people wanta' to
share that prosperity; but now that the situ-
ation is reversed I do not see anyone offering to
take a cut in income to help out the now de-
pressed agricultural community.

Perhaps that is being unrealistic but at least
it is consistent. If one is to share in the benefits
one must be prepared to meet a reduction as
the situation changes.

Another factor leading to the problems
facing the rural community is the Situation on
the waterfront. The costs of exporting our
goods ultimately come off the returns that the
farming community receives. I wish to refer to
a few points in the National Farmer of 2
October where there is an article headed "The
cost of Australia's waterfront scandal." The
first point is as follows-

In a recent paper on the national econ-
omy, the Economic Planning Advisory
Council (EPAC) noted Australia's share of
world trade has slumped from 2.6pc to
I .2pc in the past three decades.
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Our share of trade in virtually every
market has dwindled. Our ranking among
the world's big traders has slipped from
8th to 23rd.

While much of this has to do with
national economic policies of successive
governments, part of the blame assuredly
lies with the portals through which our
produce reaches world markets-our ports
and shipping industry.

Here are some facts: Australian port
costs are from 70 to 100 per cent higher
than those of overseas terminals;

Those percentages will give members an indi-
cation of the difficulties being faced by an ex-
porter, but I am referring particularly to ex-
ports of agricultural products, where the
farmers are the people who are disadvantaged
and have to suffer. The article continues-

Australia has the world's second highest
rate of waterfront industrial disruption
and will this year lose about quarter of a
million manhours;

Once again, those man-hours are a cost to the
industry and have to be paid. They come from
the final returns received from primary pro-
ducers. The article continues-

Australia accounts for between one third
and one half the world's shipping strike
insurance claims;

In the I t months to August 30,
Australian ports lost loading time suf-
ficient to load 1.5 million extra tonnes of
grain, at a carryover cost of $30m;

Our port handling charges for a 20 foot
container are 326pc higher than those of
the US West Coast and 53pc higher than
those of the UK or NZ;

Members can see how the port costs seriously
disadvantage our exporters.

On the other side of the coin is the closed
conference system of setting freight rates, lead-
ing to major freight hikes. The farmer is being
squeezed from both sides. The additional costs
brought about by the unsatisfactory situation of
labour and the closed conference system keep
our freight rates at an artificially high level.

To continue-

Delays-industrial and operational-
account for two thirds of the time the
average ship is alongside an Australian
wharf-

Shipping companies need to keep their ships
moving to maintain their profitability. While
that situation is ideal, that cost is also passed
on in the long run to the primary producer. The
final point is as follows-

The wheat industry alone pays out
$1 250 per grower each year in additional
freight charges to cover the cost of delays
and stoppages in Australia;

Members should bear in mind that earlier on I
pointed out from the Bureau of Agricultural'
Economics statistics that the average farm in-
come was $500. The $1 250 referred to in the
article, if it could go into the producer's pocket,
would mean a massive increase in his
profitability.

It is quite clear from the points I have
enumerated that one of the biggest factors af-
fecting the profitability of the primary pro-
ducer is costs-costs which could be alleviated
in many instances if we had a much better
industrial relations system. This factor is
acknowledged by the farning community, as
indicated by the stand taken by the National
Farmers Federation. A fighting fund has been
commenced and the rural community-not
only farmers, but businessmen as well-are
contributing to the fund. The fund is being
used to support an abattoir owner at
Mudginberri to fight union action. The
Mudginberri dispute also highlights the lack of
action taken by the Federal Government in
upholding the law. There have been occasions
when the court has made decisions-and I am
referring to the Mudginberri dispute-which
have been ignored by the union, and the Feder-
al Government has not sought to uphold the
decisions of the court.

The Mudginberri dispute is not over yet. We
have seen litigation proceed under section 45D
of the Trade Practices Act so the abattoir
owner can recover some of the costs that he
had to meet because of the union action. Hope-
fully, he will be successful, but at the same
time, if we take notice of some of the articles
appearing in industrial magazines, there is a
suggestion that the Federal Government is sup-
porting the ACTU. The ACTU, in turn, is sup-
porting the AMIEU in trying to overcome the
original decision of the Industrial Commission
which permitted the employer, the owner of
Mudginberri, to negotiate directly with the
abattoir workers to bring about a much more
efficient way of handling the animals and
substantially reduce the costs without any loss
of wages to the workers. That is the important
thing. Whereas, the workers would receive a
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slightly higher wage, the cost to the owner is
only about one-third of that being experienced
at the Katherine abattoir where they were
operating under the old system.

One of the greatest problems confronting the
nation is the industrial problem which is
highlighted by the Mudginberri situation. If we
are to get anywhere as a nation, the Govern-
ment must govern. We cannot tolerate a situ-
ation where a union acts outside the law or
believes it is the law. Only the other day we saw
the ACTU place a ban on flights to South
Africa. Our foreign relations should be at the
decision of the elected representatives of the
people. They should not be interfered with by
other groups. I was going to say minority
groups but I realise the trade union movement
represents a large section of the community.
Their members are not the elected representa-
tives and as such they should maintain the role
of looking after working conditions without in-
terfering with the foreign policy of the nation.

Time does not permit me to deal in detail
with the South African situation. All I can say
is that I regard the attitude of Australia and
other countries to be rather inconsistent. I can-
not say that I am a supporter of apartheid, but
neither am I a supporter of what is going on in
Afghanistan. If it is wrong to kill blacks in
South Africa, it is equally wrong to kill the
people in Afghanistan.

Mr Clarko: Four million people have fled
from Afghanistan.

Mr STEPHENS: I realise that. We have
double standards and it is a reflection on our
nation that we have those double standards. If
the Federal Government feels so strongly about
South Africa and takes the action it is contem-
plating it should take the same action with re-
gard to Russia.

Mr Clarko: Hear, hear!

Mr STEPHENS: That would be consistent
and I could perhaps go along with it, but cer-
tainly I cannot support the inconsistent action
of today.

Mr Clarko: And hundreds of other countries
too.

Mr STEPHENS: That is right. Other
countries in Africa such as Uganda and Nigeria
do not have good government, and the con-
ditioning of the oppressed people of those
countries would not be much different from
that which we understand the blacks are suffer-
ing uinder South African rule.

Also, are we going to give way to the lawless-
ness that the ANC apparently is encouraging?
Black. South Africans are complaining about
people being imprisoned without trial, yet if we
take note of the accounts in the Press we see
that the same people who are complaining will
take a person out of the mob, without trial, if
they believe him to be an informer, whether he
is or is not; it is sufficient only for them to
believe him to be one. The person is not tried.
The blacks put a tyre over his head, douse it
with petrol, and burn him alive. Do we want to
support that type of alternative regime?

I have sidetracked a little, Mr Deputy
Speaker.

Mr Clarko: You made a very good point.

Mr STEPHENS: I am disgusted with the atti-
tude that our country is taking with regard to
the South African situation. As a last comment
on that point, I would like to wish Kim Hughes
and his fellow cricketers all the best in South
Africa. They certainly have my support. It is
obnoxious to refer to them as rebels. They are
carrying out freely their own wishes and desires
and, as we live in a free country, surely they
should have that right.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!

Mr STEPHENS: In the few minutes I have
remaining before the luncheon suspension I
want to move on to the question of further
agricultural research in this State generally, but
more particularly in regard to the area I rep-
resent.

For many years I have advocated the need
for research to maximise the potential of the
south coastal region and my requests have
fallen on deaf ears, even to the extent that the
previous Liberal Government closed down the
research station at Denmark. I recognise that
although two Liberal members in the upper
House represent the same area, they were not
active in trying to prevent the closure of the
Denmark research station. I give the present
Minister for Agriculture credit for the fact that
as soon as he became Minister, at my request,
he instituted a stay of action on the closure of
that research station, but unfortunately it was
subsequently closed down. I understand the
train had moved too far down the track for it to
be stopped! That being so, I was particularly
interested to note that the Interim Report to
the Great Southern Region Economic Study,
Volume 1, commissioned by the present
Government, mentioned research. These comn-
ments vindicate the stand I have taken over the
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years I have represented the electorate of
Stirling. Page 6 of the repont under the heading
"Agriculture and Forestry" at 1,.3.20 reads-

The most important factor constraining
agriculture in the Region is the gap be-
tween potential productivity and actual
productivity. The main reasons that-pro-
ductivity gains has not increased as much
as it could include:

(i) Insufficient locally based agricultural
research.

(ii) Lack of consistent application to
farming techniques of the research re-
sults which do exist.

(iii) Insufficient capacity to make known
the results of the research.

(iv) Insufficient management skills to re-
spond to new information and
increased financial pressures.

The first point-insufficient locally-based agri-
cultural research-is very important and it
highlights the mistake the previous Govern-
ment made in closing down the Denmark re-
search station. It was a double mistake because
in closing it down a similar facility was moved
to Busselton which has a similar climate to
Denmark, incurring of course additional un-
necessary costs. Had these costs been saved
they no doubt could have been directed into
further research.

in the past farmers have made many mis-
takes, but usually due to ignorance of the situ-
ation. There is an awareness in the fanning
community of the long-term effects of some of
the agricultural policies and the degeneration
which they cause in the soil. I am pleased to see
that the Soil Conservation Advisory Com-
mittee is coming into its own; more areas are
forming by the committees which can only re-
sult in an overall improvement in those farm-
ing areas. We still have a long way to go be-
cause once the land has degenerated it is a lot
more difficult to restore it than it would have
been to prevent the degeneration in the first
place. I repeat that I am not being critical of the
farming community because, in the main, ac-
tion was taken in ignorance.

The water supply is of great concern to the
Denmark community. I have raised this matter
with the Minister and have tried to seek an
improvement in the water supplies to that area.
I was particularly astounded that the depart-
ment chose not to go ahead with a system to

scour the water before it entered the darn. The
cost was a minimum of only $28 000, but it
chose not to take that course.

Mr Tonkin: It was felt it would not be effi-
cacious.

Mr STEPHENS: It is questionable whether
that would or would not be the case. I have
discussed this matter with some officers,
although I will not name them.

Mr Tonkin: I have discussed it with several
engineers.

Mr STEPHENS: I was told the Government
had decided not to do it at the moment but that
it might consider it in the future. Before the
Government considers it, I point out that the
water supply had been temporarily improved
by taking water from Scotsdale Creek, but of
course that water supply is not sufficient to
develop a water supply scheme. However, a
system exists at Madfish Bay, which is only 12
kilometres from the townsite, and I urge the
Government to look at Madfish Bay with a
view to development because in the long term
it could be the cheapest way out of the prob-
lem.

Mr Tonkin: Does it have plenty of water?
Mr STEPHENS: Yes, I have been told it has

plenty of water and it is only 12 kilometres
from the townsite. Taking a long-term view, it
would be cost efficient to look into this matter
of developing it because Denmark surely is
growing, particularly as people realise it has a
beautiful climate and is an ideal place in which
to retire. Definite growth is occurring in
Denmark and the demands on the water supply
will increase. It will be a long time before the
Denmark River improves to the point where it
could provide a satisfactory supply for the
town.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2. ISp.m.
MR CLA.RKO (Karrinyup) [2.15 p.m.]: The

Burke Government should be seen by the
people of Western Australia as being the most
dishonest Government in the modern history
of this State. I did not have the time to go back
further and check whether it is the most dis-
honest of all time in this State and Australia; it
possibly is. It has been a Government of
broken promises. For example, it promised
prior to the 1983 election that it would hold
down taxes and charges- We have witnessed
instead an increase in three years, possibly a
record, where the increase in State taxation col-
lections to date and projected for the first and
only term of this Government is 52 per cent. in
that period the actual and estimated inflation
rate is of the order of 20-plus per cent.
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This Government introduced for the first
time for many years a new form of taxation, the
financial institutions duty, and now as an
example of its continued hypocrisy and double
standards, it is trying to make a virtue of the
fact that it is lowering the tax it brought in.
This Government has been hypocritical in
many matters-the double standards, the
twisting of the truth, misleading of the public,
and trying to snow the public in matters such as
the John O'Connor case. John O'Connor, a
radical union leader, was placed above the law.
He had a history of disrupting the economy of
Western Australia and had been associated
with major industrial disputes and strikes
which affected people who were innocent and
had done nothing at all. Ordinary members of
the public suffered regularly at the hands of Mr
O'Connor and members of the Transport
Workers Union.

This Government chose to ignore the advice
and recommendations of virtually everyone of
the people who are involved in the process of
taking a person before the courts, from the
police who started the matter right up to the
level of Mr Kevin Parker, who it seemed to me
was in an equivocal position. The other people
in the legal process all strongly recommended
that legal action be taken against Mr O'Connor.
This Government chose not to do so. It chose
to put aside the only thing that should never be
put aside in the community-the law.

Then we moved to the question of the free
Fiji trip by the Premier and his driver, and
their children. People have been examining
that incident from the point of view of whether
his position as Premier of this State was
compromised by the fact that he was taking a
free holiday at the expense of a prominent
Perth businessman who was involved in busi-
ness contracts with this Government. That is
one way of looking at the issue. I do not wish to
look at it in that way. I want to look at the
hypocrisy of the Premier and the people in
Cabinet with him.

In about the middle of 1983, some six
months after this Government came to power,
it put out a statement in its typical breast-beat-
ing way, saying, "What good boys we are; what
a great Government;, how honest we are, more
honest than any other group of Cabinet Minis-
ters who have ever held office in this State. We
will put out this breast-beating statement say-
ing we will not compromise our position. We
will be above all that and all who preceded us.
We will be extremely honest; we will have a
code of conduct relating to the benefits which

Ministers can have. We will prevent, inhibit,
and stop any of those activities coming the way
of our Ministers."

The hypocrisy of all this was that the
Government brought in its policy and
publicised it to the people of Western Australia
so it could gravel rash to the community and
the electorate and say what good boys they
were. When the Government found out its
breast-beating did not work or lit the pro-
gramme, and the Premier said subsequently it
was a silly policy, the Government quietly,
surreptitiously, and in a closet manner changed
the policy, or so it expects the public to believe.
This is yet another example of the duplicity of
this Government and the hypocrisy of the
Government led by the Premier.

I want to refer now to the area I am
interested in, planning, and in particular to the
area near where I live and the hypocrisy relat-
ing to the high-rise issue on the Scarborough
beach front.

Yesterday The West Australian trumpeted on
page 1 the heading-which was larger than
World War III might attract-which read as
follows, "Council deceived us on
plans-Pearce". I would point out that the only
people who have been deceived in Western
Australia over the Scarborough high-rise devel-
opment are the public of Western Australia.
The Premier of Western Australia in his typical
hypocritical fashion said in April 1982 that the
Labor Party, if it won the next election, would
ensure that the Austmark tower would not get
off the drawing board, In the Weekend News of
1 7 April 1982 the Labor Party is described as
being against the construction of a 20-storey
building on the Scarborough beach front. The
article reads as follows-

The Labor Party has pledged itself
against the proposed 20-storey develop-
ment at Scarborough.

The Leader of the Opposition, Mr
Burke, told Scarborough residents on
Saturday that the residential tower would
not get off the drawing board if Labor was
to win power next year.

He told the meeting of about 200 resi-
dents held on the grass outside
Scarborough Surf Club that Stirling City
Council had made a probable mistake
which could not be allowed to stand.
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He also challenged the Minister for
Health, Mr Young, to support his
Scarborough constituents by voting with
the Opposition on any motion to oppose
the development.

The Labor Party at that stage opposed the con-
struction of the development and they let off a
balloon to the height that the proposed devel-
opment was expected to reach. This is what this
lion, who is now our Premier, said in 1982. He
said one thing, but what did he do when he
took his place on the Treasury benches? If one
looks at other articles printed about that time
one discovers that he changed his views con-
siderably. Under the heading, "Halt beach-
front high rise: Burke", the Daily News of 22
April 1982 reads as follows-

The State Government should step in
and halt planned high rise development on
the Scarborough beach-front, says the
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Brian Burke.

The ankile continues-

Mr Burke said the Labor Party would
not permit the two 20-storey projects to go
ahead.

These were the statements made by the now
Premier, as Leader of the Opposition in April
1982. 1 have never heard these statements de-
nied and I challenge the Premier to deny them
if he wishes.

Prior to the last election, the Premier
exhibited his hypocrisy. He will do anything to
achieve a particular course of action at a par-
ticular time-he will say anything and then he
will do what he likes. That matter, of course,
caused a great deal of consternation in
Scarborough following the last election be-
cause, ultimately, the Burke Labor Govern-
ment gave its imprimatur to high rise develop-
ment. I quote from another article in the Daily
News on 24 May 1984, under the heading
"Burke attacked over Scarborough", which
reads as follows-

The Premier, Mr Burke, is in hot water
with members of his own party who are
angry about the approval of a huge
Scarborough beachfront development.

Last night a Labor Party meeting, in-
cluding three State MPs and one Federal
MP, called for immediate action by the
State party which could over-rule the
Government.

The article continues-
They say Mr Burke has done an about-

face after calling on the previous Liberal
Government in 1982 to halt high-rise plans
in the area.

Another article which relates to that particular
position appeared in the Daily News on I June
1984. Under the heading "Why Bond got
OK-Burke" the following appears-

The State Government has supported
two controversial developments because it
wants to create jobs, the Premier, Mr
Burke, said last night.

He was referring to the $100 million
Scarborough beachfront, three-tower de-
velopment by an Alan Bond company and
the planned $150 million casino at
Burswood Island.

The Premier said a "very deliberate pol-
icy" had been adopted to allow construc-
tion projects which can start this year.

The Government had decided the 17, 13
and 11I storey development on the
Scarborough beachfront by Austmark
should proceed.

Mr MacKinnon: What did the Minister for
Planning say about that the other night?

Mr CLARKO: We had a different Minister
for Planning at that time. The artidle con-
tinues-

_It was still our view that the jobs and
the boost to the economy that this $100
million project would provide was worth
pursuing."

The Premier said that on Radio 6PR in his
usual left-wing talk-back programme.

Here is the situation on the Scarborough
beach front development: Before the election
Mr Burke said one thing to 200 Scarborough
residents; he said, "We will not let it get off the
ground." Then, two years later he agreed to do
precisely that because he considered it would
be good for the economy and for jobs within
Western Australia. However, on 29 May 1984
the Premier is at a meeting of the State Execu-
tive of the ALP when a motion to stop the
Observation City project is rejected. He
seconded a motion moved by Graham 'Young
to prevent further high-rise development on the
Scarborough beach front. Our mighty gladiator
and white knight has now changed his tune to
the extent that he steps in and seconds the
motion. He is going back over old ground be-
cause before the election he was opposed to the
high-rise development, but once he got into
Government he was suddenly in favour of it.

2972



[Thursday, 24 October 19851 97

As soon as that proposal was on the drawing
board, he immediately seconded the motion I
have mentioned.

Mr Davies: Are you in favor of high-rise in
Scarborough?

Mr CLARKO: I am glad the Minister has
asked me that question. Some journalist
reported that the Premier had turned the tables
on me by asking where I stood on this particu-
lar matter, and I replied to him, "That is a
separate question." It is a separate question. I
invite members to read Hansard of this Parlia-
ment and they will see that I have made my
position perfectly clear on this matter, as I do
on every issue in any debate. I do not say one
thing, then take another step the next day and
say the opposite and on the day after that come
back to a position partially like the first. I
suggest that members read Mansard and they
will see precisely where I stand on this issue; if
members read the local newspapers they will
find precisely where I stand.

Having been a member of the City of Stirling
and a member of the planning committee for
six years, and one of three people from the City
of Stirling Council who are in this Chamber, I
am the only person who has always voted
against high-rise development on the
Scarborough beach front. That should be clear
enough for members. I wonder why the
journalist who recently, of his own choice,
chose to include my interjection in his article,
as if to suggest that I was afraid to state my
position. I have stated my position in the me-
dia for at least the last 10 to 15 years, and
anybody who cares to read a newspaper will
discover what I think about high-rise develop-
ments. That journalist is obviously gullible and
has not done his homework.

I have tried to make my position quite clear.
Without question, my position is known to
everyone who cares to read the newspaper. It is
a great pity that the Minister for the Environ-
ment and his colleagues have not also made
their positions clear. I ask the Minister for the
Environment where he stands in regard to the
Sorrento marina.

Mr Davies: I support the decision.

Mr CLARKO: Why is the Minister running
for cover on that subject? The main reason that
a marina will not be built at Sorrento is en-
vironmental. The Minister has hidden under
the table and has pulled the tablecloth over him
until the butter and the sugar have fallen off!
He does not care and he is hiding from a de-

cision regarding the marina which should have
been made by him. He and his colleagues have
distorted this matter. Time will tell.

I hope that I have not been too equivocal in
explaining my position in regard to the
Scarborough high-rise buildings. Without
further humbug I advise the House that the
Labor Party has a real problem. The
Scarborough Ratepayers Association-a sec-
ond name for the local branch of the Labor
Party-has been unsuccessful in recent years in
having its members elected to the council of the
City of Stirling. Robyn Murphy stood, on be-
half of the association, and her platform was
opposition to the high-rise at Scarborough.
Those people are most upset with the stance
taken by the Labor Government on the ques-
tion.

Mr Brian Burke: May I ask a question?
Mr CLARKO: The Premier asked a question

last night-I hope he gets as much publicity as
he received yesterday.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not control the pub-
licity.

Mr CLARKO: The Premier spends half his
time in the Press room.

Mr Brian Burke: The position of local people
like Robyn Murphy regarding the Govern-
ment's policy measured against your position
and your candidate is that your candidate sup-
ports high-rise and so does your leader.

Mr CLARKO: That is excellent. The Premier
is saying that the Government's position has
been published in The West Australian news-
paper. In my opinion, it has been published in
a most biased and prejudiced way. The
Government has been successful in promoting
its candidate for Scarborough at our expense.
The Premier will find out that it makes no
difference that the view of Clarko is different
from the view of Grierson.

My party is different. It is not like the Labor
Party which says what its people will do. That
is socialism and that is what the Labor Party is
all about.

Perhaps the Premier will be prepared to
answer a question. Is it true that before the
election he said that his party would oppose
high-rise buildings on the Scarborough beach
front? Subsequently, his party supported it, but
recently it came out and said that it will sup-
port nothing above three storeys.

Mr Brian Burke: This is the truth of the situ-
ation.

Mr MacKinnon: That is the truth!
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Mr Brian Burke: Do you want the question
answered or not?

Mr MacKinnon: See if you can.
Mr Brian Burke: Prior to the election-
Mr CLARKO: The Premier said that his

party was against it.
Mr Brian Burke: -the Labor Party-me and

the Labor Party, which means all of us-
Mr CLARKO: The Premier is wriggling.
Mr Brian Burke: I am not wriggling. We put

the position-
Mr CLARKO: That the Labor Party was

against it.
Mr Brian Burke: -that after the election the

City of Stirling had taken certain action which
meant that we could not stop the development
unless we were prepared to resort to unethical
things like refusing it on the basis of health or
other regulations.

Mr CLARKO: That is nonsense. The
Government could have stopped it. I will refer
to a Press report to show what happened. How
can the Minister for Planning claim credit for
the Labor Party and himself by saying that no
more buildings above three storeys will be built
on the Scarborough beach front?

Mr Brian Burke: I can answer that question.
Things have changed. Firstly, we have a new
town planning scheme and, secondly, the latest
developers made a mistake. They did not amal-
gamate the titles.

Mr CLARKO: That is not the point I am
making. The Premier is resorting to his usual
double standards and hypocrisy. A minute ago
he admitted that in 1982 he opposed high-rise
buildings on the Scarborough beach front, but
in 1984 he agreed to them. Does the Premier
deny that he agreed to them in 1984? He is now
running away from the Chamber.

Mr Brian Burke: I am going to a Press confer-
ence.

Mr CLARKO: I am not surprised that that is
the case. It is a wonder that the Premier came
out of one. He is involved in one long Press
conference! He is a master at duplicity and
hypocrisy. Hie stands up in this House every
evening at 5.15 p.m. like a medieval cardinal,
and gives some sort of peculiar sermon. This
man is a hypocrite and a great pretender.

I have explained the three positions which
had been taken up in regard to high-rise build-
ings. The Premier admitted that in 1982 he
said, "We will prevent it." It is on the public
record whether he likes it or not. It was ap-

proved in 1984 and on 21 May 1984 under the
heading, "Govt promises to restrict high-rise"
the following article appeared in The West
Australian newspaper-

THE State Government has moved to take
some of the heat out of the Scarborough
Beach high-rise debate.

In a statement released in the weekend,
the Government gave an assurance that
the beachifront would not be obscured by
high-rise developments along the coast.

The Government gave an assurance that the
beach front would not be obscured by high-rise
developments along the coast. That was plain
for everyone 10 read and the Government's ap-
proval of the Observation City $100 million
proj ect followed.

In the same newspaper article to which I
have referred, it states, in regard to the ques-
tion whether it was the MRPA or the Govern-
ment which made the decision-

This is despite earlier statements from
Mr Dowding, and the Premier, Mr Burke,
that the Government could not intervene
in the MRPA decision.

It is another example of the hypocrisy of this
Premier. When it suits him to he runs for cover
behind the MRPA. Everyone in this House,
including the young people in the gallery,
would have heard how the Premier began to
answer my question-he is great at asking me
questions. However, when he answered my
question about whether it would be such and
such, he used the word "we". I do not know if
it is the use of the Royal plural or whether he
thinks that he is King Brian O'Burke from
Northern Ireland. Did he not wriggle and then
later on have to admit the truth? He had to
admit that he did come out and say in front of
his supporters that he opposed it. It was the
coward's way out, but when he is locked up in
his fancy Cabinet moom he takes the opposite
position.

I could produce a whole series of statements
including those from the monthly propaganda
we receive from the Government. I do not
know about you, Mr Speaker, but I receive
about three copies of this newsletter each
month. It is a typical case Of OUr wise and
shrewd Treasury.

We have a situation where on one occasion
the Government said it was not its decision but
the MRPA's decision, and yet on another oc-
casion it claims credit for the decision made. It
can only have it one way; it certainly cannot
have it both ways.
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There is a magnificent cartoon in today's
Daily News which shows the present Minister
for Planning putting his thumb down to the
Spindrifter development. One thing that is ac-
curate is his bionic lip which is shown in all its
majesty.

I refer again to the article which was printed
in 1984 and which was available for everyone
to read. I hope that members of the Cabinet
read it. It states-

The authority has recently approved the
$100 million Observation City Proposal,
which includes three tower blocks of HI, 13
and 17 storeys. Other high-rise develop-
ments planned for Scarborough include an
$8 million I 3-storey Spindrifter extension
and a $15 million 2 0-storey block for
Murdoch Pty Ltd --

Again, in The West Australian on Saturday, 24
March 1984, in a major article headed "Six
High-rise Projects on the Stocks", there is an
artist's impression of the skyline of the
Scarborough beach front, including Spindrifter.
Despite that, we see in The West Auzstralian of
Wednesday, 23 October 1985, the headline
"Council deceives us on plan-Pearce".' I have
never seen such hypocrisy in my life. Another
headline read, "Council Says Pearce Inept".

This Minister has insulted the leadens of the
institutions in which his portfolios are involved
more than any other half-dozen of the Minis-
ters in this Government. It was his standard
practice to insult the people of the University
of Western Australia this week; next week the
people at Murdoch University; then the people
at the Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology; and so on. The point is that here is a
man insulting all these people, and his latest
ploy this week is to insult the Mayor of the City
of Stirling and to have the gall to claim that the
City of Stirling is now partisan political. I do
not like to say it is political because many
members talk about there being no politics in
local government. Politics and local govern-
ment are the same thing, as members would
know, and that is why I said "partisan politi-
cal".

Now the Minister has attacked the fact that
people in the City of Stirling are not of his
political party, and makes out that that is
something evil. it is either evil or it is not; one
cannot say the people at the City of Stirling are
being nasty because they do not support one's
political views, but that they are all right when
they do. That is not acceptable.

It was a gross inaccuracy for the Minister to
say that the City of Stirling deceived him by
not telling him about the previous Spindrifter
approval. Every Minister in the Government,
whether involved in planning or anything else,
should read The West Australian regularly. I
suspect that all of them do read it virtually
every day of their lives. They should be able to
get through to page 2 of the newspaper, where
this matter was there for everyone to see, and it
has been in the newspaper on many occasions.
The full story has been revealed, not only of the
Berringa Beach project but of all the others as
well. One of them-the Murdoch one-has
faded away.

It is absolutely dishonest of this Minister to
say that he met with a representative of the
City of Stirling and that that man did not tell
him of all the projects approved by the City of
Stirling, or all the projects involving the
Scarborough beach front. lHe is not required
to-the project did not need the approval of
anybody above the City of Stirling. The de-
cision was made, and everybody in Western
Australia who reads the newspaper knows what
happened. Those who have poor memories are
reminded of it each time the project hits the
headlines again. It is a major public issue in
metropolitan Perth-the question of high-rise
at Scarborough beach front-and it is quite
dishonest for the Minister to say he did not
know about it. It is either dishonest or,
alternatively, inept for him as the Minister for
Planning to try to claim a great deal of credit
for the fact that he is not going to allow any
more buildings above three storeys in that area.

If the Minister did not find out about it then,
I challenge him to ask all of the key people in
planning in his office, whether they were aware
of the Spindrifter project. I put it to the House
that every planner in the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority and key pants of the plan-
ning world of Western Australia knew about
those projects. There is no way they could have
avoided it. The Tourism Commission certainly
knew about it and wanted to take an interest in
it. I cannot imagine anyone on weaker ground
than the Minister for Planning when he says
the Mayor of the City of Stirling deceived him
because he did not tell him about when he first
shaved and so on. That is all it is-a great piece
of planning bluff or, if members like, gross
hypocrisy. Fancy the Minister saying, "This
man deceived me because he did not tell me
about something that he should not have told
me about." That is what it amounts to. In ad-
dition, the Minister is surrounded by experts in
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planning. Either he is saying they are incom-
petent, or he is incompetent. I put it to the
House that he is incompetent and a hypocrite.
He is Rip Van Winkle if he was not aware of
what had been happening in regard to those
buildings.

If it were-in some peculiar way which I
cannot believe nor accept-that the only way
the Minister could find out the information
that the Spindrifter project had been approved
was not in the newspapers, nor from his plan-
ning advisers, but from the Mayor of the City
of Stirling, who did not say it to him and did
not have to say it to him, how can the Minister
say he was deceived? Heavens above! If that is
the state of our planning, the whole world will
crumble.

If one looks at the questions I asked yester-
day-and I asked them deliberately-con-
cerning the Spindrifter project, one sees
that I asked the Minister when he first
heard about the project, if he discussed it
with his key people in the planning world, did
they inform him of Spindrifter or did they not,
and was the decision to apply the three-Storey
limit made while he was ignorant of the current
position of high-rise approvals in the area.

This Minister has bungled yet again. We
know this man cannot plan things because we
know, when we look at the marina at Sorrento,
that there was a meeting arranged for him. to
chair, but the Premier had to chair the meeting
because the Minister did not turn up. He
turned up later and said he did not know where
he was going. We know he does not know
where he is going in the main, but he was not
able to find the Padbury Hall; and that is typi-cal of his whole approach. I do not like to
mention that on one occasion he slept in and
did not go to another meeting, because he
might be offended. Just imagine, the Minister
has deceived us by not telling us other things
like that.

I am amazed by the announcement by the
-Minister that he will take every possible step to
try to stop a project over the situation where,
when one gets a building licence, one must
build within a year of the licence being issued.
The Minister made Some statements here
within the last 24 hours in which he said that
just clearing the block or something like that is
not sufficient to cover that requirement. He
needs to be very careful in this. He might think
he has a victory by stopping this project in
some way because he claims the requirements
of the licence have not been met, but he em-

barks on an explosive course and potential
minefield if he applies this generally while he is
the Minister.

I do not want to say too much about the
Chinese restaurant because a great deal has
been said about it over time; but every person
in Western Australia who has any knowledge of
the subject and who has read the newspaper
knows that this, again, was an absolutely dread-
ful thing. It was dreadful that this Labor
Government should try to impose on the coun-
cil of the City of Stirling a decision designed to
advantage the Labor Party financially. I have
not yet found a single person, other than the
members of the Government, who has ever
tried to defend that decision by the Labor Party
to try to publicly blackmail the City of Stirling
into agreeing to its desire to have yet another
source of income. Members opposite cheated
and tricked Hon. Ray O'Connor and the mem-
ber for Gascoyne in terms of the letters written
about the use of that piece of land. They
acquired the land from the previous Liberal
Government, and said they would use it for a
Labor Party office; and Ray O'Connor-being
the softy that he is-agreed to it. When he told
me it had been agreed to I said, "You are a
mug, Ray, for doing that. I would certainly not
let them have land to build an office in that
way because it will backfire on you." I did not
realise when I said it just how much they tried
to have it backfire.

The Labor Party came in with sugar and
spice and said to the Liberal Government of
the day and, to our Premier, "We just want this
land from the State Housing Commission."~
Ray O'Connor said, "Deal with the member
for Gascoyne. If it meets the criterion you have
outlined I think that will be all right and the
land can be transferred." The Labor Party at
that time thought it could tell a few little white
lies, distort the position, and get this land away
from the Liberal Government. It thought there
would be no trouble with the City of Stirling
because the City of Stirling was in Labor's
pocket, and it could construct whatever it liked
the Taj Mahal, a spa bath, or anything. The
Labor Party did not know it would become the
Government and that certain of its party's
friends would lose their seats on the Stirling
City Council. Some of those people had been
unfortunate enough to have the Premier per-
sonally authorise their candidature.

An Opposition member: They are the ones
who lost first.
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Mr CL-ARKO: They did not do too well. I
know some people who could win that ward by
thousands of votes because of their good record
of service. Here were these other people with
the personal imprimatur of the Premier of
Western Australia, who could not get into the
council. I wonder if people will think twice
before they do that again.

Mr MacKinnon: There was a bloke endorsed
in Fremantle who lost.

Mr CLARKO: Was there?
Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: Please would members talk

about partisan politics, because everyone in
local government is involved in politics!

Mr Bryce: The member for Kalamunda said,
"Our fellow". He was talking about "our fel-
low" meaning our partisan friend.

Mr CLARKO: An article appeared in The
West Australian of 17 August 1985 under a
heading "Labor assent ends restaurant row."
The article reads-

THE long-running battle between the
Stirling City Council and the Minister for
Planning, Mr Pearce, over a controversial
ALP Chinese restaurant is over.

The row ended on Thursday when Mr
Pearce agreed to lift a legal order he had
placed on the council requesting that the
restaurant be allowed in Nollamara.

The restaurant affair is one thing, but the
Government, under the leadership of the
Premier, prevented district planning scheme
No. 2 from being introduced to the City of
Stirling. That action cost many people in that
community huge sums of money because the
zoning of land was held up for many months.
People lost money because of delaying the
zoning decision.

These people were held to ransom. This is
disgraceful. If the scheme was held up over
some planning issue on which the Government
had a particular view, that would have been
one thing. The Premier wrote the letter to Ray
O'Connor requesting the land. The Premier
told us all that would be involved would be a
lunch room for people visiting the Labor Party
building. Instead it was to become a Chinese
restaurant. I understand the Chinese man who
actually applied to operate this restaurant has
lost a fortune as part of the backwash of this
arrangement.

The really disgraceful thing about it is the
way this Government could use its own narrow
objectives of political profit from a restaurant

improperly sited, and in complete contra-
vention of the arrangement under which it
obtained the land. The Government was pre-
pared to hold up this planning scheme for
170 000 citizens of Western Australia, and they
carried on with all sorts of stunts to bold it up.

I would like to say something briefly about
the Sorrento marina. Here is a situation where
before the election the Premier made many
comments about the Whitford nodes. When he
was Leader of the Opposition the Premier said,
"We will purchase the nodes. We will see that
this land is retained for the public for rec-
reational purpose:s." The words he used were
roughly these. "We want to purchase this
beautiful natural beach." A publication in
Perth shows that this beach at Sorrento is one
of the safest beaches in metropolitan Perth.

I was involved in 1980 and for some years
earlier in the steps which led to the develop-
ment of the boat launching ramp at Ocean
Reef. I went to this site in the company of Mick
Nanovich, the member for Whitford at the
time. We went with senior people from the
Marine and Harbours Department and others.
We stopped at various places, and we were told
that this site was an unsuitable place to locate a
marina.

The Government took away this beach, and
so did the member for Whitford. The member
for Whitford has caused herself irreparable
harm and lost her chances because of her weak-
gutted approach. She said if the EPA approval
was forthcoming, it was okay by her.

My objection is that the marina will destroy
this beautiful, natural beach, as I have said
right from the beginning. Other people like the
member for Whitford have said that if the EPA
approves the proposal it is okay by them.

The EPA document gives no clear decision in
regard to the location. Not enough attention
has been given to the problem of sand move-
ment within and adjacent to the marina, ac-
cording to the ERMP investigation. The Minis-
ter for Planning said, in answer to my question
about what it would cost in regard to sand
transportation, that it would be $35 000 per
annum. Early the next morning I listened to the
ABC radio station and I actually heard the
Minister say that that estimate could rise as
high as $90 000, but anything above $35 000
would be paid for by the State Government. I
do not think these people have any idea of the
real cost.

(94)
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That marina should have been placed at
Ocean Reef. What the northern suburbs really
need is boat launching facilities for boats which
are trailed to the beach front and placed in the
water by ramps. The Sorrento marina was orig-
inally created to provide two boat launching
ramps. That has now been increased to four. It
was prepared to create limited parking facili-
ties. The fees were to be high to discourage
people who trailed their boats to the ramp
intending to launch them at the Sorrento ma-
nina.

We do need a boat launching facility in the
northern corridor. The spokesman for the boat-
ing industry authority has said that 92 per cent
of boats in metropolitan Perth are trailered.
But the Government is creating this monster
for 1 000 big boats when what it should be
doing is using the $13 million-which appar-
ently is the figure, three-quarters or more of
which will be coming from the Government in
the long term although initially all of it will
be-to build a boat launching facility at Ocean
Reef. The facility should be able to handle per-
haps 500 or 300 big boats rather than the
1 000, and we would then be able to maintain
this priceless beach.

The promise the Premier made that he would
leave this natural beach untouched has been
another act of hypocrisy on the part of the
Premier and the people behind him. Once
again it is a matter of the Government saying
one thing and doing another. The Government
cons the public into believing it will do one
thing and then quietly tries to bluff its way out
of it, using some sort of Irish blarney to induce
the public into some sort of soporific state to
accept the Government's rank hypocrisy.

MR BATEMAN (Canning) [3.01 p.m.]: It is
about time we broke up this debate a little
because I guess this is the last time I will have
an opportunity to say a few words in this place.
When I rose to my feet in this place some 18
years ago to make my maiden speech, perhaps
the only emotion I felt at the time was nervous-
ness, and I guess it is a little like that this
afternoon. In the time I have been a member of
Parliament I do not suppose I have ever got
over feeling a little bit of nervousness every
time I rose to speak in here. I imagine that is
the same with most members.

In the past the member for Karrinyup has
perhaps quite rightly yelled out and said that I
should not interject but should get up and
make a speech. After all those interjections I

am paying my debt. He can rest assured that he
will not have much of an opportunity ever
again to make those comments.

Mr Clarko: It disappoints me that that is the
case.

Mr BATEMAN: Nevertheless this is the way
it must be because the time comes when we
must all hang up our boots.

Today I rise to make probably miy final
speech and I do so with a lot of mixed feelings.
I do feel a little sadness. I do not know why I
should feel that way because to get out of this
place at this time seems to me to be a rather
wonderful thing. But I do feel some sadness.

Mr Thompson: No anger?
Mr BATEMAN: None at all. There is some

sadness in leaving some very good friends
made over 18 years.

Of course, during my time I have experi-
enced some feelings of happiness, especially
when at 3.00 a.m. the Leader of the House has
moved for the House to adjourn! I thoroughly
enjoyed those moments.

A member of Parliament can experience
other feelings of happiness in his lifetime while
working in his electorate when he is able to
help people in less fortunate circumstances
than he. We all do our best to assist those
people. In many other professions, people
would not be able to offer the help we are able
to offer. A member of Parliament can open
many doors which a member of another pro-
fession cannot open. That aspect of my work as
a member of Parliament has given me a great
deal of happiness.

Perhaps my main emotion is pride in having
been the member for Canning for almost 18
years. I thank the people of Canning for their
support and for their faith in me to adequately
represent their interests in the Parliament.

Mr Jamieson: You have held the seat of Can-
ning for longer than any other member for Can-
ning.

Mr BATEMAN: I am proud to have been
able to break the hoodoo that was attached to
this seat and to secure it safely for the Labor
Party. Previously the seat changed between the
parties, but since I first held it, it has become a
safe Labor seat. I like to think that this has
been the result of the many years of hard work
I have put into the electorate. I might add that
the member for Welsh pool was also a member
for Canning at one time. Boundary changes
have a lot to do with whether the seats we hold
are safe or not. I was very fortunate indeed
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after a few years to have lost areas of Melville,
Willeton, Baternan, and Bull Creek-thanks to
redistributions.

Mr Jlamieson: Real tiger country.
Mr BATEMAN: Yes, for any Labor member.

The member for Murdoch is happy to represent
those areas. Those areas helped to make my
first few years in Parliament quite rough and I
was very pleased to lose them. I experienced
five redistributions in the six elections in which
I represented the seat of Canning. It can be
quite hectic after a while making new friends
and supporters.

r have been asked many times how I came to
get into politics, and that question is fair
enough. After the war I worked underground in
the mines at Kalgoorlie and so joined the
Australian Workers Union, where I first got
mixed up in politics. I had already been
interested in wanting to help the underdog and,
furthermore, I felt that the Labor Party's phil-
osophy was the one which was most beneficial
for most people. Be that as it may, I then
helped Don May in his election campaign when
he stood for the ALP in a by-election against
Mr Arthur Mills and Mr Richardson. I worked
hard to ensure Don's success and our cooper-
ation was panly achieved because he and I
served overseas in the same unit during the
war. Our friendship then turned into a political
friendship as well. I later became the president
of the Riverton branch of the ALP and then
gained endorsement for the seat of Canning.
Obviously I won the election-and took the
seat from Ross Elliott-and I have held it ever
since.

I suppose at different times I have had many
opportunities to do better as a member of Par-
liament. Looking back I suppose I could have
taken a different course in here, but I followed
the path I did because the seat of Canning was
such a difficult one to hold, especially in the
early days. I had to devote every day of the
week and a great deal of the weekends to my
duties as a member of Parliament. I had one
lad at university, one at college, and another at
high school, and I found life pretty difficult
during the first six years what with looking
after a family and working hard in the elector-
ate. I chose to work hard as an electorate mem-
ber rather than to push into the field of trying
for the Ministry. I was very fortunate in serving
2V2 years as Chairman of Committees, 21/ years
as Deputy Speaker, and six years as Whip.
They were very satisfying years and I thank the
party, and the Parliament, for allowing me to
represent the Parliament in those positions.

Mr Blaikie: You were a very fair and under-
standing Chairman of Committees.

Mr BATEMAN: The member's comment is a
bit late now; perhaps he should have told me
that at the time.

Mr Blaikie: Some Of Your colleagues might
take a leaf from your book.

Mr BATEMAN: But that was yesterday.
During my 18 years as the member for Can-

ning I have made a great many friends whom I
cherish greatly, Had I not been elected to Par-
liament I may not have met- them. I am think-
ing now of you, Mr Speaker, my dear old friend
Tom Jones, Ken Mclver, Terry Burke, and Ron
Bertram. We all were elected to Parliament in
the same year and we formed a friendship and
a bond which has kept us close.

Mr Terry Burke: The class of '68!
Mr BATEMAN: It was a very good year, and

I have enjoyed the friendship of those members
over the years, and indeed the friendship of all
members. It has been a good 18 years for me.

I would like to thank the branches which
have worked so hard for me in my electorate
over the years. Without them none of us would
be here, no matter which party we belong to.
Branch members stand out in the hot sun
handing out papers-God knows why! They
knock on doors and get bitten by dogs. I think
of two of my friends who have been bitten
during those stupid door-knocking campaigns
we all have to undertake before an election.

Mr Thompson: They were Liberal dogs!
Mr BATEMAN: One of our fellows had eight

stitches in his leg and was quite sick for a while.
It staggers me that they do all that voluntarily.
They wear out the soles of their shoes and still
come back election after election. They are
dedicated people, and I pay a great tribute to
them.

My family are dedicated in the same way.
They help not only at election time, but have
done so for the whole 18 years I have been in
Parliament. They have always played their part
as I suppose wives or husbands should do.
They have to do a hell of a lot-looking after
children, and so on-and they play as great a
part as we do sitting in this place. When one
thinks of the hours we sit here and carry out
other duties in our electorates, one realises that
one's wife, husband, or partner, plays a very
important part in looking after one's family
and constituents when they telephone a mem-
ber's home. Our families put up with some stu-
pid calls late at night, some of them very fright-

2979



2980 [ASSEMBLY]

ening. My wife has had three such calls over the
years and they are not nice, but they are things
they have to put up with.

As this is the last opportunity I will have to
speak I would like to thank the staff of Parlia-
menit House. I do not suppose any member in
this Parliament would know which way any
staff member votes-and neither should
he-because staff members are apolitical. They
treat us all the same in carrying out their duties
as staff members. That is great, and they have
always played an important part for all mem-
bers. There is nothing a member requires which
he does not get in five minutes flat. A great
compliment must be paid to all staff members.

I would like to thank you, Mr Speaker, for
the pleasure of your company over those years,
and we met before we came to this Parliament.
It has been a friendly 18 years. I congratulate
you on the way you have run this Parliament;
you have been very fair. I say with respect that
the member for Kalamunda was a very fair
Speaker, but he was not as fair as you. He was
very much tougher at question time, and ques-
tions were stopped on many occasions because
there were too many interjections. I pay that
compliment to you because it is deserved for
the way in which you have carried out your
duties.

t wish all members the very best, especially
those new members who have been here for
only one term. I say to them in particular that it
is very frustrating, as many of us know, to serve
for only one term. We have seen members go
out after one term and we know it is frustrating
and costly to be here three years and then get
beaten. It is a pretty sad state of affairs and
very deflating; it is a pretty rough cup of tea. I
wish all members who have been here one term
the best of luck at the next election. There is
only one way to win elections, and that is to
work damn hard. That is all I have to say this
afternoon. I wish everybody well; thank you
very much.

[Applause.]

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [3.16 p.m.]: That
was a nice, tranquil way to lead up to a Budget
speech. I want to reciprocate a few of the
remarks of the member for Canning. We have
shared common boundaries and football,
cricket, tennis matches, and social engage-
ments. His departure is a loss because while we
no longer have the same boundary, our associ-
ation goes back many years in many ways. I
appreciate his remarks. He has been a good
opponent if one can speak of political opposites

in that way. I-e has been respected in our area,
and his leaving is the passing of an era. I hope
people of his type will come back into the Par-
liament in the years ahead. Although he has
still a little way to go I offer him my best
wishes. I hope that he has a long and happy
retirement and that he keeps up some of his old
associations.

The details of the Budget will be dealt with
when we get to the items, but I would like to
raise a number of aspects and prove a few
points about matters which are not quite as
credible as they should be. The credibility of
the Premier and the Government is in question
at the moment. I refer to the Treasurer's
remarks in the Budget Speech in which he re-
ferred with pride to the Budget and said-

... total outlays are planned to also in-
crease by 8.9 per cent to $3 094.5 million,
a rise of less than one per cent in real
terms.

The Treasurer got off on the wrong foot for a
start because when one looks at the figures one
sees they do not add up. That has been
explained to the House. Once again it seems
the books are deliberately cooked, and that is
not good coming from a Treasurer of the State.

Another point the Treasurer should have re-
gard for at present is the fact that Australia's
overseas debt has increased to $70 billion, azid
is increasing at a terrific rate with a $10 billion
interest bill atone on the debt each year. It
shows we have a real economic problem. The
fact that the Treasurer is proud of the increase
in the size of his Budget shows he is on the
wrong track. When one looks at the signs one
can read into the Budget one recalls that the
Treasurer has been saying recently that the
Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust has been
examined and has a surplus of funds, and does
not need an increase in contributions.

I question that and refer members back to
the time of the Tonkin Government when con-
tributions were raised. We spent the next nine
years after coming to office getting the MVIT
back into shape. Now the Treasurer declares
that an actuary has looked at the funds and
found they have been wrongly assessed and
there is a surplus. I have some evidence that
that is not so. It is another way of putting off
one's responsibilities and leaving them to the
next chap, and doing everything towards
financing an election. It is not good for the
long-term planning and financing of this State.
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More evidence of how artificial this Govern-
ment is in its management of finances can be
found if one looks at the Auditor General's
report. On page 37 one finds the Government
has stashed away something like $25 million.
The Auditor General's remarks indicate the
money was well and truly unspent. In addition
there is another couple of million dollars relat-
ing to police recording fees.

Unspent money which has been set aside for
investment in the short-term money market
amounts to approximately $23 million plus a
further $2.5 million that went into a slush fund
from last year. That is only the tip of the ice-
berg.

To show that all is not rosy in the garden,
this Government has one objective and that is
winning an election. It is ignoring the economy
of the State and the long-term well-being of the
people of the State.

The Premier's trip to Fill has been debated
fully in the last few days. The Premier was
found wanting in that debate. He was not even
present at the final discussions when he had the
opportunity to come clean on so many of the
outstanding matters. Of course, that is typical
of his performance in not answering questions.
The Opposition depends on something drop-
ping off a truck or somebody stepping out of
line and leaking something to it so it can point
out the deficiencies of this Government's per-
formance.

Mr MacKinnon: They are not prepared to
stand up and be counted.

Mr RUSHTON: That is so and it has oc-
curred right through the term of this Govern-
ment.

Many episodes other than the Fiji episode
stand out in my mind as being far more devas-
tating. I know of two matters which will indi-
cate to the public of Western Australia the
double standards of this Government. The first
is the development of the Burswood Island ca-
sino. That casino has been the most destructive
issue in this State. The tendering for the devel-
opment of the casino did not even go through
the normal processes. The Government took a
piece of land illegally. It did not consider what
the environmental impact of that casino would
be. Volunteers have spent $250 000 in time
and material developing Burswood Island to a
stage which has now been lost to the people of
Perth. I am sad about that.

Environmentally, I have now become aware
that people have been writing to the Premier
and the Minister for the Environment since the

time the casino on Burswood Island was first
mooted and have not been receiving any re-
sponses. I think that people will judge this
Government as totally irresponsible in the fu-
ture. The people of Northbridge are very much
up in arms about the development of Burswood
Island. The other day they were informed that
the restaurants at the casino were to be ex-
tended, and that must make people's blood run
cold. Those people invested vast sums of
money in that area. If there bad to be a casino,
it should have been developed adjacent to
Northbridge.

I am not in favour of the casino. I would
rather that it had not been developed. I would
rather that this State be different from other
States with legal gambling so that we could at-
tract people who are not interested in going to
casinos and who are not interested in the el-
ement that casinos attract. The people who are
in the know feel that the next thing, of course,
will be for the casino to get poker machines.
This will be necessary in order to ensure that
the casino is financially viable. It is generally
believed that it will struggle to make ends meet
unless poker machines are installed. I believe
that the majority of Western Australians would
not want to see them installed. Therefore, the
Government will not make any move towards
this goal until the election is over. If it is suc-
cessful,' I believe one-armed bandits will be in-
stalled to justify the existence of the casino.

[ believe the casino was developed to demon-
strate to the public that this Government was a
Government of action. The Government
wanted the casino in place before the election
irrespective of what its development has done
to the construction industry. Conditions
granted to employees on the casino site have
spilled over to all other building sites. There is,
therefore, an escalation in costs. That is a bad
result which has come from this great endeav-
our by the Government.

I believe that certain people put pressure on
the Government so that their development pro-
posal would be considered first. I believe the
same applies to the rn jorings in Cockburn
Sound. The tenders "-s.c granted to people who
had been forward ; neir application and who
put pressure on thi 3iovernment.

Recently I have :eceived letters regarding the
Claremont Showground. The Government has
taken away the need for the use of the seminar
facilities at the showground by incorporating
those facilities in the casino. For this reason
people are concerned that the showground will
be used as a Luna Park all year round, a situ-
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ation which will prove to be disruptive to the
lives of people living adjacent to the
showground at Claremont. These are the sorts
of things that are happening as a result of the
decision to develop the Burswood Island ca-
sino.

We do not know what effects the casino will
have on traffic flow in that area. We also do not
know what impact the casino will have on the
environment. Someone recently said that the
site water is all right. However, I am more
worried about the future of the city and how it
relates to the casino development. I was very
much involved in the upgrading of Heirisson
Island and the beginning of the upgrading of
Burswood Island. It pains me to see that that
wonderful vista will be lost to us through the
development of this commercial operation.
The casino should have been developed near
Perth railway station, at Northbridge. There
would not then have been any impact by that
development on the social life of our city.

Mr Jamieson: You are talking a lot of non-
sense. It is tucked away out of the road. It will
interfere with nobody.

Mr RUSHTON: That is your point of view,
but you do not have much regard for the en-
vironment.

Mr Jamieson: I was talking about the en-
vironment when you were still changing
cheques in the bank.

Mr RUSHTON: Thank you. The next matter
about which I wish to speak relates to some-
thing far more serious than the Premier's hol-
iday to Fiji. I am worried about the attempted
compromise of the Government with the set-
ting up of the Curtin fund. The media recently
has touched on the Curtin fund and how it
related to the Premier's Fiji trip. Much more is
at stake when the Government is attempting to
compromise people by putting them into a
group and suggesting that they are the success-
ful entrepreneurs backing the Labor Party. The
Government has given this group guarantees
and licences. It is not good enough for the
Labor Party to be funded in the normal way.
The Government has attempted to compro-
mise people who are invC! ed in everyday com-
mercial transactions.

It is a very unsatisfactory standard that has
crept in and one which I hope will be cleaned
up very quickly indeed.

For instance, one can go to a function now
and hear people complaining that they have
not got this licence or that response from the
Government, and the indication is that if they

do not kick the can they will not get anything
from this Government. That view is widely
held and it is a very unsatisfactory one relating
to the Government of the day. The sooner it is
cleaned up, the better. Those are double stan-
dards which most of us are very unhappy about
and we trust something will be done by the
people exercising their will to have them
cleaned up.

Remarks have been made regarding what we
know today as the Hillarys Boat Harbour. Once
again, what happened in the last few days was
that people with an expectation-those ladies
who went forward onto the groyne to express
their displeasure with their signs-given to
them by the Premier were actually reacting to a
situation born of that expectation. The Premier
had, at the last election, spelt out what he
would do regarding the nodes. That was a pol-
itical commitment to have his candidates
elected and, of course, it reads very poorly in-
deed now when those trusts are broken.

A newspaper headline at that time was
"Labor will save the nodes." It says, "Here is
why we want the nodes back." There is little in
the advertisement I will respond to, but it illus-
trates the double dealing and hypocrisy that is
taking place now. It happens so often that I feel
I should mention it. The newspaper advertise-
ment reads-

It's potentially one of the finest beaches
in the Perth region, with wide sandy
shores-safe for children and the aged,
plus an ideal launching area far small craft.

Mr MacKinnon: Who said that?

Mr RUSHTON: The Premier-he author-
ised it. The question was asked in the House
and answered, and obviously the Premier auth-
orised it. The advertisement continues-

It SHOULD belong to everyone, not just
a privileged few!

Authorities such as the Environmental
Protection Authority, the National Parks
Board, and the C.S.I.R.O., strongly advise
against development because of erosion
problems and damage to the ecology and
environment.

The Premier made that commitment at elec-
tion time for the sake of getting his candidates
elected, and it made quite a powerful im-
pression. The same sentiment was expressed in
the advertisement to the effect that this is what
he would do. In the same advertisement it was
stated-
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There were good social, biological, edu-
cational and aesthetic reasons for
preserving the Nodes in their natural state.

That is a little quotation from the CSIRO's
statement. Then Mr T. Carstairs of the Coastal
Community Group stated-

The beach erosion problem clearly
shows the fragile nature of this section of
coastline.

These are the contents of an advertisement
authorised by B. Burke, Parliament House,
Perth. The double standards and hypocrisy are
so blatant, and when we see that same blatancy
in so many other things, it starts to concern the
average citizen. I can understand the Fiji trip
and the Premier's involvement, but the double
dealing pant of it is most upsetting. The
Premier does not seem to have any remorse
about it-he seems to want to leave it alone
and take the political course of not answering
the charges made.

I will now address myself to the latest hypoc-
risy that is taking place at Scarborough. One
would think the member for Scarborough was
lilywhite in regard to high-rise buildings. I my-
self have been a Minister for Town Planning,
and I know a fair bit about his background in
relation to what has happened at Scarborough.
The member for Scarborough used to be very
strong in supporting the Murdoch Group in
getting permission for a 20-storey building at
Scarborough. Now he has the gall and the hide
to come in here and criticise somebody else in
regard to these developments.

Mr Blaikie: Have you noticed that he re-
mains very silent when you raise that point? He
does not even interject.

Mr RUSHTON: That is right, but he will be
doing something about it, and that highlights
the hypocrisy of the Minister for Planning who
makes the claim that he knew nothing about
the Spindrifter development that is to take
place. That is something which has been ap-
proved for a long time. The Minister for Plan-
ning has abused the Mayor of the City of
Stirling; indeed, the City of Stirling seems to be
the kicking boy for this Government.

Mr Blaikie: The Minister for Planning has
obviously seen the cartoon in the Daily News
today and has remained very silent, too.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is obviously
spokesman for everything now. He spoke up at
Sorrento when it should have been the Minister
for Transport. It all comes back to the Minister
for Planning-he obviously has the biggest vo-

cabulary. He is a debater, but certainly not an
administrator. He has proved himself to be a
very poor Minister in carrying out reasonable
practices.

We have seen what the Spindrifter develop-
ment is being put through at the moment. As
for the Observation City development, to my
knowledge that is still subject to two more high-
rise buildings. Those judgments were made
during the term of this Government. Another
feature of the duplicity of this Government
shines forward in many ways. I go out into that
general area sometimes, and the points being
put forward are that it is all due to June Craig,
the previous Minister for Town Planning.
When one looks at the dates on which approval
was granted, one sees what has taken place dur-
ing the time of this Government. That is the
way this Government works-it is not credible.

It is totally hypocritical for the member for
Scarborough to be criticising people going
ahead with this development. His Premier said
it would create employment opportunities and
would be a prestigious development as far as
the Government was concerned. Now that their
seats are at risk, he does an about-face. It all
relates to an election in the months ahead. The
member for Scarborough was up to his neck in
high-risc development. He was closely involved
with the Murdoch Group, in getting permission
for a 20-storey building near the Spindrifter
and I was fully aware of that when I was re-
sponsible for town planning.

This whole scene is one of hypocrisy, one
that is questionable, and very deplorable when
it comes to how people can go about a develop-
ment with any security. I am worried because I
do believe that Observation City, which had its
approval at stage one, is dependent upon two
more stages.

Mr Thompson interjected.

Mr RUSHTON: The member for Scar-
borough was very closely associated with the
Murdoch Group and I think got approval for a
20-storey building. If that did not get through,
then it very nearly did. He left the City of
Stirling just before the next application for a
high-rise building was made, and then changed
his whole tune and became a defender of the
faith-a defender of limited storey build-
ings-and championed that cause.

Mr Burkett: I have never voted in favour of
high-rise at a council meeting of the City of
Stirling. If you can contradict that, you show
me the evidence.
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Mr RUSHTON: The member is one who
would work very hard when in an official
position and then go outside to say he
disagreed with the decisions made. That is the
sort of thing that happened.

Mr Pearce: That's rubbish. That's the kind of
thing you do.

Mr RUSHTON: That is known. The Minis-
ter's performance has also been discredited.
The fact that the Minister is the third Minister
for Planning in just over 21/ years shows what
regard this Government has for the planning
processes.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr RUSHTON: We know what my perform-

ance was and I am proud of it, as are others.
We do not take away from the Minister for one
moment his ability to debate. That is his forte.
But the fact is that the truth and the facts do
not matter to him. All he wants to do is win a
debate.

Mr Pearce: "A good debater is a good man
speaking the truth"-Cicero.

Mr RUSKTON: I retract my remarks. I
thought the Minister was a good debater, but
now I have to withdraw those remarks because
if that is what Cicero said-and he was a wise
man-the fact is that the Minister does not
measure up to his credentials.

The fact is that there has been double-dealing
at Scarborough. What is this Minister for Plan-
ning going to do about the next stage of Obser-vation City and the one after? I understand
that those three stages are linked as far as its
viability is concerned. The Spindrifter develop-
ment was entitled to go through the process. I
understand it was a part of town planning
scheme No. 1. The City of Stirling was entitled
to make decisions. This Minister came in and,
for political reasons, is attempting to thwart
what should be the responsibility of the City of
Stirling.

This Government has piously said that it be-
lieves in authority being vested in local govern-
ment authorities. My judgment is that local
government authorities should be entitled to
negotiate with the Minister for Local Govern-
ment and have those freedoms and rights they
would choose. However, this Minister has gone
one further with that principle. Obviously he
has introduced some freedoms that local
government authorities do not want. I always
negotiated with local government authorities to
determine what they wanted and reasoned with
them in that regard.

The Government made an unfortunate move
in separating the portfolios of Local Govern-
ment and Planning because obviously they
work well together. One could get better de-
cisions on planning and local government by
having them in one portfolio.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr RUSHTON: A Minister has to work. He

can't be just a mouth sounding off around the
city or country. The Minister should be back
doing his work. That brings me back to a very
sad situation which has become known to me
by people seeking to see the Minister. They
have been told that unless they come from his
electorate they cannot see him on planning ap-
peals.

Mr Pearce: That is untrue. Let me tell you, I
get one hour a week in my electorate office
because I am so busy as a Minister.

Mr RUSHTON: I am not talking about the
Minister's electoral office.

Mr Pearce: That is the only place where there
is a restriction.

Mr RUSHTON: This happened in the Minis-
ter's office in the education building.

Mr Pearce: I keep that one hour for my con-
stituents. The reason for that is that all your
constituents want to come and see me.

Mr RUSHTON: That is rather strange. I in-
dicate that the Minister is telling untruths. I see
so many of the Minister's constituents, I won-
der where the Minister is. I do know that as a
Minister he has many calls upon him which
take him to H-edland and other places. Perhaps
people cannot see as much of the Minister as
they may want to.

Mr Pearce: Who has wanted to see me and
has been unable to do so?

Mr RUSHTON: I am talking about the Min-
ister's own office. People have rung up and
made appointments to see him. When they
have gone to the office the secretary has met
them at the door and asked them what they
wanted to see Mr Pearce about. When they
have said it was a town planning appeal they
were asked whether they came from the Minis-
ter's electorate. They were then told that the
Minister sees no-one other than his own con-
stituents on that matter. That is rough justice.
The Minister is not fulfilling his ministerial
responsibility.

Mr Pearce: I have never given people ap-
pointments for town planning appeals. My
standard practice is not to have people come to
see me on those matters.
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Mr RUSHTQN: They can't see the Minister.

Mr Pearce: Because I deal with 30 town plan-
nling appeals a fortnight.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister deals with
fewer that I did.

Mr Pearce: Except that I deal with them
fairly. Around Armadale they have what are
known as Rushton subdivisions which means
that anybody who wanted a subdivision in
Dale-

Mr RUSHTON: Whenever the Minister is in
trouble he lashes out. He seems to lower the
level of debate when he is in trouble. He is in
trouble with his dealings in Scarborough. I am
presenting facts. The Minister has made a
judgment and stands by it. That is obvious; but
I am somewhat critical because I think a Minis-
ter is there to dispense service to all people, not
just those from his electorate, not just those
from the Labor Party or from the Liberal Party.
A Minister should look after the people who
come from any cross-section of life who want
to see him.

Mr Pearce: People who make appeals can see
any officer on the Town Planning Appeals
Committee. All the documents come to me for
decision. However, if you are going to listen to
the appellant, you would have to have each
council in to put the alternative point of view.

Mr RUSHTQN: That depends on the Minis-
ter's frame of mind. That is an instance which
reflects his approach. He is entitled to it.

Mr Pearce: It is a fair approach. It applies to
everybody.

Mr RUSHTON: Nobody sees the Minister in
those matters except those in his electorate.

Mr Pearce: My constituents cannot come to
see me on an appeal matter at my departmental
office. They can come to see me in my capacity
of a local member, as can any person.

Mr RUSHTON: That has been identified
and is clear. The Minister does not see people
on town planning appeals other than those
from his electorate. I just wanted to get it clari-
fied because that is what people have
complained to me about. I can just confirm
that that is his ruling.

Mr Pearce: That's right. It is not like the days
when you were a Minister when anybody could
come up and say, "I know 'X' who is in the
Liberal Party. Give me my appeal." We don't
work like that.

Mr RUSHTQN: That is just the smart alec
and nasty approach of a debater. Apparently
the Minister is not a very good debater any
more, keeping in mind what Cicero said about
honesty.

I return to the subject of the Scarborough
beach front. We have a real mish-mash of in-
volvement by the local member and the Minis-
ter who has judgments to make. He is obvi-
ously making political judgments. He does not
mind kicking a developer who has had author-
ised approval in such a way that the developer
will be obviously disadvantaged financially. He
has not been very clear about what is to happen
with Observation City. It is my belief that Ob-
servation City has an understanding. Stage one
has been approved with a number of activities
to take place in that building. I believe that the
approval was for serviced holiday units, resi-
dential apartments, retail outlets, restaurants
and recreational facilities. I believe that stages
two and three will also be high-rise develop-
ments, and that those stages contribute to the
viability of the total project. Thus, basically,
there would be three high-rise developments in
the Observation City complex. The Spindrifter
was to be built down the moad. It had made a
start on the development, but is now being
chastised and terrorised by the Minister. It is
being unfairly dealt with by the Minister for
purely political reasons.

I have not been involved in the decisions
that have been made. Obviously it is this
Government's decision with respect to that
frontage and what will be constructed there.
But to my mind, everybody on a like zoning
should be treated equally. I have always held
the view that one person should not be treated
in one way and another in another way. If they
are in like circumstances or a like zoning they
should be treated equally.

Mr Burkett: A lot of people who supported
Observation City-the member for Mt Lawley
could correct this if I am wrong-said that that
would clean up a very untidy part of
Scarborough beach, vis-a-vis the old pinball
parlours, the old fish and chip shops and every-
thing else.

Mr RUSHTON: flat was the member for
Scarborough's opinion.

Mr Burkett: It was not my opinion. A lot of
people who supported the development said
that. How could anyone who is pro-high-rise
say that the Spindrifter is cleaning up anything
when it is replacing two beautiful single resi-
dential homes alongside West Beach lagoon,
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alongside the original holiday units of
Spindrifter-three storeys, blending harmon-
iously with nothing?

Mr RUSHTON: The member is indicating
that in fact the Observation City-

Mr Burkett: I think a lot of people on the
City of Stirling indicated that they would not
support high-rise in district planning scheme
No. 2 south of Scarborough Beach Road and
between Brighton Road, West Coast Highway
and the Esplanade.

Mr RUSHTON: What has to be done has to
be fair and one has to treat everyone equally.

Mr Burkett; The approval was granted on 9
November 1983. You know the planning pro-
cedure because you were an extremely fair
Minister for Town Planning and Urban Devel-
opment. This approval is valid for a period of
one year only; if the development is not
completed a fresh approval must be obtained
before commencing or continuing the develop-
ment. There were four blocks of land and they
had to be amalgamated. When you were Minis-
ter I said to you that I was getting people
coming out to Stirling since day one applying
for rezoning. They did not own the land or
control the land by option. You can come along
to the corner site and say you want a delica-
tessen.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr RUSHTON: I wish to put before the
House the fact that it is a delicate situation and
it would appear unfair play is taking place be-
cause it is a political expediency for the
Government to do certain things.

I do not wish to be unfair to the member for
Scarborough, but to my knowledge he was for
development in the days gone by and he is in
the position where he could judge the number
of people that do not want that high-rise build-
ing. The Minister is quite facetious in his ap-
proach to the situation. There should be equal
treatment for whoever is developing, and it
would be interesting to have the Minister make
a statement regarding his intentions concerning
Observation City. Observation City, on my
understanding, is to have three high-rise build-
ings in due course, stages 1, 2, and 3. Will that
take place? if the Minister is serious and fair he
will say, "No, you cannot have stages 2 and 3."
If that situation occurred stage I could quite
likely be unviable. That is the situation and this
Government has been found wanting. The
Government's credibility is questioned on that
issue.

I wish to briefly touch on some of the
happenings and the false claims made about
publicity in my area relating to the standard of
ethics in the next election. The Premier makes
the claim that his candidate has done many
things in the district. What more could he do if
he was a member of Parliament? If there was a
tribunal to deal with unfair and untruthful ad-
vertising, this Premier would be behind bars.

The Premier and his candidate claim to have
had an influence on the upgrading and im-
provement of the Mundijong-Picton railway
line at a cost of more than $1 million. Millions
of dollars were spent during the time of my
administration, and the inference is that
nothing else has been done.

The permanent care unit which cost
$800 000, as part of a development for the
Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial Hospital, is a
year behind. There is no mention of that. I
refer to another item and that is the construc-
tion of the initial stage of the Oakford Primary
School. I cannot get a commitment from the
Minister as to the purchase of the site. The
Government makes this false claim in the
paper about the construction of the initial
stage. It is still possible but it is not feasible to
be running that advertisement when the school
should have been built before last winter, not
this coming winter. The Minister has made
another claim about the health centre at the
Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial Hospital. That
health centre was commenced in our Govern-
ment's time.

I refer to the improvement and upgrading of
the Serpentine-Mundijong irrigation and drain-
age scheme. One would not be able to see what
the previous Government has done.

I next refer to the construction of the new
Armadale bus-rail transfer station at a cost of
$300 000. This was on our Government's pro-
gramme, and it would have been built a year
ago. It will now start in about February or
March of next year. That is the quality and
integrity of the advertising by this Govern-
ment. God help us having a Government of
those ethical standards and principles when it
comes to running a State.

With respect to the financial aspects, we see a
misleading presentation of the figures. There is
no regard for the real drama that this country is
going through at the present time through the
high cost of government, the huge spending by
this Government and the Federal Government,
and the creation of a fund as seen in the Audi-
tor General's report which will make moneys

2986



[Thursday, 24 October 1 985J198

available for this election. I refer to the little
"PS" on the letter I personally received from
the Premier asking me to support his candiate
in the next State election, that flat one cent of
taxpayers' money had been spent on the pro-
duction and circulation of that letter. It was
only the copy of the Premier's letterhead that
involved a cost,

The money is coming to this Government
from its intrusion into the commercial world
and into the heavyhandedness of forcing
people to pay money into the Curtin Fund and
into the Labor Party for this election. It is my
understanding that the Labor Party has funds
to the extent of $3 million to spend on this
election. Those funds are obviously coming
from that source.

tt will be an interesting election because if a
Government can buy an election it would not
need to go any further. It would have won this
election. There are some citizens who are deter-
mined that the standard of credibility, ethics,
and principles that is degrading the Govern-
ment at this moment will not continue in the
future.

I believe we have a real task ahead of us to
ensure that these standards and ethics
employed in parliamentary life, in comercial
life, and in our communities are attended to.
This type of advertising is unacceptable. I trust
the Government will rethink its position to en-
sure that ethics will come back into its
campaigning so we do not have to answer un-
truths and lies nearly every week in
presentations by it.

MR CORDON HILL (Helena) [3.58 p.m.]: I
rise to speak for a few minutes on certain as-
pects of the Budget presented a couple of weeks
ago by the Premier and in particular to address
my comments to some of the remarks made by
the member for Dale, who I notice has just left
the room.

The member for Dale, along with a number
of other Opposition members, has adopted a
particularly negative approach since coming to
Opposition. It is amazing that this approach
comes from the member for Dale, who was a
Minister, and in fact the Deputy Premier of
this State.

One would think the Opposition, instead of
trying to adopt a negative approach and con-
stantly criticising the Government for alleged
wrongdoings, would try to look for positive
policies which would be of benefit to the com-
munity of Western Australia. In addition, one
would imagine the Opposition would be pre-

pared to accept some of the positive things this
Government has done and recognise that it has
made tremendous progress in many areas.

It is well known in the community that all
the economic indicators are showing that the
economic performance of this Government has
been outstanding. The Opposition can come up
with all the figures it likes. The facts presented
by the Treasurer in his Budget speech and pre-
pared by Treasury officials show that unem-
ployment has continued to decrease at a
tremendous rate.

During the life of this Government we have
seen far fewer business bankruptcies than in
the years of the previous Liberal Government,
and employment has increased quite dramati-
cally.

Let us now consider some of the statistics
supplied by the Australian Bureau of Statistics.
For the month of September, last month, we
find that unemployment in WA decreased by
2 300, or 4.4 per cent. That is a tremendous
achievement and something which the Oppo-
sition should praise. However, all we hear are
negative responses and continual knocking.
Over the last 12 months, unemployment in WA
fell by 18.3 per cent compared with a national
fall of 5.4 per cent, so we are well above the
national figure. The unemployment rate for
September this year was 7.4 per cent, which is a
fall of almost two per cent on the figure of 9.3
per cent for September 1984. WA has the sec-
ond lowest unemployment rate in Australia.

We have also seen a strong growth in em-
ployment in WA, a reflection of the continued
growth in our economy. Note this: The growth
in employment for last month was the largest
monthly increase recorded since monthly fig-
ures became available in 1978. For a consider-
able period since 1978, we were governed by
the Liberal Party, both State and federally, and
we saw employment opportunities decline.
Under Labor Governments, both State and
Federal, that situation has been turned around.
The growth in employment since September
1984 is 5.3 per cent and that compares favour-
ably with the national average of 3.2 per cent.
Obviously the reason for this significant in-
crease is the strong growth of our economy and
the tremendous confidence the business com-
munity has in this Government. So we have
seen an increase in employment opportunities
alongside a dramatic decrease in unemploy-
ment. Of course it is Queensland and
Tasmania, the Liberal States, which are drag-
ging down the national figure.
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The grwwh in employment in WA is even
more significant when we consider the increase
in our labour force last month. In recent
months job seekers have been coming onto the
labour market at a tremendous rate, which is
usual at this time of the year. However, this
year many of them have been absorbed into the
labour force. The full-time employment
position for September grew by two per cent
and the pact-time employment position for
September grew by 3.5 per cent. WA has a
participation rate in the labour force far greater
than any other State.

The Opposition continually talks about
bankruptcies, mortgagee saes and so on, but
the fact is that bankruptcies in WA have
dropped significantly since we have been in
office. They have dropped here more than in
any other State. During the last financial year
business bankruptcies in WA fell by 15.3 per
cent, which was a significantly higher figure
than the national average and which
represented a fall of five per cent. OUr figure
contrasts dramatically with the number of
bankruptcies in Queensland, where they actu-
ally increased by more than they decreased in
WA. Bankruptcies in Queensland increased by
15.6 per cent under a Liberal Government and
a similar situation occurred in Tasmania.

Mr Blaikie: You should also take credit for
the increase in our wine tax of 10 per cent.

Mr GORDON HILL: I will come to taxes
and charges in a moment. The Queensland
Government, which the member so admires,
interestingly enough does not necessarily sup-
port the privatisation policy which the mem-
ber's party here supports.

The Opposition continues to raise questions
about the State Government's taxes and
charges, but it does so in a dishonest way. Re-
cently we have seen a series of television adver-
tisements featuring the Leader of the Oppo-
sition outside his "typical" suburban home in
Circe Circle, Dalkeith. In those advertisements
he claims to be a typical householder with a
typical mortgage. Most of the advertisements
present allegations of increases in State
Government taxes and charges under this
Labor Government. The claim is made that the
Burke Labor Government is a high tax Govern-
ment- I think we should compare the record of
the Burke Labor Government with that of the
Court-O'Connor Liberal Governments. The
Opposition's claim that this Government is a
high tax Government is just an untruth. The
facts I will produce are supported by State
Treasury, so they cannot be denied. Members

should bear in mind that the Consumer Price
Index for the last three years of the Court-
O'Connor Governments-which is the time I
will compare with the last three years of the
Burke Labor Government-rose by 33.6 per
cent, whereas the projected increase for the
period of the Burke Labor Government is just
21 percent.

Domestic electricity charges under the
Court-O'Connor Governments increased by 50
per cent, while under the Burke Labor Govern-
menit they increased by 23.8 per cent. Domestic
gas charges under the Court-O'Connor Govern-
ments increased by 58.2 per cent, while under
the Burke Labor Government they increased
by 24.7 per cent. The fixed charge for domestic
metropolitan water under the Court-O'Connor
Governments increased by 90 per cent, while
under the Burke Labor Government it
increased by 10.5 per cent. What a difference!
What a Government! Metropolitan sewerage
charges under the Court-O'Connor 'Govern-
ments increased by 90 per cent, while under the
Burke Labor Government they increased by
16.6 per cent. This is at a time when we have
experienced a significantly lower increase in
the Consumer Price Index.

Members of the Opposition claim to be the
people who best support rural communities,
but consider this: Domestic charges for country
water supplies under the Court-O'Connor
Governments increased by 101 per cent, while
under the Burke Labor Government they
increased by 24 per cent. What a remarkable
difference. The State fuel tax under the Court-
O'Connor Governments increased by 105 per
cent, while under the Burke Labor Government
it increased by 17.3 per cent. The most stark
contrast is to follow: Third party insurance pre-
miums under the Court-O'Con nor Govern-
ments increased by 176 per cent, while under
the Burke Labor Government they did not in-
crease at all.

The Opposition has a very sorry record in
Government. For it to claim that the Burke
Labor Government is a high tax Government is
quite untrue. The figure that should be looked
at carefully is the CPl increase due to Govern-
ment charges. Over the last three years of the
Court-O'Connor Government the increase was
2.2 per cent; the increase under the Burke
Labor Government's term of office is 0.5 per
cent. The figures speak for themselves. Mem-
bers cannot deny those figures, however much
the Opposition might want to claim they are
untrue. They are the facts and they have been
provided by the Treasury. Opposition mem-
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bers are being quite hypocritical when they talk
about honesty. When they refer inside and
outside this Chamber to State Government
taxes and charges being exorbitant they are tell-
ing blatant lies because the figures I have just
provided show that most of the increases have
been below the Consumer Price Index. They
are below the inflation rate, which means in
most cases there have been real reductions in
State Government taxes and charges.

I want to come back to the question of small
business growth. That is an area in which the
Opposition claims to be particularly strong; it
claims to support small business and to have a
particular interest in that area. As I indicated
earlier, the growth in small business under this
Government has been quite staggering. I have
some figures which will bear out that
statement; they have been provided by the
Small Business Development Corporation.

The major growth areas in this Govern-
ment's three years in office have been construc-
tion-and that is well known-and in
transport and storage, and the wholesale and
retail trade. In the construction area 4 500
more firms have been established, a growth of
57 per cent. In the wholesale and retail trade
area 1 700 more firms have established, a
growth of 11I per cent. In the transport and
storage area there has been growth of 44 per
cent with 856 more firms being established.

At the same time the small business sector
has increased its share of the State's work force
from 36.1 per cent to 41.2 per cent. That indi-
cates the significant pant the small business
community plays in the State's economy. It is
well recognised by the Government, and it has
been supported by this Government as the
Treasurer indicated in his speech through pay-
roll tax reductions and cuts in State taxes and
charges which affect the small business com-
munity. This has meant an increase in employ-
ment opportunities, and it indicates the confi-
dence the business sector has in the State
Government.

Let us look at the forecasts for growth areas
in the business sector. Again they have been
provided by the Small Business Development
Corporation. The corporation forecasts that the
compound growth rate in Western Australia
between 1985 and 1989 will be 3.5 per cent
which is significantly higher than any other
State. The next highest figure is for South
Australia with a rate of 2.69 per cent. The low-
est figure is in the Liberal State of Tasmania
where it is anticipated there will be growth of
1. 58 per cent.

I refer very briefly now to a matter which was
raised in today's Daily News. I note the Liberal
Party is in the process of producing its policies
on privatisation. It is worth noting that the
Leader of the Opposition in a speech at a Lib-
eral Party conference early last year produced a
hit list-the Hlassell hit list--of Government
instrumentalities and authorities which he
would be prepared to sell off and dispose of
either partially or in their entirety. It includes
the SEC, the Public Works Department-

Mr Blaikie: There is nothing left of the Pub-
lic Works Department.

Mr GORDON HILL: I imagine he is talking
about the Building Management Authority or
the Water Authority because he mentions the
water authority later on. The hit list goes on as
follows-

The Government Printing Office; the
State Government Insurance Office; the
State Engineering Works; the Rural & In-
dustries Bank of Western Australia; the
Western Australian Tourism Commission;
Stateships; Westrail; Metropolitan Market
Trust; hospital and other institutions cater-
ing services; the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority; the Department of Lands and Sur-
veys; the Department of industrial Devel-
opment; and the Hospital Laundry and
Linen Service of Western Australia.

There is very little left after that.
Mr Blaikie: Is that all?
Mr GORDON HILL: The member for Vasse

is proud or that. He knows very well that the
country people he purports to represent ywouId
be disadvantaged by that policy. The Leader of
the Opposition said in this Chamber, last
year-

We are looking at a vigorous policy of
privatisation which includes not only sale
but also partial sale and contract.

The facts are that this policy will lead to
increased costs for those services in the country
in particular, and I know that you, Mr Acting
Speaker, (Mr Taylor) would agree. It would
lead to increased unemployment. The Oppo-
sit ion talks about the Thatcher experience and
is modelling its policies on Thatcher policies in
the UK, policies which have led to an unem-
ployment level of 13.5 per cent. What a figure
to be proud of! What a tremendous objective
for the Opposition!

There is also talk by the Federal Opposition
of privatisat ion. Included in the Federal Oppo-
sition's hit list is the sale of Telecom, among
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other bodies. The Opposition talks about the
United States and uses it as an example of
deregulation in telecommunication services. it
claims there has been an improvement in ser-
vices there as a result of deregulation. I was
recently in the United States, and I can tell
members that I met many consumers in remote
areas of the country-in the mid-west, such as
Nebraska-who had nothing nice to say about
the US telecommunication system. I went to
the people who were affected by the
deregulation and privatisation, the consumers
and small business people and farmers, and
they did not like it one little bit.

I wish to quote from the Ultraconservative
US News and World Report, a United States
publication. In a recent current affairs article it
stated-

Phoning remains as easy as ever. But
service for businesses with special needs is
chaotic. Residential users remain bewil-
dered. Anyone having to deal with the new
phone companies stand a chance of getting
evasive treatment.

That report is dated 9 July 1985. That is an up-
to-date comment from a conservative new re-
port in the United States. The conservatives in
this country will use it as an example for
deregulation of this system.

Mr Trethowan: But not privatisation.

Mr GORDON HILL: 1t is an example of
deregulation. I know the system is private.
However, I am talking about deregulation in
which more private companies have the oppor-
tunity to come into the system. In Australia,
one company is involved in telecommuni-
cations as was the situation in the United
States previously. However, many companies
became involved in that system and from that
time the service declined. I could give many
more examples to indicate the problems which
exist in the United States with regard to the
deregulation of telecommunications services.
However, I will leave that for another time.

My main concern about this policy of
privatisation is that workers in my electorate
will be severely harmed by it. When I talk
about workers I have the Westrail workers at
the Midland Workshop in mind. I know that
recently the Liberal Party released its policy on
transport. That policy stated that it would hold
an inquiry into the future of the Midland
Workshop. That sounds ominous to me be-
cause I know how the Midland Workshop's em-

ployees were treated by the previous Liberal
Government. I am therefore quite concerned
about the future of the workshop.

I would like to canvass many other matters
concerning issues relating to my electorate. I
think, however, that it is appropriate to do that
during the debate on the Estimates.

I did want to make a few comments about
the Opposition's negative approach to Govern-
ment policies. The Opposition has never come
out with any statement supporting any Govern-
ment initiative. Nor has it accepted any
Government success and there have been
many. Those successes have been widely ac-
cepted by the Western Australian community,
the business community, and by Australia as a
whole. That was indicated in a survey carried
out by the New South Wales Liberal leader, Mr
Greiner. Throughout Australia this Govern-
ment has been praised as one that shows in-
itiative, as one which provides stimulus to the
economy, and as one which has caused growth
in employment opportunities. Yet this Oppo-
sition will not recognise that fact and continues
to adopt its negative attitude. If that continues
in Februar or March or whenever the State
election is to be held, the people of Western
Australia will say, "Let there be no hassle."

MR THO0MPSON (Kalamunda) [4.24 p.m.]:
Having been chided by the member for Helena
for not saying something positive I now wish to
say something positive: I commend the
Treasurer for producing the Budget papers in
the folder provided. It keeps them together and
makes it easier for us to find them. I have
begun my speech by saying something positive.

I draw the Government's attention to the
fact that, whenever I move a motion critical of
the Government, I always put before the House
the alternatives that I believe should be fol-
lowed. The Government should give credit
where it is due. We periodically praise the Min-
isters. I have praised the Minister for Health on
a number of occasions. I recently commended
the Minister for Minerals and Energy for some-
thing that he did.

Mr Brian Burke: When is it my turn; that is
what I want to know?

Mr THOMPSON: I have given the Treasurer
credit.

Mr Brian Burke: You have never given me
credit.

Mr THOMPSON: I gave the Treasurer credit
a moment ago over this folder. Be thankful for
small mercies.
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Mr Brian Burke: Why don't you be honest
and say you are opposed to us?

Mr THOMPSON: We are opposed to the
Government by definition.

I have had to review the order of the subjects
with which I wanted to deal to keep some sort
of continuity in the debate with the points
raised by the member for Helena, He had
something to say with regard to our initiatives
on privatisation. He suggested that there are a
number of areas of Government responsibility
that are not appropriate to be privatised. He
mentioned the State Energy Commission. He
said our policy on privatisation would result in
an escalation in the cost of the service or,
alternatively, a downgrading of the service,
particularly for country people. That is not our
position. We have said categorically that no
initiative undertaken by us in respect of
privatisation would result in a loss of employ-
ment, nor would it result in the downgrading of
a service.

Many functions of the SEC could be
performed more cheaply by private enterprise.
The State Energy Commission has, in some re-
spect, adopted a privatisation approach to
many of its services because it has called for
tenders for the provision of equipment and that
equipment will involve private enterprise. En-
gineering design also goes to private enterprise
because it is not done by the workers at the
SEC.

Many functions within some of these
monopolies can be better performed by private
enterprise. I would eat my hat if it were not
possible to write a specification for the con-
struction of a powerline and not have it done
more cheaply by private enterprise to the same
standard which is now provided by the State
Energy Commission. How often do we see in
our electorates equipment standing idle be-
cause one piece of equipment is being used?
That is the way the system has evolved. if pri-
vate enterprise were doing the job it would ar-
range its equipment in such a way that it would
be more consistently used. That would result in
the job costing considerably less.

we will certainly be letting different func-
tions of the SEC out to contract. The same
policy applies to the Water Authority of West-
ern Australia. If a developer was developing a
site, the only Construction authority that he
could call on to provide the water reticulation
system is the Waler Authority.

Liberal Governments in the past decided
that they would allow private enterprise to
have a go at that; so they called tenders for the
construction of those reticulated systems. As a
result, the cost of developing land has been
substantially reduced, because it has been
demonstrated time and time again in those par-
ticular operations that private enterprise can
do it more cheaply than can the Metropolitan
Water Board.

I will concede that there are some things that
the State Energy Commission and the Water
Authority do that it would be hard to come to
some arrangement with private enterprise to
do. Those functions would remain with the
State Energy Commission and the Water Auth-
ority. I refer to functions such as the provision
of a maintenance service, although I think
there could be some system by which mainten-
ance could be provided by a private organ is-
ation. However, it would be difficult to write a
specification that said that people would be
available to come out in the middle of the night
to replace a pole that had been knocked over by
some drunk on the way home from the pub; or
that people would be available to repair a burst
water main. Those are the types of things that it
would be hard to come to some arrangement
about.

Many other functions presently performed
by Government organ isations could be
performed by private enterprise. Let us con-
sider the situation with respect to the Building
Management Authority. You will recall, Mr
Acting Speaker (Mr Taylor), that at the time of
the 1959 election-or perhaps you might not
because you would have been a little light on in
years in those days-

Mr Brian Burke: I remember it. I worked on
it and we lost.

Mr THOMPSON: That is right. We won be-
cause we said to people that we would produce
public buildings at less cost than under a
system of day labour.

Mr Brian Burke: That was not the reason you
won.

Mr THOMPSON: Let me claim it. The
Premier makes claims that elections are won
for all sorts of reasons that we do not concede.
But one of the planks of our election platform
in the 1959 election was to replace the day
labour force of the Public Works Depantment
with contract arrangements. As a result there
was a substantial saving in the cost of public
buildings. That situarion of privatisation has
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been carried on since that time to a greater or
lesser extent, depending on which party has
had control of government.

Mr Court: Also in the 1959 platform were
proposals to sell abattoirs and a whole list of
things.

Mr Blaikie: State sawmills.
Mr THOMPSON: All those things were run-

nling at a substantial loss. They were being
heavily subsidised by the taxpayers.

Mr Court: Even the then Labor Premier,
Albert Hawke, agreed to the sale.

Mr THOMPSON: He was a more
enlightened person than some of those who sit
opposite at present. H-awke could see that there
were some advantages. There is no question
that in the case of those particular State trading
concerns the taxpayers were relieved of a bur-
den and the provision of facilities was
enhanced.

There is no place in the world where clay
bricks are cheaper than in Western Australia.

Mr Davies: Or timber dearer.

Mr THOMPSON: I am not all that aut fail
with timber prices, but I do know that there is
no place in the world where clay bricks are
cheaper than they are here. There is no place in
the world where there is a higher percentage of
homes built of double brick than in Perth,
Western Australia. I believe that is a tribute to
the brick manufacturers in this State. They
have taken up the challenge. They have been
very vigorous in their research to find ways of
producing bricks at less and less cost. I think
that that is an example of how private
enterprise can work. Up until that lime a high
percentage of the bricks were provided by the
State brickworks. I worked on the construction
of the Armadale State brickworks. The bricks
that they made there were pressed bricks. We
needed three men and a boy to pick one up.

Mr Brian Burke: At least that improved em-
ployment. Think of the extra jobs. Every brick
needed three men and a boy.

Mr THOMPSON: That is the difference be-
tween the Government and us. The Govern-
ment undertakes projects that require more
people to do them. Those are not real jobs.
What we are about is Providing real jobs, not
State owned shovels for people to lean on. We
want to provide jobs that are challenging, jobs
that the people who fill them know are wanted.

Mr Brian Burke: Real honest to goodness,
flag raising, God fearing jobs!

Mr Court: That's why we can sell bricks to
the Middle East.

Mr THOMPSON: Thai just happened to
flash into my mind. It was not part of my
speech. This is how members run out of time in
this place. They get sidetracked.

There are many examples of how over the
years privatisation has been introduced, but I
want to restate the position. There would be no
jobs lost. There would be no-one sacked from a
job and there would be no reduction in the
service. If those two conditions could not be
met, no privatisation project would be
implemented. The third condition that would
have to be applied would be that the cost to the
Government would have to be less.

Mr Brian Burke: Why did you differentiate
and say that no-one would lose their job and
then say that no-one would be sacked from a
job?

Mr THOMPSON: I will explain that. There
was a thrust into privatisation by the Court
Government-the provision of cleaning ser-
vices at three major hospitals. One was the Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital. A company by the
name of Crothall Hospital Services (WA) Pty
Ltd came to the Government and said that it
could save it hundreds of thousands of dollars
on the cleaning of hospitals by employing its
technique and equipment and by reducing the
amount of labour that went into the cleaning of
the hospital. The Court Government said to
that firm: "You are not to sack anyone; you
have to provide as good a service, and you have
to provide it more cheaply." Those three con-
ditions were met and those contracts have been
going on quite satisfactorily. I think that they
have been or are to be terminated because of
pressure that has come from the cleaning
unions. The Minister for Health may care to
check on that.

Mr Hodge: Not at Sir Charles Gairdner. The
contracts were in place only at one other hospi-
tal. When the contract expired, the hospital did
not renew it.

Mr Brian Burke: They don't reduce labour?
Mr THOMPSON: They do not sack people.

All the cleanets who were on the job when
Crothalls took over continued on the job.

Mr Brian Burke: So they didn't reduce
labour?

Mr THOMPSON: They did not sack anyone,
but as there were retirements or people left the
job, their positions were not refilled.

M r B rian B urke: So j obs we re lost?
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Mr THOMPSON: There were fewer people
involved. No-one got the sack.

Mr Pearce: It is called natural wastage. There
is nothing new about that.

Mr THOMPSON: So by natural attrition-
Mr Pearce: You reduce the number of jobs.
Mr THOMPSON: -the number of people

involved in that particular project is reduced.
The jobs were real jobs.

Mr Pearce: So the net result is a lower level
of employment?

Mr THOMPSON: Not necessarily.
Mr Brian Burke: What happens then?
Mr Clarko: They go and get other jobs.
Mr THOMPSON: They go and get other

jobs, but they are real jobs. They are jobs that
are meaningful.

Other things happening in the community
are also contributing to the fact that fewer
people are doing jobs; automation, for
example, is one such factor. I can remember
when the sewerage system was installed in Mid-
land. In those days the trenches were dug with
shovels and the spoil canted away by horse and
dray. That is how old I am. Would the Govern-
ment suggest that one way to overcome unem-
ployment would be to get rid of hackhoes for
digging trenches and have men dig trenches
with shovels and have horses cart the spoil
away? That shows the difference between the
Government's position and our position.

We believe in keeping up with the times and
taking advantage of technology for the benefit
of the community and in producing real jobs
that mean something to people. Does the
Premier think that workers would thank him if
he asked them to go back and dig trenches with
shovels when there are backhoes. to do it? Of
course they would not. That is our approach.

Mr Brian Burke: We have not asked them to
do that.

Mr THOMPSON: That is the logical exten-
sion of the argument that you put.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think it is at all.
Mr THOMPSON: I think it is, there is no

question of that.
While talking about privatisation, I want to

discuss the Hospital Laundry and Linen Ser-
vice, which is a service which people say we
will not be able to get rid of. I can tell the
House that we will get rid of it, but we will not
necessarily flog off the whole operation to one
company. That point will be looked at, but
there are many ways of providing a hospital

laundry and linen service. I am interested to
note that the Budget papers for last year indi-
cate the cost of replacement linen for the Hos-
pital Laundry and Linen Service was $102 000.
That is not an insignificant amount of money,
but in a service like that it is understandable
that sheets, pillow cases, etc. which are torn
must be replaced.

Mr Brian Burke: Sometimes they get thread-
bare, too.

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, that is true. Last year
the Government spent $102 000, but this year
$3.16 million will be paid to replace the worn
out stuff.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you want patients in
hospitals to have holes in their sheets?

Mr THOMPSON: No, I am not saying that
at all, but I want to know why there has been
such a dramatic escalation from $102 000 last
financial year to $3.16 million this year.

Mr Brian Burke: Because we have to replace
the worn. out linen. Perhaps you think we are
putting four sheets on every bed?

Mr Hodge: Put the question on notice and
you will find out.

Mr THOMPSON: The Treasurer has come
here and said, "We wanted $102 000 to patch
the sheets last year, but this year we will need
$3.16 million."

Mr Brian Burke: We are putting a dozen
sheets on every bed.

Mr THOMPSON: I suppose that will create
employment?

Mr Brian Burke: You have not got much to
criticise us for. I know you have to pull your
weight and everything, but we are jogging along
pretty well.

M r THOMPSON: As long as I do not have to
pull the Treasurer's weight-that might be a
test for me.

Mr Brian Burke: I have a bad back, so you
might have to carry me.

Mr THOMPSON: So have f-perhaps I
should see the Treasurer's physician.

Mr Brian Burke: Why don't you thank us for
the equestrian centre?

Mr THOMPSON: I have already done that
in another speech.

Mr Brian Burke: I am sorry-I was not aware
of that

Mr THOMPSON: I commended the Minis-
ter and the Treasurer for picking up the project
that was initiated by the former Liberal
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Government. I note with interest that there was
no recognition given when the centre was
opened, but that is politics and I accept that.

Mr Brian Burke: Came on!

Mr THOMPSON: That is right. It was a
commitment.

Mr Brian Burke: I publicly praised you for
your involvement.

Mr THOMPSON: 1 know. I will tell the
House how the centre was initiated. When I
was chairman of the horse trial subcommittee,
I invited John Graham to come to a horse trial
held at Andy White's property at Gidgegannup.
It was the first time Mr Graham had been
involved in the trials.

Mr Brian Burke: What is the horse trial
subcommittee? Is it a QANGO?

Mr THOMPSON: I was on the committee of
the Equestrian Federation. Mr Graham said
the Commonwealth had some money for inter-
national sporting facilities and it was embar-
rassing them. They did not know what to do
with it. I told him that we had had an aspir-
ation for many years to build a State equestrian
centre. That was how the whole thing started;
and it was in the time of the former Liberal
State and Federal Governments that that pro-
posal was floated. I gave the present Ministers
in charge of sport, both State and Federal,
credit for pursuing that initiative. I know it was
not easy; and indeed, I know that on a couple
of occasions it looked as if the $1.4 million
earmarked by the Commonwealth would slip
away. It was as, a result of the work of the
present Minister that that money was saved for
us. It is a wonderful facility and it would not be
there had it not been for a number of coinci-
dences, including the involvement of private
enterprise and one or two other things that oc-
curred.

Mr Blaikie: I think we should give credit to
the member for Kalamnunda too.

Mr THOMPSON: When the present State
and Federal Governments came to Power,
there was in place in Australia a very worth-
while and effective system of national health
care. It really amazes me that the incoming
Federal Labor Government decided to inter-
fere with that system. I concede that under the
old Med ibank system, which had been revised
and fiddled with, there were some short-
comings and problems which needed attention;
but what has finally happened as a result of the
changes made by the Federal Government is

that the system has become quite disastrous
and will continue to produce problems for the
people of this nation.

We in Western Australia cannot isolate our-
selves from that, although the hospitals and the
facilities we have in this State compare ex-
tremely favourably with those in the Eastern
States. Indeed, if not for the fact that there was
as much fat in our system as there was when
the present Government came to office, the
problems of our hospitals would be more pro-
found than they are at present.

Mr Brian Burke: The Royal Australian Nurs-
ing Federation disagrees with that. It says there
is absolutely no fat in the system and, in talking
about non-nursing duties, it says it is a matter
of life and death, and wants them abolished by
the end of December.

Mr THOMPSON: The Treasurer is speaking
of non-nursing duties and the situation with
respect to the working conditions of nurses,
whereas I am referring to physical things-the
buildings and the equipment in them. I spent
some time this week in the electorate of Mt
Marshall and I visited several hospitals. The
standards of the facilities I saw there were first
rate.

Mr Brian Burke: Add to that the fact that we
are the ones who got the Royal Perth Hospital
north block going.

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, the Government did,
but I question whether that was a wise decision.

Mr Brian Burke: The decision to build it or
not is one thing. The Liberal Government
made that decision, so question your own de-
cision. But were you just going to leave it there?

Mr THOMPSON: I question the wisdom of
starting it in the first place, and of continuing
it. 1 accept that the facilities there are less than
perfect and that something needs to be done to
redress that. But building a brand new block
will not overcome the problems that prevail
with respect to the old building.

Mr Brian Burke: The thing was 20 per cent
built when we came into government.

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, but this Government
spent $5.5 million on it last Financial year and
has earmarked $17.2 million for it this year. At
the same time, other hospitals available to
people in the Perth metropolitan area are being
under used. The private hospitals of this State
are battling to keep their numbers up.

Mr Brian Burke: There will not be any More
beds as a result of the completion of the north
block. That will not affect that situation.
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Mr THOMPSON: No, but the Government
will try to maintain the throughput at Royal
Perth Hospital at least at its present level, or
cater for even more. That is inappropriate.
People can be just as adequately cared for in
some of the peripheral hospitals around the
metropolitan area, and some of the procedures
going on at Royal Perth Hospital could be done
elsewhere in hospitals which are under-utilised.
It is a waste of community resources.

Mr Brian Burke: I am saying that the north
block will not affect that-it will not increase
the number of beds.

Mr THOMPSON: No, but it will expand the
capacity of the hospital to have more people
pass through it.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you think we should
close beds down at Royal Perth Hospital?

Mr THOMPSON: The Treasurer is doing his
level best all the time I have been speaking to
put words into my mouth and make me say
something I do not want to say. What I am
saying is that I want the Royal Perth Hospital
to be used for those procedures which cannot
be carried out in the peripheral hospitals where
beds are available. There is a waiting list for the
Royal Perth Hospital, while at the same time
the peripheral hospitals are being underused.

Mr Brian Burke: Why is that?
Mr THOMPSON: Under the health system,

people are attracted to Royal Perth Hospital
because they can go there and receive free ser-
vice. They pay a levy of one per cent. They are
entitled to roll up and say they want this, that
or the other done.

Mr Brian Burke: One will not stop that going
on there.

Mr THOMPSON: We will. We will not stop
them by draconian measures. We will intro-
duce a system which encourages people to go to
the other hospitals.

Mr Brian Burke: What is that system?
M r THOMPSON: Freedom of choice.
Mr Brian Burke: What is that system? Can

you tell us?
Mr THOMPSON: There will be an education

system.
Mr Brian Burke: For them to go where it

costs more?
Mr THOMPSON: It costs less, in fact- It

does not cost them any more.
Mr Brian Burke: You will never educate

them into that.

Mr THOMPSON: One must educate the
community, including the doctors, to encour-
age people to go to other hospitals. We will
encourage people to continue their private in-
su ran ce.

Mr Brian Burke: We are getting off the point.
M r THOMPSON: We are not.
Mr Brian Burke: I do not understand. You

say they are going to the Royal Perth Hospital
because they can get treatment free of charge?

Mr THOMPSON: I am saying 25 per cent of
all people going to Royal Perth Hospital have
private health insurance.

Mr Brian Burke: You would stop them if
they had, would you?

Mr THOMPSON: No, I would not- The per-
son who interviews them would say, "Are you
aware you can have this procedure done in a
private hospital and it will not cost any more
than having it done here?" That is one way of
attracting people into private hospitals, or into
some of the peripheral hospitals.

Mr Brian Burke: You do not think they
know?

Mr THOMPSON: Many of them do not. It
costs $600 a day or thereabouts to treat a
patient in Royal Perth Hospital. The same sort
of treatment can be done for about half that
price or even less in one of the peripheral hos-
pitals.

Mr Brian Burke: Why is that?
Mr THOMPSON: Because the infrastructure

costs of these other hospitals are less. The
Royal Perth Hospital will always be a dear hos-
pital to run.

Mr Brian Burke: It is a teaching hospital.
Mr THOMPSON: That is right. It has many

facilities, and they include very high cost units.
The cost of those units is spread over the whole
hospital. It will never be a cheap hospital to
run. Relating it to the number of patients it
treats, the costs can be significantly reduced by
encouraging people to be treated elsewhere.

Mr Brian Burke: There is absolutely no sense
to the economic logic you raise, because the
cost per patient will rise if fewer patients go
through. What happens then?

Mr THOMPSON: Royal Perth will grow like
Topsy under the Government's system to Cater
for the pressure. Is the Treasurer happy with
the waiting list?

Mr Brian Burke: I am never happy with any
waiting lists.
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Mr THOMPSON: What is the Government
doing to deal with the waiting list? It should
say, "We are not going to provide more beds at
the Royal Perth Hospital; we will encourage
people into the peripheral hospitals which are
being under-utilised."

Mr Davies: They cannot do open heart sur-
gery in Kalamunda Hospital.

Mr THOMPSON: I know that, but they can
treat varicose veins in Kialaniunda Hospital,
yet people go to Royal Perth to have that done.

Mr Davies: What evidence do you have of
that?

Mr THOMPSON: I have the evidence of the
President of the AMA, David Watkins, who
says many people are being treated in Royal
Perth who could be treated in other hospitals.

Several members interjected.

Mr THOMPSON: The member for Victoria
Park is helping me because that is what I said
earlier. Doctors in the community can help us
to encourage patients to go to other hospitals
and reduce the pressure on Royal Perth. Brain
surgery, open heart surgery and those sorts of
things are complicated procedures and will
always have to be done at Royal Perth.

Mr Brian Burke: Why do doctors send their
patients there now?

Mr THOMPSON: It has become traditional
to send them there. Thcy have to be educated
to do otherwise. In addition, there is the system
of Medicare.

Mr Brian Burke: Thai is what I was trying to
get to. You are going to change Medicare, are
you?

Mr THOMPSON: We will not change
Medicare.

Mr Brian Burke: I thought so.

Mr THOMPSON: But we will do our best to
influence Canberra to do that, as the present
Government should be doing.

Mr Brian Burke: You can achieve what you
are saying by changing Medicare, but you can-
not do it by educating the community.

Mr THOMPSON: No, we cannot achieve a
change in Medicare. We are supported in our
view by the President of the Australian Medical
Association who says many of these procedures
could be done in the other hospitals which are
being underutilised.

Mr Brian Burke: There is no argument that
they can be done in the other hospitals, but
without changing Medicare, regardless of

people's circumstances and free public hospital
services, you will not achieve the result you
seek.

Mr THOMPSON: Twenty five per cent of all
patients rolling up at Royal Perth to be treated
have private health insurance cover, so for a
start those 25 per cent could be encouraged
into the private system.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you think doctors are
dopey, and that they do not know what you are
saying? Of course they know.

Mr THOMPSON: I am not saying that. I am
saying insufficient help is given to encourage
people who are now going to Royal Perth Hos-
pital to be treated at the underutilised periph-
eral hospitals.

Mr Brian Burke: Why do you not make a rule
that if one has private insurance one should not
go to Royal Perth?

Mr THOMPSON: That is not our approach,
and I do not think it is the Government's
either.

Mr Davies: Doctors send their patients to
Royal Perth Hospital and then lose control of
them. Why do doctors not want to maintain
and follow the procedures at these suburban
hospitals?

Mr Brian Burke: Because they want the high
profit operations at private hospitals and they
offload on to the public hospitals those patients
they cannot make money on. They are
businessmen and they try to maximise their
returns.

Mr THOMPSON: I say to you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, that that is a slur on medical prac-
titioners of this State, and they will get to know
about it.

Mr Davies: Why do doctors say to their
patients that this treatment can be done at the
Royal Perth Hospital? Why do they not want it
done in the local hospital?

Mr THOMPSON: Most general practitioners
in the metropolitan area who treat patients will
put their patients into the private hospital so
long as the Government does not fiddle around
with it. Where the Government has fiddled
with the system those doctors send their
patients off to Royal Perth Hospital. At
Kalamunda Hospital the system has not been
interferred with. The patients who can be
treated at Kalarnunda Hospital should be
treated there. Those who, because of the corn-
plexity of the procedures, cannot be treated at
the Kalamunda Hospital. are treated elsewhere.
I needed open heart surgery and my doctor sent
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me to Royal Perth. That is the only place in the
State where the operation can be carried out. If
I had appendicitis he would have sent me to
Kalamunda. People have been encouraged to
believe that the Government will look after
them, so they go to the out patient departments
and clinics at Royal Perth Hospital to be
treated.

Quite a fiasco has developed at the Perth
Medical Centre with respect to research facili-
ties which have hitherto attracted worldwide
praise. I refer to those projects undertaken by
Professor Byron Kakulas and the research he
has undertaken and which he continues to pur-
sue. He has made great strides in the treatment
of muscular dystrophy in this State and he has
contributed to the world progress in treating
this disease.

The Government takes no credit for having
fumbled the ball at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospi-
tal or the QE 11 Medical Centre in regard to the
accommodation that is needed for research
units. In 1982, under the Liberal Government,
the then Minister for Health (Ray Young)
made a commitment that modifications would
be made to A block to enable Kakulas' research
facilities to be adequately accommodated. No
action was taken by the Government during
that 12-month period and ultimately in the last
financial year it spent $3.5 million on modifi-
cation work for A block which included necess-
ary work t0 cater for the research facilities.

The hospital is na closer to getting the ac-
commodation for its research equipment now
than it was two years ago. It is a crying shame
that the support that the community has given
Kakulas through the Telethon appeal has run
into trouble, not because of any lack of motiv-
ation on the pant of the research team, but
because of the inability of the Government to
get the job done. I am told it is an absolute
shambles at the hospital; they do not know
whether they are coming or going. The Govern-
ment has spent $3.5 million and now it is sit-
ting back scratching its head. The Government
has earmarked $2.286 million in the current
Budget to continue the work on A block, but no
work is going on there because the Government
has suddenly discovered it has problems. Work
was done in one part of A block and carpets
were put down. Other workmen came to do
work in another pant of A block and wheeled
their barrows of concrete over the newly laid
carpet on the floor. That carpet is now ruined
and will have to be replaced.

Mr MacKinnon: Is that dinkum?

M r THOMPSON: That is true.

Mr Court: One incident was mentioned on
"State Affair" this week.

Mr THOMPSON: "State Affair" has given it
a bit of a nudge, I understand; it is a catas-
trophe. It is a real blow to Professor Kakulas's
work which is recognised throughout the world
by the medical profession. I just cannot under-
stand how the Government has fumbled this
project so badly.

I call on the Minister to drop everything he is
doing and to get down there and sort out the
nonsense because if he does not do so he will let
this State down.

I wanted to touch on a few other aspects
relating to health, but time precludes that
course and I will have to cover those points
when we deal with individual items. I refer to
the question of law and order, in particular, the
role of the policy. The odds are moving heavily
in favour of the criminals in this State. The
police are experiencing greater difficulty in
combating the severe rise in the crime rate that
has occurred in WA over the last three or four
years. I charge the Government with having
done too little too late. It should give the police
the necessary resources to combat this serious
increase in crime. The level of crime has
escalated in our community in the last few
years, and it impacts greatly on individuals. I
refer to breaking and entering crimes against
individuals, It is not uncommon for a person to
get out of his car in a carpark, accidently bump
the car next door, and then to wake up in hos-
pital after being bashed by a hood. Those
things are happening in our community and
while the police are doing their utmost to com-
bat the problem-and they are doing a very
good job-they do not have the resources to
cater for that great rise in the crime rate.

One year before the Liberal Government left
office we undertook to increase the size of the
Police Force by 100 officers in each of the fol-
lowing three years.

Mr Read: Was there a big increase in the
previous three years?

Mr THOMPSON: There was not a signifi-
cant increase, but then of course the rise in
crime had not really begun. In response to a
call from the Commissioner of Police, we made
a commitment to increase the size of the Police
Force.

Mr Read: You knew there had been an in-
crease in the crime rate?
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Mr THOMPSON: Let me develop my argu-
ment. The commitment by the previous
Government was to increase the force by 100
officers per year. When the present Govern-
ment came to power it honoured that commit-
ment and in its first two years of office it
increased the manpower of the Police Force by
another 100 officers each year. Since the time
when the Liberal Minister for Police initiated
that increase there has been a dramatic increase
in the crime rate in WA which is demonstrated
by the number of people appearing before the
courts; for example, the Citizens Against Crime
group is an indication that people in the com-munity recognise the upsurge in criminal activ-
ity and the citizens are trying to do what they
can in regard to this rise in crime.

The present Government has not equipped
the police to handle the difficult job they have
to do. The Government has indicated that the
increase in the number of officers will be
escalated; it is still not sufficient to meet the
pressure being placed on them.

Mr Davies: Do you have any idea of what
would be sufficient? One for one?

Mr THOMPSON: 1 do not know what it
should be, but I would like to be able to have a
little chat with the Commissioner of Police and
for him to confide in me his recommendation
to the present Minister, but I will not do that.

Mr Cart: First of all, feel free to speak to the
Commissioner of Police. Secondly, you must
realise it takes us a little while to correct the
backlog and the rundown in police numbers
which occurred during the three years of the
previous Government.

Mr THOMPSON: Hold on. All the current
Government did when it came to office was to
pick up the rate of increase that the previous
Government set the year before.

Mr Carr: That is not true. In the last three
years the previous Government increased the
force by 160 and in one year there was no
increase at all. In three years we have increased
the Police Force by 380.

Mr THOMPSON: We made the commit-
ment that if we remained in office we would
increase the force by 100 in the following two
years.

Mr Brian Burke: That was an election prom-
ise; come on.

Mr THOMPSON: In that time there has
been a dramatic rise in crime and the Govern-
ment has not responded to it properly. I really
think the rate at which the Police Force is-being

increased should be accelerated. Research
needs to be undertaken in regard to the facili-
ties that are provided to policemen. The equip-
ment in some of our police stations is
antiquated and old. They are fiddling around
with manual typewriters. Police stations must
be the last offices in this State which have
antiquated manual typewriters.

Mr Read: It is good to hear criticism of the
previous Minister for Police.

Mr THOMPSON: I cannot go into the story.
I want to reiterate that a Liberal Government
will pursue vigorously the principle of
privatisation as a means of providing a service
at least equal to that which is now provided.
We will not have private enterprise policemen,
but we will look at ways of allowing private
enterprise to supply policemen with better
systems and equipment.

We will not have the Police Force taken over,
because the Police Force occupies a very
special place. However, I will welcome the op-
port unity when we get to the Estimates item 3
to pursue some of the other points I have made
because I enjoyed my discussion with the mem-
ber across the Chamber.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Trethowan.

(Questions taken.J
Sitt ing suspended from 5.5610o 7.15 p.m.

STATE PLANNING COMMISSION BILL
Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [7. 15 p.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
On Wednesday, 3 April 1985, the Minister for
Planning moved in this House that the Western
Australian Planning Commission Bill be now
read a second time. At the conclusion of the
second reading the Bill was commended to the
House and debate thereon was adjourned on a
motion by the member for East Melville.

Since that time, several submissions were
received from local government representatives
including the Local Government Association
and the Country Shire Councils Association,
expressing concern that the proposed Bill made
no firm provision for appointment of a local
government representative on the Western
Australian Planning Commission.

Notwithstanding that the primary function
of the proposed commission was to advise the
Minister on the revision, review and consoli-
dation of the existing legislation into one Act,
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the Government considered it appropriate to
withdraw the Bill in order to allow further Con-
sideration on the question of local government
representation.

Simultaneously with the announcement of
the withdrawal of the Bill, a three-man con-
sultative committee comprising Mr W. A.
McKenzie, AO, .JP, Chairman of the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority; Mr ft. H.
Fardon, AASA, FIMM, Chief Executive
Officer, City of Melville, representing the local
government organisations; and Mr J. Mant,
LL.B., former Director General of the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Affairs, South
Australia, now a consultant on planning mat-
ters, was appointed to review the submissions
on the recommendations of the Committee of
Inquiry into Statutory Planning in Western
Australia, and to report to the Minister by
November 1985.

The consultative committee has approached
its task in two parts. It has concentrated on the
first 10 recommendations of the committee of
intluiry which are mainly concerned with the
administrative and organisational structures
for planning in this State, which is the subject
of this Bill. The second part of the committee's
task will address the remaining submissions
and the results from this work will assist in the
evolution of new and more detailed planning
legislation for Western Australia.

The submissions on the first 10
recommendations of the committee of inquiry,
and the planning industry in general all support
the appointment of a State Planning Com-
mission with State-wide jurisdiction. Accord-
ingly, the Hill proposes the establishment of a
State Planning Commission with the responsi-
bility for coordinating and promoting urban,
rural and regional land-use planning through-
out Western Australia.

The commission will replace the MRPA,' the
Town Planning Board and the Town Planning
Department by a single planning organisation.
The commission is to be a corporate body and
a Crown agency subject to direct ministerial
control.

There are to be not more than five members
all of whom are to be appointed by the
Governor on the nomination of the Minister
for such period not exceeding five years. Im-
plicit in the membership is to be a representa-
tive of local government nominated by the
Minister from a panel of three names, submit-

ted by the Local Government Association
conjointly with the Country Shire Councils As-
sociation.

The chairman of the commission is to be
appointed on a full-time basis while the other
members will either be full-time or part-time
appointments.

In order to allow for better regional represen-
tation, a number of associate members to rep-
resent groups of local authorities or regions are
to be appointed by the Governor on the
nomination of the Minister from a panel of
names submitted by groups of local authorities
or regions.

It is intended that associate members will be
invited to attend meetings of the commission
when matters of regional significance affecting
the regions are under consideration. On such
an occasion the associate members will be
entitled to the same privileges and remuner-
ation as full members.

The proposed structure outlined above has
received formal and unequivocal support from
both the Local Government Association and
the Country Shire Councils Association.

In addition to assuming the functions of the
existing planning bodies-that is the MRPA
and the Town Planning Boaid-the com-
mission will be responsible for coordinating
and promoting urban, rural and regional
land-use planning throughout the State; ad-
vising the Minister on the administration of the
legislation, with a prime objective of reviewing
and consolidating the existing Statutes into one
Act; and more importantly, the preparation of
a non-statutory State planning strategy to facili-
tate regional planning and land development
on a State-wide basis for the guidance of State
Government agencies, local authorities and pri-
vate organisations.

As soon as the commission is appointed, it is
the Minister's aspiration as the responsible
Minister to direct the commission to undertake
a review, revision and consolidation of all plan-
ning legislation as its foremost task; with a
clear mandate that such legislation be drawn up
in continuing consultation with local govern-
ment and other agencies; and, in anticipation
that it will be brought to this House no later
than the spring session of 1 987.

The new legislation will enable the State
Planning Commission to-

appoint committees to carry out its func-
tions under delegated power;
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delegate to local authorities a committee or
an appropriate officer. The purpose of this
being to speed up decision making
processes. Indicative of this aspiration is a
recent amelioration by the MRPA on
clause 32 resolution about to be gazetted
and which will result in a reduction of up
to 70 per cent of development applications
presently required to be submitted by local
government, which can look forward to
funther close consultation in the matter of
continuing development of responsibility.

The commission will appoint a Country Plan-
ning Council which is likely to be an occasional
committee. The membership of the committee
will be flexible and will vary according to the
issues under consideration. Membership would
include associate members but would be
widened to include Public Service and com-
munity representation.

The commission is to be supported by a
Metropolitan Planning Council appointed by
the Minister for a two-year term consisting of
up to 14 members.

The present system of district planning corn-
mittees is to be retained because the majority
of submissions and conclusions drawn from a
seminar sponsored by the MRPA support their
retention. With the exception of the north west
corridor, the existing district planning com-
mittees remain unchanged. The Shire of
Wanneroo and the City of Stirling are
regrouped to form the North-West District
Planning Committee, while the Cities of
Nedlands and Subiaco, the Towns of
Claremont, Cottesloe and Mosman Park and
the Shire of Peppermint Grove will now form
the Western Suburbs District Planning Com-
mittee. Local government will therefore have
six representatives on the Metropolitan Plan-
ning Council.

The other members of the Metropolitan
Planning Council are to consist of four perma-
nent heads appointed by virtue of their office
and up to three representatives nominated and
appointed by the Minister. The Chairman of
the Planning Commission is to be the Chair-
man of the Metropolitan Planning Commission
by virtue of his office.

It is intended to strengthen the role of the
District Planning Committee through the pro-
vision of secretarial and professional assistance
by the Commission.

The functions of the Metropolitan Planning
Council will be performed under delegated
authority from the commission and be subject
to the direction of the Minister and the com-
mission.

The commission has power to appoint stand-
ing or occasional committees. It is anticipated
that one of these committees will be a
subdivision committee to undertake this initial
function on a State-wide basis.

The Bill makes provision for a State Plan-
ning Commission account to be established at
Treasury. It is anticipated that proceeds of this
fund will include Consolidated Revenue Fund
appropriations currently made to the Town
Planning Department.

The metropolitan region improvement fund
will continue to be administered by the new
commission for the purposes of implementing
the metropolitan region scheme. The proceeds
of this fund will include CRE grants to the
MRPA and receipts from metropolitan region
improvement tax.

The proceeds of the account will be utilised
for payment of members' fees and allowances,
salaries and wages of staff, and general admin-
istrative costs.

The proceeds of the improvement fund will
be used for implementation of the capital
works programme and other associated costs
concerned with the metropolitan region
scheme, and payment of fees and allowances of
the Metropolitan Planning Council members.

The commission will be empowered to bor-
rOW moneys through the Central Borrowing
Authority, subject to guarantees by the
Treasurer.

The commission is required to prepare and
submit an annual report within four months of
the close of the preceding financial year, and to
include such financial statements as are
required and duly audited by the Auditor Gen-
eral.

The staff of the Town Planning Department
is to be transferred to form the staff of the State
Planning Commission. The Bill however also
makes provision for the appointment of an
executive director of planning who is to be
principal professional adviser to the com-
mission on matters of land use and land devel-
opment.

The Bill before the House endeavours to
meet the aspirations of those involved with
"planning" and proposes the integration of the
three existing planning organisations into one
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State-wide planning body with wider represen-
tation. The existing staff of the Town Planning
Department will be transfer-red to the State
Planning Commission and will be responsible
to the chairman. Appropriations from
Consolidated Revenue to the Town Planning
Department will be deposited into a State
Planning Commission account while appropri-
ations to the MRPA, together with receipts
from the metropolitan region improvement tax
and from sale of goods and services, will con-
tinue to be deposited in the metropolitan re-
gion improvement fund and utilised for giving
effect to the metropolitan region scheme.

In short, the appointment of one planning
body will help to streamline the planning pro-
cess. It will provide a Statewide emphasis on
regional and land-use planning; as a result of its
corporate structure it will be subject to better
ministerial control and direction, and last but
not least, it does not pre-empt any conclusions
concerning the detailed procedural aspects of
the existing legislation, the consideration and
review of which will be the foremost task and
objective of the new commission.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarko.

ACTS AMENDMENT (STATE PLANNING
COMMISSION) BILL

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [7.26 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

As a result of the introduction of the State
Planning Commission Bill into this House,
there is a need to make consequential changes
and modifications to-

the Town Planning and Development Act
1926;
the Metropolitan Region Town Planning
Scheme Act 1959; and

the Parliamentary Commissioner Act
1971.

These changes and modifications are embodied
in the Acts Amendment (State Planning Com-
mission) Bill.

The changes proposed by and large amount
to the substitution of the State Planning Com-
mission in place of the Town Planning Board.

Those sections of the principal Act that are
being repealed are-

section 3-Town Planning Commissioner
and Deputy Town Planning Com-
missioner;
section 4-Town Planning Board;
section 5-functions of the board; and
section 5A-protection of members of the
board.

Modifications to section 5AA relate to the
proposed State Planning Commission being
empowered to prepare statements of planning
policy instead of the Town Planning Board and
the MRPA.

The principal Act was enacted to establish
the Metropolitan Region Planning Authority.
As a result of the introduction of the State
Planning Commission Bill in this House, which
proposes the establishment of one planning or-
ganisation that embraces the functions and
powers of the Town Planning Board and the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority, con-
sequential changes require repealing of those
sections of the principal Act that relate to the
MRPA, its functions, and its powers, and to
matters relative thereto.

These sections of the principal Act that are
being repealed concern-

section 7-the MRPA and its member
ship;
section 8-appointment of certain mem-
bers from the district planning com-
mittees-now embodied in the State Plan-
ning Commission Bill;
section 9-section relating to MRPA being
a body corporate;
section 1 0--provisions for appointment to
offices on the MRPA;
section I I-provision for appointment of
deputies;
section 12-vacancies in office;
section 13-remuneration and expenses of
members of the MRPA;
section 14-protection of rights of public
servants on the MRPA;
section 15-convening of meetings;
section 16-quorum;
section 17-vacancy or defect in appoint-
ment to office no ground for invalidity;
section 1 7A-transitional and validity
provision introduced in 1980;
section 18-minutes and conduct of pro-
ceedings;
section iSA-power to appoint com-
mittees;
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section 19-power to delegate functions;
section 20-exemption from personal liab-
ility;
section 2 1-suspension of member;
section 22-office of member not office of
profit;
section 2 5-functions of the MRPA;
section 27-power of the authority to co-
opt services;
section 27A-powers related to land re-
served for parks and recreation;
section 28-approval of Minister to cer-
tain expenditure;
section 29-annual report to be made by
MRPA;
section 29A-duty and liability of persons
exercising functions under this Act-that
is pecuniary interest;
section 39-power of MRPA to borrow
from Treasury; and
section 40-power of MRPA to borrow
generally.

The changes proposed to sections 23 and 24
and the first schedule relate to the establish-
ment of an additional district planning
committee; that is, six instead of five.

The changes to section 38 reflect the pro-
visions contained in clause 18 of the State
Planning Commission Bill. In other words the
functions of the commission and the power to
spend money in the performance of those func-
tions are being streamlined so as to be consist-
ent.

Other changes are substitutional matters re-
placing the word "Authority" for "the Com-
mission or Council" where appropriate.

The consequential changes to the Parliamen-
tary Commissioner Act 1971 reflect the demise
of the Town Planning Board and the MRPA
through the establishment of a State Planning
Commission.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarko.

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister for

Conservation and Land Management) [7.32
p.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill amends the Conservation and Land
Management Act to correct a technical
omission from the Act. The Wildlife Conser-

vation Act and regulations provide for the
shooting of ducks by licensed shooters during
declared open seasons. Duck shooting is an es-
tablished, traditional activity for more than
5 000 licensed duck shooters.

Much of the duck shooting traditionally oc-
curs on game reserves. These reserves are in
fact nature reserves classified under the
Wildlife Conservation Act as shooting or hunt-
ing areas.

The part of the Wildlife Conservation Act
providing for classification of nature reserves
as shooting or hunting areas was repealed with
the passage of the Conservation and Land
Management Act 1984. However, due to a
technical omission, an equivalent provision
was not incorporated in the CALM Act.

As a consequence, nature reserves which
have traditionally been available for duck
shooting in the past are no longer available
under the existing legislation.

It was not the intent of the CALM Act to
deny access for licensed duck shooters during
declared open seasons to shoot ducks on nature
reserves which have traditionally been open to
duck shooting.

The Bill amends the CALM Act so as to pro-
vide for hunting and shooting on specified
nature reserves in the manner and with the
conservation safeguards previously provided
for in the Wildlife Conservation Act.

If we do not pass this legislation through the
House, I can imagine 5 000 irate duck shooters
advancing on Parliament with their
blunderbusses blazing. Because of the nature of
this Bill we might call it the "Duck Bill".

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

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading: Budget Debate
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the

sitting.
MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [7.35

p~m.J: We live in challenging times which
people sometimes find somewhat confusing. I
think it must be remembered that what one
person perceives as a challenge, another may
perceive as a threat.

It is the time, Mr Speaker, in which the suc-
cess or failure of our society over the next 100
years will be determined. It is a time in which
we require Governments in this country, both
State and Federal, to be open to change while
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preserving the best of our current system and to
seek to find out how the difficulties we cur-
rently face can be effectively solved with the
least dislocation to our society and with the
least deleterious effect on individuals. It will
take Governments which are prepared for
change and forward-thinking to accomplish
these objectives.

Unfortunately, at the present time we have
State Labor Governments and a Federal Labor
Government which could be labelled, quite
fairly, reactionary Governments which are
more interested in preserving vested interests
and vested monopolies in both the Govern-
ment and private sectors than seeking a change
to our society which will allow it to establish a
freer and more prosperous society than that
which we are likely to enjoy.

It is not difficult to understand why some
people might be confused at the present time
because we are in, and have been for perhaps
15 or 20 years, the second industrial revolution
which is sometimes referred to as the post-in-
dustrial revolution. There are many similarities
between the structural change which we find
ourselves confronted with at the present time
and that which European countries found
themselves confronted with towards the end of
the eighteenth century and into the nineteenth
century.

Mr Bryce: Are we going to hear reference to
technology?

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am glad the Minister
for Technology said that. If he remembers it
was technology which instigated the far-
reaching change brought about by the indus-
trial revolution. It is precisely the same tech-
nology-

Mr Bryce: It is different technology.
Mr TRETHOWAN: It is different in nature,

but it is the technology currently confronting us
which is a stimulation to the change in our
society at the present time.

The problems which occurred during the first
industrial revolution included the social dislo-
cation which was severely affected when the
governing systems of the countries involved
were reactionary, protected the vested interests
and monopolies, and were not prepared for
change. That is true at the present time. If
members recall, the societies that gained the
most from the first industrial revolution were
those prepared to change. The United King-
dom, for instance, was the most successful in
the initial stages of the industrial revolution,
not only because it had a fundamental demo-

cratic system of Government and a good
system of law, but mare importantly the society
was such that it encouraged the establishment
of the middle class and encouraged middle
class entrepreneurs. It was the middle class
entrepreneurial economic freedom which al-
lowed Great Britain to achieve technological
advantages, in research and development
which gave rise to the generation of wealth that
the United Kingdom experienced from the be-
ginning to the end of the nineteenth century.

Mr Bryce: They did a pretty lousy job of
distributing the wealth in Britain.

Mr TRETHOWAN: They did not do a good
job in the initial stages. The initial stages bear
witness to the kind of economic dislocation
and personal hardship that can be suffered
when the structures of a society are not
sufficiently free to respond to the needs of
change within it.

If we look at the first industrial revolution we
will see it brought about a fundamental change
in the area in which the majority of the gross
national product was generated. Prior to the
industrial revolution most of the wealth of
countries relied on primary sector activity. The
viability of a country related fundamentally to
its closely associated agricultural enterprises
such as small cottage industries based on the
products of agriculture and a slight upgrading
of the primary sector production. What the in-
dustrial revolution brought about was a dra-
matic shift in productive emphasis and gener-
ation of wealth from the primary area to the
secondary area. That caused a fundamental dis-
location in the production of food and major
changes in the ownership of land and dramatic
shifts in population, none of which the existing
structures of that society were able to cope
with.

Exactly the same thing is happening at the
present time. We are faced with a major shift in
the productive emphasis of our society from
the secondary area to the tertiary area. We are
faced with the growth of what may be called the
knowledge industry, something which I am
sure the Deputy Premier will understand.

The same sort of dislocation is occurring now
as occurred during the first industrial revol-
ution. Some sections of the society are being
asked to bear a burden which is unfair and
crippling to those individuals. in the first in-
dustrial revolution, it was primarily the dis-
placed agricultural workers who were unable to
have an effect politically because of their weak
political position in the society. The economic
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emphasis, which had been primarily in the agri-
cultural industry, had shifted. The security of
the structure of the society they had grown up
in changed, and they found themselves very
much at the bottom of the growing new indus-
trial heap.

At the present time it is those people within
our society who exist outside the organised
structures of the society, the vested
monopolies, that bear the brunt of the current
change. Those people are the ones who have to
face daily the realities of the competitive mar-
ket place, and who collectively are -not able to
voice their opinions to that effect. I am refer-
ring fundamentally to those people involved in
small business-small businesses in the manu-
facturing sector, small businesses in the agricul-
tural sector, and small businesses in many of
the tertiary service industries. They are the
people who are being asked to bear the brunt of
the changes within our society at the present
time.

Mr Bryce: Are you including the employees?
Mr TRETHOWAN: I am including all the

people who work in that sector for the simple
reason that when a firm is governed by the
market place, if it cannot afford to make a
profit and remain viable, it shuts down and as a
result affects not only the owners of the firm
but also all the people employed. This is exactly
the situation that occurred in the first indus-
trial revolution in regard to agricultural
workers and their displacement from agricul-
tural land.

A Government, to be successful and to set
out on the road to a bright future within this
State and within this Commonwealth, needs to
deal fundamentally with the causes of the
change. What we are faced with is an economic
situation where the power in our society is held
principally by large organisations-those who
are in a powerful position. It has been fre-
quently described as big business, big unions,
and big government. There is also another say-
ing which is rather popular at the present time,
that in our society the Government controls the
private sector but who controls the public sec-
tor? The answer is: nobody.

Mr Bryce: That is paranoia.
Mr TRETIO WAN: Unfortunately it is a tru-

ism.
Mr Court: Who controls WA Government

Holdings?
Mr TRETIIOWAN: That is one of the

biggest mystery questions of aU] time. Certainly
not the people of this State who theoretically

should be owning it and to whom that organ is-
ation should at least supply information about
what it does.

Mr Bryce: Robert Menzies used to plan inter-
jections during his speech.

Mr TRETHO WAN: I thank the Deputy
Premier for his interjection. Is he suggesting
that I have arranged his interjections before I
speak?

Mr Bryce: We are beginning to wonder.

Mr TRETHOWAN: They certainly provide
me with good substance.

What we are faced with is a society with an
increasing demand for services from the public
sector and an increasingly heavy burden of tax-
ation to meet those demands; and governments
which find themselves in an unenviable
position in terms of trying to change the cur-
rent pattern. The reason for that is that once
the level of subsidy by the public sector reaches
the majority of society in a democracy, to re-
move any part of that subsidy directly hits the
hip-pocket nerve of someone and that someone
will undoubtedly make that removal of subsidy
a reason for changing his vote and changing the
Government at the next election.

The result is that virtually all western
democracies are faced with the problem of
spiralling growth in the public sector, spiralling
taxes to generate revenue, and increasing defi-
cits when the growth of the gross national
product is not sufficient to cover the increasing
demands for expenditure. We in this country
are no exception. Some Governments, such as
the Fraser Government, manage to hold back
expenditure quite substantially. In two years of
the Fraser Government the growth of expendi-
ture was held to under one per cent of the gross
domestic product, and in another year it was
held to less than two per cent, which is more
than a record, considering the pressures on
government.

The current Federal Government in the first
two years had no such record. The growth in its
expenditure was quite dramatic. The only ef-
fective solution that has so far been found to
work within democratic structures or non-
democratic structures to resolve the problem of
the ever-increasing demands on the public sec-
tor is a mechanism known as privatisation. It is
always said, and quite rightly said, that this
technique of slowing the growth of the public
sector and the demands of the public sector has
been fundamentally developed within the
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United Kingdom. It is a major policy of the
Thatcher Government and has been proved
substantially successful.

For those people on the other side of the
House who would say Margaret Thatcher is on
the opposite side of the political spectrum to
them, and what she does must be wrong be-
cause she is a conservative-her economic doc-
trines obviously favour that conservative point
of view, privatisation does the same, therefore
it must be wrong. They have misunderstood
the whole problem and are confused about the
problem facing all Governments at the present
time. It may be true that the Prime Minister of
Great Britain is a conservative-that she is an
economic dry.

I think there is very little doubt that that is
probably an establishable fact. It is also
probably true that the President of the United
States holds similar political views. Both those
countries have used the privatisation technique
to reduce the growth of government, to in-
crease the efficiency of government, and to try
to provide some sort of benchmark for testing
the efficiency of government. The end result of
that is to benefit the taxpayers of those
countries and to redirect the use of resources to
the most efficient and productive area to allow
for future generations of growth and wealth.

If it were only the Prime Minister of Great
Britain and the President of the United States
who espoused the concept of privatisation, it
might be justified to label it as a purely con-
servative doctrine. In that case, some of the
comments of the Government might be justi-
fied. But it is not just the Conservative Prime
Minister of Great Britain, or the Republican
President of the United States, who espouses
this doctrine. I am sure that members of the
Government would not refer to the President
of France, M. Mitterand, as a conservative. His
economic policies in the initial stages ap-
proached very closely to the socialist ideal and
yet it is that very President who has been
endeavouring for the past 12 months to im-
plement the kinds of policies that are directed
towards increasing the efficiency of the public
sector, getting competition into the public sec-
tor, and divesting the public sector of operating
enterprises. He has been directing this within
France.

A member: That did not happen in the first
year, though.

Mr TRETHOWAN: It did not happen in his
first year-that was when France moved from
being a moderately prosperous country with a

good balance of trade and a secure currency to
a stage where the bottom fell out of the econ-
omy; there was a run on the currency, and the
external balances depleted to an alarming de-
gree. But that lesson was learnit by the French
Government and President Mitterand has, in
fact, learnt that the problem that must be
tackled in every western democracy at the
present time is the problem of spiralling growth
in the public sector.

Mr Bertram: Is he going to denationalise the
banks?

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am not sure how far
the policies will go, but the pressure will be
towards ensuring that all those enterprises
which normally exist within the private sector
will again exist within the private sector.

If that example is not enough to convince
members of the Government that their ap-
proach is blinkered or, in the words of the
Deputy Premier, is one of "knockers" as soon
as privatisation is mentioned, let me quote a
country which I am sure they would not dare
say is a country which is an exploiter of the
working classes, a voracious capitalist econ-
omy, or a hive of conservatism. I quote the
People's Republic of China. The fundamental
policies that have been introduced there over
the last 18 months are fundamentally those of
privatisation, particularly at the grassroots
level, the freeing up of land for the-and they
call them the peasant classes-agricultural
workers to have their own plots, to grow and
sell food in a free market; and recently, the
ability for small businesses to start up within
cities to compete-

Mr Gordon Hill: It is a stupid analogy.
Mr TRETHOWAN: Why is it a stupid

analogy? Is it because the member for Helena
does not understand it? He has the classic
blinkered approach of the Government. He
cannot perceive that the socialist ideal does not
work economically, that the State, when it is
all-powerful, finds that it is also more
constricting on growth and personal freedom.
He could not accept that because it is obviously
his political bent.

Mr Gordon Hill: That is nonsense and it is
not my position. It is because I understand it
that I say it is a stupid analogy.

Mr TRETHOWAN: People reading this de-
bate in Hansard will be able to judge for them-
selves who is making a stupid analogy.

The reason that the People's Republic of
China has been increasingly freeing up the op-
erations of the private sector when previously
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they were totally under the control of the State
is that that country knows that economically it
is the only way to achieve success. It knows
economic growth can only be achieved when
people have the freedom to work and compete,
that the market place is the best arbiter in
terms of supply and demand-not the central
economic planning authority, because it gets it
so wrong. Why has the People's Republic of
China decided to do this? Because that country
had the experience of the Cultural Revolution,
of total State control-even more total than
perhaps in many other Communist countries.
And it was a disaster. Never were economic
objectives met, never was production appropri-
ate to the demands. Either it fell grossly short
of what was required or the production of a
particular item so far exceedcd the needs of the
market that the effort was wasted.

That is why the People's Republic of China
has moved down the road of privatisation.

Within our own society, we will never be able
to accomplish the leap from the pre-post indus-
trial society to the post industrial society unless
we can attain flexibility and allow resources
within our economy to be most appropriately
placed and distributed. As long as vested
interests and monopolies, both in the public
and private sectors, are protected by reaction-
ary governments, there will be no chance for
the society to adjust. The result will be the
same as in those countries which, during the
first industrial revolution, had the same sort of
problem.

If we look at the difference between the way
in which the industrial revolution was used to
advance the wealth of the nation in Great
Britain and compare it with, at that time,
Czarist Russia, which had a particularly rigid
autocratic system of government, or even with
that of Germany in the initial stages, it will be
clearly seen that that society which was flexible
in its economic matters and in its relationship
to social change, and fundamentally demo-
cratic, far outstripped those societies which
protected the structures which existed prior to
the introduction of the new technology.

What I am saying is that unless we are pre-
pared to grasp that nettle and free up our so-
ciety to allow it to change to meet the demands
of the new situation, we will be left behind in
the future generation of wealth in this country
in the same way that Czarist Russia was left
behind when, at the beginning of the twentieth
century, it had a social system and economic

structure that was geared, probably, to late
medieval times. We will appear like that, if we
are not very careful, in the context of our
neighbours in South-East Asia. We have only to
compare their economic growth, social devel-
opment, and generation of wealth in relation to
ours to see that over a period of 10 or 20 years
they will far outstrip us.

Where do the main vested monopolies lie in
our society? One of the fundamental
monopolies relates to labour markets. In fact,
the pre-eminent monopoly in our society is the
monopoly in relation to labour. It is not re-
sponsive to market change. It is protective of
its existing situation in spite of economic and
social realities and there is no mechanism that
fundamentally allows that adjustment to take
place. This Government and the Federal
Government are reactionary in the way in
which they support the view of the organised
labour monopolies.

We had a classic example earlier this evening
when, in discussing privatisation, the member
for Kalamunda spoke about the kind of change
involved in it. He spoke about the way in
which, under Liberal privatisation policies,
people would not be sacked, but that a situ-
ation of attrition would take place and that
probably overall there would be a reduction in
labour content. The Premier said, "That's not
right. We have to maintain the same level of
labour in that occupation." He said that be-
cause he knows that that is what the trade
union movement says.

When faced with the argument put forward
by the member for Kalamunda, what would the
Premier do? Would he go back to the situation
obtaining perhaps 30 or 40 years ago when it
took 100 men with wheelbarrows to dig sewer
mains and load the spoil onto draught horse-
drawn drays to take it away? Would he go back
to that-because that is the same sort of
blinkered reactionary argument-or would he
agree that the current situation of employing
more capital in the form of higher technology,
such as backhoes and deep grab shovels, is the
more appropriate way with perhaps a labour
force of five, seven, or 10 to do the same
amount of work? In the long run the latter
course gives greater benefit to society. Cer-
tainly there are fewer jobs, but those jobs are
being placed elsewhere in the society.

Mr Gordon Hill: What guarantee is there of
that?
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Mr TRETHO WAN: The member for Helena
sounds like one of the landowners at the time
of the first industrial revolution. He sounds
like one of the people who want to protect the
existing structure.

The clear thing is that unless we are flexible
and let the market operate to redistribute the
resources to the most productive areas, we slow
down the rate of economic growth and make
everyone in the society poorer.

Mr Tonkin: Does the marketplace look after
morality too?

Mr TRETHOWAN: No, nor do Govern-
ments in most cases, but they may have an
influence upon it. The morality comes from the
beliefs of the people, the ethos of the people.
That is another argument I might talk about if I
get time in relation to the breakdown of those
sorts of standards in our society, a breakdown
which has been encouraged by societies of the
persuasion of the Leader of the House.

Mr Tonkin: I was not talking about morality
in those terms. I was speaking about the
morality in the marketplace where people who
have not got the economic leverage cannot get
what you might think a human being should
have.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That was exactly the ar-
gument I put up. The Leader of the House, in
fact, is reinforcing my argument. Yes, Govern-
ments do have a role. They have a role to en-
sure competition, and effective competition. If
the Government sets the rules for the oper-
ations of the marketplace, if people are dra-
matically disadvantaged in the way that com-
petition occurs, if they find they have not
enough bargaining points, there may be an ar-
gument for the Government to review the
structure of that competition to ensure that a
more competitive situation occurs. But funda-
mentally it is the marketplace, it is those who
want to buy and those who want to sell, who
most efficiently distribute the economic cake,
the resources of production within a society. If
it was not so, there would not be such a dra-
matic rise in productivity in socialist states that
start moving towards greater increases in pri-
vate ownership and private business direction.
But it is the case that as soon as socialist
societies, in which all means of production are
owned by the State, move to free that up to
allow private enterprise to occur, productivity
goes up and the overall wealth of that society
goes up. In addition, the allocation of resources
in that society becomes more efficient. That is
due to the fact that the mechanism of the mar-

ketplace does not require a bureaucracy to en-
force it; the marketplace mechanism itself en-
forces it. The Government has to set the rules
to ensure that fairness and equity occur, but,
apart from that, the marketplace itself will
produce the greatest wealth for the individual.

I have little hope, if this State and this
country remain under the control of Labor
Governments, that we will see occur the kinds
of changes within our society which will lead to
greater prosperity, the most effective use of
new technology, better management practices,
the least pain and discomfort to individuals,
and greater employment. I have little confi-
dence that that will occur under Labor Govern-
ments because they are so protective of vested
interest and monopolies, particularly the
vested interests and monopolies in the Labor
Party. They have established this over and over
again. The Premier established it in his answers
to and interjections on the member for
Kalamunda today.

The policies that the Liberal Party put for-
ward in regard to privatisation are policies
which are forward-looking and which will lead
to the potential for greater wealth generation in
our society. They are policies which will help in
the long run to reduce the growth of the public
sector, reduce the ever-increasing demands for
revenue from the public sector and allow that
revenue to go back to those people who gener-
ate it. It will refocus benchmark efficiency in
many areas of Government.

I am not saying that there are not some very
efficient and effective areas of Government at
present, because there certainly are. I maintain
that some of the senior executives in the public
sector in this State could gain jobs in any pri-
vate enterprise situation and they would
probably do so at a great increase in salary.
They are very competent. But what I am saying
is that the system under which they are
required to operate does not provide the incen-
tives and the disincentives that apply in the
private sector when the pressure of the market-
place is upon an individual firm. The undertak-
ings that have been given by our party in regard
to privatisation is that it will not involve
wholesale sackings; it will not involve dramatic
dislocation. But it is the kind of review of all
functions of the Public Service that is dramati-
cally called for.

In order to fit ourselves to be competitive
with our near neighbours in South-East Asia, in
order to fit ourselves to allow greater pro-
ductivity to take place and export industries
again to become competitive, we need to follow

3007



3008 ASSEMBLY]

policies essentially similar to those that have
been followed in the United States and United
Kingdom.

The other matter I wanted to raise-the
Leader of the House brought it up, perhaps
inadvertently-was the problem of morality
within a changing society, a society under the
pressure of structural change. One of the prob)-
lems of technological and economic dislocation
is that it affects the traditional structure of the
society and it puts a lot of pressure on those
structures that held the society together. in
many cases, those traditional social structures
may not be sufficient to support the change in
themselves. In that situation a crisis develops.
It is the Government which can lead the way
out of that crisis to the benefit of the society as
a whole.

As the member for Kalamunda pointed out
earlier this evening, we are faced with some
very serious problems. We are faced with a
dramatic increase in the level of crime, particu-
larly violent crime, in our society. We are faced
with a dramatic increase in the use of drugs,
ranging from hard drugs such as heroin to the
legally available drugs such as alcohol and
tobacco, all of which represent a very signifi-
cant cost to our society.

We are faced with an enormous demand for
resources to support the family, which is the
basis upon which the society works, in a way
that Governments were not called upon to do
20 years ago. That burden is being carried by
all taxpayers. The question is whether the poli-
cies that are implemented by Governments are
those which in the long term will benefit the
most people within the society. I suspect that
the Government in this State and the Govern-
ment federally have not really come to terms
with what is happening.

In relation to crime, violent crime particu-
larly, there was a recent article in the Daily
News which clearly established the direct re-
lation between violent crime of a sexual nature
and the growth and distribution of pornogra-
phy, particularly violent pornography.

The moral dilemma facing any Government
is to what degree personal freedom should be
infringed. I suspect that Governments in our
society have erred far too leniently on the side
of allowing the individual to make choices, per-
haps at the expense of other sections of the
society when taken as a whole. It certainly
seems that we are faced with the breakdown of
traditional values which is being contributed to
by the Federal and State Governments. We see

very little Government support for some of our
traditional family and moral values and the
traditional beliefs in our country.

Mr Davies: Where do you think it is lacking?
We are all anxious to pick this up.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I think it relates in part
to a misunderstanding about pluralistic
societies. Such societies can operate but are not
necessarily cohesive. They will be cohesive only
if all the members share beliefs in common.
Unfortunately, I believe the policies being pur-
sued by the Federal Government at present
have lacked an understanding in the
multiculturalism about the dangers of plural-
ism when it is not based on some fundamental
values shared by the society as a whole. We
must have a society with freedom and a society
which can appreciate the different backgrounds
of its citizens. I see nothing wrong with people
being proud of having forebears who come
from different countries and different societies.
However, there are certain things that most
Australians believe and if someone comes to
this country and wants to become a citizen that
person needs to understand that being an
Australian means adopting those beliefs and
the culture that goes with it.

It is wrong for Government to try to break
down and not reinforce the established cultural
beliefs of our society-particularly those that
deal with the cohesiveness of the family-and
honesty to the belief that one's country needs
to be put in an important place in the life of
every citizen, and that each citizen owes the
country a duty as well as that country owing
each citizen a duty.

Mr Tonkin: Do you think that people owe
the planet a duty? Should they have that wider
responsibility?

Mr TRETHOWAN: Fundamentally, people
must understand that if they live in an environ-
ment which is enclosed, if that environment is
damaged to any significant degree their lives
are affected.

Mr Tonkin: That includes the physical en-
vironment?

Mr TRETHOWAN: It includes the life-sup-
porting environment which is principally
physical. In the competitive world in which we
exist people need to have a strong belief in their
country. Maybe they can take an overriding
world view but fundamentally their belief in
their country is important.

Mr Tonkin: My country, right or wrong.
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Mr TRETHO WAN: My country, fundamen-
tally right because it is a country in which if 1
think it is not going right, I am in a position to
do something about putting it right. A country
is an expression of the individual citizens. Per-
haps the interjections by the Leader of the
House would be appropriate in a society in
which there was no freedom of the ballot box
and democracy did not exist. In a democratic
society the people are affected by what the
Government does and if they do not like what
happens, they can change the Government. On
that basis people have every right to believe
that their country is right and to support it.

A Government member inteijected.
Mr TRETHO WAN: Anyone who says that i t

does not occur in Western Australia is speaking
rubbish because if it did not, why is the
Government sitting on that side of the House
at present?

A Government member: What happens in
the other place?

Mr TRETHOWAN: The people of Western
Australia are very wise and they want to hedge
their bets.

It is extremely important that we take
seriously the very difficult position in which we
find ourselves in this society at Present. We are
at a crossroad and I do not think that is putting
it too precisely. We need to take a good long
view about the road we shall walk down; we
need to take a good look at what our neighbour-
ing countries which are competitors will be
doing in the next 10 or I5 years; and we must
look at what countries such as OECD countries
will be doing because it is important that we
should not be the odd man out. It is important
that we should not protect our vested interests
and power structures at the expense of the long-
term Prosperity of our society.

I believe that one of the fundamental mech-
anisms that can be used to allow our society to
readjust in the current turbulent times is that of
privatisation. We should be encouraging com-
petition in the public sector and growth in the
private sector, and we should be reducing the
burden of taxation upon individuals, particu-
larly those who generate the wealth in our so-
ciety. If we do not face that situation and adopt
those long-term policies,we shall be out of step,
not only with certain Governments in the
OECD area, but also with some of the socialist
Governments in the area. They have
recognised the problem and have taken steps to
implement those policies. The blinkered ap-
proach and dream world existence of the

Premier and Deputy Premier when it comes to
the concept of privatisation is doubly concern-
ing.

They do not understand the seriousness of
the problem we are now facing. I do not think
they understand the importance of having the
right solutions that have been proved to work.
Those solutions are the ones based on the con-
aept of privatisation. If we do not go down that
road and seek to improve efficiency in the Pub-
lic Service, and allow market forces, including
the labour market, to operate more effectively
in our society, we shall consign ourselves to a
downward spiral and a backwater economic
existence that this country and its people do
not deserve.

I can assure members that when the Oppo-
sition becomes the Government of this State
after the next election, forward looking and
constructive policies will be implemented in
these areas. They will not be undertaken at the
expense of individuals or the important and
productive areas of our society. I am sure a true
conservative approach will be adopted; that is
to conserve what is good, valuable and import-
ant; but at the same time we should not be
frightened to change that which is holding us
back from the kind of future this State and
country deserve.

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [8.19 p.m.]:
I would like to address my remarks in this de-
bate to the tired old concept which used to be
known as deregulation but now comes under
the new heading of privatisation. This principle
is essentially a con because it means that one
tells people that one will sell them shares in
something they already own. The enterprises
are owned by the people of the State, yet they
are told that they can buy shares in those
enterprises if they can afford to. Some people
perhaps are able to afford to buy those shares,
but the vast majority cannot.

We witnessed about six weeks ago a visit by
an expert on privatisation from Britain, Dr
Pinie. He came to give the Western Australian
Liberal Party some good news on privatisation.
He is a close adviser to Margaret Thatcher.
Pan of his address to the Liberal Party was to
the effect that it took I8 months to turn Britain
around and the State Sector of the British econ-
omy was down by one-quarter.

Several members interjected.

(951
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Mrs HENDERSON: That is what he actually
said. The State sector of the economy is down
by one-quarter. He continued-

The British economy is booming with
unemployment coming down.

He said the same could be done in Australia.
The same thing for Australia means, as various
members on this side of the House have
pointed out, unemployment levels of between
13 per cent and 14 per cent. The gap in Britain
between the haves and the have-nots has
already increased to such a degree that we have
seen the very sad spectacle in the last few weeks
of inner city youth gangs on the rampage, and
ugly race riots tearing apart the city areas that
are simmering with discontent. This discontent
thrives on unemployment and poverty.

Yet Dr Pirie comes to tell the Western
Australian Liberals he can give them advice on
how to give us the same social conditions
which are being experienced under Margaret
Thatcher in Britain. That is the last thing we
want in Australia.

I would like to turn to the situation in
America, beca 'use it would appear that the Lib-
erals have no examples of privatisation to show
us close to home, so they are grasping at
examples overseas to hold up as things we
should be following.

In America, the telephone services have been
deregulated. With the breakup of the Bell
Group and AT&T there have been substantial
problems with telecommunications in
America. That is the result of private enterprise
operating in an area that was regulated. The
fairly reputable private enterprise journal,
Business Week, commented on the breakup
and deregulation of telecommunications in
America as follows-

To prevent their revenue base from
shrinking, local phone companies are try-
ing. to move prices closer to costs, which
could lead to a doubling in residential rates
by 1990.

The Opposition talks about privatisation. In
the same breath it says this will not !ead to any
increase in cost- Business Week says that the
way things are going in America with
deregulation, telephone costs will double by
1990 for private residential telephones.

Some large telecommunications users arc
studying ways of avoiding using these new
deregulated telephone companies. Large
companies like Boeing are setting up their own
networks of telecommunications because the
new deregulated telecommunications oper-

at ions are so inefficient and they take so long to
have telephones installed that they are losing
patience. The service is inferior to that
provided prior to deregulation.

As these large companies such as Boeing opt
out of using the established companies, so the
prices for those who have no choice but to
remain within the existing system increase.
Studies have shown that local phone
companies will lose half their revenue if the six
biggest companies in America set up their own
telecommumnication networks, as Boeing has
done.

In some American States charges have been
increased for resident ia] rural customers while
they have been lowered for business and urban
subscribers. For example, in the State of
Illinois rural rates have increased by an average
of $3.08 while subscribers in the city pay 46c
less for each basic service.

This is exactly what would happen in
Australia if the same sort of thing were brought
in here.

It has been said by Business Week that the
decision to deregulate the Bell system in
America was probably the worst miscalculation
in American corporate history. Instead of a bet-
ter service it has led to confusion, duplication,
inefficiency, and lower technical standards
with higher tariffs.

Mr Hassell: That was not a Government
monopoly.

Mrs HENDERSON: No, it was not, but it
was a monopoly. It was broken up by
deregulation.

Mr Hassell: It was a highly protected private
monopoly which was highly regulated.

Mrs HENDERSON: It was very similar to
Telecom.

The conservative business magazine Fortune
contained an article on the dismantling of Bell,
and its headline was, "What was it we were
trying to fix?" In other words, what was wrong
with the system? We now have the disastrous
spectacle of subscribers struggling to cope.

Mr Hassell: That was not a privatisation pol-
icy.

Mrs HENDERSON: It was.

Mr Hassell: It was totally private to begin
with. It was one of the best telephone systems
in the world.

Mrs HENDERSON: It shows exactly what
the effect would be here if Telecom were
deregulated in the same way.
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In America the situation now is that people
set up trestle tables in the street and flog off
telephone receivers and other gimmicks for
people to buy. Most of them are of inferior
standards. They do not tell people that if they
buy one telephone receiver it may not connect
up with the services provided by a different
private company.

The services have declined. The time it takes
to have a telephone service installed has
increased dramatically and costs have gone up.

Before deregulation, 97 per cent of private
lines in America were installed on the date
promised. That has now fallen to less than 20
per cent. In July of 1984 the order backlog for
services grew by 16 per cent over the previous
year-a service similar to that provided by
Telecom.

The New York Times said this-
In view of this continuing business ser-

vice deterioration we must now begin to
seriously consider whether a regulated re-
sponse is needed to avoid the dire
consequences which lie ahead.

In other words The New York Times now says
perhaps they should go back to the regulated
service system.

Mr Hassell: They are not proposing a
Government system, are they?

Mrs HENDERSON: I have just explained
their regulated service was similar to our
Telecom. We cannot hold America out as a
glowing example of something to follow in
terms of the deregulation of private enterprise.
We had the breakup of the Bell group and
AT&T. The result was less service at greater
cost. There was an overall loss, particularly to
the small consumer.

The Opposition says that AT&T and other
corporations in America are achieving great
profits, so the fact they are not providing the
service they used to is an unfortunate side ef-
fect.

I turn now to Australia. The interesting situ-
ation is that the Liberals cannot agree amongst
themselves on this new privatisation scheme
which seems to be rapidly shaping up as a
major election plank in this State. It is hardly
surprising that the Liberals are having diffi-
culty convincing the public of the need for a
wholesale jettisoning of public services and
units in this State. The reason the Liberals are
having difficulty with privatisation is that the
public know that the economy is strengthening,

unemployment is falling, and inflation is about
half what it was when we came into Govern-
ment.

Mr Clarko: Interest rates are higher.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Liberal Party is

interested in privatisation as a panacea for
everything. It cannot show examples of any-
thing from anywhere around the world where it
works and where it is effective.

It is quite remarkable that the Liberals in
Western Australia are falling over this concept
when their own national president, John
Valder, made a famous speech where he said
that if one is really talking about reducing
Government spending it is all very well to say
one will privatise this, one will do that and
fiddle about. This is all fiddling about the
edges. That is quite a famous quote which John
Valder made about privatisation. I guess it
caused some severe embarrassment to the Lib-
eral Party generally. His message on
privatisation was that it constitutes fiddling
about the edges.

There are other Liberals who also have not
been too keen on the concept. Senator Missen,
a Liberal Senator, produced a document that
he called "The Winter of our Discontent".
Under the heading "Slogans and liberalism" he
had this to say-

Anyone reading the determinations of
our recent Federal Council or the writings
of 'new right' dries or conservatives (whom
the media czars promote as 'Liberals') will
be surprised to see the lack of detail and
the reliance on repeated slogans that are
frequently employed. 'Privatisation', that
ugly modem word, is in vogue and seen as
a panacea for everything.

He went on to ask how anyone could possibly
talk about privatising the Commonwealth
Bank, the Post Office and Telecom. He went on
to say-

Even the selling off of profitable pants of
these enterprises will leave the ordinary
citizen with a vast burden to pay for unec-
onomic (but necessary) services.

This is the main problem with which the Lib-
erals are grappling. It does not deter most of
them, but some of the more sensible ones like
Senator Missen are honest enough to say that
the concept involves some problems. He went
on to say-

Meanwhile, the speeches of Liberals ex-
tolling the virtues of privatisation are no-
tably lacking in detail, both as to the
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reasons for disposal of public assets (save
for an assertion of greater efficiency) and
also as to the methods to be adopted.

He continued with this point-

Perhaps a greater concentration on
developing a needs based social welfare
service would afford a more sensible
resolution of the problem of burgeoning
public expenditure.

He finished by saying-

Lately we have listened too closely to
vested interest and not followed a logical
course.

So not only is the National President of the
Liberal Party calling privatisation a "Fiddling
at the edges" but also Senator Missen in the
Federal Parliament says that the Liberals have
been listening too closely to vested interests
and are not being logical.

We have had a few more Liberals declare
that if it came to the crunch in the Federal
Parliament they would not vote for
privatisation- We have had the example of
Senator Steele Hall and a couple of other Lib-
eral Senators saying that if it came to the Sen-
ate they would not vote for privatisation. The
Liberal member for Boothby said-

[ certainly won't vote for such a
proposition, and those who are currently
talking about privatisation ... owe the
public an explanation of how far they want
to go.

A very deep ideological division exists within
the Liberal Party on this concept of
privatisation, and that really does not surprise
me because it is not a concept that seems to
have any readily apparent advantages.

Senator Steele Hall, a former South
Australian Liberal Premier, has described as
"extreme" Liberal policies to sell the Common-
wealth Bank and Qantas. He hit out at the
Dries in the Liberal Party and called them
"1primitive and arid". At the same time, we
have seen the Liberal Party's Federal Council,
in July this year, supporting privatisation. So
we have a very clear rift among Liberals.

John Howard, the newly elected Federal
Leader of the Liberal Party, has had a few
interesting things to say about privatisation.
On 12 August he attended the New South
Wales Liberal Party's convention and said that
privatisation would not allow the Federal
Government to cut taxes. He pointed out that
privatisation raised money only once and that

is when an enterprise is sold off;, that is the end
of it and the Government does not get any
more money.

As our Minister for Housing has said, quite
rightly, this form of selling off is more
commonly called asset stripping.

An Opposition member: Why is it an asset?
Mrs HENDERSON: It is an asset because it

belongs to the people of the State and because
it is valuable.

The New South Wales Liberal Party's confer-
ence was told by John Howard, when speaking
about privatisation, that it would be politically
naive to expose publicly all the options the
party was considering. Why is it politically
naive? Is this a recognition that there is no real
public support for selling off national assets
that belong to the people of this State and of
Australia? Indeed, The Australian reported that
180 delegates of the New South Wales Liberal
Party's convention called privatisation a red
herring. This red herring in Western Australia
will be the Liberal Party's major plank of its
election manifesto.

It is well known that the National President
of the Liberal Party, Mr John Valder, was
criticised as being naive in revealing on his
private tape circulated among Westpac clients
that the real area for cuts would be welfare
spending and that to talk about privatisat ion
would not produce anything at all in the long
run. Remember, he has called privatisation
"just fiddling at the edges". It is more dis-
honest than naive to say that perhaps they had
better not reveal to the public all the things
they plan to do in this area.

The effects of privatisation overseas has been
sobering indeed. It has created increased unem-
ployment as we have seen in Britain, and a
decline in services. It has also resulted, of
course, in a loss of Government revenue, be-
cause privatisation is not about selling off
everything but about selling off those profitable
concerns which return substantial revenue to
Government. The Opposition has referred to
an ever-increasing demand for public services.
It cannot mean that those services are incom-
petent if the public wants more of them. It does
suggest that if we sell off most of the profitable
sections that provide revenue, Governments
have trouble providing those services.

This is the difficult stumbling block facing
the Opposition because it knows that WA is a
classic example of a State where, because the
population is small and scattered over a large
area, we need to eross-subsidise from city to the
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country, yet privatisation presents real prob-
lems in this area. No-one will want to buy the
bits which service the country; people will want
to buy only those parts which are profitable
and therefore are serving the metropolitan
area. The Opposition does not have an answer
to this major problem.

Let me now consider the one clear example
the Opposition has given of a service it has said
it would like to sell off. Opposition members
spoke a few weeks ago about their plans to sell
off the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service.

Mr Laurance: That will not disadvantage the
remote people;

Mrs HENDERSON: No, but it was being
propounded strongly until we reminded the
Opposition that when it was in Government in
1973 it commissioned a survey of the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service. They com-
missioned private consultants to examine the
service and the consultants decided that if the
service were to revert to private management it
would have only marginal prospects of success.
The private consultants indicated that the ben-
efits could be equalled or surpassed by quite
modest improvements in efficiency under the
existing management. The report went on to
say that a private operator would have to re-
duce both linen stocks and labour costs by 30
per cent-cutting an estimated 28 jobs-to get
a commercially acceptable return.

Tonight we have heard members of the Op-
position say time and time again that
privatisation does not mean a loss of jobs, yet
here we have a privately conducted survey
which has produced a report on the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service, a service which the
Liberals want to sell off, which clearly states
that there would be a need to cut out 28 jobs
and to reduce linen stocks by a third in order to
get a commercially acceptable return. The re-
port went on to say that the Government would
be likely to pay a higher price for the service
under private management. So much for the
benefits of privatisation. I am amazed that the
one service the Opposition targeted as being a
prime example of an enterprise ripe for
privatisation has been shown that its
privatisation would provide no benefit what-
ever. In fact, the private consultants' report
indicated that only disadvantages would
emerge. The report stated that the service
compared favourably with most similar private
and Government laundries.

No matter where we look, whether to Britain
or America or to the Liberals nationally or to
the Liberals in WA, we find that privatisation
is something that has come forward and been
presented as a new and wonderful idea but for
which there has been no evidence or examples
to show that this is so. Therefore, the Liberal
Party's privatisation concept can rightly be
shown to be erroneous and to offer no pros-
pects whatever.

It was an election gimmick. No wonder they
did not want to tell people too much about the
idea. The people of Western Australia are not
stupid and they will not accept that kind of a
selling-off of the Government's assets, publicly
owned properties and enterprises for a once-off
return when they ultimately will have to be
propped up afterwards.

I would like to comment very briefly on the
statements the member for East Melville made
about the situation in China. He cited China as
an example of a country that is moving rapidly
towards privatisation. I would certainly dispute
that claim. I spent 2'/2 weeks in China in
August and that visit revealed precisely the op-
posite. We visited, for example, a large petro-
chemical plant where 30 000 people worked
and lived in the precincts of that plant. The
plant was wholly Government-owned. All the
profits from that enterprise went to the
Government and of course that revenue was
needed to provide people with their standard of
living.

Similarly, when we visited shirt factories,
ceramics factories and so on it was the same
story. There were only two areas where that
was not the case. The member for East Melville
mentioned the farming community. It is cer-
tainly true that the farming community does
not now have to sell all its produce to the
Government. The people are allowed to sell on
the open market any surplus produce grown in
small plots close to their homes, but the
farmers we met were certainly very enthusiastic
about the fact that the bulk of their produce
already had its market price. They knew how
much they would get an,' how much they could
produce. They knew they would be able to
maintain a reason ife standard of living. We
did not perceive ny discontent or ill-feeling
among them that lacy would like to sell all their
produce on the open market because on the
whole the people were happy with the system.
The people we met were very aware of the
enormous forward strides China has made
since 1948. They were very aware that in a
country with a quarter of the world's popu-

3013



3014 [ASSEMBLY)

lation-the people were clothed, fed and
housed. Certainly they did not have the same
standard of living as we do. However, we did
not see poverty or people living in dire circum-
stances. It is truly remarkable for China to have
made such great progress in that time.

The only area where we saw anything that
came close to representing what the member
for East Melville mentioned was in the
southern pant of China where there are some
joint ventures between the Government and
private industry. Those joint ventures are
really an attempt by the Government to move
forward into the technological era as quickly as
possible. They are doing that by using the ideas
and techniques provided by overseas private
companies combined with training their own
people. The Government makes sure the
people have a stake in the profits. The Govern-
ment gets half the profits and in that way they
ensure that in time when their people have
learned all the techniques and acquired all the
expertise they will be able to carry out the same
procedures themselves.

The only other area I wanted to touch on
briefly tonight is completely different: It is my
disappointment that the Opposition in both
this House and the other place has seen fit to
move to disallow Education Act regulations.
They aligned themselves with a very small
group of-extremists, I suppose one could call
them-primary school principals who have
consistently opposed extending equal oppor-
tunity to female teachers to gain promotion
within our education system.

Iam sure every member of this House knows
that the Beazley Committee of Inquiry into
Education-one of the most far-reaching in-
quiries ever conducted in WA-came down
very heavily in favour of promotion or merit.
One of its recommendations was that more
promotion should be given on merit.

Pant of the implementation of that
recommendation meant that people looked
very closely at the current situation and
whether people were beinc promoted on merit.
As members probably know, 63 per cent of all
primary school teachers in WA are
women-that equals 3 896 female primary
teachers-and of those teachers only 30 female
primary teachers occupy promotional positions
which are not sex-linked; in other words, they
are not reserved for people of either sex. By
comparison, over 500 men occupy those sorts
of positions.

The Beazley inquiry examined why that
might be the case. Why is it that we have a
situation where for years and years teaching
and nursing were the two prime occupations
that were offered to young women upon leaving
school and entering tertiary education as being
good careers to undertake, yet in primary
teaching while two-thirds of teachers were
women, only 30 of them occupied Promotional
positions. This has happened for a variety of
reasons, one of which is undoubtedly social
expectations about women's careers. We all
know this has changed enormously in the last
10 years. The idea that women's careers were
very much secondary to their husbands' ca-
reers and that while a husband could pick up
the family and traipse around the State from
school to school, often this was not really a
socially acceptable thing for women to do.
Most women would find that their husbands
were not able or perhaps willing to pack up the
family and travel around the country in order
for the woman to further her career. That was
certainly one reason for women not seeking
promotion. Probably a lack of aspiration was
also tied in with that reason. This lack of aspir-
ation is probably due to the lack of role models.

If people do not ever see women in positions
of authority within a school it is not surprising
that young female teachers do not really con-
sider those positions as a possibility.

However, perhaps the most important reason
for very few women becoming principals of pri-
mary schools is because of some very well-es-
tablished and entrenched regulations laid down
by the Education Department which actually
worked towards preventing them from gaining
promotion. Until 1969 women had to resign
When they got married; they had no choice. In
fact, I knew many female teachers who were
marrid over the Christmas break. It was a very
popular time to get married. They would teach
until, say, 17 December and return to duty
after Christmas in February. They were obliged
to resign between when they left in December
and returned to duty in February. They would
come back to the same school and teach the
same children, but their previous years of ser-
vice were cancelled or wiped off the record
because as soon as a teacher resigned and
reapplied for her job she lost her previous ser-
vice. Because promotion in the Education De-
partment has always been dependent upon
years of service those women were put on the
bottom of the list because they had no years of
service.

Mr Clarko: That is not the full story.
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Mrs HENDERSON: I am going to tell the
full story.

Mr Clarko: From 1972 there were no bars.

Mrs HENDERSON: I am coming to that. I
said that until 1969 women had to resign when
they got maried.

Acouchement leave was not available until
relatively recently. This meant when they had a
child the majority of women of course had to
give up their jobs. If they went back to teaching
two or three years later their years of service
prior to having their children was wiped off.
Even when acouchement leave was introduced
women were given 12 months' unpaid leave
and for many of them this was not enough and
they chose to remain home for a further two or
three years. They too had to resign. When they
returned to teaching they lost all their
accumulated years of service.

In a nutshell, the promotional system in the
Education Department favoured people who
had many years of unbroken service and who
were able to move around the State from
school to school. If a teacher marries or leaves
to have a baby, he or she now does not have to
resign. They now have a good chance of
maintaining a long, unbroken record of service.
They also have better prospects of promotion.

It does not take much to work out that both
those factors contradicted the lifestyle of most
women teachers and fitted the lifestyle of most
male teachers. It is not really surprising.

Mr Clarko: Hundreds of single women chose
not to take Promotional positions.

Mrs HENDERSON: It is certainly significant
that those women who gained promotion were
by and large single women with no children. I
do not think anyone can say it is a healthy
situation to have people selected for promotion
on the basis of whether they have children or
are married.

Mr Clarko: You gave the reason earlier. The
women in the main chose not to go, including
single and married women. Those with the bar-
riers did not go, and those without the barriers
did not go either.

Mrs HENDERSON: That is a very
interesting use of the word "chose." If a mar-
ried women with two children says to her hus-
band, "Next year I am going to apply for a job
in Mukinbudin; would you like to give up your
job and come with me, dear?" It is hardly sur-
prising that mast men would choose not to do
that.

Mr Clarko: I do not disagree with that. There
are thousands of single women who could have
gone and chose not to do so.

Mrs HENDERSON: I would dispute that be-
cause the member will probably find that when
most single women go teaching they are auto-
matically sent to the country; and they go.

Mr Clarko: And single men too.
Mrs HENDERSON: And single men too, but

93 per cent of women marry and when they
first go to the country to teach it does not assist
their promotion. It is 10 years down the track
when they are 35 or thereabouts and want to
apply for a principal's or deputy principal's
position that they need to go to the country.

Mr Clarko: Some of them were advantaged,
as you know,

Mrs HENDERSON: I am coming to that if
the member will let me proceed, and then he
can ask the question.

As I was saying, those two things fit in neatly
with the average male lifestyle but not with
women's lifestyle, so most could not apply for
promotion under the old system. I ask mem-
bers to consider whether the most competent
person is one who is able to move readily
around the countryside. Is that the best
measure of a person's competence to become
the principal of a primary school? What really
happened with these new regulations is that
they seek to allow women to enter the race.
Once they are in the race they are judged on
merit. Under the old system they could not get
into the race at all. The odds were stacked
against them so heavily that they were unable
to enter.

Mr MacKinnon: How long ago was the
system in force?

Mrs HENDERSON: Until those regulations
were tabled. I believe that the talent of 63 per
cent of women teachers-and their leadership
potential-cannot be ignored by a State edu-
cation system. So we have brought in regu-
lations to give promotion on merit, and I do
not think anyone could argue with that.

The regulations provide that women can be
admitted to the race. Once they are in the race
they are considered on the same basis as men.
What do they need to have to get into the race?
Under the new regulations they must have a
teacher's higher certificate. That means they
must have a university degree and four years'
minimum teaching experience. How can any-
one say that the women admitted under these
regulations were not well-qualified? They had
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to have a university degree and a minimum of
four years' teaching experience. They must
have not less than 15 years' service, of which
10 must be spent as deputy principal of a pri-
mary school or a district high school. So they
have to have high qualifications and long ex-
perience in order to be admitted to the race.

When these regulations were gazetted and
the floodgates were opened, how many of the
3 000 women applied? The answer is that 50
applied to be considered for promotion. Of
those 50, nine were seen as being eligible and
four got positions-four out of 50. Where were
the four appointed? One went to Esperance,
one to Katanning, one to Boulder, and one to
Geraldton. How can anyone say they were
advantaged? They all went to the country.

Mr Old: Is that being disadvantaged?

Mrs HENDERSON: No, but the argument
has been put forward that men who have been
prepared to go around the country have been
disadvantaged by these women leapfrogging
over them. That is nonsense? All four went to
the country. All four had to agree to go any-
where in the State. The average length of ser-
vice of those women was 24 years, and their
average experience in administrative positions
was 15 years. Just by chance the average of
their teaching experience and their administrat
ive experience was greater than that of the suc-
cessful male teachers who were appointed this
year. Still there is a tiny group, a minority of
males, who are claiming these women were
advantaged. All four women had extensive ex-
perience; they were all appointed to the
country. They were prepared to go anywhere.
The average length of their country service was
12 years.

Those women gained promotion as the result
of their own qualifications and experience. All
that happened was that the new regulations al-
lowed them to enter the race. It is my belief
that if the Opposition disallows these regu-
lations in this House it will again be turning its
back on the women of this State.

The message is becoming clearer and clearer.
In this case the Opposition is throwing its
weight alongside a tiny group of disgruntled
male principals. Those principals are not really
concerned about the four women at all. They
do not like the idea of promotion on merit
because it is not a comfortable concept for

someone who is settled in a nice country town
like Bun bury or Albany, and who wants to stay
there for the rest of his life until he retires.

The next step in promotion on merit is that
one does not get a job and keep it for life. One
is assessed every five years, and some of the
people who do the assessment are one's subor-
dinates, some are one's peers, and some are
one's superiors. Some of the male principals
whose names sat on those long lists of 300
names, who worked their way up to the top, got
the school they wanted, and who are estab-
lished, do not like the idea, and I am not sur-
prised. That is why they are opposing these
regulations. They see it as the thin edge of the
wedge towards promotion on merit. They are
not concerned about the four women with an
average of 24 years' experience getting appoint-
mernts to four country schools; they are con-
cerned about promotion on merit. The Oppo-
sition says it supports the concept of promotion
on merit but it does not support these four
women.

We have a situation now where 94 per cent
of primary school principals are men and six
per cent are women. At the same time, two-
thirds of all primary school teachers are
women. What a massive waste of talent, experi-
ence, and potential. We cannot afford ini this
State to tolerate that loss. We cannot afford the
lack of benefit to the children in our schools.
They need role models of competent women in
charge of schools. These regulations in a small
way open up the promotional pathways to
women teachers. There is no doubt that female
students are very much influenced by the way
in which they see women occupying positions
of responsibility around them in their schools.

Any talk of the floodgates opening up as a
result of these regulations is negated by the fact
that only four women gained promotion by the
gazettal of these regulations. Incidentally, all
the same arguments were first put up when
women were allowed to become principals of
high schools. It was said the floodgates would
be opened and women would take over all high
schools. When the regulations were changed
one women became the principal of a high
school.

I hope these regulations will not be opposed
in this House. I hope the Opposition will see
the error of its ways because members opposite
are rapidly alienating themselves from the
women of this State who are reading the
writing on the wall very clearly.
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MR CRANE (Moore) [8.59 p~m.]: This
Budget has not really taken me by surprise.
There are points in it which give me a little joy,
and others which do not give me any joy at all.
I suppose one could call it a hot and cold
Budget. One thing I would say about the
Budget is that it is probably the best presented
Budget 1 have seen in the 12 years I have been
here. I contratulate the Government for the
trouble it has gone to in preparing the Budget
in the lovely folder. When we as members of
Parliament have to talk on matters such as this
we need to keep our papers in a convenient and
tidy way. I think that is a fair enough comment
to say it is well presented, and even though it
may have cost a few dollars it is well worth it
when one considers the importance of Parlia-
ment and the important work we parliamen-
tarians are called upon to do.

Before criticising it too severely, I would just
like to say that I am quite satisfied with one
particular matter dealt with in the Budget. I
will need to do a Cooks tour of my electorate to
bring these things to the fore.

Firstly, I was very happy to see that the
Government has continued to honour the
promises which had been made by providing
two facilities that the Opposition, before we
went out of office three years ago, was working
on. One, Of Course, was the Jurien boat har-
bour, which had been under review for a long
time and which we had decided to make a start
on when we were in government. I am very
pleased with the progress of the harbour today.
I was in Jurien recently with the member for
Albany on Public Accounts Committee busi-
ness and I visited the harbour. On that particu-
lar occasion I noticed that the groynes had been
put in and a certain amount of money had been
expended there.

I noticed that in this year's Budget $1.8
million has been allocated for the excavation of
the harbour, which is an inland harbour and
thus has to be excavated. I say to the Govern-
ment, "Thank you very much for carrying on
with that work." It is very important for the
fishing industry and for Jurien. We on this side
are glad that it is to go ahead because rumours
were rife that with all the marinas being built
adjacent to the metropolitan area-new ma-
rinas are being announced at such a rate that it
is almost as if they are going out of fashion-it
was felt that some of the money would be
siphoned away from Jurien. However, it is
quite obvious that the harbour is going to pro-
ceed.

When in office, we promised to build a jetty
at Lancelin, a facility that is very much needed.
The previous Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife undertook to do this in the next three
years of government, if that Government were
re-elected. Nothing has been done as yet but
some steps have been taken to secure land. I
notice that in the Budget there is an allocation
of $200 000 for the purchase of the land and
$ 400 000 for the co nst ruction of the j etty. As it
is there in the Budget, I am sure that the work
'will proceed. I am thankful for that and I hope
that perhaps next year we will be in govern-
ment, and in that case it will be a very happy
occasion when we go up to Lancelin to open the
jetty.

I notice that fast year some of the projects
which we had under way when in government
were taken on by the present Government. It
has received the honour and glory of opening
these projects, but I do not think that matters
very much because the important thing is that
those projects will continue. I am sure the
Leader of the House will recall one such project
in particular. He visited Bindoon and opened
the water supply there, and that service has
been a great boon to the town. It has
encouraged the sale of a lot of blocks in the
Bindoon township where people are now
adopting a different lifestyle-although not an
optional choice lifestyle. It certainly has
increased the activity in the area and only
water, of course, could do that.

I refer now to the Miling township which has
been under water restrictions for eight years.
These water restrictions apply year-round and
were not simply enforced in sumnmer. While
Miling is not a big town, it is a very important
one and it has earned a great deal of money for
the benefit of Western Australia. As with some
country towns which have had diminishing ser-
vices, have had their services taken away from
them, or possibly had no services to begin with,
I believe the Government should look seriously
at Miling. The obvious way to serve that town
would be to build the Agaton water scheme. I
have spoken on this matter many times in this
place before and I do not want to labour the
point again because I have probably spoken
more often about the Agaton scheme than all
the other members of this Parliament put
together. I would remind the Government that
it is a bold project which requires courage and
initiative from any government to undertake it.

The Agaton scheme would not only service
Miling and Bindi Bindi, but would extend to
serve the eastern wheatbelt 'areas, which have
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been deficient in water since they were devel-
oped. The construction of the Agaton water
scheme would take a lot of the water load from
the Mundaring scheme, which would then al-
low more water for the goldfields and the
Kalgoorlie area. The Kalgoorlie area in particu-
tar has expressed concern about its future water
supplies and this is one project which would
ensure an adequate supply was made available.
It would take the pressure off the Mundaring
supply and so make more water available for
the goldfields.

I refer again to .Jurien. On previous occasions
I have brought a couple of problems to the
House and I have certainly taken them to the
Minister for Education because they concern
that portfolio. I am sorry the Minister is not
here today, but I mention that Jurien has
almost arrived at the stage of growth where it is
ready for the primary school to be extended to
a district high school. I said "ready" but the
actual school population required is 125
students and the school does not yet have quite
that number. I understand that in 1986 there
will be 121 students so the school is only four
students short, but I point out that their situ-
ation is rather unique.

Jurien is situated on the coast in the centre of
an area that is a fair distance from other sec-
ondary education facilities. The nearest high
school is at Moora. North of lurien is the town
of Leeman and, as the crow flies, it is only
about 15 or 16 miles, while to the south of
Jurien is Cervantes which is about 17 miles
away. This makes Jurien the most centrally
located of those three townships, and while
Jurien will have only 121 children on its school
roll in 1986, if we were to add the numbers of
children at those two other schools, the number
of children necessary for a district high school
would increase considerably.

Jurien, *because of its unique situation in be-
ing a long way from other types of educational
facilities, would be ideal for a district high
school. It is too far to bus the children to
Moora, and in any event the high school hostel
at Moora is always bursting at the seams. This
has meant that in the past, parents of children
in those areas have found it necessary to find
other accommodation in other centres for their
children or to send them to Northam, to
Swanleigh at Midland, or to Geraldton. It is
always a very expensive exercise, and those
people who have had to send their children
away to attend education facilities appreciate
that most parents do not do that for the old
school tie purposes; they send them away be-

cause they have to if the children are to get an
education. There is simply nowhere else for
children in these regions to receive their sec-
ondary education.

This is another burden which falls on rural
people and requests for assistance fall on deaf
ears in most places. I air this matter on their
behalf again tonight and make a plea to the
Government-not that it will matter very
much because I think this is a problem which I
should address to the Leader of the Opposition
because we will be the Government next year. I
will require him to give an undertaking that the
Jurien district high school will commence. I am
sure that he will take my comments on board.

In addition to that, a matter which I under-
stand has been under review for some little
while is the need to connect the direct road
from Cervantes north to Jurien. This coastal
road, and another from Leeman in the north
running south to Jurien, will help the situation.

The Cervantes link road has been planned
for some time. I understand that the survey is
being undertaken and the alignment of the road
will be carried out in the very near future. One
problem is that the road will have to cross the
Hill River which will necessitate the building of
a bridge unless we do what we used to do many
years ago and put a concrete crossing on the
river bed. The river would flood only for a few
weeks of the year and only then would it be
impassable. It would be inconvenient to an ex-
tent. However, it would not be impossible for
traffic to go around the existing road which is
only an additional 48 kilometres or so.

I know that we cannot have everything that
we want. The modem day feeling seems to be
that we must have everything before we start. I
suppose I am one of the old squares of the old
school. I am used to having to put up with a
certain amount of inconvenience. I am sure
that the countr-y people in that area would be
prepared to manage for a year or two with that
concrete crossing until more money is found to
build a bridge across that river.

A useful suggestion is that the Army enigin-
eers be asked to design and build some of these
bridges as pant of their training. That would be
a good way of using some Commonwealth
funds to pay the Army. It would also be good
training for Army engineers or sappers as we
used to call them many years ago. I do not
know whether the Minister has heard that
suggestion before but I think it is a sound one. I
do not see any point to Army exercises in
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which they build sandcastles. and then knock
them down. It would be far better for them to
build something of value that could be used by
the general public for years to come. After all,
during the war, the Australian and British pris-
oners of war built the bridge over the River
Kwai that we have heard so much about. They
did not receive any pay for building that bridge
either.

Those sorts of things can be done. I believe
that, if there is a way of saving money by doing
things that way, they should be considered. It is
so easy for us to knock. The world is full of
knockers. We want builders. We want people
who are prepared to put forward an idea that
will be of benefit to everybody.

Mr Bridge: There are plenty of knockers in
this place.

Mr CRANE: Yes, this place seems to be a
place of knockers. However, some of us do
come up with some brilliant ideas. I came up
with one a month ago. It concerned rural hard-
ship. I noticed that two speakers from the
Government side on the Rural Mortgage Pro-
tection and Relief Bill fitted that category very
well. I believe that while there may have been
some weaknesses in my Bill and some ways to
improve it because I deliberately left a few
things out in order to give this House an oppor-
tunity to form it up even better, I did not
notice or hear any suggestions from anyone
about how we could amend the legislation. All
we heard was condemnation from members op-
posite to the extent that they said the Bill not
only covered mortgages which existed now, but
also mortgages that would be entered into in
the future. That would have been a relatively
simple amendment to put in the Bill so that it
only covered mortgages which are in existence
at the moment.

It was also suggested that the legislation
would go on ad inflnitumz. Again, it was a rela-
tively simple matter to insert a sunset clause in
the Bill. They are two amendments that could
have been made which I did not include in the
legislation. I would be happy if the House were
to insert those amendments. However, the
Government was not interested. I was ex-
tremely disappointed last night when I found
that, for the second time that the Bill had been
presented for discussion by the House, the
Government adjourned it.

About a fortnight ago I asked the Premier,
because of the serious situation of the rural
industry, whether he would bring my Bill for-
ward and discuss it urgently so that appropriate
action could be taken to alleviate the problems

regarding mortgagee sales. The Premier, in his
usual manner, grandstanded to the extent that
he said it was a private member's Bill and if the
Opposition brought it forward, he would be
very happy to help. He said he was mindful of
the serious problem being faced by owners of
rural properties over which mortgagee sales are
imminent. However, on both occasions that the
Bill was presented to the House for debate, the
Premier was not in his seat. He was not even in
the House.

It was most unfortunate, also, that on the
first occasion that it was presented to the
House and the member for Greenough spoke
on it, not one of the three Government mem-
bers of the Rura] Sector Hardship Select Com-
mittee were present in the Chamber. The mem-
ber for Mt Marshall and I were here, but the
three Government members were not. That
suggests that perhaps the Government cries
only crocodile tears. I would hate to think that
was the case.

I have said in this place before, as did the
member for Kalgoorlie the other day, that the
three Government members of the committee
changed their minds about this matter after the
committee had been in the country for a short
while and seen the extent of rural hardship and
had spoken with and taken evidence from
people. I give credit now as I have previously
given credit in this place: These members
were genuinely concerned. Yet, how much help
have we had from them on this Bill? One mem-
ber spoke last night and poured copious
amounts of cold water over the legislation with-
out suggesting how it could be improved.

Mr Hassell: The Government was not pre-
pared to vote on it. It forced private members'
day to deal with private members' business.

Mr CRANE: That is right. I was
disappointed. I sat patiently last night and
listened to speaker after speaker ont the Bill. I
heard many criticisms of it. While it was still
fresh in my mind, I felt that it was an appropri-
ate time for me, as the mover of the Bill, to
reply to it. I stood to do so but the Bill was
adjourned and is still on the Notice Paper.
There may be some joy in that. Possibly the
Premier has a solution in mind. Possibly he
intends to introduce amendments next week
because we cannot now deal with them today.
If he attempts to do that, I am sure he will have
the agreement of this side of the House on
anything he wishes to do, because we promised
him that agreement. That may be the reason
the Premier wanted the Bill adjourned. I can
think of no other reason. If that was not the
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reason, it is evident that the Government does
not have the courage to make a decision on the
Bill. I would not like to think that would be the
case. I am hopeful that, in the coming week, the
Government will introduce amendments and
that we will pass the Bill. That is the only way
that we can buy time so that other steps can be
taken to help the rural industry.

There appears to be a media freeze on any-
thing I have said regarding the Bill, and I was
very disappointed with the Farmers Weekly
which belonged to the Farmers Union, of
which I was a member, when it came into exist-
ence in 1947. The Farmers Union was the re-
suit of an amalgamation of the Wheat Growers
Union and the Primary Producers Association.
I was a foundation member of the Farmers
Union and now I am a member of the Primary
Industry Association. However, the Farmers
Weekly did not print one word of what I was
proposing to do on behalf of the rural industry,
which would have enabled farmers to read it
and comment accordingly. I considered that to
be pathetic. In fact, it was so pathetic that I
posted my Press releases and second reading
speech to the PIA and asked if I could buy a
page in that paper, at a cost of between $600
and $700, to have that information printed as
an advertisement. I did this because the
farmers own paper was not prepared to print it.

It appears that the responsibility of the Press
is to suppress, and it has done that well as far as
this legislation I am proposing is concerned.

Mr Gargett, the Executive Director of the
PTA, rang my secretary and said that the dead-
line for advertisements for that paper was
10.30 a.m. yesterday and said that he was sorry
that the material had not arrived on his desk on
time. She told him that it was strange because I
had had the material hand delivered the day
before. Apparently it missed the deadline, but
that was because it was never intended that it
be published. I make that comment becauseI
feel justified to make it.

I wrote to the PIA and expressed my disap-
pointment that it was necessary for a foun-dation member of the organisation and one
who has worked hard for the farmers'
cause-even though I have not been in the Par-
liament all that time, I have worked hard for
the industry since the I 940s-not to have the
opportunity to have something printed in his
own paper. As far as I am concerned it is a sad
state of affairs. it does not represent the same
democracy for which some of us fought and for
which our countrymen died.

When I wrote to Mr Crane, who is my
nephew, I said that we had disposed of Dr
Goebbels in 1940, but it appears that his
lessons had been well taught because the art of
keeping out of the paper what one does not
want has been well learned.

I am disappointed to have to make com-
ments about an organistion for which I have
been a member for many years. I was a mem-
ber of the Wheat Growers Union before its
amalgamation with the Primary Producers As-
sociation.

My comments tonight about this subject
have been more of a grievance. I am not im-
portant and it is not important what happens to
me. However, I am here to serve the industry
and if the industry wants to crucify me it can
do it upside down like St Peter. I am only one
person and I am not very important, but I will
not allow anyone, and that includes this Parlia-
mnent and the farmer organisations, to crucify
the rural industry. I am fighting for the rural
industry tonight, and I ask members to appreci-
ate the problems facing it. Having appreciated
those problems I ask them to have the courage
to take the first step to do something about
solving them.

1 took the first step by introducing the legis-
lation, albeit it may have been a small step: but
one cannot take a second step until the first
step has been taken. In taking the first step I
gave this House the opportunity to take a sec-
ond and subsequent steps which will need to be
taken for the benefit of the industry.

What do we find now? We find that the
Government is talking about a Moratorium on
the sale of farmers' properties for six weeks.
What will happen after that? Will a committee
be set up to see what will happen after the six
weeks' moratorium? I do not know. However,
it is not good enough and we must do more
than that.

At the invitation of the PIA the other day the
shadow Minister for Agriculture and I spoke to
its president, executive officer, and legal
officer. The executive officer asked me if I
would withdraw the legislation because the PIA
wanted to do something else. I told him that I
was not prepared to do that until another party
puts on the Notice Paper of this House better
legislation, and only then will I consider
withdrawing it. They must chink that I am ab-
solutely dumb. If I were to withdraw the legis-
lation it would be the end of the story-I am
not that stupid.

An Opposition member interjected.
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Mr CRANE: I understand that that was the
case, but I believe they have been postponed.
Perhaps they could be asked to withdraw them.
Perhaps the Minister for Agriculture made an
offer to the auctioneer which he could not
refuse.

I hope that what I am saying will not be
misconstrued, but I was disappointed when I
learned that it was necessary for farmers to take
the law out of the hands of the authorities in an
endeavour to prevent a lawful auction being
conducted. That situation arose at Carnamah
only last week.

I can understand that farmers are very angry,
because I share their anger, but it is just as
unlawful for them to take the action they did as
it is for the BLE to hold the gun at the head of
the building industry, as it has been doing for
so many years. It is just as bad as the thuggery
that has been taking place on the wharves
around Australia. If it is unlawful for those
people to take action, it is also unlawful for the
farmers to take the action they did.

I was giving the rural industry an oppor-
tunity to take lawful action by presenting this
legislation to the Parliament. I know what
some people will make from what I have said. I
am not condemning the farmers for the feelings
they have shown, but I am warning them that
they must not take the law into their hands.
The mortgagee's auction was an obnoxious ac-
tion against people whom I have known for
many years and who are good farmers. They
are leaders in the farming industry and they
have filled many mouths and clothed many
people in this world. It is unfortunate that this
action was taken, because they are progressi .ve
farmers who found themselves in a situation
which has been brought about because of
changing circumstances, particularly the
escalation in interest rates.

I will not say any more about this subject
tonight. I really did not intend to speak about it
because I will have the opportunity to do so
when I reply to the second reading debate on
the Bill I have introduced. When I do, I will
answer the questions that have been put for-
ward by members in this House.

I refer now to the water supply at Yanchep.
This year the water supply was taken over by
the Water Authority of WA from WA Utilities.
As a result of that takeover the people of
Yanchep have found that there have been
substantial increases in their water rates. In
some cases the increase has been as high as 300)
per cent. It is a tremendous increase and that

was the reason I presented to you, Mr Speaker.
a petition regarding the water charges which
the people in the area felt were exorbitant.

These are matters which country people have
to face and they have no way of getting away
from them. The people of Yanchep must have a
water supply and if WA Utilities, which is a
private company, could find the water in the
first place to supply the bores and the tanks, the
Government could take over the existing
equipment. The bores, the pumps, the reticu-
lation and holding tanks are there. The
Government took over this equipment, yet put
the price up 300 per cent. It makes one wonder
whether private enterprise could do these jobs
better than the Government can. That thought
has a great deal of substance.

I am a keen supporter of private enterprise
and believe there is a case to look seriously at
why the Government found it necessary to
charge a higher price in country areas. It tends
to forget there is also a surcharge in country
areas of approximately $80 on a water account,
so country people are treated differently from
metropolitan people regarding water charges.
The matter regarding the deficiency between
country people and city people could be the
basis for further discussion by other members
in the House. I do not believe there should be a
surcharge. There certainly is a difference in the
charges country people have to pay.

Members should not forget that if we im-
prove the transport system in the metropolitan
area by electrifying the rail service at a cost of
$140 million, a contribution will be asked of
country people as well as city people. There-
fore, surely it is reasonable to expect that
country people should be able to be
compensated in some way for the fact that
water is more costly per head in the country
because of the smaller population.

While on the subject of Yanchep, I notice in
the Budget that an allocation has been made for
new police stations; $350 000 for Fremantle,
$200 000 for Gosnells, and $250 000 for
Mandurah. It is coincidental that these areas
are in the electorates held by Government
members. For a number of years I have asked
for a police station to be built at Yanchep.
There is a need for one there; it is quite a
distance from Wanneroo. I am not in any way
casting any aspersions on the police. I have the
greatest respect for the police and I would like
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
to take note of my comments. I have a high
respect for the way in which the police carry
out their duties, but what I am saying is that it
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is very difficult to give a reliable service to
Yanchep which is so far from the Warwick
police station. I know the police do their best
and I admire the work they do, but it would be
ever so much easier for people in Yanchep if
they could at least look forward to having a
police station in the near future. I ask the
Government to take note of my request
because I see other areas have not been forgot-
ten-they have been included in the Budget.
Maybe those areas have a much higher priority
and I presume that is so, but I must be
fair-and it hurts sometimes because I do try
to be fair-and ask the Minister to take notice
of my plea. I raised this subject before the Min-
ister became a member of the Government. We
were lax in this regard and I believe the time
has come when something ought to be done at
the police station at Yanchep.

I now wish to refer to the subject of edu-
cation. We do have a few problems. More
money needs to be spent on the Quinns Rock
and Lancelin schools. I have written to the
Minister for Education concerning both these
matters. I hope the Government takes my com-
ments on board because I am very concerned
about this matter. I have been very patient. I
have had help from the Government in relation
to the proposed schools at Carnamah,
Toodyay, and Gingin, but help was warranted.
At the same time, I was concerned to hear of so
many new schools being built in the northern
suburbs in electorates where the voting is the
subject of much speculation. I wonder whether
this activity is more about buying votes than
educating children. It may be coincidental, but
I have a suspicion it is not.

Mr Taylor: There is an increase in popu-
lation in the northern suburbs.

Mr CRANE: I know. I was responsible for
the provision of the school at Edgewater a
number of years ago. Due to an electoral redis-
tribution the school was then in another elec-
torate a couple of months prior to its opening. I
know there are problems and there has been a
growth in the northern suburbs but I do point
out that we must not spend all our money in
one area. I bring these points forward because
this is the place I should do it.

I would like to lend support to a comment
made the other night by the member for Mt
Lawley when he said that the State Govern-
ment should set aside a sum of money for the
purchase of State flags. I agree with that point
because most of our schools seem to want the
Western Australian flag. 1 have been asked for
Western Australian flags by a number of

schools and I generally find that I have to buy
them myself. That is okay. I do not buy them
out of my perks, because I have been here for
12 years and I have never seen any perks.
Maybe the Federal boys get them, but I cer-
tainly do not. 1 bought those flags out of my
salary and it is an expensive exercise.

Mr Court: They are not cheap.
Mr CRANE: The four-breadth flags cost $46.

It is rather expensive when one considers that 1
look after 30 schools, so I have to multiply $46
by 30. That will break into the perks I do not
get! Perhaps each electorate could receive half a
dozen flags a year for its schools. There is no
doubt about the pride the schools have in want-
ing to display the Western Australian flag and
we love to see them flying; just as we love to see
the Commonwealth blue ensign flying.

Mr Court: People at the senior citizens'
homes want them also.

Mr CRANE: There is a great demand for
them. We cannot put a cost on patriotism,
whether it is for our national flag or State em-
blem. As we cannot supply these flags all at
once, I would like to see a Budget allocation so
we could cover all these places progressively,
even if we could buy them at a discounted
price. Perhaps the Government could subsidise
the price by $23 a flag. I would certainly be
quite happy to make a contribution. I do not
mind doing that, because in another 30 years I
will be dead and I want to be able to make a
contribution to the State. So while I am here,
people might as well get what they can.

Mr Tonkin: There is such a thing as compost!
Mr CRANE: My mother lived to the age of

92 and my father to 87 so members may have
to put up with me for many years to come. I
just give them warning.

There is not very much time left, but I wish
to reiterate my concern for the rural situation,
country people generally, and the price of fuel
in particular.

[ know we are all playing around and making
all sorts of promises to take a bit of excise here
and make a great plunge somewhere else. But
that does not amount to anything, as I have
said this before in this House, and no-one took
my comments on board; they obviously think I
am an idiot, so I will repeat my remarks and
make my points very carefully and clearly.

It is estimated that 75 per cent of the fuel
that is used in Australia is used in the metro-
politan areas; that is, the metropolitan areas of
all the States. Twenty-five per cent is used in
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the country. In the metropolitan areas, that fuel
is delivered free to the service stations and the
airports. If 0.5 cents a litre is paid on the deliv-
ery of that 75 per cent of fuel, it would mean
that fuel could be delivered all over Australia
for the same price.

It would also mean that some of the fly-by-
fighter service stations such as Southern Crass
and the ACTU station, Solo which only feed
like parasites on the metropolitan area and do
not get out into the real Australia, could be
taken away or could be required to perform in
the country before they would be given a li-
cence. The Shell company comes to mind be-
fore any others, because wherever one goes in
Australia-and we must give credit where it is
due-one is never far away from a Shell service
pump. Mobil would be another one, but I can
almost count on one hand the number of fuel
companies which do really service the outback.
If these few companies were given the sole right
to supply fuel throughout Australia-that is, to
the metropolitan areas and the countr-we
would ind that they would be able to make an
added contribution to what they are already
doing. Fuel would therefore be the same price
all over Australia.

Why should the member for Kimberley,
when he fills up his car at Kununurra, have to
pay so much more than he does when he buys
fuel in the city? I ask the member for
Kimberley, what is the current price of fuel at
Kununurra? Is it 60c a litre, or more?

Mr Bridge: And the rest-

Mr CRANE: And the rest. Why should that
be so? Why can the people of Kununurra not
buy fuel for the same price as we pay here?
People going to the country fill their tanks up
before they leave the metropolitan area and
almost breathe their whisky fumes into the
tank in order to get back to the Metropolitan
area; so the service stations in the country are
missing out on that service also. I ask the
Government to please take my comments on
board. People should pay the same price for
fuel all over Australia and it would cost very
little money to enable that to happen-it would
be a contribution from the companies and from
the people in the metropolitan area who have
all the added advantages of a transport system.

Why could they not make this contribution?
After all, we talk about giving everyone a fair
go. Let us give all a fair go.

MR READ (Mandurah) [9.44 pm.]: I rise to
make some comments in the Budget debate.
My comments will be short as I realise the hour
is late and I do not want to keep members here
any longer than necessary.

I will start by making mention of two very
significant points. The first is that I think it
would do some members opposite a great deal
of good to walk outside through the doors be-
hind their benches and consider the copies of
Hansard there. When one looks at those co pies
of Hansard one sees that the volumes contain-
ing debates between 1890 and 1974 fit into one
section. From the year 1975 to the present, the
volumes almost completely take up the other
section. The lesson there is that, when people
rise to speak in this House, they should aim to
speak to a point-to get the point across and
then sit down. My father used to say to me
when I was young, "Stand up, speak up, and
shut up." However, I was a disobedient child
and I am a disobedient adult.

I suggest to Opposition members that when
they come into this place they are really doing
themselves and their State a great disservice by
trying to paint this great State of ours as being
on its last legs. Members opposite are trying to
destroy the confidence being experienced be-
cause of our buoyant economy and the steady
progress and achievement being reached by this
State. I will use the Opposition's own word to
describe them-they are knockers. The Oppo-
sition has hit out at everything, and it never
gives praise for anything that is done. Members
opposite criticise, and by that constant criti-
cism I feel they are trying to destroy the credi-
bility of the Burke Government; but they will
not do that.

I see a certain desperation entering into the
criticisms made by members opposite. They
are starting to attack minority groups-we had
the attack on homosexuals during the recent
Contraceptives Amendment Bill debate; and
the attack made on women to the effect that
they should go back to the kitchen.

Mr MacKinnon: Who said that?
Mr READ: The member for Floreat.
Mr MacKinnon: He never said anything of

the sort.
Mr READ: Of course, he did.
Several members interjected.
Mr READ: I cannot answer all members at

once. I think I answered the member for
Murdoch already and he has not come back
with the $250!
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Mr MacKinnon; You should go back and
check the Hansard transcript.

Several members interjected.

Mr READ: What you said and what was
recorded in Mansard may have been different.
Mansard was having a great deal of trouble,
because we had the member for Murray-
Wellington constantly trying to get my atten-
tion. The member for Nedlands was constantly
trying to find out what was happening about
the Mandurah bar, and I asked him to be silent
and we eventually told him.

The Opposition is really trying to create div-
isions within society and focus community
hatred on various minority groups. If I sat on
the other side of the House, I would feel a
certain amount of shame. Opposition members
are walking in what I would term a political
wilderness. They are without leadership-there
appear to be two or three leaders-and they are
not really proving to be a constructive Oppo-
sition, which is their job.

I remind members opposite that when they
speak about how badly this State is doing, they
should hark back to what has been presented in
this House before-the information provided
in The Australian on 17 September 1985. We
had this great tie-in with Queensland by the
Leader of the Opposition in this State some
time ago. He sang the praises of Mr Bjelke-
Petersen; but when one compares how Mr
Bjelke-Petersen is performing in Queensland to
how Brian Burke is performing in Western
Australia, and one looks at the facts presented
by Mr Greiner-the Leader of the Opposition
in New South Wales-one sees that there is
some disparity between what the Opposition
says and what is fact. These figures have appar-
ently been collected by the Australian Bureau
of Statistics, so I do not think members op-
posite can claim they are inaccurate.

If we look at the figures, such as those show-
ing the growth in employment, we see that we
beat Queensland handsomely, If we look at the
growth in unemployment, we see that
Queensland beat us quite handsomely. If we
look at the inflation rate we see that it has
decreased more quickly in Western Australia
than in Queensland, and so on. I do not want to
labour that point. I think members opposite
have had the figures presented to them on a
number of occasions. If they are absolutely
honest about it, they will accept that this State
is performing exceptionally well by comparison
with all other States in Australia. Perhaps one

day the Opposition will be big enough to admit
that. Unfortunately, I do not see that day being
in the near future.

Mr Bradshaw: When are you going to reduce
interest rates?

Mr READ: I will tell the member something.
The degree of interest in what the Opposition is
doing is not very high in Murray-Wellington. I
have been getting several phone calls about the
member.

Mr Bradshaw: That is just like the stupid
statements you made last time, but you
wouldn't come up with any names in the
House.

Mr READ: Does the member refer 10 the
stupid statement that I gained $250 for him for
the Mandurah Aquatic Centre? I thought that
was Pretty good dealing.

I move on to the Budget and what it has in it
for Mandurah. I looked quickly through the
Budget papers tonight. Under the Marine and
Harbours vote there is an allocation for the
Dawesville proposal of $300 000 for land ac-
quisition and $509 000 for the channel investi-
gation. I mentioned that investigation when I
spoke in this place on 26 September. An allo-
cation of $22 000 for the ocean entrance will
complete the $200 000 programme which was
set in place last year. Unfortunately, that pro-
gram me was beaten by bad weather, so that
money will be expended this year. The navi-
gable channel is to attract $1 .443 million and
will allow two-metre channels to be open all
year.

The member for Nedlands spoke earlier
about the sand bar. I keep trying to explain to
him that for the first time in the history of
Mandurah a definite proposal has been put for-
ward to keep that bar open all year. Last night
at question time, T asked a question of the Min-
ister for Transport regarding the problems be-
ing experienced with crayfishing boats.

Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mr READ: The local crayfish ing boats.
Mr Blaikie: And the low tides?
Mr READ: Yes, and the low spring tides.

Everybody would be aware that crayfishing is
an important industry in Mandurab and some
concern was expressed by those crayfishermen
that the boats would not be able to get out and
across the sandbar in time for the commence-
ment of the season. They have to be out to drop
their pots in the water approximately one week
before the opening of the season so that the
pots soak up the water. Then, of course, they
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will go out and bait their pots on the day before
the season opens and will pull them on 15
November when the season officially opens.

Mr Court: You don't put any of your horses
down with them, do you?

Mr READ: Fancy talking like that about
horses!

Mr Brian Burke: Don't let them distract you,
member for Mandurah.

Mr READ: I am just disgusted at the manner
in which the member for Nedlands deals with
the kindest and greatest animal to man. There
are portions of the horse to which I could com-
pare the member for Nedlands, but I will not
do so.

The health vote under the heading "Public
Buildings" contains an allocation of $350 000
for first aid for the Mandurah Hospital. I was
somewhat shocked earlier today to learn that
the Mandurab Shire Council was deferring
rezoning approval.

Mr Bradshaw: It happened Monday night,
and you found out only today?

Mr READ: No, the shire meets on Tuesday
night.

Mr MacKinnon: Who told you?
Mr READ: I heard it today by phone.
Mr MacKinnon: But who told you?
Mr READ: It is all over town. People were

amazed. There were many phone calls to my
office. Actually, I am just wondering whether
the Opposition agrees with what the Mandurak
Shire Council has done.

Mr MacKinnon: If you heard about it only
today and it has not been in the papers how are
we supposed to know what the council de-
cided?

Mr READ: I phoned the shire directly for
inforrnaton. I just wonder what the Oppo-
sition's policy is on a hospital for Mandurah.

Mr Brian Burke: It doesn't have a policy, but
it is working on it.

Mr READ: It is working on the policy. The
Leader of the Opposition is here now. I draw
his attention to a couple of comments I made
in the Address-in-Reply debate. I mentioned
that the member of the Legislative Council for
Lower West, Colin Bell, in August 1983
issued a Press release urging that a public hos-
pital be built in Mandurah. The Leader of the
Opposition then launched the Liberal Party
policy. At that stage he supported the building
of a private hospital until the need for a public
one was demonstrated. He was reported in the

local Press as having said that the proposed
hospital was years away. I just want to find out
how be relates that statement to the statement
of the shadow Minister for Health who, as
reported in the local paper on 15 August, said
that if the Liberal Party could not approve a
private A-class hospital it would provide a pub-
lic one in the first year of office. I just wonder
how this priority was suddenly established for a
public hospital after being told just some
months previously that there would be no pub-
lic hospital in Mandurah and that the public
hospital was years away.

Mr Court: Are you asking us a question?

Mr READ: I was just wondering whether the
Leader of the Opposition had anything to say
on the matter.

Mr Court: Have you still got two offices
down there?

Mr READ: No, only one. Was the Leader of
the Opposition correct or was the shadow Min-
ister for Health correct? Obviously nothing is
forthcoming from the Leader of the Opposition
so I judge from that that he does not have a
policy on the Mandurah Hospital, as the
Premier stated.

Under the section in the Budget papers deal-
ing with schools and public buildings, we find
an additional allocation of $215 000 which,
together with last year's Budget allocation of
$198 655, goes towards the payment for the
completed stage of the classrooms and covered
assembly area in the Glencoe Primary School. I
advise members opposite that I will have great
pleasure next Saturday, in the absence of the
Minister for Education, in officially opening
this stage of the school. We are very proud of
what we have done for the Glencoe School.

Under the heading of "Sewerage", we have
an allocation of $3.213 million, an increase of
$1 .799 million or approximately 127 per cent. I
think that that allocation really shows that this
Government is prepared to quickly address the
needs of Mandurah as it continues to grow.

Under the heading of "Drainage" there is an
allocation of $125 000, an increase of $21 475,
or approximately 20 per cent. The figure for
the country water supply was $2.326 million
which is an increase of $436 013.

The increase in expenditure in Mandurah is
well in tune with the development taking place.
I have already referred to the police station and
courthouse and I remind members opposite
that those items were on the Opposition's
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works programme for four years when it was in
Government but no money was allocated to
them.

I advise the member for Murray-Wellington
that I have had several telephone calls from
people within his electorate who had been ad-
vised that the money for the redevelopment of
the Murray District Hospital had not been
allocated in this year's Budget. I have informed
those people where to find that allocation in
the Budget and I was only too happy to answer
their questions on behalf of the member for
Murray-Wellington.

Mr Brian Burke: The member for Mandurah
must get tired of doing the member for Murray-
Wellington's work as well as his own.

Mr READ: I do get many inquiries from
people in the member's electorate because I
taught in that area for I I years and after that
period many people have come to trust me.

The last time I spoke I mentioned
privatisation and I now have some figures
which are relevant to the argument on
privatisation. We have heard how privatisation
will be the saviour of this State. I do not know
whether the State can improve that much when
it is already outperforming all other States in
its economic management and growth.

in 1978 the move began to privatise certain
sections of industry in Britain, and I have un-
employment figures provided by the Economic
Trends Publication Central Statistics Office of
the United Kingdom. The following figures do
not include school leavers. In 1979 the percent-
age of the work force unemployed was 5.1 per
cent; in 1980 it increased to 6.4 per cent; in
1981 it grew to 9.9 per cent; in 1982 it jumped
to 11.5 per cent; in 1983 it went to t2_4 per
cent; in 1984 it went to 12.6 per cent; and I
believe it is currently rnnning between 13 and
14 per cent. In the seven-year period during
which privatisation has been in effect in the
United Kingdom unemployment has increased
by 300 per cent.

I know that statements have been made that
privatisation will not result in a loss of jobs.
However, on the basis of those unemployment
figures, privatisation does not seem to be the
medicine needed for the British economy.

My father was a very wise man who gave me
many guidelines to follow in life. One of the
things he told me was that if a person tells a lie
often enough, it will be accepted as the truth.
That is the basis on which the Opposition is
working at present. It is the only policy being
pursued by the Opposition. We are still waiting

to see that famous document on privatisation,
pans of which have been leaked to the Press.
When one considers what has been leaked it
appears that some of it has been done
deliberately. I find it hard to believe that some
people will not lose their jobs as a result of the
Opposition's policy for the SGlO. Similarly, its
policies with regard to the Government
Printer, water supply, public works, and other
services, appear to spell an end to employment
opportunities for many people. Also the Oppo-.
sition's policy on health care where it does not
want to create any more public hospital beds
but wants to move this area into the private
sector will have ati effect. What will happen to
the proposed Mandurah public hospital if the
Liberal Party gets into Government? Presum-
ably, the hospital will not be built because the
Opposition has said it will not create any more
public beds.

The public of Western Australia are rapidly
becoming wise to the gimmickry presented by
the Opposition as its policy, It will be excellent
for the public of Western Australia to have the
opportunity to examine the Opposition's policy
when it comes to light, if ever, before the next
election, because they will be able to see
through the gimmickry. I can remember in the
1970s a large headline stating that there Were
100 000 jobs for Western Australians. A couple
of years later the infamous Job Bank was set
up. I can see privatisation falling into the same
hole that those two schemes did.

While discussing the failings of the Oppo-
sition, I wish to comment on the recent spon-
sorship by the Liberal Party of the television
programme " The Anzacs". I do not know
whether the Leader of the Opposition is aware
that many Anzacs did not have a very high
opinion of the Liberal Party, particularly one of
its members who later became Prime Minister.
I can remember my father, who was a veteran
of the first World War, going red in the face at
the mention of that person's name. He was
absolutely disgusted with that man's behav-
iour. That man missed out on taking pant in the
first World War when he resigned his rank. At
the outbreak of the second World War a Labor
Government was left to take control and to get
Australia through the wartime difificulties. That
same person wanted to go to England during
the second World War to become pant of
Winston Churchill's war Cabinet. He also did
what he could to get Australian troops into
Vietnam. On consideration, it is rather incon-
gruous for the Liberal Party to associate itself
with a programme such as "The Anzacs". it is
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completely out of character with its philosophy.
The only pant I enjoyed in the advertisements
was the red jumper worn by the Leader of the
Opposition. It was the most attractive item of
the advertisement.

Reverting to Mandurab, some problems have
been experienced within the shire council with
regard to pecuniary interests. The problems
have caused a great deal of heartache for sev-
eral council members.

I draw the attention of members opposite to
a statement by the deputy shire president, who
is also the President of the Liberal Party in
Mandurab. I would like members to think
about this when dealing with Bills concerned
with the pecuniary interests of members of Par-
liament. He says we are shackled by the Act,
and when one considers that the people who
have made this Act are not asked to declare
interests as members of Parliament, it is a bit
rough. I think that shows support for the Bill at
present on the Notice Paper. I expect some
support for that Bill from members opposite.

It is a great pity a decision has been made to
carry out an investigation into the efficiency of
the staff in the Mandurah Shire. I wonder
whether that investigation should not extend to
some of the shire councillors. Some shire coun-
cillors do not bother to acquaint themselves
fully with the material with which they are
dealing. Towards the end of last year, one
member was debating trading hours, and he
mentioned at a meeting something about the
Kelly inquiry. It was stated by the deputy shire
president that the situation was not covered in
any of the terms of reference of that inquiry.
Only a brief examination was required to estab-
lish that the terms of reference of the inquiry
covered Mandurah's situation completely.

The other thing which caused some concern
was the fact that that same person referred to
the Mandurah situation and the holiday resort
trading hours Act. I think members will be
aware that there is no such Act; the shops in
holiday resorts are covered under section 92(a)
of the Factories and Shops Act.

I wonder how the Liberal Party will deal with
the South West Development Authority in
Mandurah. The authority is doing an excellent
job, but I want to present some comments
made in council. I am concerned that the
people who made these comments have absol-
utely no idea of what the South West Develop-
ment Authority is about. The authority offered
the shire councillors the opportunity to travel
to Bunbury to study what it was doing and

what it was all about. It is a pity that the two
councillors to wham I shall refer did not take
up that opportuntity.

I would like to pass on the comments of Cr
Richard Shalders. He is the President of the
Liberal Party there. There are no party politics
in local government! There was that famous
letter in which the Liberal Party proudly
claimed two of its members were on a local
shire council as a means of lifting the Liberal
Party's image in Mandurab. I read sections of
that letter when I spoke in this place on
Wednesday, 9 May 1984. 1 would like to read
from a Press clipping from a recent edition of
the Coastal Districts Times which gives Cr
Shalders' comments. It reads-

Cr Richard Shalders said that there were
more effective ways of spending money
and more efficient methods than creating
another authority to use up money which
could go to the community.

"We need another quango like a hole in
the head," he said.

"If you need local experts to advise on
how, where and why to spend money, there
is no better vehicle than the local auth-
ority."

He said there was only one representa-
tive on SWDA with any knowlege of
Mandura and decisions were being made
about the distribution of funds which
reflected that.

Thai distribution of funds made me wonder, so
I read on. The article continues-

"it all boils down to the fact that the
amount of money to go around is reduced
by the cost of the administration of
SWDA, and for the life of me I can't see
the need for it," he said.

"But if the only way to get funds is to
j ump on t he gravy train, l et's j ump. "

Shire councillors are obviously unaware that
the South West Development Authority is not
there to distribute funds and nobody jumps on
the gravy train to get funds.

I would like to pass on the comments of the
second councillor. Cr Wayne McRostie is also a
Liberal Party candidate for Mandurah, and, by
the way, he has said that the South West Devel-
opment Authority is a social and economic dis-
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aster for Mandurah. He is not qualified to say
that; it is something which came straight from
the hip. The ankile continues-

Cr Wayne McRostie, who is also the
Liberal Party candidate for Mandurab,
spoke of the difference between
regionalism and autonomy and suggested
that SWDA was "white-anting" local
government.

He objected to the fact that people who
had been appointed to positions of monet-
ar-y reward were being asked to perform
ceremonies at public functions which were
normally done by the shire president.

I would like to explain his objection and how
misguided it was. A private gallery, the
Threlfall Gallery, was opened in Mandurah.
The lady who opened that gallery and her hus-
band, knowing Dr Manea. of the South West
Development Authority, asked him if he would
officially open the gallery. Obviously we have
another councillor who is shooting from the hip
when he does not know what he is talking
about.

Another problem concerning the Mandurah
council at present, apart from the pecuniary
interests question, is trading hours. The Liberal
Party document says that Mandurah should de-
cide its own trading hours. I wonder who in
Mandurah will decide the trading hours. Will it
be the shire council, the Chamber of Com-
merce, or who? Perhaps the South West Devel-
opment Authority should undertake that task.
No direction is given as to who will decide
trading hours, so the situation is very open.

The question of trading hours is a vexing
one, because the Mandurah Chamber of Com-
merce and the Mandurab Shire Council do not
really agree on what is wanted. A survey was
conducted and its results were to guide the
shire council's application for extended trading
hours. The recommendation from that survey
was for extended trading hours from
September to Easter, and that was to be the
basis for the council's application for extended
trading hours.

The shire council overrode this. Shalders. was
again to the Core and said the majority of coun-
cillors favoured an optional seven-day trading
week for the full year. Here is a conflict be-
tween the Chamber of Commerce and the
Mandurah Shire Council.

We find some senior members of the Liberal
Party visit Mandurah, buitunfortunately they
keep messing things up. For example, some
weeks ago there was a problem in regard to

peninsular boat hire. The Premier may recall
that that problem was referred to on the Bob
Maumill Show. I was contacted and I got in
touch with the Minister for Transport. After
everything had been resolved, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and the Opposition
spokesman on transport came down to
Mandurah. I would like to quote from the
newspaper of that time. It reads-

After a visit to Mandurah last Friday to
examine the problem he-

He is Hon. Norman Moore. To continue-
-promised that his party would keep an
eye on the situation to ensure that sensible
conditions were offered and that sanity
and commonsense prevailed.

They came down to have a look at the problem
after it had been fixed.

We then had the Opposition shadow Minis-
ter for Small Business came to Mandurah in an
attempt to stir up some trouble in regard to the
Federal Labor Government's taxation pro-
posals for the tourism and entertainment in-
dustries. However, the function the Liberal
Party organised was not well attended, accord-
ing to a very good source, with just 15 people
turning up. The comment of one Mandurab
businessman who was supposed to be con-
cerned about the situation was that he might be
wrong but that he did not think it would affect
the people in Mandurah afl that much and that
people would still go out and discuss things.
The general manager of one of the leading ho-
tel-motels agreed with that comment. Another
person, the manager of a hotel, said that he
would not be affected as his restaurant did not
have many businessmen coming for lunch.
Again, the Liberals came to Mandurah to stir
up some trouble, but their attempt did not
work. Mandurah people are very suspicious of
the Liberals who keep coming into their town
and suggesting that things are terrible in
Mandurah.

I was thinking of commenting on this
"famous" Liberal Party document headed
"Future Direetions-Mandurah", but when I
consider some of the first things that caught my
eye, items such as "These options do not rep-
resent final policy", and "All should be con-
sidered within the wider framework", and
when we realise that they are just giving under-
takings to consider things, it is just a waste of
time. I will not bore the House any further with
this indication of Liberal Party policy for
Mandurah except to say that it represents a
complete and abject failure.
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I assure the Premier and his Ministers that
they are doing well in Mandurah-except-
ionally well. The people of Mandurali would
be happy to have them stay in office for the
next nine years.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
[10.23 p.m.]: I thank all the members of the
Government and of the Opposition who have
spoken for their contributions to the Budget
debate. The debate was marked by an absence
of any major objection raised except in the pol-
itical sense by the Opposition. From the Oppo-
sition we heard, apart from electorate matters
and other matters of specific interest to
speakers, the same general refrains that have
been practised by the Leader of the Opposition
from time to time.

First of all he maintained that the Govern-
menit was a high taxing Government, but he
failed to substantiate that claim except by refer-
ence to an expansion in revenue, an expansion
which occurred despite, in most cases, lower
rates of tax that were imposed by the present
Government in critical areas that included pay-
roll tax and the financial institutions duty.

I suppose there is an argument to be
mounted by the Opposition in respect of the
financial institutions duty and that argument is
that somehow or other, because the duty was
first introduced by the present Government, it
is not appropriate for the present Government
to claim any credit for the reductions in the
duty that have been made in two successive
years. The public can judge that argument for
themselves. All I can say is that we hope to be
able to continue making reductions in the
financial institutions duty as the State's ca-
pacity permits those reductions.

However, the same argument cannot be ad-
mitted in respect of payroll tax, a tax which the
previous Government, the now Opposition,
levied without remittance almost from the time
the tax was introduced as a State taxing
measure. The Opposition really does have to
do a bit more now than simply to say the
Government is not doing enough to reduce
payroll tax. The enormity of that argument
really does stagger the understanding or com-
prehension of reasonable people, particularly
when we consider that this Government is the
first State Government in the country to have
reduced payroll tax and to have made some
quite substantial reductions at that.

For example, employers in New South Wales
and Victoria with payrolls of more than $1
million are paying rates of six per cent; em-

ployers in this State with payrolls of more than
$I million are paying rates of 4.7 5 per cent or
less. WA employers with payrolls of less than
$1 million are paying substantially less than the
five per cent being paid by similar employers in
other States. We are very pleased to have been
able to achieve the reductions.

I turn now to comment on land tax because
the Opposition keeps coming back to the tired
old story of increases in land tax, but fails to
admit honestly that the rates of land tax which
it imposed when in Government were the rates
that persisted until we decided to give an
across-the-board 10 per cent reduction to
people paying land tax bills. Land tax has gone
up as a result of land valuations; there has been
no change in the rate. It is less than honest of
the Opposition to claim massive increases in
land tax without saying that those increases are
according to rates which the Opposition itself
set when in Government, and in most cases
according to valuations which have been
phased in but which were completed when the
Opposition was in Government. It is not a very
straightforward or honest presentation that
fails to touch upon those facts. While land tax
bills have increased, the truth is that the in-
crease is due to the revaluation and not to any
change in the rate at which land tax is payable.

Mr Mensaros: There is an option for the
Government to index it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We accept the problem.
I do not think the member for Floreat can com-
plain that we have not acted. We immediately
and unilaterally reduced accounts by 10 per
cent and instituted an inquiry which we hope
will see in place from the start of the next
financial year, a new system of collecting land
tax. With due respect to the member, that is
something his Government did not do in nine
years. Although he accuses us of dereliction of
duty, what does he say about his own party for
those nine years?

Mr Mensarois: It is a fairly weak argument if
you always go back to the situation that be-
cause we are trying to do it better than you
were, we are all right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The argument is,
firstly, that the Opposition has charged us in
respect of land tax with not doing enough, but
the Opposition has neglected to say that, in
respect of the second pay period for which we
are responsible, we have allowed a 10 per cent
across-the-board reduction and, at the same
time, committed ourselves to revising and
revamping the system to be operative in a new
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form from the next financial year. That is not a
bad effort after nine years of inaction from
members opposite and, if the Opposition likes,
one year of inaction from us. But it is certainly
less than generous of the Opposition not to
admit that we have made the changes I
mentioned and have implied a new system that
will operate from next financial year.

The other general point I want to make be-
fare resuming my seat is this: No matter how
the Opposition presents its case it cannot de-
ceive the public into thinking that things are
worse than they were when this Government
assumed office at the start of 1983. Things are
much better. In all of the important economic
indicators by which comparative performance
of State economies are measured, WA is
performing far better than the other States and
much better than it was when it was left in a
state of disrepair by the Opposition.

Even in those areas which are inevitably the
political meat of the Opposition's argument,
areas like industrial disruption and the result-
ant days lost, partly as a result of the Govern-
ment's performance things have improved.' I
suggest that the improvement reflects the fact
that the policy of confrontation was the wrong
policy. It did not work. No-one has gone soft
on the unions, but with firm and fair policies
we believe there has been a dramatic
turnaround in the industrial relationship that
affects so much of this State's economic per-
formance.

Mr Cash: Do you think you were fair with
the John O'Connor affair?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have said previously
that the Attorney General has the Govern-
ment's full support. We believe he acted per-
fectly properly within the nights or
responsibilities of his office.

Mr Cash: It is interesting that the community
as a whole obviously does not reflect that view.

Mr Bridge: That is not necessarily the case.
Mr Trethowan: It is interesting that you

twice chose not to pursue the deregistration of
the BLE.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is the member for Mt
Lawley saying-even if he is right, and I am
not sure if he is-

Mr MacKinnon: He is dead right.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -that the community

inevitably makes the right decision?
Mr Cash: I am suggesting too that your ac-

tion is not accepted by the community as a
whole.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The abolition of capital
punishment was not accepted by the com-
munity as a whole either.

Mr MacKinnon: What has that got to do
with John O'Connor? Do you think he should
be hanged?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does not the member
understand that a Government has an obli-
gation to do what it believes to be the right
thing? The member is saying that the Govern-
ment shall not do anything unless a clear
maj ority of the public support it.

Mr Cash: I just make the point to you: Are
you suggesting that the community as a whole
has accepted your actions in the J. J. O'Connor
affair?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not say that.
Mr Cash: Then you admit that the com-

munity does not accept what you did?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I just said I do not

know whether the member for Mt Lawley was
right or wrong in saying the majority opposed
the Government's decision in that case. That is
what I said. The member can interpret my
comments in any way he likes, but he cannot
interpret them to indicate that I am agreeing
with him that the majority believes the de-
cision is wrong. The member for Mt Lawley
may feel that; he may think it or know it. It is
up to him. I do not agree. Ilam making a much
more substantial point which is simply that if a
Government does not commit itself it im-
pliedly permits itself to do nothing apart
from that which a clear majority of the public
think is the right thing, that which is pretty fair.

Mr Cash: I don't think that is what I said.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I put to the member the

analogy of abolishing capital punishment to in-
dicate that was something the Government did.
I do not think there is any disagreement. The
Government abolished capital punishment and
I do not think there is any disagreement as to
the majority view of the public. I am simply
underlining that the Government does not take
what appears to be the member's stand which
is: Do not do anything unless the majority of
the public agree with it.

Mr Cash: How would you apply that in re-
spect of the Scarborough high-rise building
where you seem to indicate that the council
should be guided by a majority decision?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Who said that?
Mr Cash: I understood that is what you have

been saying for weeks.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not said that at
all.

Mr Cash: The Minister for Planning seems to
say that all the time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not heard the
Minister for Planning say it either. The mem-
ber for Mt Lawley seems to make things up.

Mr Cash: I don't make things up.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Mt
Lawley said I had been saying that for weeks.
Tell me when I said it.

Mr Cash: Don't be silly. Get on with the job.

Mr Tonkin: Caught out again!

Mr BRIAN BURKE It is terribly hard to
reply to a member who has said, "You have
been saying that for weeks", and when I denied
it, because I have not been saying it, and ask
the member to tell me when I said it or to
produce some evidence about my saying it, he
could not do so.

Mr Tonkin: Yes, and he said, "Don't be silly.
Get on with it."

Mr Cash: Do you say your Government does
not support the majority of people in
Scarborough?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know what the
majority of people in Scarborough want.

Mr Cash: Thanks. I am pleased to hear you
saying that. At least it is an admission.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: An admission of what?

Mr Cash: That you do not know everything
about the Scarborough situation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Mt
Lawley is crazy. As I was saying, it is absolutely
essential to understand that in all the import-
ant economic areas to which I started to refer
by talking about industrial relations, the per-
formance of the present Government surpasses
the performance of the State under the pre-
vious Government, and that applies to the in-
dustrial relationship and to its losses as a result
of disruptions of an industrial nature.

Mr Hassell: You have certainly done well
with interest rates. They have hit absolutely
record levels.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not certain that
interest rates were not as high in respect of
home loans anyway under the previous
Government.

Mr H-assell: They were not as high. Real
interest rates have gone up very substantially.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mark that down on the
book, Mr Speaker, The Leader of the Oppo-
sition has said tonight, without any equivo-
cation, that home loan interest rates were not
as high at any time under his Government as
they are now.

Mr Hassell: I am saying that home loan
interest rates have gone up substantially.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us mark that com-
ment. down. That is what the Leader of the
Opposition said.

Mr H-assell: They have gone up substantially.
Real interest rates have gone up very
substantially.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-
position said that home loan interest rates were
never as high under his Governiment as they
are now.

Mr Mensaros: In real terms.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Floreat should not tell me what th~e Leader of
the Opposition said.

Mr Mensaros: I heard him.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: He did not say "in real

terms". The member for Floreat can go back
and fill in the Leader of the Opposition as
much as he likes; I will not be terribly worried.
Opposition members may caro on and say
whatever they like because they seem to wanit
to do so, but as soon as anyone challenges them
they say nothing. I suppose it is best to let them
go unchallenged and to meander around.

Let me move onto the area of employment.
Once again I make the point that as far as this
Government's performance is concerned, the
reduction in unemployment from 10.4 per cent
to 7.4 per cent is a startlingly successful reflec-
tion of the Government's operations. Instead
of being niggardly about it, the Opposition
should say it can do better, that its policies will
reduce it even further, but what it should not
argue about is the benefit to the community of
that reduction from 10.4 per cent to 7.4 per
cent in unemployment. Self-evidently that is a
good thing. Why is the Opposition at such
pains to try to convict the Government of fail-
ure in that area?

Business bankruptcies were at record levels
under the previous Government and now WA
is among the lowest in the country. We are
outperforming other States.

In terms of housing approvals, the WA econ-
omy is outperforming its neighbours and doing
it exceptionally well. What I do suggest to the
Opposition, and what we adopted as a tactic
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when we were in Opposition, was the devel-
opment of policies to say; "We give credit
where credit is due. However we believe that
more can be done or that better policies can be
implemented."

The Opposition still has not learned that by
continually knocking our performance and by
continually being absolutely negative and not
admitting the light, it does itself an electoral
disservice. After 2/4 years the Opposition's per-
formance is reflected in the fact that it has
developed no policies. The Opposition has no
policies and, as far as I am able to ascertain by
asking people to check the situation for me, a
series of papers dealing with options are avail-
able, so I suggest to the Opposition that rather
than carrying on in such a negative fashion, it
should try positively to develop issues and poli-
cies that will advance its position in the pub-
lic' s summation.

We are very pleased to say that for the first
time in 40 years we have a surplus. It is a very
small surplus of$1I million, but it is a surplus.

The Leader of the Opposition is naive to
suggest that because we have a surplus we are
taxing people too much. We may well be taxing
people too much, but that is not reflected in the
surplus. There are reasons for the Leader of the
Opposition claiming that we are imposing taxes
which are far too harsh, but he cannot draw
strength for that argument by saying it is due to
the surplus. That is just arrant nonsense. The
Leader of the Opposition may not have known
it before, but he knows it now because I have
told him.

In practical terms, our Government has been
able to make a number of changes that will
benefit the community in this area, and I speak
specifically of the community services pant of
the Budget. I believe that some of the
innovative thinking applied by the Minister
and his department is starting to pay dividends
in the fields that the Budget embodies.

The Minister for Health has done a marvel-
lous job in his portfolio.

Mr MacKinnon: What were all those people
protesting about in your office the other day?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We put guidelines on
the distribution of aid to the needy. Does the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition oppose those
guidelines?

Mr MacKinnon: I have not seen them, to tell
you the truth.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He does not know any-
thing about them.

Mr MacKinnon: You are claiming all the
groups are happy in the garden.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not say that.
Mr MacKinnon: You implied it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I implied it! The Depu-

ty Leader of the Opposition is crazy, too. He
never had a problem with guidelines about aid
for the needy because his Government never
gave any aid to the needy.

Mr MacKinnon. You have a problem follow-
ing guidelines.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That point has already
been made.

We believe that the guidelines are absolutely
necessary. Aid to the needy over a period of
two, three, or four years went from $1 million
to $5 million. We were not convinced that the
people most in need were benefiting from the
aid so we introduced guidelines which found
disfavour in certain pants of the community.
We do not apologise for that. We intend to
maintain the guidelines to direct scarce re-
sources to areas of most need. I suspect the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, if he bothers
to acquaint himself with the situation, would
agree with that proposition. The guidelines will
stay.

The Minister for Education has done excep-
tion ally well; there is no question about that.
That is best reflected in the inability of the
Opposition to produce any education policy. It
really is getting a bit late to have a policy on
education. The Opposition will not have much
time to explain it. It will have to be a very small
policy with not much in it.

Mr Hodge: They have a good policy on
health. They will flog it to private enterprise.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They have announced
they are not going to proceed with the
Mandurab Hospital because they are not going
to build any public hospitals.

The Minister for Education has done a
mighty job. There have been two major re-
ports-the Beazley committee and the McGaw
report-both of which have been implemented,
bringing benefit to the children of this State.
The education vote has been maintained in real
terms, and in fact has improved its share of the
total Budget in real terms.

The Minister for Water Resources and Par-
liamentary and Electoral Reform has success-
fully established that electoral reform is absol-
utely inevitable in this State, and in a very
thorough and comprehensive way has
convinced the public-the Opposition being
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the last likely to be convinced, but it was
always thus. I believe the prospects for electoral
reform have been advanced further in the past
three years than ever before mainly through the
commitment of the Minister. He has also
discharged his obligations in a way that history
will remember in respect of the amalgamation
of the country and metropolitan water
authorities into one unit. That is something for
which he will be remembered in his first
triennium. Who knows what he might do in the
next six, nine or 12 years? Parliament Week is
another milestone. It is true the Opposition
does not support it because it does not like
people coming up here.

The Minister for Conservation and Land
Management, the Environment, Multicultural
and Ethnic Affairs, and the Arts is doing a
marvellous job. He is superintending one of the
threshold-breaking initiatives, the Department
of Conservation and Land Management and is
doing it very well.

As far as the Minister for Agriculture is con-
cerned, when can the people of this State re-
member a Labor Government which has been
held in such high esteem by agricultural pro-
ducers and their representative organisations?

Mr Court: Get the smile off your face.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not smiling. I
have never seen headlines such as those in the
Farmers Weekly. Members know that is a
"Communist Party rag"; it is consistently serv-
ing it up to the Opposition in no uncertain
terms. Look at this headline which says,
"Government calls for urgent talks on mort-
gagee sales of farm land". Another headline
says "PIA angry at political bias of PAR con-
ference". The initials there stand for "Put
Australia Right". If one turns the page one sees
a cartoon which shows me riding on a horse
with my gun drawn saying, "Freeze", to a Lib-
eral who is banging up a sign saying,
"Mortgagees Auction". There is the farming
couple looking with relief at me coming to
rescue them. This radical rag-it is not really,
it is the Farmers Weeky-is consistently
reflecting a broad support for the Government
within rural areas.

I know that may be hurtful, and perhaps
members opposite may have to go back to their
own 3000 hectare lots and do a commercial
there. I am pleased to say the Minister for
Agriculture has been the mainspring in seeing a
Labor Government established that has broad
support within the countryside.

The Deputy Premier, who is not here be-
cause he is beavering away somewhere else, no
doubt assisting small business, has been re-
sponsible for a remarkable expansion in things
technological within the State of Western
Australia. No-one can deny that. Members on
that side of the House thought that high tech-
nology was a meccano set until we came along
and put them right. Let us be absolutely honest
and shuck off politics for a moment if we can. I
know that is difficult. The way the Leader of
the Opposition looks at me I cannot help get-
ting the impression he wants my job. If he
leaves that sort of menial thought alone and
considers what the Deputy Premier has done in
the field of technology, in the Technology De-
velopment Authority and Technology Park and
all those things-if be gives credit where it is
due-he will become one of the devotees of the
Deputy Premier. The Deputy Premier has done
a marvellous job in revitalising that aspect of
Government as he has in respect of the Depart-
ment of Industrial Development and small
business.

There used to be a time when small business
fell squarely behind the Liberal Party when we
speak about constituencies that support politi-
cal parties. That is no longer the case. Small
business in this State is starting to wake up to
something my father told me years ago. I do
not know that he knew the member for
Mandurah's father, but my father told me years
ago that small business people make money
and do good business when the average work-
ing man or woman has a dollar in his or her
pocket-he said, "pound"-to spend. That is
true, and people are starting to wake up to the
fact that this Labor Government is sympathetic
to, and intelligently supportive of, small busi-
ness. That is largely the result of the efforts of
the Deputy Premier.

The Minister for Police and Emergency Ser-
vices has done more to assist the Police Force
and to repair Strained relationships between
the Labor Party and the Police Force than has
ever previously been done.

Who can forget the days when the Liberal
Party in Government refused to provide any
extra manpower for the Police Force? I do not
know whether it was the result of Liberal Party
policies but I can definitely remember oc-
casions when people complained about big
cardboard cutout figures of policemen that
used to be put up by the road. I do not know
whether it was the previous Government's pol-
icy but those big cutout pictures of policemen,
looking fierce with their caps on, used to line
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the side of the road; but they could not arrest
anyone. I am sure I can remember that situ-
ation under the previous Government. There is
absolutely no doubt that the previous Govern-
ment's policies of staffing the Police Force paid
dividends in terms of the mushrooming inci-
dences of crime within the community.

The Minister for Police and Emergency Ser-
vices has done a marvellous job, not only in
police matters but also in local government
matters. Who can remember previous oc-
casions when local government associations
have voted to support Labor Government poli-
cies with such consistency? The Opposition
must be truly concerned about its dwindling
support in the public arena generally. As far as
I know, the only consistent area from which the
Opposition draws support is the radical greenie
element, which seems to be lining up very sol-
idly behind the member for Vasse. I think it is
true that this new-found love affair between the
radical greenies and the Liberal Party provides
the Liberal Party with almost its only susten-
ance. Still, as far as the Government is con-
cerned, we will continue to try to do the right
thing with the environment, but we cannot
satisfy the new-found cohorts of the member
for Vasse and the member for Subiaco.

I have also mentioned the Minister for
Health and the way in which he has done such
a good job in a very difficult area. This State
can be very pleased with the way in which he
has discharged his responsibilities. The Minis-
ter for Lands and Surveys has also done very
well in supervising the restructuring of the Pub-
lic Works Department into the Building Man-
agement Authority. I believe that in doing that,
he has achieved more than the Liberal Party
achieved, despite all its rhetoric during nine
years about small government.

Let me also give credit to the Minister for
Lands and Surveys for his restructuring of the
Kimberley pastoral industry; something left un-
done by the Liberals for 1 do not know how
many years has now been taken on by this ten-
acious Minister and is likely to result in that
industry playing a much greater part in benefit-
ing. this State's economy in the years to come.

The Minister for Minerals and Energy, in a
much quieter way, has achieved much more
than Sir Charles Court did in nine years of
newspaper headlines. During that nine years I
cannot recall one new project-unless it was
the Bunbury Foods projects-which got off the
ground. I do not know where Dr Oskar is but
wherever he is he must be grinning like a
Cheshire cat and rubbing skin from his palms

after he ran into the last Liberal Government. I
have no doubt he wrote back to Paraguay, or
wherever he comes from, and said, "Come over
here. The weather is fine. You won't believe
what you will find over here. These people will
guarantee everything that moves and a few
things that do not." So the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy has completed a number of
major negotiations and discussions and he has
pulled the North-West Shelf gas project into
shape-a gigantic problem that was left to him
by the previous Government which he has
turned into a project that will benefit the whole
State. He has done a marvellous job.

I have only to refer to the Minister for Hous-
ing who is a personal friend of mine. He is a
person with undoubted ability and great com-
passion and he has done a marvellous job.
There was a 256 per cent increase in allocations
for housing in the Budget during the period for
which he has been Minister. What did the Lib-
eral Government do? The only thing it did was
to increase the waiting list of people for rental
or purchase accommodation and it let the State
Housing Commission, revamped and renamed
"Homeswest" under this administration,
wither on the vine. Members of the previous
Government have a lot to be ashamed of in
that respect. In his other responsibilities of
community services and Aboriginal affairs, the
Minister for Housing has done an excellent job.

The Minister for Transport has revitalised
the whole transport system. H-e re-opened the
Perth to Fremantle rail system and kept the
unions committed to reducing the deficit in the
public transport system. The transport budget
blew out under the Liberal Government to an
alarming degree, under a funny sort of manage-
ment that did not seem to know where it was
going, why it was going there, or how to get
there anyway. Now the Opposition is proposing
some half-baked idea of privatising that half of
a bus service that will run at night under pri-
vate ownership.

The Minister for Transport has done an ex-
cellent job in making sure that the State
transport system continues to run efficiently
and well, and full credit is due to him for that. I
think that the Government in a self-effacing
and quiet way can say that it has discharged its
responsibilities as reflected in this Budget in a
way that the Opposition will see fit to acknowl-
edge by supporting the Budget. I would not
expect the Opposition to vote against the
Budget because I think the Opposition really
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does realise that this Budget is an important
document, which, in its quieter moments, it
might find quite to its liking-

Mr MacKinnon: Not in our quieter moments
nor in our loud moments.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does that mean that
the Opposition is going to vote against the
Budget? No, I thought not. The Opposition will
support the Budget because it is an excellent
document. If the Opposition applies the same
practice to all of its disagreements with
Government policies, then in its louder mo-
ments and its quieter moments, it will disagree
with them, but vote for them.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

ELECTORAL DISTICTS AMENDMENT
BILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 10.57 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

1232. Postponed.

UNION: BUILDERS LABOURERS
FEDERATION

Student: Work Experience
1261. Mr BRA DSHAW, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the recent ac-

tion by the Builders Labourers Feder-
ation in Victoria to force a landscape
gardener to pay a fortnight's wages to
a student on work experience?

(2) Is the Minister aware that because of
the action in Victoria, work experi-
ence schemes in Western Australia are
in jeopardy through fear by landscape
gardeners of similar action by unions?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1 am not aware of any actions or

threats of actions in this State which
would give rise to such concerns by
landscape gardeners.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

Advertisements: Production
1268- Mr COURT, to the Minister far

Industrial Development:
(1) Could the current advertisements be-

ing run by his department be
produced in Western Australia using
Eastern States expertise where appli-
cable?

(2) Could the advertisements have been
pmoduced within the bounds of West-
emn Australian film technology?

1983
1984
1985

* 1986

Cunderdin
(i) (ii)
96 52
96 53
96 59
96 95

Denmark
(I) (ii)
40 25
40 13
40 21
40 23

(3) Will the Government guarantee that
future Government advertisements re-
quiring computer graphics will be
produced in Western Australia
allowing the local industry to further
develop these facilities?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (3) See the answers to questions

without notice 230, 232, and 233 of
Tuesday, 8 October 1985.

1270. Postponed.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS
Agricultural: Enrolments

1274. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) In each of the school years-

(a) 1983;
(b) l984;and
(c) 1985,
and with respect to each of the agricul-
tural high schools-

(i) how many students can be
accommodated in each year
of the course;

(ii) how many students applied
to attend each school as a
first Choice?

(2) Are there any plans to open any new
agricultural high schools?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), what areas are under
consideration?

(4) Will first consideration be given to
high schools with attached farm
wings?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Harvey
(i) (ii)
48 30
48 38
48 24
48 -26

Narrogi n
(i) (ii)
108 79
108 95
108 70
108 59

Total
Morawa Applications

36 186
36 199
42 174
42 203

'Allocations. and offers made 21110195 fr 1986.
(i) Total accommodation places available. Roughly halreach year for

Years I I and 12.
(ii) Total applicants, to ll about halfthe places shown under(iJ.

-Momw-a handles it own applications. They are slightly in excess
orthe places available.

-Total application excluding Moma-a.

(2) No, but there have been approaches
from Hoyup Brook.

(3) None.
(4) In the event of any expansion being

warranted, yes.
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POLICE OFFICERS
Female

1275. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

(1) What is the total number of women in
the Western Australian Police Force?

(2) What is the total number of men in
the Western Australian Police Force?

(3) How many policewomen are
employed in country areas that are
outside the metropolitan area?

(4) How many policemen are employed
outside the metropolitan area?

(5) What is the Government's policy con-
cerning the male:female ratio of police
assigned to country areas?

(6) As Geraldton has a population
exceeding 20 000 and only one
policewoman, how many men are
working in the force in Geraldton?

(7) Has the Government a policy of
recruiting women to redress the imbal-
ance of sexes in the Police Force?

(8) How many women and men
graduated and joined the force in
1985?

(9) Has the Government set targets for re-
cruit numbers for 1986?

(10) Is there a long-term policy to equalise
the numbers of women and men in the
force?

(11) Can he give an assurance that at least
one more woman will be transferred
to the Geraldton police force before
31 December 1985?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) 113.

(2) 2921.

(3) 7.

(4) 799.

(5) The Commissioner of Police is
empowered to determine the assign-
ment of police officers within Western
Australia. In strict compliance with
the provisions of the Equal Oppor-
tunity Act 1984, the policy is to ap-
point to any position within the Police

Force that may arise the police officer
considered most suited to that ap-
pointment, irrespective of sex.

(6) 51.

(7) No. Such a deliberate policy would
contravene the provisions of the Equal
Opportunity Act 1984. All applicants
are assessed on their merits, and those
deemed most suitable are recruited.

(8) Forty-five women and 234 men will
have graduated in 1985.

(9) Yes. This was announced by the
Premier when delivering the 1985-86
Budget speech. Provision has been
made for the appointment of 150 ad-
ditional police officers and 12 police
aides.

(10) No. Refer to answer to pant (7).

(11) When a vacancy occurs, all appli-
cations will be taken into consider-
ation and the most suitable applicant
appointed.

WATER RESOURCES: DAM
Stinton Creek: Objections

1276. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is he aware the people of Karragullen

are strongly against the gazettal of and
guidelines for the Stinton Creek catch-
ment area?

(2) Does he intend to take notice of the
people's wishes and withdraw regis-
tration and control over the Stinton
Creek catchment area?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) Yes, I have been very much aware of

the landowners' concern on this mat-
ter since they were advised of the pro-
posal in October 1983. 1 have carefully
considered all the points made in
landowners' submissions and met
with deputations. Furthermore Cabi-
net, when considering the proposal in
May 1984, noted the points raised by
the residents. However, because of the
overall benefit to the community and
the minimal effect on landowners in
the catchment, the Governiment felt
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that there was insufficent justification
for the abandofiment of Stinton Creek
as a future public water source.
it was in recognition of the local
people's concern that I offered to form
a special six-member committee, in-
cluding three local representatives
nominated by the Town of Armadale,
to prepare the management guidelines
which would provide the basis for the
by-laws for the Proposed catchment.
The committee has been actively
working on the guidelines, with the
local representatives making a very
valuable input.
I emphasise that one of the aims of the
catchment management guidelines is
to permit the continued application of
sound agricultural practices as used in
the area at present so that orchardists
and pastoralists do not suffer any loss
of income due to the creation of the
water reserve.

(2) I feel significant notice has been taken
of the points raised by the local people
and there is still an opportunity for
them to raise any further points of
concern through the committee. How-
ever, Stinton Creek is still a viable
potential public water source which in
the interests of the overall benefit to
the community should not be aban-
doned.

FORESTS
Timber Industry:- Agreement

1277. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Regarding the Lane-Poole Reserve,

why did he and the Minister for Con-
servation and Land Management deny
there was an agreement in existence
between the timber industry and him-
self?

(2) Why did the Government continue to
deny there was an agreement even
after Dr Shea had publicly stated an
agreement exists?

(3) What is the difference between a
formal and an informal agreement?

(4) What is the agreement?
(5) What conditions does the agreement

impose on-
(a) the Government;
(b) the timber industry?

(6) Who were the parties who negotiated
the agreement for-
(a) the Government;
(b) the industry?

(7) Does the agreement impose privileges
or responsibilities on any other par-
ties?

(8) If "Yes", who?

(9) Is not the existence of this agreement
in direct conflict with his and the Min-
ister's undertakings in answer to ques-
tion Ill of 1985 and question 693 of
1985 to allow for public participation
prior to making a decision in relation
to the extraction of timber and land
use in the Lane-Poole Reserve?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) There was no formal agreement.
(2) Answered by (1),
(3) A formal agreement has legal stand-

ing.
(4) There is an informal agreement that

some of the timber resources in the
recreation zone of the Lane-Poole Re-
serve will be available at some time in
the future.

(5) (a) and (b) Answered by (4).
(6) Negotiations were conducted by the

Reserves Review Committee.
('7) Answered by (4).
(8) Not applicable.
(9) No.

LAND
Prince Regent Biosphere Reserve:- Road

1278. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Is he aware of a road bulldozed into

the Prince Regent biosphere reserve?
(2) If so-

(a) when was it made;
(b) by whom was it made;
(c) where did it lead;
(d) where did it start;
(e) is the road currently in use;

(f) if so, by whom;
(g) what steps did the Government

take against the maker of the
road;
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(h) what steps is he taking to prevent
such roads being made in the fu-
ture?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) 1 am not aware of a road having been

bulldozed into the Prince Regent
nature reserve.

(2) Not applicable.

1279. Postponed.

FORESTS: WOODCHIPPING,
Denmark: Environmental Review and

Management Program me
1280. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for

Conservation and Land Management:
(1) What are the guidelines for the en-

vironmental review and management
programme that the Environmental
Protection Authority will require of
McLeans Sawmills Pty Ltd of
Denmark for that company's
proposed woodchipping development
on the south coast?

(2) When will the environmental review
and management programme for the
project be released for public com-
ment?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) The guidelines have not been ratified

by the Environmental Protection
Authority.

(2) When the Environmental Protection
Authority has approved the ERMP for
public comment.

1281. Postponed.

FORESTS: WOODCHIPPING
New Industries: Government Guarantees

1282. Dr DADOUR, to the Premier:
(1) Has any State Government body-

(a) made a prant;
(b) made a loan; and/or
(c) guaranteed a loan,
to any company or person seeking to
establish a new woodchipping indus-
try in Western Australia?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) to what company or person;
(b) what is the amount involved;

(c) are there any conditions; and
(d) if so, what are they?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) 1 am advised that no such arrange-

ments have been made.
(2) Not applicable.

FORESTS
Karri: Clearfelling

1283. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

For each of the financial years
1973-74 to 1984-85 would he please
give the total area of karri forest
clearfelled, the figure for each year to
include the area clearfelled and the
area cut to seed trees?

Mr DAVIES replied:
1984-85-2 362 ha
1983-84-1 487 ha
1982-83- 985 ha
1981-82-2 121 ha
1980-81-2 079 ha
1979-80-2 108 ha
1978-79-2 707 ha
1977-78-2 294 ha
1976-77-1 404 ha
1975-76-2 3l11 ha
1974-5-1 596 ha
1973-74-3 603 ha

LAND: RESERVE
Shannon River Basin: Private Ownership

1284. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Is any part of the Shannon River

Basin under consideration for release
to private ownership?

(2) If "Yes", how many hectares are
involved?

(3) Where is the land located-please
table map?

(4) How many hectares of-
(a) logged; and
(b) unlogged,

(i) karri forest;
(ii) jarrab forest; and
(iii) other forest-please specify'

type,
are there on the land under consider-
ation?
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Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) No.

(2) to (4) Not applicable.

WILDLIFE: DOLPHINS

Atlantis Marine Park: Permits

1285. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

Should Atlantis Marine Park apply
through the Fisheries Department for
a permit to capture additional dol-
phins for its marine park, is it necess-
ary for it to make a public notice of its
intention to do so?

Mr DAVIES replied:

There is no legal requirement to do so.

ARTISTS

Visiting: Work Permits

1286. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for the
Arts:

(1) is he aware that the Department of
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs can-
not issue work permits for visiting art-
ists until approval has been received
from Actors Equity?

(2) Is he also aware of the difficulty this is
causing the entertainment industry ini
Western Australia?

(3) Would he make the necessary inquir-
ies with his Federal counterparts with
a view to having them take steps to
alleviate this problem?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) to (3) Actors Equity is consulted about
the admission to Australia of the
visiting actors. This occasionally
causes some disappointments for
entrepreneurs but is designed to pro-
tect the jobs of talented Australian ac-
tors who are an important part of our
entertainment industry. I am in con-
tact with my Federal counterpart
whenever the situation requires.

RACING AND TROTTING: TROTTING
Byford: A ut/wrised Meetings

1287. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Racing and
Gaming:

(1) Has the Minister kept his commit-
ment to have the Chairman of the
Western Australian Trotting Associ-
ation confer with the Byford trotting
training complex towards approving
the Byford complex racetrack for
authorised race meetings?

(2) If "No", why not?

(3) Why is it not satisfactory for the
Byford complex to hold country meet-
ings on behalf of an authorised club-
for example, a Wagin meeting-if this
can be satisfactorily negotiated be-
tween the Wagin Club and the Byford
complex?

(4) Is the Minister aware a considerable
proportion of the trotting horses
attending country trotting meetings
come from the Byford district and ad-
jacent districts?

(5) Is the Minister aware of the large costs
incurred by local Byford owners in
travelling to country meetings?

(6) Will the Minister please act to give
Byford and adjacent districts trotting
owners and trainers some relief from
large costs of travelling to country re-
gions and towns by arranging approval
for the meetings as mentioned in (3)
being held at Byford?

(7) If "No" to (6), what are the reasons
for refusing this request?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (7) The Minister cannot recall
having made a commitment that the
Chairman of the Western Australian
Trotting Association would meet with
the Byford trotting complex com-
mittee.
It is understood, however, that the
chairman's representatives attended a
meeting of the Byford committee on
12 September 1985. At that meeting
the representatives fully explained and
documented the position of the West-
ern Australian Trotting Association
and indicated that it had no objection
to the Byford committee discussing
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and negotiating direct with the West
Australian Country Trotting Associ-
ation Management Committee.

MR D. T. A. ROWE
Employment: Government

1288. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier
(1) Is Mr D. T. A. Rowe employed by the

Government?
(2) If not, when did his employment

cease?
(3) Between 1983 and the cessation of his

employment, how much in total was
paid to Mr Rowe?

(4) Who replaced him?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Mr D. T. A. Rowe is a consultant and

as such is not an employee of the
Government.

(2) to (4) Not applicable.

1289. Postponed.

ABATTOIR: ALBANY
Reopening:, Government Assistance

1290. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Will he provide details of any

financial assistance the Government
has provided to facilitate the
reopening of the Albany abattoir?

(2) Will he explain what deal has been
arranged with the new proprietors re-
garding the conditions of employ-
ment, particularly the nature of award
coverage which will apply at the
Albany abattoir?

(3) Will he name the pantics involved in
the negotiations concerning con-
ditions of employment and, specifi-
cally, was Alex Payne or another trade
union official involved in that pro-
cess?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The Government has agreed, in prin-
ciple, to provide assistance to the new
owners of the Albany abattoir, Metro
Meat Ltd.
Discussions concerning the level of as-
sistance are currently being finalised.

(2) and (3) The Governiment has not been
involved in negotiations between the
new owner and the employees of the
abattoir.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: BUILDING
SOCIETIES

Interest Rates: Borrowers'Details
1291. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

On what date or dates did the Govern-
ment ask the building societies or their
representatives to provide details of
the names and addresses of borrowers
to enable letters to be written to them
advising them of the Government's
interest subsidy to the building
societies?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Government did not ask the
building societies to provide lists of
names and addresses to the Govern-
ment. These details were provided to a
private contractor by the building
societies and at no time were supplied
to the Government.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTION: BANK
IBJ (Austalia) Bank Lid:- Equity Sale

1292. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) When will the Western Australian De-

velopment Corporation be selling 15
per cent of its equity in the new bank,
International Bank of Japan Australia
Bank Limited to the Tokyo-based In-
ternational Bank of Japan?

(2) Has a price been agreed for this sale?
(3) Has approval for the sale been given

by the Foreign Investment Review
Board?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) I assume that the member is

referring to the proposed IBJ
(Australia) Bank Ltd and The Indus-
trial Bank of Japan. If that is the case I
would direct his attention to the 1985
annual report of the Western
Australian Development Corporation
in which it is disclosed that "under an
option arrangement agreed between
IBJ and WADC, and agreed in prin-
ciple by the Federal Treasurer, IBJ has
the right to acquire 15 million shares
from WADC during the first year of
operat ion of IBI A".

196)
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TOURISM
Country Tourism Association: Executive

Meetings
1293. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Further to my question 1099 of 16

October 1985, will the Minister pro-
vide, for each of the meetings listed,
the names of those aitending-
(a) Country Tourism Association;

and
(b) Western Australian Tourism

Commission, meetings?
(2) (a) How many members of each were

flown to meetings;
(b) on what dates; and
(c)

(3)
at what cost per trip?

(a) How many members were
entitled to a motor vehicle allow-
ance for travel to and from meet-
ings;

(b) on what dates; and
(c) at what cost per trip?

(4) What other fees, allowances, or ex-
penses were incurred by each member
for each meeting?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) (a) Country Tourism Association

17/7/84
Rob Hyde
Lindsay Delahaunty
Keith Tritton
Kevin Cahill
Reg Fox.
Bill Gill

21/8/84
Rob Hyde
Murray Strachan.
Bill Gill
Reg Fox
Keith Tritton
Kevin Cahill

18/9/84
Kevin Cahill
Keith Tritton
Reg Fox
Lindsay Delahaunty
Rob Hyde
Murray Strachan

16/10/84
Murray Strachan
Rob Hyde
Lindsay Delahaunty
Reg Fox

Keith Tritton
Kevin Cahill
Bill Gill

31/1/85
Murray Strachan
Kevin Cahill
Keith Tritton
Reg Fox
Bill Gill

25/2/85
Rob Hyde
Kevin Cahill
Keith Tritton
Reg Fox
Ian Moffat
Bill Gill

19/3/85
Kevin Cahill
Keith Tritton
Reg Fox
Ian Moffat
Rob Hyde

16/4/85
Kevin Cahill
Keith Tritton
Rob Hyde
[an Moffat
Bill Gill

20/11/84
Lindsay Delahaunty
Reg Fox
Rob Hyde
Keith Triuton
Kevin Cahill
Bill Gill

18/12/84
Kevin Cahill
Keith Tritton
Rob Hyde
Reg Fox
Lindsay Delahaunty
Bill Gill
Murray Strachan

2 1/5/85
Rob Hyde
Keith Tritton
Kevin Cahill
Reg Fox
Geoff Warnock

18/6/85
Ian Moffat
Geoff Warnock
Reg Fox
Kevin Caill
Keith Tritton.
Rob Hyde
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(b) WA Tourism Commission
4/1/8 5

Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

8/8/84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill
Cheri Gardiner

9/1/85
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

25/1/84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Bill Gill
Cheri Gardiner

5/9/84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill
Cheri Gardiner

25/9/84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill
Cheri Gardiner

8/ 10/84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

7/11 /84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

13/2/85
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Bill Gill

1313/85
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

17/4/85
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill
Cheri Gardiner

8/5/85
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

13/11/84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

11/12/84
Len Hitchen
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill
Cheri Gardiner

12/6/85
Basil Atkinson
Stephen Hales
Ted Archer
Warren Tucker
Bill Gill

(2) Country Tourism Association
(a) Four.
(b) All meetings.
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(c) 17/07/84-S$80.30
21l/08/84-$34550
1 8/09/84-$345.20
16/1 0/84-$44 7.20
20/1 1184-$ 182.00
18/12/84-$530.20
31l/01/85-$85.00
2 5/02/8 5-$63 1.60
I19/03/85-$85.00
16/04/85-$149.50
21i/05/85-$85.80
18/06/85-$138.30

WA Tourism Commission
(a) One.
(b) 7/11/84.

25/01/85.
(c) 7/1l/84$101.00.

25/0 1185 $101.00.
(3) Country Tourism Association

(a) All members were entitled but
some utilised air travel.

(b) For all meetings held.
(c) 17/07/84-$506.87

21/08/84-$7 16.66
18/09/84-$ 519-42
16/10/84-3519.42
20/1 1/84-519.42
18/1 2/84-519.42
31/01/85-$793.30
25/02/8 5-$457. 56
19/03/85-$457.56
16/04/85-$457.56
21l/05/85-$457.56
18/06/85-$48033.

WA Tourism Commission
(a) All members were entitled.
(b) For all meetings held.
(c) 04/07/84-3270.20

08108/84-$270.20
05/09/84-$2 59.76
25/09/84-$259. 76
08/10/84-$128.45
13/1 1/84-$270.32
13/03/85-$333.60
1 7/04/85-$262.64

(4) Country Tourism Association
Miscellaneous expenses.

WA Tourism Commission
Sitting fees and miscellaneous ex-
penses.

NOTE: In respect to Country Tourism As-
sociation meeting in question 1099, that
should have read 25 February and not 28
Febmuary 1985.

HEALTH
Alcohol and Drug Authority

1294. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:
(1) When will the Alcohol and Drug Auth-

ority take occupation of the Field
Street, Mount Lawley, annexe?

(2) When will the first inpatients be ad-
mitted to the annexe?

(3) When will the first outpatients be
treated at the annexe?

(4) Will he provide a detailed breakdown
of the costs of the alterations, reno-
vations, and all other work associated
with the Alcohol and Drug Authority
annexe in Mount Lawley?

(5) Does the Government intend to ac-
quire or provide additional parking fa-
cilities in the near vicinity of the an-
nexe?

(6) Will he provide details of the
proposed detoxification assessment
facility for which $524 000 has been
provided in the 1985-86 Budget?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) Early 1986.
(4) The total estimated project cost is

SI 040 000. The breakdown of actual
costs is not currently available.

(5) No.
(6) The proposed detoxification assess-

ment facility is at the planning stage,
although a site has been set aside in
East Perth.

1295. Postponed.

ENVIRONMENT
Pollution Control. Budget Allocation

1296. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
the Environment:

What are the details of the pollution
control to be exercised using the
$226 000 allocated under Item 10 of
Division 43?
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Mr DAVIES replied:
AIR QUALITY BRANCH

1. General licensing, inspection,
monitoring, etc.

2. Oxidant studies
3. Wittenoom studies
4. Urban lead studies

NOISE CONTROL BRANCH
1. General inspections, complaints,

etc.
2. Equipment

ADMINISTRATION

82 600
10000
3 800
3 000

18 600
40000
68000

$226 000

1297. Postponed.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Kojonup District: Building Alterations

1298. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) With regard to the Kojonup District

Hospital, has agreement been reached
with the hospital board regarding the
proposed building alterations?

(2) Is there some delay with commencing
the proposed and previously agreed
alterations?

(3) If not, when will the works be
commenced?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) and (2) Revised plans have been dis-

cussed with the hospital's executive
officers and arrangements have been
made for a presentation to the board
on 12 November 1985.

(3) The commencement date will be de-
pendent upon the outcome of the 12
November meeting, the extent of any
amendments to the proposals, and
their effect on currently available
funding.

WOMEN'S ADVISORY COUNCIL
Funding

1299. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:
(1) Are funds voted for the Western

Australian Women's Advisory Coun-
cil transferred to that body for it to
administer?

(2) If so, what audit or control does the
Government retain over funds made
available to this body?

(3) For what reason is it intended to
double the funding for this body in the
current year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Funds voted for the Western

Australian Women's Advisory Coun-
cil are administered by the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet.

(2) The council's expenditure is subject to
the same audit controls as the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet.

(3) The 1985-86 budget for the council
includes "salaries" previously in-
cluded in the Department of Premier
and Cabinet vote.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES: PUBLIC
SERVICE

Regionalisation: Budget Allocation
1300. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Budget
Management:
(I) For what precise reasons has $220 000

been allocated under Item 151 of Div-
ision 33 of the Consolidated Revenue
Fund Estimates?

(2) To how many public servants does
this sum apply?

(3) By what method has this amount been
determined?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) To implement the Government's com-

mitment under "Bunbury 2000" to
regionalise State Government admin-
istrative agencies and services.

(2) The overall plan is to transfer 340 jabs
to Bunbury, but the number involved
in 1985-86 will depend on the
completion date of the Austrnark
building.

(3) The provision is based on existing
award entitlements and provides for
the pant-year cost of relocating officers
and their families.

ENVIRONMENT
Heritage Committee: Budget Allocation

1301. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:
(1) For what reason has $379000 been

allocated to the Western Australian
Heritage Committee?

(2) For what reason is this amount so
much greater than the 1984-85 expen-
diture on this item?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Details of the 1985-86 allocation are
as follows-

s
(a) Administration expenses

(b) Grants for special projects

(c) Commonwealth/State
tennial programme

bicen-

(d) Provision for estimated costs
associated with the establish-
ment of a Heritage Council

51 500

57 500

170 000

100 000

$379 000

(2) The increased allocation reflects
mainly the provisions provided for to
meet expenses in respect of 1(c) and
I1(d).

GAMBLING

Casino: Budget Allocation

1302. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:

For what detailed purposes is the
Government seeking to commit
$3 913 000 to the Burswood Island ca-
sino, listed as Item 130 within Div-
ision 33 of the Consolidated Revenue
Fund Estimates?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Details of the item are as follows-

(a) Payment to the Perth City
Council for freehold land
acquired in respect of the
Burswood Island casino site

(b) Cost of relocating State En-
ergy Commission pylons
exempted under clause
9(4Xb) of the agreement

(c) Statutory levy in respect of
Crown grant paid into the
land tidles assurance trust
fund in accordance with the
provisions of the Transfer
of Land Act

3 393 000

500000

20000

$3913000

AMERICA'S CUP PROJECTS
Budget Allocation

1303. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:

What projects are to be funded by the
amount of $1 761 000 identified in
Item 126 of Division 33 of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Expendi-
ture Estimates?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I refer the member to my reply to
question 11 50.
I am advised that the nature of the
projects being considered falls broadly
into the category of operational costs
relating to spectator craft control, im-
provements to recreation camps,
upgrading communications, pro-
motions, etc.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Bunbury: Budget Allocation

1304. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:
(1) With regard to Division 33 Miscel-

laneous Services, for what purpose
have funds been allocated as indicated
in Item 106, and how has this amount
been determined?

(2) On what basis was the funding in Item
109 calculated?

(3) On what basis was the funding in Item
Ill calculated?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) This item provides for a subsidy pay-

ment for an intra-town bus service at
Bunbury. The estimate was deter-
mined through the tender process and
subsequent evaluation by the Com-
missioner of Transport. Thirty thou-
sand dollars has also been included for
a market promotional campaign lead-
ing up to the introduction of the bus
service.

(2) The rate charged by Westrail for the
cartage of grain is billed at the agreed
contract rates. Under the new com-
petitive freight rate arrangements
brought forward by two years,
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd is
entitled to pay the rate for the cartage
of grain as agreed by Cabinet, which is
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lower than the rate under the existing
contract. This item provides for the
difference of lost revenue that
Westrail would have received under
the normal freight rate arrangements.

(3) The estimate of $8 million represents
the calculation of interest and other
expenses on the estimated borrowings
required to implement the interest
subsidy scheme for permanent build-
ing societies in the current financial
year.

1305 and 1306. Postponed.

AGRICULTURE: FARMS

Fire Trucks: Licensing

1307. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

(1) What regulations apply to the licens-
ing of farm fire trucks?

(2) What are the vehicle inspection re-
quirements applying to such fire ve-
hicles?

(3) Is it fact that farm fire trucks are
required to satisfy the same vehicle
inspection standards as are required
for normal farm trucks and commer-
cial vehicles?

(4) If not, what lesser standards are ap-
plied to farm fire trucks in view of
their specific and limited use?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Vehicle Standards Regulations 1977
and Road Traffic (Licensing) Regu-
lations 1975.

(2) Inspection is required prior to
registration.

(3) No.

(4) In the case of safety-related items such
as brakes and steering components,
the same minimum standards as all
other vehicles apply. However, exam-
ination staff may use individual dis-
cretion in accepting items which are
non-safety related such as
non-structural rust, cracked
windscreen, etc.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Darkan District: Reticulation

1308. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) With regard to the reticulation scheme

for the Darkan District High School,
is the originally agreed funding still
available to complete this project
immediately?

(2) As the local shire is now completing
the project, for what reason has there
been delay in completing the involve-
ment of the school in the project?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) The originally agreed amount
of contribution to this phase of work
by the Education Department was
$2 000. This amount is available. It is
understood that the amount now
requested of the department is $5 900.
Funding arrangements will now be
negotiated with the shire.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Darkan District: Reticulation

1309. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Has the Building Management Auth-

ority approved the arrangements and
design of the reticulation system for
the Darkan District High School?

(2) Is there any delay in approving the
completion of this project as a part of
the West Arthur Shire reticulation
scheme?

(3) Has the Building Management Auth-
ority acted quickly to discharge any
responsibility it has to pursue and
finalise this project?

Mr McIVER replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) The BMA did spend consider-

able time on investigations into the
reticulation system, including the
necessity for earthworks in levelling
the Darkan High School oval, so as to
fully capitalise on the proposed
scheme.
Regretfully some delay did occur in
the transfer of appropriate infor-
mation from the authority to the Edu-
cation Department.
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Completion of the project is now de-
pendent on funding arrangements cur-
rently being considered by the Edu-
cation Department.

13 10. Postponed

STATE FINANCE
State Development Fund: Revenue

1311. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer
(1) Why was $41 498 000 brought to ac-

count as pan of the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund for the year ending 30 June
1986 from the State Development
Fund?

(2) Have any funds previously been
brought to account in the
Consolidated Revenue Fund in pre-
vious years from the State Develop-
ment Fund?

(3) If so, will he detail these allocations?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The money was transferred to the

Consolidated Revenue Fund to be ap-
propriated by Parliament for the
annual services of Government.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
America's Cup Defence: Budget Allocation

1312. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:
(1) For what reason is an amount of

$440 000 being paid to the Education
Department for the America's Cup de-
fence?

(2) From what source is this revenue
obtained?

(3) For what purposes are these funds to
be used?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) An amount of $590 000 over two

years has been allocated to the Techni-
cal and Further Education Division
for a TAFE hospitality and tourism
project.

(2) Commonwealth Government.
(3) Through a consultative committee of

the tourism and hospitality industry,
representatives develop America's
Cup tourism and hospitality courses,
industry-based training, and com-

inunity-based training. Up to 2 500
people will be trained under this pro-
gramme.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Assisted Industries:- Losses

1313. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy
Premier:
(1) Will he list for me the detail of losses

on assisted industries that totalled
$1548 480 as listed in Division 16 of
the Estimates for the year ending 30
June 1986?

(2) What losses are estimated to take
place for the year ending 30 June 1986
to total the estimated $1 396 000?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Lasses incurred for the year ending 30

June 1985 comprise-

Bunbury Foods Pty Ltd
Manjimup Canning Coop-
erative Co Ltd
Ord River District Cooper-
ative

1262 119

285 500

861
(2) Lasses estimated for the year ending

30 June 1986 are made up of-

Bunbury Foods Pty Ltd
Manjimup Canning Coop-
erative Co Ltd

1 136000

260000

GAMBLING: TOTALISATOR AGENCY
BOARD

Revenue Casino Effect
1314. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer-

(1) Has the impact that the casino is likely
to have on the Totalisator Agency
Board and other betting tax revenue
been taken into account in this year's
Estimates?

(2) If so, what is the amount that the
estimated revenue from these sources
will fall by during the year ending 30
June 1986?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The impact was allowed for by an

assumed reduction in the growth rate
in revenue from total betting taxes-
with a 5.1 per cent growth rate
estimated for 1985-86 compared with
a 9.9 per cent growth in 1984-85.
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STATE FINANCE: CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND

Receipts: Details
l315. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:

Will he list the detail of the "other
income" listed in the answer to ques-
tion 1133 of 17 October 1985 con-
cerning amounts received by Govern-
ment under "Treasury Other" in
Consolidated Revenue Fund Esti-
mates as being received in 1984-85
and estimated to be received in
1985-86?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

country wate supplies.
sewerage, irrflition, and
drainage assets, replace
men' fun'd

Public Works Dequirinen,
payroll surcharg account

Plant suapena trust fund ac-
count

Rural and Industries lBank
Unclaimed moncys
Railways - recaup

superaomnuiOfl easier.
Ineret-oher
Other

Aclual
Receipts
1984-85

Estimted

RS'

- 5700000

- 645000

- 2200000
- 317000
202 538 640000

1 225 800
1 175 146
2129029

1 2330OW
' 200 000

992 OW0

S4 732 513 S312 92 7000

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES: PUBLIC
SERVICE BOARD
Training Allocation

1316. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) What is the reason for the increase in

amounts allocated to staff undergoing
training in Division IlI-Public Ser-
vice Board-of the Estimates for the
year ending 30 June 1986?

(2) On what is the amount expended?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The Public Service Board has

committed itself to increasing the
autonomy of Government depart-
ments in order to assist them to be-
come more accountable in all areas of
management e.g. Financial Adminis-
tration and Audit Act. This involves
the phased delegation of certain
powers and functions currently vested
in the board.
The strategies involve the training and
development of all managers and
executives with particular emphasis

on the personnel and financial areas.
The funds are expended on courses in
these areas.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES: PUBLIC
SERVICE BOARD

Services and Contracts
1317. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) What is the reason for the increase in
amounts allocated to services and con-
tracts in Division I11-Public Service
Board-of the Estimates for the year
ending 30 June 1986?

(2) On what is the amount to be
expended?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The net increase in the pro-
vision reflects mainly increases in con-
sultants' fees of $64 000-e.g. devel-
opment of strategic systems PIMS;
data processing charges associated
with strategic systems $253 000; and
general printing including $7 000 for
the printing of EEO brochures.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: MARINA
Mandurah: Investigations

1318. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Government involved or

investigating being involved in the
proposed Mandurah ocean marina?

(2) If not, is the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation investigating
the possibility of becoming involved
in the Mandurah ocean marina?

(3) If so, alone or in a consortium?
(4) If so, at what stage is the investi-

gation?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The Government has

requested the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation to investigate
and report on the redevelopment
opportunities for the Mandurab ocean
manina area.

(3) and (4) The Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation's investi-
gations are only at a preliminary stage.
The corporation has had expressions
of interest from private organisations
to be involved in redevelopment pro-
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posals. The WADC will liaise closely
with the Mandurab Shire Council on
any redevelopment proposals.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES: PUBLIC
SERVICE BOARD

Plant and Equipment
1319. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

What plant and equipment will be
purchased for the $390 000 allocated
to that item under Division 11I-Pub-
tic Service Board-of the Estimates
for the year ending 30 June 1986?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The increase provides funds to up-
grade the board's word processing
equipment-office automation-
$333 000; computer equipment
associated with the personnel infor-
mation management system $33 000;
and computer equipment $12 000 for
the Office of Government Accommo-
dation.

TECHNOLOGY: COMPUTING AND
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

DEPARTMENT
Support Services: Budget Allocation

1320. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy
Premier:
(1) What is the reason for the increase in

amounts allocated to departmental
support services in Division 18-
Computing and Information Tech-
nology-of the Estimates for the year
ending 30 June 1986?

(2) On what is the amount to be
expended?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) The increase in funds allocated to de-

partmental support services-Div-
ision 18, Item 10-provides for the
purchase, commissioning, and oper-
ation of a new Amdahl computer
mainframe. This facility caters for the
provision of major computer services,
such as Government accounting and
payroll, to a large number of depart-
ments.

(2) The expenditure increase provides
for-

Mainframe acquisition
Software acquisition
TdcconmunicasionS and services
Systems conversion
Operational expenses
Additional staflingwosu

2 400000O
570 000
290000G
224000

730O0
57000

$3 614 000

TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY

Grants, Subsidies, and Transfer Payments

1321. Mr MacKriNNON, to the Minister for
Technology:
(1) What is the reason for the increase in

amounts allocated to grants, subsidies,
and transfer payments in Division
20-Western Australian Technology
Development Authority-of the Esti-
mates for the year ending 30 June
1986?

(2) On what is the amount to be
expended?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The increase in the amount allocated
to grants, subsidies, and transfer pay-
ments in Division 20-Western
Australian Technology Development
Authority-in the Estimates for the
year ending 30 June 1986 relates to
expenses associated with capital works
borrowings of $6 million made in the
financial year ended 30 June 1985.

(2) The amount allocated will be
expended on interest and sinking fund
payments due in the 1985-86 financial
year.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Lake King: Water Supplies

1322. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Works:
What has been the cost of supplying
water to the school at Lake King for
the financial years-

(a) 1983-84; and

(b) 1984-85?

Mr McOVER replied:

As the information sought is not
readily available, I will convey the
requested data to the member in
writing as soon as possible. This fol-
lows his discussion with a rep resenta-
tive from the Building Management
Authority.
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WATER RESOURCES

Lake King; Housing
1323. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Housing:

What has been the cost of supplying
water to-
(a) Homeswest homes;
(b) Government Employees' Housing

Authority homes,
in Lake King for the financial years-

(i) 1983-84; and

(ii) 1984-85?
Mr WILSON replied:

As the information is not readily
available and will require some inves-
tigation, I will advise the member in
writing.

1324. Postponed

TAXES AND CHARGES
Land Ta:, Assessment Notices

1325. Mr OLD, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Budget Management:
(1) How many land tax assessment no-

tices have been issued during the
financial year 1985-86?

(2) Has the issue of notices been
completed?

(3) What is the total expected return from
land tax for the financial year
1985-86?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Approximately 45 000.
(2) No.
(3) $54 million.

1326. Postponed

HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Job Vacancies: Advertisements
1327. Mr BRADSHTAW, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Is he aware that all job vacancies in

public hospitals are circulated to all
public hospitals, whether the position
is from a domestic to the director of
nursing?

(2) Is he aware that these circulars have to
be pinned to a notice board in the
public hospitals?

(3) Is he aware of the large number of
circulars and the difficulties created
for the director of nursing trying to
display these circulars?

(4) What is the cost of sending out these
job vacancy circulars to public hospi-
tals?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) Only specified promotional
positions within departmental
non-teaching hospitals are circulated
between those hospitals. Other job
vacancies within each public hospital
need only be displayed on the official
notice board of the hospital in which
the vacancy occurs.

(3) The directors of nursing are respon-
sible for nursing vacancies only.

(4) The cost is negligible as job vacancy
circulars are distributed with the once,
weekly distribution of departmental
circulars.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Health Portfolio

1328. Mr BRADS-AW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) What was the total number of people
employed under the Health portfolio
for-

(a) 1982-83;
(b) 1983-84; and

(c) 1984-85?

(2) (a) Has there been a reclassification
of certain jobs in that time;

(b) if so, what are they?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) The health portfolio consists
of very diverse activities, and includes
numerous statutory boards and
authorities. The considerable amount
of work involved in providing an
answer to this very general question
does not appear to be justified.

If the member will be more specific, I
will be able to provide an appropriate
answer.

3051



3052 [ASSEMBLY]

INSURANCE: MOTOR VEHICLE
INSURANCE TRUST

Review' Report

1329. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Premier:
(1) Further to qkistion 1 180 of 1985, was

the review of the Motor Vehicle In-
surance Trust by Price
Waterhouse-Rothwells made public?

(2) Was the internal Government study of
the Price Waterhouse-Rothwell report
made public?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) No.
(2) No.

1330 to 1333. Postponed.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PLANNING: HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT
Scarborough.: Berringa Beach

330. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Is it correct, as recorded in today's

Press, that the Minister is unaware
whether stage 2 of the Berringa Beach
project has been approved?

(2) If the Minister subsequently finds that
it has been approved, will he seek to
prevent its construction?

(3) If it has not been approved by the
Metropolitan Region Planning Auth-
ority, will the Minister seek to prevent
it being approved?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 have previously written to the

City of Stirling, asking precisely what
the state of approval is for the further
stages of Berringa Beach and other de-
velopment projects with which the
City of Stirling may be concerned. I
have done that in order to clarify the
situation so that all the things which
the City of Stirling has not been telling
me it will now tell me, and we can act
to make changes accordingly.
I understand from the Mayor of the
City of Stirling, in a comment made to
me in the ABC studios yesterday, that
there is no building approval for
further stages for the Berringa Beach

project, so the kind of questions which
the member raises in that sense are
purely hypothetical.

Mr Clarko: Building permits don't matter
to planning.

Mr PEARCE: There is no legal basis at the
moment on which an additional stage
of the Berringa Beach project could be
constructed. Under these circum-
stances, I will not prefigure what the
Government's stance may be because
although it is the case that we are
opposed to any further high-rise devel-
opment on the Scarborough beach
front, and that includes additional
stages of the Burringa Beach-Observ-
ation City development, nevertheless,
I will need to know precisely what the
situation is before I can make a judg-
ment about what steps the Government
would be able to take to prevent that.
It may not be necessary because the
City of Stirling-

Mr Hassell: What deals have been done by
the Mayor of Stirling?

Mr PEARCE: With whom, Noddy'?

Mr Hassell: I just asked what deals had
been done.

Mr PEARCE: Regrettably, as the Oppo-
sition flounders towards the election,
that kind of tactic more and.more is
being used.

It is a thrown-out innuendo made in
the hope that it will give an indication
that somebody knows something, and
it really is an implied claim that a deal
has been made. I ask the Leader of the
Opposition: With whom has the im-
plied deal been made? He goes to
water and cannot even suggest with
whom some sort of covert deal might
have been made. What a disgrace to
the Parliament.

The simple answer is that the Govern-
ment does not favour any further
high-rise developments on the
Scarborough beach front. I have writ-
ten to the City of Stirling to find out at
what stage approvals are to see what
action the Government may be able to
take.
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PLANNING: HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT
Scarborough: Spindrifier

331. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Planning:

Has the Minister been able to take any
further steps to prevent construction
of the Spindrifter high-rise develop-
ment on the Scarborough beach front?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Indeed, I have, and I can confidently
predict that the Spindrifter proposal,
as a result of my work today, will not
go ahead. I do that on the basis, I
mighlt say, of the discovered incom-
petence of the City of Stirling because
for the Spindrifter proposal to go
ahead it needed, among a whole range
of other requirements, three particular
things.
Firstly, it required an amalgamation
of the title of the four blocks, and I
announced in the House yesterday
that there has been no such amnalga-
mation. A request for the amalga-
mation was received this morning by
the Department of Town Planning,
and I need not hesitate to say to the
House that I have taken steps to block
that amalgamation.
Secondly, a valid building permit was
required, with substantial progress
made on the building by 8 November
this year. I have indicated to the
House that I have taken steps to get
legal advice on the court actions which
the Government might be able to take
to get a declaration from the court that
substantial progress had not been
made by that time.
Thirdly, the most compelling piece of
additional information that came my
way today was the fact that to go
ahead with the project, the company
needs a valid development approval,
which it does not have.
The fact of the matter is that the
company's development approval ex-
pired on 8 November 1984 and by the
time it got the building permit, it had
not got a renewal of the development
approval. That is according to records
which are held in the Department of
Town Planning, and the photocopy of
it is held by myself in this Parliament.
There is no record anywhere in the

Department of Town Planning that
that approval was ever extended. If
that is the case, the development cur-
rently going on is illegal and would
have to stop immediately. I have
drawn that to the attention of the City
of Stirling by writing a letter, which
was sent by special courier to the
Mayor of Stirling early this afternoon,
pointing out the fact that our
records-

Mr Court: You wouldn't want to send it by
Australia Post.

Mr PEARCE: Let members opposite
squirm. Their Liberal mates in the
City of Stirling have messed up in re-
gard to this.

Mr Court: Your list of achievements is
getting smaller and smaller.

Mr PEARCE: All the member for
Nedlands or his Leader needs to do is
to stand up and say, "We are all in
favour of high-rise on the Scarborough
beach front and we are really opposed
to your efforts to stop it." If the mem-
ber for Nedlands takes the view of the
member for Karrinyup that he too is
opposed to the Scarborough high-rise
development, why does not the mem-
ber for Nedlands honestly applaud the
efforts the Government has made to
stop these developments going ahead?

Mr Court: It will take your mind off edu-
cation.

Mr PEARCE: Members opposite should be
putting their minds to education be-
cause their declared policy Jooks a
little thin. When I read about it in the
paper this morning I thought one
could not run an education policy like
that if one hopes to appeal to the edu-
cation vote.
I have written a letter, which will now
have been delivered, to the Mayor of
the City of Stirling pointing out that
our records show that there is no valid
approval for this building, and there-
fore the city should take action to en-
sure that work on the project stops. If
it is the case that the City of Stirling
has extended that development ap-
proval and their incompetence only
ran to not sending copies of the
form-which they are obliged to do
and which they kept to themselves-I
have asked the Mayor of the City of
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Stirling to indicate to me the evidence
that might be available to suggest that
there is valid development approval.
As of this moment, there has been no
response from the City of Stirling, but
if the situation is as I have said-and
it certainly is the case according to our
records-this proposal is dead.

TOURISM COMMISSION
Investment: Spindrifter Development

332. Mr CASH, to the Premier:
(1) Was he aware of the application by the

Western Australian Tourism Comn-
mission to the Treasury seeking
Treasury approval to invest in the
Spindrifter high-rise development in
Scarborough?

(2) Did he support this application from
the WA Tourism Commission?

(3) Will he table the papers involved in
this matter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 was aware of the application

and 1 told the then Chairman of the
Tourism Commission that it should
not be proceeded with.

PRICES: CONSUMER PRICE INDEX
Ta-xes and Charges: Con tribuuion

333. Mr TAYLOR, to the Premier:
I refer the Premier to the Consumer
Price Index figures for the September
quarter which were released today by
the Australian Bureau of Statistics.
(1) Has he yet been able to study the

figures?
(2) If so, what contribution has been

made by State taxes and charges
to movements in the index?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The figures released by the

Australian Bureau of Statistics today
reflect the State Government's efforts
to contain taxes and charges and to
reduce the burden of government on
business and families.
Today's Consumer Price Index shows
that the contribution of State taxes
and charges to inflation in WA was
again below the national average. This

is the eighth consecutive quarter in
which they have been below the
national average.

In the latest quarter, changes in the
charges added only 0.09 per cent to
the movement in Perth's CPI, with the
six-State capital average at 0. 14 per
cent. The figures reflect the deter-
mined effort the Government has
made to reduce the burden of govern-
ment on families and business.

Tax cuts worth almost $65 million in
the last two Budgets and real re-
ductions in major State Government
charges in the last two years are the
major factors. It is estimated that dur-
ing the present Government's
three-year term, changes in State
Government taxes and charges will
add only 0.5 per cent to the CPT,
compared with 2.2 per cent during the
previous Government's last three-year
term.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTrS

Air Travel: List

334. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

Will he now table the list of 23
examples of free flights by Cabinet
Ministers which he quoted at a Press
conference last Thurday and which I
asked him to table last Tuesday?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

As I indicated in my previous answer I
still do not have the information with
me. The list was distributed to some
reporters with a cautionary word that
it was perhaps not complete.

All I can say to the Leader of the Op-
position is that, in terms of my answer
the other evening, if there is any prob-
lem with any of the trips on that list-
presumably he has access to it through
his own means-he could ask a ques-
tion about that particular problem
trip.

As I said to the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition previously, to the best of
my knowledge all those trips related to
or were directly part of ministerial
respons ibil ities.
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REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: SWAN
VALLEY POLICY

Grape Growers: Funding

335. Mr TROY, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Can the Minister give details of funds
made available to grape producers
under the Swan Valley policy?

(2) Can he also detail the conditions
under which the funds will be made
available?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) In September 1985 the
Government announced the launching
of the Swan Valley policy with the
dual objective of increasing the stab-
ility and viability of Swan Valley viti-
culture while providing a unique tour-
ist asset close to the metropolitan
area.

As part of the policy, some $500 000
was made available through the Rural
Adjustment and Finance Corporation
to growers who wished to install or
upgrade cool storage, reticulation and
water -supply, planting material, and
trellising. The purpose of these funds
is to increase the quality and quantity
of table grapes for the export market.

It will be necessary for growers to
demonstrate to the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation their com-
mitment to the aims of the policy; that
is, an improvement in both the quality
and quantity of grapes available for
export. The first 10 applicants were
interviewed today by the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation.

As the details are quite lengthy I
would like to table them in the House,
and in doing so, remind interested
growers that they may gain further in-
formation by contacting the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation of
Western Australia, 16th Floor, St
Martin's Tower, 44 St George's Ter-
race, Perth, WA, 6000, telephone
325 7288. All applications should be
addressed to the administrator.

(See paper Na 241.)

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER
Ministerial Services Officer: Conditions

336. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) During the year ended 30 June 1985

what was the total amount paid to the
Premier's Ministerial Services Officer,
Mr Shervington?

(2) Is Mr Shervingion paid overtime or is
he a salaried officer?

(3) How much time-off in lieu of over-
time worked did Mr Shervington take
whilst on holiday with the Premier
and his family in Fiji?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Mr Shervington always travels with
me on the same plane and arrives at
the airport at the same time as I do. If
we travel he always travels with me.

Mr MacKinnon: Even on holiday?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am making the

point that I do not attempt to hide his
presence.
I have the information about the
amount paid to Mr Shervington, but I
am reticent to reveal it to the Parlia-
ment because it is a private matter
involving him.

Mr MacKinnon: Every senior Government
officer in this town is paid a salary
which is public knowledge. Everyone
in the Premier's department knows
what everyone else earns.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am in two minds
about revealing the information. If the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition
wants to press the point about the per-
sonal business of a relatively junior
public servant, it says something
about him.

Mr MacKin non: No it does not.
Mr Bryce: It does. It speaks volumes.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Can I say the follow-

ing to the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition? Mr Shervington's total income
was about $3 000 more than that paid
to the Leader of the Opposition's
driver for the year and about $2 000
more than the Deputy Premier's
driver for the year.
I do not mind giving the information,
but I think the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition should think about
whether or not he wants that standard
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to be the standard of the Parliament.
If he asks me again I wilt give him the
answer.
This evening, the answer to the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition's ques-
tions is as follows-
(1) This is a matter between

the Government and Mr
Shervington. However, I am
informed his payment is in keep-
ing with the earnings; of other
drivers, including, the Leader of
the Opposition's driver.

(2) Mr Shervington is employed
under the Public Service Act and
as such is subject to the pro-
visions of the Public Service over-
time award of 1978.

(3) Thirty hours.
If the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition asks me the question again I will
give him the answer, but I do not
think it is a fair thing.

MR BRIAN EASTON
Exim Corporation: Managing Director

337. Mr P. 3. SMITH, to the Premier:
Earlier this month, in response to a
question from the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, the Premier undertook to in-
vestigate his charges that the Govern-
ment-appointed Managing Director of
Exim Corporation was compromised
by his position as a partner in the Por-
ridge Oats company. The Leader of
the Opposition asserted that a major
Education Department contract had
been given to Porridge Oats, a Perth
drapery supplier.
Could the Premier give details of his
investigation carried out as a result of
this undertaking?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I do recall the general intent of the
question, although I do not recall the
exact detail. I did request information
in relation to the things the Leader of
the Opposition said in his question.
Firstly, the Leader of the Opposition
is wrong when he claims Mr Easton is
occupying his position as Managing
Director of Exim as a result of a
Government appointment. Responses
to other parliamentary questions by

his colleagues clearly show that Mr
Easton was appointed by the Board of
Exim Corporation. The judgment of
such a board of private enterprise
people does not need Government in-
terference.
Secondly, in The West Australian of
21 September 1985, The Western Mail
of 21-22 September 1985, and the
Sunday Times of 22 September 1985,
Mr Easton's resignation as a
non-executive director of Easttnarc
and all its subsidiaries, including Por-
ridge Oats, was publicly announced.
Mr Easton also divested himself of all
shareholding and financial connec-
tions prior to this action. All these
procedures were properly registered
with the Corporate Affairs Office.
Thirdly, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's reference to a major Edu-
cation Department contract is
deliberately misleading. The true situ-
ation as outlined to me is that in early
August a representative of the interior
design department of the BMA
requested that Porridge Oats supply
the HMA with 52 assorted cushions.
Apparently these cushions were to be
distributed to some schools by the
BMA through the Education Depart-
ment. No contract was entered into
because the stock was on hand and
the price-$2 500-was competitive.
Other than this transaction, no busi-
ness has been transacted between the
Department of Education and Por-
ridge Oats since the beginning of
1985.
For the Leader of the Opposition to
suggest a major contract has
compromised a respected member of
our business community with so little
supporting information is disgraceful.
It demonstrates the lengths to which
he is prepared to go to discredit Exim
Corporation in his usual ideologically
blinkered fashion. This Parliament
has been subjected to a stream of
ill-conceived questions and statements
designed to undermine the efforts of
Exim's private sector expertise which
is dedicated to improving the trading
activities of our State.
Exim has in fact offered to brief the
Opposition on its aims and oper-
ations. That offer has not been taken
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up. Rather, the Opposition seems con-
tent to snipe in a snide and unpro-
ductive fashion at individuals who do
not have the opportunity to defend
themselves in this House.

SHOPPING: TRADING HOURS
Inquiry: Report

338. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Small
Business:
(1) When will the Kelly report into

trading hours be finalised and released
to the public?

(2) Will the recommendation made in the
interim report which was released
some months ago be implemented
prior to Christmas?

(3) Is the Minister aware of any small
businesses which have equipped their
businesses in anticipation of these in-
terim recommendations being
introduced?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (3) It is not expected that the full

report of the Kelly inquiry will be
available to the Government until
some time next year.

Mr MacKinnon: I'll bet.
Mr Hassell: Another one.
Mr BRYCE: If the Leader of the Oppo-

sition has any substance to him in re-
spect of that matter, he may care to
make a submission. He may even care
to came out and provide a policy. I
would be very interested to see
whether he has one. I suspect that he
has not.
It is my impression-I would prefer to
check before I give an unequivocal
answer-that Cabinet has considered
that matter. I do not think that it is
likely that those decisions will be
implemented by Christmas.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND
Kimnberley.- Driling Programme

339. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:

Can the Minister give details of the
results of the emergency subsidised
water drilling programme to help
drought-affected Kimberley .cattle
stations.

Mr MeIVER replied:
Yes. I am most enthusiastic about the
success of the emergency subsidised
water drilling programme. This is the
first time this Government has
embarked on this type of assistance
for the Kimberley. Of the 27 bores put
down, 10 produced viable water flows.
The results endorse the Government's
confidence in the Kimberley pastoral
industry's future.
The successful bores will allow the
pastoralists to establish water distri-
bution points in previously ungrazed
areas, and to shift cattle to these areas.
This eases the pressure on other pas-
ture, saves many hundreds of head of
cattle, maintains the herd structure,
and helps to tide over pastoralists un-
til the rains in the forthcoming wet
season. Bores were sunk on Fossil
Downs, Margaret River, Moolabulla,
Lambo, Ruby Plains, and Stunt Creek
Stations. The cost of the programme
so far is about $40 000.
Under the programme, pastoralists
pay for the drilling if water is found.
The cost of the dry wells has been met
by the State Government.
The drilling programme is part of a
package of measures available to 22
drought declared pastoral stations in
the East Kimberley. Limited rainfall
in the region has seriously affected
water supplies and threatened the
cattle industry.
Other Government drought relief
measures are a 50 per cent freight sub-
sidy on stock transport, and
concessional loans.
The Government is considering other
assistance measures. These include a
freight subsidy for molasses and urea
from Queensland to supplement the
feed of the vital breeding cattle and
horses in the drought-affected East
Kimberley.

PLANNING: HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT
Scarborough: Berringz Beach

340. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) 1 have been informed that the MRPA

in its approval of the Berringa Beach
project approved the three separate
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buildings at the one time; that is, stage
one and stage two. Will the Minister
confirm that both stages have been ap-
proved by the MRPA?

(2) If "Yes", would the Minister agree
that any action on his part
subsequently to prevent stage two
would completely destroy the plan-
nling process in Western Australia and
seriously undermine business confi-
dence in this State?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 have sought advice from the

MRPA in the same way as I have
sought advice from the City of Stirling
as to what approvals have been given.
When I have those responses I will be
better placed to make the kinds of
judgments which the-

Mr Clarko: You said you made the de-
cisions known.

Mr PEARCE: Made what decisions?
Mr Clarko: You have made known all

these statements about the Spindrifter
buildings.

Mr PEARCE: I have made a series of
statements about the Spindrifter de-
velopment which we have now
prevented. The question of Berringa
Beach has been raised by the Mayor of
Stirling. I am seeking advice on those
matters. When we have the infor-
mation, as I have told the member on
a number of occasions, we will take
the proper action.

PUTITING AUSTRALIA RIGHT
CONFERENCE

Sponsorship
341. Mr READ, to the Premier:

On Tuesday, 8 October I asked the
Premier a question concerning State
Government involvement in a confer-
ence entitled "Putting Australia
Right". Is the Government concerned
at whether the sponsorship of this con-
ference was misleading, and has it
received complaints about the matter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Yes, this conference has been drawn
to my attention. It has also come to
the attention of one of the other spon-
sors, who is disappointed and angry
that the conference was used as a Lib-
eral Party platform.

The General President of the Primary
Industry Association, Mr Winston
Crane, said the PIA had agreed to
back the conference only after the or-
ganisers had given a firm understand-
ing that it was not connected with a
political party.
Advance publicity published for the
conference listed the keynote speakers
as National Farmers Federation Presi-
dent (Mr Ian McLachlan), Australian
rugby coach and motivator (Mr Alan
Jones), and political scientist (Ms
Katherine West). However, on the day
the Leader of the Opposition opened
the meeting he was rated, in publicity
issued from his office, as one of the
keynote speakers.
Mr Crane said the PIA has rigidly
maintained a non-party political
stance and is embarrassed that be-
cause of the Liberal overtones appar-
ent at the conference, it could appear
it was supporting the Liberal Party in
the coming State Elections. Mr Crane
said-

This is just not so as the PIA has
always maintained that its memn-
bers should vote according to
their beliefs and the organisation
should be in a position to deal
with whatever party happens to
be in 'power'.

The Leader of the Opposition did not
miss the opportunity Provided by the
promoters of the conference and went
so far as to use the catchcry of his
present television advertising cam-
paign, "That's worth hasselling for",
during his address. In answering a
question on whether or not his party
would favour total abolition of the
dole he also engaged in blatant
politicking by referring to the State
Government's FID and fuel taxes. He
eventually answered that he was in
favour of abolishing the dole in favour
of a scheme of part-time work for the
unemployed.
NET President, Mr Ian McLachlan,
was also deeply concerned by the
party-political overtones of the confer-
ence. He said-

I want to make NFFs position,
and the position of farmers in
Australia very clear.
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We are not the tool of any politi-
cal panty or any party philosophy.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS
Deaths

342. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) Is it a fact that road deaths in WA are

up by 20 on the total for the same date
last year?

(2) Does this not bear out the assertion
that I and others made when the Road
Traffic Authority was abolished that
effective manpower for traffic would
be reduced, especially in the country,
resulting in worsening of the road toll?

()Is it correct that most of the additional
deaths have been in the countr?

(4) Is the Minister aware of
undermanning in the traffic patrol in
Albany?

(5) Will he take action to see that staffing
levels for traffic control in the country
are increased to adequate levels?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) It is a fact that the road toll to this

time of the year is standing at 20
deaths more than at the same time last
year, namely, 1 87 compared with 167.

(2) 1 make it clear to the member that
there has not been a reduction in the
level of manpower available for traffic
patrol duties as a result of the Road
Traffic Authority being abolished. In
fact, the Western Australian Police
Force devotes a larger proportion of
its available manpower resources to
traffic policing than do other States.
Indeed, if we look at the change in the
road toll figures since the abolition of
the Road Traffic Authority, we find
that while this year has shown an up-
turn, in the last couple of years there
have been better results than in the
period when the Road Traffic Auth-
ority was in place. Last year's and the
previous yea?'s results were relatively
good compared with previous years.
I also make the point that while the
traffic branch might say that it would
like more patrolmen, that puts it in
the same category as every other sec-
tion of the Police Force; they would all
like more men made available to
them.

Of course, I make the point that the
Government has attempted to re-
spond to the run-down in the number
of police officers allowed to occur
under the previous Administration.
During the last three years of the pre-
vious Liberal Government the
number of police officers was
increased by only 160 for the three
years, and included in that period was
one year in which no increase was
made in the number of police officers
available.
By the end of the three years that this
Government has been in office it will
have increased the number of police
officers by 380, which is a dramatic
increase. Indeed, if we allow for the
fact that the increase in the early
1 970s related to the transfer of shire
traffic officers to the Police Force, the
performance of this Government in
the last three years represents the
greatest increase that has taken place
in the number of police officers in the
history of Western Australia.

(3) With regard to the additional deaths
in the country or the city, the reality is
that the number is up in both the city
and the country although this year the
level of increase in the country has
been greater than in the city. It is im-
portant to trace the history of this; if
we go back four or five years a con-
siderably higher number of deaths oc-
curred in the country than in the city.
There has been a trend in the last two
or three years which has brought the
number of deaths close to even and
last year the number of deaths was
even for the country and city. This
year the trend again has been for an
increase in the toll in the country.

(4) With regard to the question of alleged
undermanning of the traffic patrol in
Albany, I am not aware off the top of
my head of the specific manning de-
tails of police stations around the
state. However, I will have some in-
quiries made into the Albany traffic
patrol to see if a situation exists that
needs consideration by the com-
missioner.

(5) With regard to the question concern-
ing staffing levels for the traffic patrol
in country areas being increased to ad-
equate levels, first of all I deny that
the levels are not adequate. Neventhe-
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less, I will discuss the whole question
of traffic manning with the com-
missioner. I conclude by emphasising
that the commissioner is responsible
for allocation of his manpower re-
sources and I would only be discussing
it with him and it is then up to him to
make any decision he considers appro-
priate.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Mandurak

343. Mr READ, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that the

Mandurah Shire Council has deferred
the rezoning of the land on which it is
proposed to build the Government
hospital?

(2) If so, does be know why?
(3) Can he also advise why this particular

site, Lot No. 202 Paterson and Lakes
Road, was selected by Government as
the most appropriate site?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) In reply to the member I can confirm

that my department has advised me
that the Mandurah council deferred
the decision to rezone the proposed
hospital site at the last meeting of
council.

(2) As to why the council has deferred the
decision, I understand that the mover
of the motion to defer was none other
than Cr Shalders who may or may not
be remembered as the former member
for Murray and who, I understand, is
the president of the Liberal Party's
Mandurah branch.

Mr Blaikie: What are you suggesting?
Mr HODGE: I am glad that the member

for Vasse asked that question. I am
suggesting that the deferment was
purely a political stunt on the part of
Richard Shalders. The Liberal Party
has shown no commitment to a public
hospital in Mandurab, unlike the
present Government. This seems
another petty move by the Liberal
Party in Mandurah to try to frustrate
the Government in its wish to provide
the people of Mandurah with a hospi-
tal. It is almost unbelievable.

(3) The selection of the site was based on
accessibility to the major access roads
in Mandurah from the north, south,

and east. The central point of these
axes is the junction of By-Pass Road
and Pinjarra Road, to which Lot No.
202 is in close proximity. As well, the
selection took account of the several
distinct population areas and
potential future growth along these
axes and in central Mandurah.
The minimum requirement of land
area was 10 hectares of relatively flat,
dry land in appropriate surrounds,
relative to domestic and industrial
areas.
Another factor is price-including the
cost of services such as electricity,
water, etc., which in the case of hospi-
tals can be considerable.
Of the sites considered, Lot No. 202
best met all the above criteria. The
Valuer General's estimate of
$10 000-$12 000 a hectare as the
upper limit was exceeded quite con-
siderably by all other sites considered
which ranged from $13 000 to
$25 000 a hectare.
Other sites, such as the Halls Read
proposal, were eliminated in the first
instance, because of their distance
from the desired location.
The council is to meet again on 6
November and has requested infor-
mation on the selection of the site,
and I will be very pleased to ensure
that it has full details.
I should point out to the member that
liaison and consultation with council
and council officers took place when-
ever appropriate within the restraints
of the confidential purchase nego-
tiation.

COMMUNITY SERVICES: CHILDREN
Access: Avoidance

344. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Community Services:
(1) Is it the policy and practice of the De-

partment for Community Services to
financially assist, by paying air fares
and other costs, separated wives with
children who leave the State for any of
the Eastern States to avoid the service
of the father's child access order?

(2) In any event has any such assistance
been rendered by his department in
the past?
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(3) If so, will the Minister supply me at a
later stage with a list of instances and
the amounts involved?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) There has been one celebrated case

where it was shown that such assist-
ance was made available, but it oc-
curred during the time of the previous
Government. As a result of that and as
a result of appearances before the
State Ombudsman, compensation has
been paid to the person concerned at
an agreed amount.

(3) Not applicable.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: PREMIER
Singapore Trip

345. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) When the Premier returned from his

trip to America in March 1984, did he
stop for a period of days in Singapore
on the way back to Western Australia?

(2) If so, was the Premier at work or was
the time spent in Singapore a holiday?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 do not immediately recall

whether or not I stopped in Singapore.
However, I can say that I am not
aware of any travel I have taken that
has not been directly connected with
or related to ministerial duties. I do
not know whether I was in Singapore
for one day or two days, and I cannot
recall whether I went through
Singapore at all.
I know, and the Leader of the Oppo-
sition must know, of instances where
members have diverted to Tasmania
on trips and had holidays and have
also taken holidays for a week while
visiting America. On the face of it I
would not say there was anything
wrong with that.
I have been handed a note from Ron
Barry which states that I did not stop
in Singapore on the way back from the
USA.
I still do not recollect it myself, but
there are members sitting on the front
bench of the Opposition who diverted
to their former home base on holidays
in the course of their official business.
I do not see anything wrong with that.

Mr Hassell: I didn't say there was.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I just thought, in the

unlikely possibility that a thought like
that might have entered the Leader of
the Opposition's head, that I should
take the opportunity of covering it.
I am not aware of the answer to the
question and I am informed that I did
not stop in Singapore. In any case I
can say that I would not have stayed
in Singapore for a week or two weeks
and had a holiday there.

Mr Hassell: I didn't ask about a week or
two weeks.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, but it is my right
to answer a question as I see fit-with
the Leader of the Opposition's per-
mission, of course. I was taking the
opportunity of pointing out to him
that some of his members, as I am
informed, interrupted trips to have a
week's holiday, and I do not see any-
thing wrong with that.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: GIFTS
Air Travel: List

346. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
Why is it that he refuses to table in the
House a document which he had pre-
pared by public officers and which he
made available at a Press conference,
namely the document I have asked
him about twice which lists the free
trips taken this year by his Ministers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
We have a Standing Order which I
think rules out of order questions that
repeat themselves endlessly, or per-
haps not endlessly but only once or
twice.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Once or twice;
that is correct.

Mr MacKinnon: It is a different question.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Perhaps

I could help and give a bit of guidance
to the Opposition on this matter
raised by the Premier. Questions
which are repetitious in terms of the
substance of questions asked pre-
viously are out of order. In the last few
days it has been the practice for Oppo-
sition members to ask the same ques-
tion, or if not the same question, one
very similar, time and time again.
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Really, the time has come when that
Standing Order ought to be
implemented. I am not intending to
implement it on this question, but I
am seriously considering imple-
menting it on further questions of this
sort.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I have explained
on a number of occasions, the infor-
mation compiled was not complete, as
has been demonstrated and stated
publicly by me in the Parliament when
I have given additional instances that
may well have been included on the
list in the same category. That is the
first thing.

Mr MacKinnon: Was it a printed list that
you handed out?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not hand it out
so I do not know what was handed
out; it could have been printed, typed,
or written.

Mr MacKinnon: I didn't say it was handed
out at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the
Opposition said it was.

Mr MacKinnon: No, he didn't.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The question now is:

Why will I not table a list that I did
not hand out?

Mr Hassell: You were prepared to use it on
your own motivation to impress
everyone at the Press conference.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps the Leader
of the Opposition is more impressed.
In any case, the information was
published in its entirety in the Press. I
do not believe I should set a precedent
by providing information of that sort
in the Parliament and contradicting
what the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition said in his speech yesterday;
that is, he said, "If the member has a
particular worry about a particular
trip, let him ask a question." That is
what the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition said yesterday. I have had ques-
tions and allegations about hypocrisy
and things like that; but the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition himself said,
in answer to a question, "I am not
going to tell you. If you have a particu-
lar worry about something I have
done, give me the details." He said to
a Minister, "If you have a particular
concern, point it up and I will answer
the question." Now members opposite
want to impose on us a different
regime. They want us to tug our
forelocks to a morality that they fail to
recognise, let alone live by.
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