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Iegislatiue Aesemblg
Wednesday, 2 July 1986

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

LEA VE OF ABSENCE
On motion by Mr Spriggs, leave of absence

for four weeks was granted to Mr Blaikie
(Vasse) on the ground of urgent private busi-
ness.

On motion by Mr Spriggs, leave of absence
for four weeks was granted to Mr Mensaros
(Floreat) on the ground of ill-health.

CONSTITUION AMENDMENT BILL

Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriations for the pur-
poses of the Bill.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
BILL
Report

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

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

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

BILLS (3): THIRD READING
1. Valuation of Land Amendment Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
Canf (Minister for Local Govern-
ment), and transmitted to the Coun-
cil.

2. State Energy Commission Amendment
Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
Parker (Minister for Minerals and
Energy), and transmitted to the
Council.

3. Builders' Registration Amendment Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Wilson (Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs), and transmitted to the Council.

METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT

BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 12 June.
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [2.25 p.m.]: This

Bill seeks to speed up the statutory planning
process and, as such, has the support of the
Opposition. The main amendment allows the
State Planning Commission to terminate
promptly an amendment to the metropolitan
region scheme if, following public submissions,
the commission believes the amendment is not
worthy of support. At present, it must continue
on its path to the Governor inexorably and this
leads to owner anxiety and waste of time.

In relation to the minor amendments to the
metropolitan region scheme, the process is to
be changed to one which provides for those
affected to be notified directly in writing rather
than under the present system, by notification
in the Government Gazette.

Provision has also been made for the Minis-
ter's appeal committee to examine and report
to him on the submissions which are presented
rather than as exists at present, by the com-
mission. It is interesting that the period has not
been reduced under the new process.

The amendment relating to payment of com-
pensation for land seeks to ensure that compen-
sation is paid only once. I understand that, at
present, there is some uncertainty which cre-
ates the possibility that an owner or owners
may be able to make a double claim in respect
of the one piece of land.

The Bill allows for the scale of fees which is
set by the Land Valuers' Licensing Board to
become the basis for the payment of valuers. I
am not tremendously enthralled by a system
which sets fees. However, I am sure that, in
holding that view, l am a minority of one. l am
not in a position, therefore, to take issue with
that arrangement. Obviously it is easier for the
commission to work on a system of a set scale
of fees. I traditionally support private
enterprise and private enterprise would not be
afraid of a system which allows for the charging
of different fees. However, if one is in the pro-
fession it is convenient and handy.

On that basis, I do not oppose that
proposition and the Oppostion supports the
Bill.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for
Planning) [2.28 p.m.]: I appreciate the amount
of consideration that the member for
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Karrinyup has given to the Bill. I also appreci-
ate his support on behalf of the Opposition.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs

Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Pearce (Minister
for Planning) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 6 put and passed.
Clause 7: Section 33 amended-
Mr CLARKO: I invite the Minister to say a

few words about this amendment, which will
delete the words "preliminary approval" and
substitute the words "consent to public sub-
missions being sought". I thank the Minister
for providing me with some information in re-
gard to this Bill. The Minister may like to make
the point in a more loquacious, better way than
I about how in the past Ministers were put in a
position of giving preliminary approval and
then opening the way for public submissions.
Many people wrongly thought that the Minister
had made a decision in some way to support a
particular project rather than take it down a
path. I invite the Minister to say a little along
that line if, as I do, he thinks this is an excellent
amendment.

Mr PEARCE: I thank the member for that
comment. For the information of members, I
provided the member with the explanatory
memorandum for this Bill. I think that is a
system that might be more often followed in
this Parliament. In fact, I have sent a
proposition to the Standing Orders Committee
to suggest that second reading speeches in fu-
ture be handed in with the Bill instead of being
read in the Parliament, along with the explana-
tory memorandum so members of the House
would be able to do research by themselves and
understand the position more fully before the
Committee stage is reached. I hope that is
something the committee will agree to in due
course.

As the member has indicated, this is a very
significant amendment. It was one of the
recommendations of the O'Meara committee.
People often felt that preliminary approval was
an approval in fact and that the submissions
period which followed was just a charade be-
cause minds had been made up. The new ter-
minology involved here in having "consent to
public submissions being sought" making the
process a lot clearer to people and perhaps also
having the effect that those preliminary ap-
provals, as they used to be called, will be

granted rather more speedily. Very often they
were stopped by the Planning Department or
the Minister at a very early point if it seemed to
be a totally bad piece of planning. It may now
be more directly possible for us to put most
things out in submission and make final de-
cisions only after the submissions have been
taken into account.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 8: Section 33A repealed and

substituted-
Mr LEWIS: I am a little concern ed about the

ability of the commission to make the decision
to designate a minor amendment rather than
have it depend on ministerial prerogative, as
existed before. My experience with the MRPA,
as it was in those days, was that it was a little
bit like Caesar appealing unto Caesar and as
the authority saw fit it would designate or
recommend to the Minister whether an amend-
menit was minor or substantial. I would like the
Minister's opinion on the basis of that preroga-
tive now going to the commission rather than
to the Minister.

Mr PEARCE: I am pleased the member has
pointed to this proposal because some of his
colleagues have put the view that I personally
have been trying to set up a minor kingdom in
the Planning Commission to ensure that de-
cisions are made by me and nobody else; the
facts are quite the reverse.

The aim of this legislation is to speed up
processes by having decisions made closer to
their point of application, which is a much
more efficient way of doing it. The ministerial
power will operate only as an override when
the normal processes go wrong or when it is felt
that some greater political accountability has to
be brought to bear on the commission. In legis-
lation setting up the Planning Commission
which we put through the House late last year,
we gave the Minister a power to override the
Planning Commission. That power was not
present with respect to the MRPA. The Minis-
ter did not have the ability to direct the MRPA
in the same way as he has the power to direct
the State Planning Commission.

Once that overriding power is in place it is
possible for the commission to make many
more decisions than the MRPA could have
done off its own bat, without its having to filter
them through the Minister. If the Planning
Commission were to designate an amendment
a minor one in such a way that the Minister
might feel it was not, the Minister could step in
and direct the commission to make it a major
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amendment. In most cases that would not be
necessary. The procedure could be expedited in
the way laid out in clause 8, but if the com-
mission were to abuse that power the Minister
would be able to step in and take appropriate
action.

Mr Lewis: I can accept that with the change,
the minor amendment does not now become a
Statute until after the preliminary submissions.
Prior to that it was statuted or gazetted. I ac-
cept that what the Minister is suggesting will
probably work in a better way.

Mr PEARCE: I (hank the member.
Mr CLARKO: In response to the member for

East Melville, the Minister said that some
members on this side had tried to suggest that
he was setting up a personal fiefdom or some-
thing of the sort. We have no doubts that that is
what he has done. The Metropolition Region
Town Planning Scheme Amendment Bill spells
out, in a way it has not been spelt out before in
my experience, the fact that the Minister is
totally in control of all planning matters. It says
it very deliberately, and that does not concern
me; but the Minister would understand that
when my colleagues make comments about the
Minister and about planning they do so having
in mind that the alternative is to apply those
comments to Mr McKenzie. It is probably
more appropriate to apply them to the Minister
than to Mr McKenzie. With respect to the
Spindrifter affair, it was reported in the Press
that Mr McKenzie allegedly stepped in and
made a unilateral decision. That might have
been a case in which we wanted to direct our
attention to Mr McKenzie; but broadly speak-
ing we would rather direct it to the Minister,
not because of any personal animosity, but be-cause the Bill has made the Minister more of a
supremo than a Planning Minister has ever
been before in the State's history.

More particularly, I ask the Minister whether
he could advise me of the change with respect
to informing the community. The explanatory
memorandum explains that persons who are
directly affected by an amendment are to be
notified of it in writing. I ask the Minister
whether there is a danger in notifying only
those people who are directly affected. Some
people may be affected in an indirect manner
and will not be notified. The Government Ga-
zette is a peculiar thing. It is something
designed to let everybody in our community
know what is going on in terms of what
Governments and their institutions are doing
but, in truth, very few people read the Govern-
ment Gazette. I am sure even the Minister does

not read the Government Gazette unless he has
to do so. I wonder whether he could address
himself to that particular point. Is there any
danger that when the commission determines
who is directly affected, some people may not
be informed? That would be a weakness.

Mr PEARCE: In operational terms the inten-
tion is to do both, but the recommendation
comes directly from the interim report of the
O'Meara committee. It is designed to ensure
that people who are affected are informed be-
cause the letter lobs on their doorsteps or in
their letterboxes. In the past, most people did
not know because, as the member quite rightly
said, it was published in the Government Ga-
zette, which meant that nobody knew. In this
case, people directly affected will know pre-
cisely; but in operational terms the intention is
to publish the information in the Government
Gazette and newspapers.

Mr Clarko: Newspaper advertising is being
used much more in an attempt to advise the
public and to overcome the weakness. Is that
intended?

Mr PEARCE: That is intended. I have made
a policy of using newspaper advertising to have
major matters publicised, but that was
happening before my time, so I am not
claiming the credit for it. There is no intention
to discontinue that approach of advertising in
the newspapers, but many people do not read
newspapers. This provision will ensure that
everybody who is affected will know, because
they will get a notification in writing.

Mr LEWIS: Has the Minister considered that
in these days of microfiche and the like with
respect to retrieval of land tenure information
the encumbrance of an MRS reservation
should be recorded on the certificate of title of
the land?

The Minister commented the other day
about a private developer at Warnbro putting
warnings to that effect on the titles. I have
personally for many years had a grievance in
this respect; one's title should show all encum-
brances or restrictions on the use of that land.
it behoves the Government to show a lead. If
covenants, caveats, and mortgages must go on,
the Government should also be party to those
sorts of instruments. Any reservation made
under the old Act should be endorsed on the
certificate of title.

Mr PEARCE: That does not bear on the mat-
ters dealt with in clause 8 of the Bill, but I agree
in principle with what the member is saying.
That point is being considered in the total con-
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text of planning legislation being undertaken at
the moment. This Bill and the following one
relate to the interim considerations of the
O'Meara committee. The full legislation may
be a year away, but the member may be assured
that the considerations be has raised are being
considered in the context of the whale legis-
lation.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 9: Section 36 amended-
Mr CLARKO: In this clause we address the

uncertainty as to whether there can be a double
claim on land reserved for public purposes
under the metropolitan region planning
scheme. Is this amendment as a result of the
owners seeking additional claims on land, or
has this been picked up by the commission to
guard against the possibility rather than the
actuality?

Mr PEARCE: My understanding is that this
is another recommendation from the O'Meara
report. Whether Mr O'Meara or members of
his committee based their recommendations on
personal experience or on past experience, or
just on the possibility of future problems, I
cannot say. The amendment is satisfactory in
my view in overcoming any difficulties. I am
not able to advise whether it has been the basis
of considerable difficulty in the past.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 and I11 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Repori
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motioni by Mr

Pearce (Minister for Planning), and
transmitted to the Council.

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 12 June.
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [2.45 p.m.J: I had

in mind that this was going to be the first of the
two Bills, so 1 was going to say this would intro-
duce the first of the legislative changes in West-
ern Australia since the major changes of late
last year.

Mr Pearce: It is the second.
Mr CLARKO: It is certainly up at the front if

it is not the first. It is therefore appropriate, as
it is amongst the first of the changes which flow
from the new structure in planning, that I
widen my remarks when I comment on the
effects of these changes.

The Bill principally is one of the same
character as the last Bill. It is concerned with
speeding up the statutory planning process.
That is something which has been wanted for a
long time.

Government generally is too slow. Some of
the reasons for government being slow are very
well-founded, but in the area of planning it
causes a great deal of additional cost to those
people who are concerned with future develop-
ments, whether it is necessary or not. It is in-
cumbent on any Government to take steps to
change it-to speed it up.

The O'Meara report follows a series of about
five major reports into planning in the State
over a decade. Whether it was said explicitly or
not, all those reports welcomed any arrange-
ment which speeded-up the planning process
and the Opposition welcomes matters relating
to the speeding up of the planning process.

The new State Planning Commission is very
much on trial. The commissioners themselves
are on trial. I do not wish to reflect on the
abilities of those individuals to carry out their
duties; they are all competent people. We in the
Opposition acknowledge that. But there are
many people who say that this commission is
made up of persons who are bosom mates of
the Government.

That follows much similar criticism which
has occurred over the last couple of years in
Western Australia since the election of the
Burke Government. Many people think that
the Government has put its own people into
positions of authority. The Government is in
the midst of change in terms of senior manage-
ment and the structure of the civil service and
other quasi-governmental bodies.

I repeat, it is not only the Opposition which
feels this. A long list can be trotted out about
changes in senior people. There have been
changes in planning, and the new Planning
Commission has enabled the Government to
make a clean sweep, getting rid of people in
certain cases.

I want to say something in an anecdotal way.
A person involved in the planning industry
spoke to me a week or two ago in regard to
those who were involved in the Planning Coin-

1209



1210 [ASSEMBLYI

mission. He said that the feeling around Perth
is that one must not only be a supporter of the
Burke Government, but also a card-carrying
member of the Labor Party, to gain a position
in planning. That may have been overstating
the case, but everyone is looking forward to
who will be appointed the first executive direc-
tor of the Planning Commission. I suppose it
will be announced in a day or two.

The person speaking to me said one must be
in the bosom of the Labor Party to gain a
position in planning. No doubt he was disap-
pointed when the Minister answered a question
of mine a few days ago about when the execu-
tive director would be appointed. I was asking
who it might be. I had been given to under-
stand it was highly likely Mr Jeremy Dawkins
would be appointed to this position. Anyone
who knows the composition of the commission
would know that that would have created a
trilogy of ex-Fremantle City Council members
with significant control of planning in Western
Australia.

This hope was dashed when the Minister, in
his loquacious style, said, in regard to Mr
Dawkins' possible appointment as executive
director that Mr Dawkins had rung him at
home the previous Sunday and withdrawn his
application. It sounds a rather cosy arrange-
ment. Can members imagine it in these winter
months? The telephone rings at the estancia of
the Minister, he puts down his cup of tea,
wanders to the telephone, picks it up and says,
"Hello, Jeremy, how are you? Nice of you to
call." And then they have a little chat.

Everyone will be watching to determine
whether the new appointee who is about to be
appointed is one of the Minister's "calling on
Sunday" brigade.

The State Planning Commission will have
greater powers than ever before and more and
more people will be looking at the character,
background, and evaluations of those people
who will make the planning decisions in this
State. It will be easier than ever before for
somebody to use his influence to achieve a par-
ticular objective in Western Australia. People
like me question whether there are sufflicient
checks and balances in this new arrangement.

If one looks at the question from a non-plan-
ning point of view, the State Planning Com-
mission shows all the hallmarks of the Burke
Government's approach to governmental de-
partments and institutions. It dramatically
changes them; it makes some pious statements
about the need for change and all the good that

will come with that change; key personnel are
shifted and friends are put in their place; and
unfortunately, during this Burke Government
period some of those people did not have, in
my opinion, the specific qualifications for the
very high level jobs they were given.

The effect of this is to bring, more and more,
the various arms of Government in this State
under the personal influence of the Premier
and the Cabinet or, if you like, the Labor Party.

Mr Brian Burke: That is a bit unwarranted. I
had nothing to do with the State Planning
Commission.

Mr CLARKO: I just made a statement that
the Premier's approach to government in this
State-

Mr Brian Burke: The Government's ap-
proach, not mine.

Mr CLARKO: The Government's approach,
right? I called it the personal influence of the
Premier and Cabinet because I take it that the
Premier is the linchpin of the Government.
What he is doing in this Government, depart-
ment by department, is gradually tumbling out
the existing people-and apparently he is not
prepared to tell us the size of the gladhanders
he is giving them-and then he is putting his
friends and colleagues in their places. The
Premier can disagree with that statement, but
that is what the Press in this State is saying and
I believe that is what the people of Western
Australia are saying.

Mr Parker The Press is reporting you saying
that.

Mr CLARKO: No, the Press is not reporting
me saying it.

Mr Parker: Not you, but the Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister is inaccurate in
his statement. The Minister for Minerals and
Energy should be more precise.

Mr Brian Burke: I just think you personalise
it a little bit to me. I am pant of the decision-
making, that is for sure.

Mr CLARKO: The situation is that we talk
about the Burke Government, and if the
Premier wants to say to the House that he is
not the strongest force there, if he wants to put
on his hairshirt and declaim that remark, I in-
vite him to do so. But the truth is that the
people of Western Australia-and I hate to say
this to the Premier in front of his colleagues-
do think it is a one-man band. If one looks at
the rest of the Government around the
Premier, the public does not think there is
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much there; they think it is really the Premier
himself. The people think that when the
Premier slips or has a hiccup then the Govern-
ment will develop some great form of plague.

Mr Wilson: It sounds as though you are envi-
ous.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister for Housing is
probably getting hurt because I am saying how
much better the Premier is than he. I apologise
to him for that, but that is how the public see
the situation. I would have thought there was
no malice in my comments.

This is a very important issue, and planning
is right at the heart of it. If one looks at the
planning commissioners, and at their back-
grounds and their associations with the Labor
Party then, rightly or wrongly, people believe
that the Premier has created a little cabal of his
friends. That is what the public believe, and the
Press comments continually say that-

Mr Pearce: Are you aware that the journalist
you arc about to quote was reporting at a Lib-
eral Party convention and kept changing places
from the Press Gallery seat to his seat as a
delegate at the conference?

Mr CLARKO: Even if that is true, please tell
me what effect it has on the logic of what I am
about to present. I refer to the Sunday Times
article written on 30 March 1986 by Joe
Poprzeczny-and if that is not pronounced
correctly I believe I am in company with every-
body else in this State, except Joe. That report
was based on an article written by Sir Paul
Hasluck in Quadrant, an article which dis-
cussed the dangers of Governments which root
out the existing senior public servants and re-
place them with the Government's political
friends, and the problems that can cause to the
community. If the Government believes that is
not happening, the onus is on it to demonstrate
that.

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I do not want to have to put

up with the Minister for Minerals and Energy
making a speech while he is sitting down. He
can get up and talk on this subject at a later
date if he is game, and if he has read the Bill
and knows what is in it.

The State Planning Commission is on trial,
not entirely because of what it has done to date,
because it is a fairly new body, but because the
State planning system and the decisions of that
system since the Burke Government came into
being are chock-a-block with dubious planning
decisions. I could not go through all of them,
but we all know about the Chinese restaurant

and the Balga planning problem-it has been
in all the newspapers ad nauseam. Anybody
who had time to read just a little about the
Balga restaurant affair knows that was a
governmental planning system decision, where
individuals acted without question for the
monetary advantage of the Labor Party. That is
all it was about.

The ALP was not prepared to accept the
planning process. I could talk in some detail
about what happened in the City of Stirling,
but the Balga Chinese restaurant was a place to
raise money for Labor, and it was prepared to
try all sorts of dubious methods to get a system
whereby planning gave the Labor Party a mon-
etary advantage through that restaurant. All
sorts of distortions went on as part of that pro-
cess.

That was an attempt to give unfair financial
advantage to the Labor Party through a plan-
ning decision and Ministers-not necessarily
this particular Minister, but his predecessors. I
think many people are concerned about the
number of planning Ministers since the Burke
Government came to power in 1983.

Mr Pearce: You keep asking for one more.
Mr CLARKO: One more of the Minister?

Never! One fewer!
Again, if we look at the issue of the

Spindrifter development at Scarborough, and
Observation City, this Minister became the
laughing-stock of people involved in planning
and development in Western Australia because
of his actions. I read in the paper recently that
the Minister is described as having a bellicose
style. I certainly experienced it when he regu-
larly took on the heads of various tertiary insti-
tutions in this State while I had the responsi-
bility for the portfolio of Education, and now it
is happening in planning.

Mr Court: And he thought it was necessary to
slander one of our members yesterday.

Mr CLARKO: I think the Minister might, on
reflection, realise that perhaps he should not
have said what he did last night.

Mr Pearce: Mr Moore was saying totally false
things. If he wants to delve into his misleading
recollections of the past, then he should cop the
same thing.

Mr CLARKO: I want to talk about planning
and the decisions in regard to the Scarborough
beachfront development zone. In that situation
the Minister has pleased nobody as far as I can
gather. He certainly has not pleased the
Scarborough branch of the Labor Party; he has
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not pleased its left hand, which is the same
thing as the Scarborough branch of the Labor
Party-the Scarborough Ratepayers Associ-
ation. He has not satisfied Mr Vincin of the
Spindi-ifter project-he probably helped him
go bankrupt. He certainly has not pleased the
Stirling City Council because he went out of his
way to abuse the mayor of the day, and things
of that sort.

I think the Minister must be much more
forthcoming than he has been on the question
of planning in regard to this matter. I have
asked several times in this Parliament, both
formally and informally, questions about the
Scarborough beach front. I asked this question
a couple of days ago of the Minister:

(1) Does he still oppoie the provision of
high-rise buildings in the special beach
development zone at the Scarborough
beachfront?

Everybody knows he repeatedly said that he
opposed it just before the election. In answer to
my question he replied-

I am opposed to any high rise develop-
ment at Scarborough that has the potential
to destroy the amenity of the area.

That is major movement away from what he
said before. The Minister categorically said
that he was opposed to high-rise developments,
that is over three storeys, at the Scarborough
beach front. I was absolutely amazed that he
should have the effrontery to put this infor-
mation in front of me in answer to my ques-
tion. His answer means that someone must
make a judgment of what is destroying the
amenity of the area. We could have a whole
series of SO-storey buildings.

Part 2 of my question was as follows-

(2) (a) If "Yes", will he advise the House
whether he will take action to pre-
vent the construction of stage 2 of
the Observation City project,
which includes two high-rise
buildings, one of 13 storeys and
another of I I storeys;

(b) if not, why not?

He answered both parts as follows-

(2) (a) and (b) The Observation City proj-
ect consists of a comprehensive devel-
opment containing three tower blocks,
approval for which was granted by the
Metropolitan Region Planning Auth-
ority in May 1984.

Here we have a classic decision being made by
the Minister, because he now says he is not
opposed to high-rise buildings at the
Scarborough beach front, that is above three
storeys, unless they are going to affect the
amenity of the area. Then, in regard to this
project where we already have the Observation
City Hotel, which is of the order of 17 storeys
and being part A of the development, with part
B being two towers of 11I storeys and 13 storeys
respectively, he takes the same attitude as he
did with the Spindrifter development.

Mr Pearce: I am.
Mr CLARKO: Them the Minister would be

taking steps to prevent their being erected,
Mr Pearce: They will not be erected.
Mr CLARKO: Why did the Minister not

answer the question to which I have referred by
saying he was opposed to the project, because
that is what he did with the Spindrifter devel-
opment?

Mr Pearce: And I will do it for those towers.
Those towers will not go ahead.

Mr CLARKO: Because the Minister does not
want them to go ahead. The rumour is that the
Bond Corporation does not want them: it
wants to do other things.

Mr Pearce: Bond Corporation approached
me and sought an extension of that develop-
ment permit on the basis that it didn't want to
build inside the time.

Mr CLARKO: It is about next March.
Mr Pearce: It said it wouldn't be built inside

that time. I said there would be no extension. I
don't have to take any further action because
they will not build within the time of the per-
mit, and they will not get an extension.

Mr CLARKO: Why did the Minister not pro-
vide that information in answer to the question
I asked on 18 June? Why did he not provide
information for the benefit of the people of
WA?

Mr Pearce: I am not obliged to tell you. I am
sorry if you didn't get that impression from the
answer.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister has got himself
into a complete pickle, because he has said re-
peatedly that he is opposed to high-rise devel-
opments at the Scarborough beach front but is
now supportive of the Spindrifter develop-
ment, which is well above three storeys-

Mr Pearce: it is six storeys above the road
level. I did not agree to it because of any great
desire to see it built but because the developers
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were led down the garden path by the Stirling
City Council. I was prepared to accept their
compromise to prevent the developers from go-
ing broke.

Mr CLARKO: So the Minister is opposed to
buildings above three-storey at the
Scarborough beach front?

Mr Pearce: Yes.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister is not, because
he said in answer to a question that he was only
opposed to any high-rise development that had
the potential to destroy the amenity of the area.
Does that mean the Minister is opposed or not
opposed to high-rise developments there? The
Minister supports the Spindrifter development,
which is about six or seven storeys high-it is
hard to work out because it is partly below
pround-while his colleagues, if not himself,
support the creation of this I 7-storey monster,
the Observation City Hotel which is there now,
after the Premier said on the beach front at
Scarborough before the 1983 election that,
under a Labor Government, there would be no
high-rise buildings at the Scarborough beach
front. Not long afterwards he was claiming
credit for the approval of the development! In
addition, today the Minister has said for the
first time-and I am pleased to hear it from
him-what his position is with stage B of the
Observation City project.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I understand that it is tra-
ditional when the lead spokesman is debating a
Bill for a few preambling comments to be made
before he gets down to addressing the real issue
of the Bill, but the member is turning this de-
bate into question time. I am happy to answer
his questions about my attitude to Scarborough
high-rise developments, and I have done so
over the last three minutes; but we have to deal
with some of the Premier's Bills before he
leaves -tomorrow. Mr Speaker, I ask you to di-
rect that the member comment on the Bill be-
fore the House.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member to address
the matter before the House.

Debate Resumed
Mr CLARKO: Thank you, Mr Speaker. His

timing as usual is perfect; as usual, the
jackrabbit Minister did not wait but just
jumped right in. The very next line of my notes
says, "Let's now turn to the specific details of
the Bill."

I turn to the parts of the Bill which are con-
cerned with the planning process. They are
most welcome. As the Minister is fully aware,
they follow on the O'Meara report to a very
significant extent. It is interesting to note, how-
ever, that in that part which requires the State
Planning Commission to determine
subdivisional applications within a prescribed
time, the Bill proposes a 90-day period,
whereas the O'Meara committee recommended
72 days. When we are in Committee the Minis-
ter might comment on that and give some con-
sideration to changing the 90 days to the
recommended 72 days. To follow up the Minis-
ter's line of attack on this Bill, whether the 12
days-which I believe was recommended in
the first report-could be accomplished. I am
sure that, in principle, the Minister will support
such a reduction from 90 days to 72 days. If he
cannot, perhaps he will give us his explanation.
If he could not accept the reduction now, per-
haps he could give the matter consideration a
little later-although not too late-to see
whether he could accept 72 days. This and pre-
vious Bills have been broadly based on the
O'Meara recommendations, and I imagine the
O'Meara committee's recommendation of 72
days was not made lightly.

It is disappointing that at the end of the
period allowed, refusal is deemed to be the
answer if one does not obtain an answer from
the Planning Commission. The Minister would
agree that it would be far better if we had a
system whereby if someone did not get an
answer, the application would be deemed to be
approved. I know there are complications with
that, but I also know many other Governments
in the world work on that basis. I ask the Min-
ister to consider whether it could be a positive
approval rather than a negative one if no
answer is received from the Planning Com-
mission. Perhaps an intermediate position
could be accepted, where in certain circum-
stances, if necessary, the Planning Commission
could be allowed an extension of the period;, in
other words, to have a longer period.

I am advised that the rewording of section
28A, which is designed to allow an earlier
subdivider to be recouped a part of his costs
over road junctions by a later subdivider, is not
sufficiently precise. In Committee I will ask the
Minister to consider accepting an amendment
to the wording of this clause. I will provide him
with a copy of the amendment as we proceed. I
am advised the amendment would provide an
improved wording.
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I spoke to the Minister privately on the ques-
tion of an amendment relating to the
preservation of trees. I note that the provision
is taken almost totally from the O'Meara re-
port. Can he provide the House with specific
examples of where the existing situation has
not met the circumstance where one wanted to
preserve some types of trees or groups of trees
and shrubs. I respect trees as much as anyone
else, although perhaps not as much as Barry
Blaikie, who for the last five years has carried a
sign on his attache case reading "I love tree".

We do not want legislation introduced as a
result of an imagined need to protect trees if we
cannot produce an example, or several
examples, of a particular pant of Western
Australia where it was necessary to preserve
certain trees and we were unable to do so. It is
very easy to get carried away with loving trees.
Many people have made false claims about the
uniqueness or worthiness of certain vegetation.
I have spoken in this House in the last couple
of weeks about the extension of Marmion Av-
enue in terms of the quality of the Trigg dune
vegetation cover. The newspapers chose to re-
port that I said people opposed to the road
were dishonest. I did not: I said they were dis-
honest to claim that the vegetation was special
or unique. I see a difference between the two
statements.

The other difference was the claims made by
Ken Colbung. Neither of the claims stood up to
examination by Government bodies designed
to assess all these elements. The result is the
road has been delayed; that is costing money,
and it is preventing rehabilitation of the area
with better vegetation than is there at present-
It is causing distress and discomfort to people
using the inadequate West Coast Highway be-
tween Trigg and Sorrento. I do not want a
clause in this Bill that someone like Mr
Colbung or the Conservation Council can use
as a device to hold up a particular planning
development in an unmerited fashion.

If we get to that stage we are putting an ad-
ditional burden on development and on our
citizens as a whole because a small group of
people will be able to do certain things. I be-
lieve the Minister recently failed to agree with
some complainants about a particular swamp-
If this clause remains in the Bill the Minister
will find it wI be another device for obstruc-
tionists to use to hold up a project. They will
say that particular trees or a grove of trees are
unique.

The majority of people who live on the
coastal plain usually knock down the dunes
when they build their houses and plant trees,
and 20 to 30 years later the suburb returns to
the sylvan-like state it was in previously. This
is something we should do only if there is a
proven track record of cases in which existing
legislation cannot protect trees that deserve to
be protected. Otherwise we are creating
another headache for Government and people
who want to develop in cases where the re-
moval of trees is not really a serious matter. I
would appreciate the Minister's giving a com-
prehensive explanation of the argument for
that amendment.

I am keenly interested in another amend-
ment which is part of the speeding-up process.
It relates to the provision of roads less than 20
metres wide. This is a logical change to speed
up the process because the position of a local
government authority, if it is an objector, is not
being altered. I am interested not only in the
process that leads to narrower roads, but also
the whole situation in regard to narrower roads.
That raises the question of smaller residential
lots because the two go hand in hand.

With due respect to you, Mr Speaker, I am
very much out of step with what I call the
".sandals and socks" planners in Western
Australia who, because of their European or
British background, would like to see us living
on smaller lots so that we can hear our neigh-
bours breathing and doing other personal
things. When I was a councillor of the City of
Stirling, and a member of its town planning
committee in the early 1970s the MRPA had
some land which it wanted to sell to fund a
particular venture. It was put before the com-
mittee that the road pavements should be
narrower. I asked the city engineer whether he
intended to bring the front fence line of the
opposite properties in the street closer together,
or whether he was only going to narrow the
road. He said, "Qf course we will use that land
to get more blocks, and the front boundaries
will be closer together". It did not get my sup-
port because I strongly believe in the desir-
ability of having what some people would call a
large-but I think in a sense it is a small-
average house lot.

In my father's time people lived on one-quar-
ter acre lots; then the size decreased to one-fifth
of an acre, and then down to one-seventh of an
acre, or whatever the metric size is. More and
more people are pressing the argument that
Perth cannot afford to be spread out and that it
is adding to the cost of public services. I believe
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that is a small cost to pay. I do not believe the
people who put that argument understand that
the price of land is not entirety related to the
cast of bringing the land onto the market.

If one has a block overlooking the river, the
sea, or a golf course, the element related to
basic services is small as a percentage of the
total cost. A period of recession or high in-
flation will also have much greater effect on
price than will the value of the installation of
the public services. More and more people are
trying to crowd Western Australians closer
together. I question that attitude.

I was in Canberra at a planning conference
once and I was taken to see a development
which had won a national prize for
inventiveness and architectural design. Each of
the units had common walls; it was like an
anthill. One entered the front yard through a
high brick wall, and on one side there was a
carport, and behind that a rotary clothes line, If
the children wanted to play they had to do so
inside the four-walled prison of the front yard.
When I asked where the children played in an
ordinary sense I was told they would go to the
local park. I do not think I would like my small
children wandering around and playing in a
public park.

I support these amendments to speed up the
process of narrower roadways, but I ask the
Minister and others involved in planning to
think carefully about the benefits of forcing
people to live on smaller house lots.

Mr Rushton: Location is the determinant of
the value.

Mr CLARKO: They say that "Location, lo-
cation, and location" is the basis of the price of
a block.

The great advantage of living in Western
Australia is having land around one, especially
if one has a young family. Some of the sandals
and socks people would have us living on lots
half the size they are now. They say we can
have the same number of bedrooms and all the
rest. My family home is in Cottesloe, and it had
nine-foot or ten-foot ceilings. The first part of
my own house was built with nine-foot ceilings,
and when we built an extension the chap said,
"We have eight-foot ceilings now; it is crazy to
have anything higher." I insisted on nine-foot
ceilings. Those are the sorts of things that are
crowding us in.

Mr Cash: Mast of the sandals and socks
people live on three-acre and five-acre blocks
in the country and force us to live on small
blocks down here.

Mr CLARKO: Recently I had the oppor-
tunity to visit other countries and I know that
it is of tremendous advantage to us to have
larger rather than smaller lots.

People who are being crowded into smaller
lots suffer because their privacy from their
neighbours is restricted, they do not have the
opportunity to expand their home at a later
date, the size of the garden is restricted-and
this in turn reduces the area in which children
can play-and the size of the barbeque is affec-
ted. These points need to be kept in mind when
we are told that a certain area can take 100 lots
instead of 80 lots.

As a compromise we are told more parks
may be provided, but I do not think that is the
answer.

Mr Rushton: Privacy means a lot.

Mr CLARKO: I agree. I am certain that
when the member for Dale was the Minister he
made sound decisions and prevented people
being housed in matchboxes,

An amendment in the Bill repeals certain
consultations which are now required between
the State Planning Commission and the Water
Authority relating to drainage and irrigation
areas. No doubt the bureaucrats have found
that these consultations are unnecessary and,
naturally, the Opposition supports the removal
of unnecessary consultations.

Two amendments in the Bill relate to leases
and one relates to a lease wholly within a build-
ing. In 1982 the O'Connor Government
introduced an amendment regarding this mat-
ter but it did not work in practice because of
parking matters and the like. The amendment
in the Bill will right that error and that has the
Opposition's support.

In order to speed up the leasing process,
plans and surveys will proceed through the
Office of Titles before the commission's final
approval. The Minister states that he took this
advice from the Institution of Surveyors and I
commend him for doing so. According to the
O'Meara report, South Australia has a similar
system and apparently it works well.

Subdivision will be facilitated by a new
clause which states that commission approval
for a subdivision also constitutes planning ap-
proval for construction of roads. At present.
two approvals are required. Under section 295
of the Local Government Act the local
authorities' position will not be reduced. I
think that also is a worthwhile amendment.
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The major weakness in a most advantageous
Bill relates to the removal of the right of appeal
by landowners under section 8A. The removal
of an appeal right must be regarded as a matter
of grave concern. I am sure the Minister would
accept that it is not something one would do
lightly. In this case the appeal right is removed
where "Land is reserved for public purposes
under a town planning scheme". The reason
given by the Minister in his second reading
speech is that the existing system may cause
additional compensation costs "where the land
is subsequently required".

Is it fair and equitable to a landowner to
reserve his land for a future public purpose and
conjointly inhibit the development of his land
for worthwhile purposes pending its acqui-
sition by the appropriate body? It infringes his
rights. His development may, in fact, upgrade a
foreshore reserve to the advantage of the com-
munity.

The Minister may correct me if I am wrong,
but I understand that we have a situation where
the Government is trying to protect itself from
having to pay too much in the future when it
does acquire the land and it does not want to
pay for the improvements that have been
erected on the land during that period. We
have to make the choice between the com-
munity's interest as a whole and the individual
landowner. In my opinion if a judgment has to
be made one must consider the small cost per
capita that the community will contribute and
compare that to the rights of the landowners. In
this case the landowners' rights are being
interfered with-they were interfered with at
the beginning because his land is reserved for
future public purposes and he has not been
recompensed for that. If the landowner can use
the land for a worthwhile purpose until the
community requires it, it may create employ-
ment. It may be 10 or 20 years down the track
before the land is required.

It would be excellent for the community to
make sure that the landowner does not have his
rights restrained in any way; in addition there
are many pluses that would come from
utilisation of the land.

I request the Minister to consider that ques-
tion and to ascertain whether the advantages
being sought for the Government are unfair. I
ask him further to think about the question of
removing the right of appeal. An appeal does
no more than to put a matter before a deliber-
ative body for which the Minister obviously
has respect. This body can then make a
judgment regarding the appeal.

Subject to those qualifications, the Oppo-
sition supports the Bill.

MR LEWIS (East Melville) [3.26 p.m.]: I
agree that the proposed amendments to the Bill
will facilitate the subdivisional process which
applies in Western Australia.

The amendment concerning the rights of ap-
peal on reserved land for public purposes is a
necessary amendment on the basis that if land
were reserved and proposals were afoot to de-
velop it, compensation could be paid. In the
case of land being reserved there is an auto-
matic right of compensation if a person pet-
itions or applies for same within a statutory
period.

The only reservation I have is that if by
chance the person whose lands is zoned for a
public purpose is not aware of it and does not
apply within the six-month period he could be
completely disfranchised from his ability to be
paid compensation. Perhaps the Government
could investigate the matter. I advise the House
that I will certainly pursue it during the Com-
mittee stage.

The Opposition has no argument with the
amendments concerning leasing and the ability
to process certificates of title while the land is
being developed. We had the situation whereby
the inspector of plans and surveys could exam-
ine the mathematical exposition of the
subdivision, and because there was not the
ability within the Town Planning Act the titles
could not be processed at the same time. It is a
welcome amendment and is supported by the
land development industry, the planning indus-
tr, and the Institution of Surveyors. In my
estimation there will probably be a four to five
week reduction in time taken to issue a certifi-
cate of title, and when one considers the
hundreds of thousands of dollars involved in
the development of land-this money is
usually at peak capitalisation when approvals
are being sought-one realises the benefits
which will flow from this proposal. The current
position is that, because of a statutory impedi-
ment, there is a waiting period of between five
and six weeks for the title to be issued. The
Government should be complimented on
bringing this amendment to the House.

The ability of the Minister to approve roads
under a 20-metre statutory width is welcome.
The existing provision has been a hang-up from
many years ago when, of necessity, rural roads
were required to be 100 links or 20.12 metres
in width. In the past the Town Planning Board
could approve subdivisions with conditions,
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and the footnote would state that the appli-
cation was subject to the Minister's approval
for an underwidth road. That, of course, was
nonsense. It has surprised me that that pro-
vision has lasted for so long and I congratulate
the Government on its initiative in bringing
forward this amendment.

The superfluous requirement to consult with
the Water Authority and the drainage and iri-
gation districts authorities has also been re-
moved, and that is a welcome move.

I now direct my attention to the time for
conditional approvals to be issued. Hitherto
there has not been a statutory period in which
the Town Planning Board, as it was then, and
now the Planning Commission, had to respond
to an application to subdivide. This is also a
welcome amendment because in the past when
an application was made to subdivide, the
Town Planning Board could take as long as it
liked to make a determination. Some approvals
have taken six or nine months. It is a step in
the right direction that the application will now
be deemed refused unless approved within 90
days.

I have a similar belief to that of my col-
league, the member for Karrinyup, that per-
haps the amendment should be in a more
positive vein whereby the application is
deemed approved within 90 days unless cir-
cumstances demonstrated by the commission
indicate otherwise. I accept that with very
minor subdivisions 90 days is a sufficient
period in which to facilitate an approval and
receive the necessary responses from the vari-
ous authorities. For that reason 1 believe the
amendment should be framed in a positive
manner; after that period a subdivision should
be deemed approved. In that way perhaps the
departments would respond more quickly to
the subdivisional process.

I accept readily that with a large scale
subdivision where consultation as to environ-
mental and other factors that impact on land
development is required, a 90-day period 'is not
enough. On this basis, if the positive appiroach
of deemed approval within 90 days were
adopted, the commission would have the
power to indicate to the applicant that it was a
substantial subdivision rather than a minor
subdivision and the period for the commission
to respond would be extended. I trust that the
Minister will consider that aspect in the Com-
mittee stage and decide whether it is worth
pursuing.
(39)

The ability of the applicant to resubmit to
the commission within 20 days for reconsider-
ation is a most worthy and welcome amend-
ment. Hitherto the nonsense was that one had
to make another formal application and pay
the statutory fee. In the main the application
received the same responses from the various
Government departments and local
authorities. The Bill removes that nonsense; it
has given the applicant the ability to make a
submission with reasons why an application
should be approved and certainly giving the
Planning Commission the ability to further
consider the application.

The amendment to section 28A which will
allow a previous subdivider to be reimbursed
for his contribution to the cost of a road to
serve subdivisions that interface is also worth-
while and I commend that amendment to the
Act.

I have great difficulty with the provision re-
garding tree preservation. As my colleague the
member for Karrinyup has already said, this
could indeed open up a Pandora's box. I am
very concerned at the moment about the direc-
tion some local authorities are taking as to ab-
rogating or removing fee simple rights from
one's land without any real consideration that
those rights are more important than town
planning schemes. I refer specifically to the
moves by the Sub iaco City Council which for-
tunately have been aborted in the short term.
That municipality was endeavouri ng, to enforce
upon property ,owners such matters as the
colour they could paint their homes, whether
they could remove or renovate windows, and
the type of roof on a house. It is an absolute
nonsense and a complete abrogation of a per-
son's freehold right to title of his land. The
Town Planning and Development Act as
framed-and I hope the Government addresses
this with its review of the planning Acts-al-
lows a local authority by a simple amend-
ment-which could very easily be passed bear-
ing in mind what has happened in the past-to
impose restrictions which, for example, will not
allow a person to carry out simple renovations
to a house. The council could place an embargo
on renovations so that people would have to
live in houses with which they were not happy.

Not only does this debilitate the value of
their property, but also it is taking away the
right of those property owners to do what they
like with their land and I cannot accept those
thrusts in our society. One's right of title should
be recognised for what it is; certain prevent-
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ative measures should be included in legis-
lation that will not allow this to take place
unilaterally.

I will dwell also for a short period on the way
I see the Planning Commission and indicate
some aspects which alarmi me. I can only agree
that the public and the industry think that the
Planning Commission is being set up with a
group of people of like mind and with like
causes to serve the Government of the day,
rather than to serve the people. it is a known
fact that the people who drafted the metropoli-
tan region scheme did so on the basis of getting
cooperation between all the local authorities
within the metropolitan region. The genesis of
that, of course, was to ensure that those local
authorities were formed into planning districts
which had the ability to nominate a specific
member of the local authority to serve that
district and serve with the Metropolitan Re-
gion Planning Authority, as it was then
constituted. Of course, that gave a lot of power
to local authorities and, after all, that is
probably the grass roots of government and
perhaps should be the grass roots of planning.

I am particularly disturbed to see the
centralising of the planning function. It has
been removed from local authorities and
centralised around a bunch of people who have
been hand-picked to serve a specific cause. I
had the privilege of sitting on the authority for
some years and at first-hand understood very
well the workings of the planning process in
this State. That process has served Western
Australia very well in the main although there
have been problems from time to time. I accept
that we live in a dynamic society and from time
to time change is needed. Notwithstanding
that, the commission as it is now constituted is
removing completely the voice of local govern-
ment in planning processes. It will be
centralised around a bunch of people who, in
my opinion, have very shallow planning experi-
ence.

It grieves me greatly to think that the only
local government representative on that Plan-
ning Commission was not sufficiently well-
regarded to be nominated by his own local
authority to the Local Government Associ-
ation. He was nominated to the Planning Com-
mission and taken on a nomination from by
the City of Fremantle and appointed via the
Local Government Association to the Planning
Commission.

Mr Carr: He is President of the Local
Government Association, and a highly-
respected member of the local government
community.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister is not listening to
what I said. I listen to the Minister all the time,
do I not? He has to listen to me now,

Mr Brian Burke: There is a qualitative differ-
ence.

Mr LEWIS: That is the Premier's opinion.
Others may not think so.

Mr Hassell: I think there is. You are way
ahead.

Mr LEWIS: I will make the point again if the
Minister wishes to hear it. I am referring to -one
particular member of the commission, who
happens to be a representative of local govern-
ment, whereas there are five members of the
commission and one now represents local
government, before there was an authority of
13 persons, with five people representing local
government.

Mr Pearce: The old MRPA is still in exist-
ence. It is called the Metropolitan Planning
Council and it is part of the structure.

.Mr LEWIS: I accept that. The funny twist to
it is that it has no power because the com-
mission has to approve or give its imprimatur
to its determination. Is the Minister suggesting
that that lame duck, the old MRPA, really has
any teeth. Has it any guts?

Mr Pearce: I think you have to speak to the
local government representatives who serve on
the Metropolitan Planning Council. You do
not seem to know what you are talking about.
Have you spoken to any of the local govern-
ment representatives on the Metropolitan Plan-
ning Council?

Mr LEWIS: 1 was in local government for 14
years. I know most of the people personally.

Mr Pearce: Have you spoken to them on the
matters you are raising in the Parliament?
"Yes" or "no"?

Mr LEWIS: I have spoken to a lot of people.

Mr Pearce: The answer is "no".

LEWIS: Okay. The Minister does not know
what I have said, or to whom I have spoken.

Mr Brian Burke: You have taken a long time
to tell us nothing, then.

Mr LEWIS: What I am telling the Govern-
ment is that its Planning Commission is
nothing but a set-up. It is a body of people who
have been put there because they are friends
and cronies of the Government, to serve the
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Government. Planning in Western Australia
has always been considered clean. There has
not been the innuendo of graft or corruption
which has happened in other States of this
country.

Mr Pearce: And neither is there any innu-
endo now.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister is not listening to
what I am saying. I am saying that our planning
legislation has served this State for well over 50
years because the representation came from lo-
cal government and from people who were not
cronies of political parties.

The innuendo can be laid at the foot of the
Planning Commission because those people are
not seen to be cronies of the Government of the
day. it is unfontunate that that has occurred.
From my experience on the Metropolitan Re-
gion Planning Authority, meetings were held in
an open way and the departmental staff were in
attendance. The Planning Commission's meet-
ings today are held in camera and are privy
only to the five commissioners, who happen to
be political cronies of the Government.

I am suggesting to the Minister that the pub-
lic are aware of it. Industry is aware of it and is
not happy with what is going on. It does not
like the idea of the planning commissioners
shooing out the departmental officers, closing
the doors, and going into in camera nego-
tiations to their deals. If the planning process of
Western Australia is to be seen to be clean and
kept open and above board, I suggest the Min-
ister issue some directions so those officers of
the Planning Commission are allowed to sit
and advise the Planning Commission in its de-
liberations. If the Minister is not prepared to
do that, he is open to the innuendo that there
are indeed some funny things happening be-
hind those closed doors.

Mr Pearce: All your colleagues would yell
that I am setting up a one-man kingdom.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister has set up a one-
man kingdom, has he not? Open the doors and
let in the officers of the department, and the
advisers of the so-called professionals on the
commission, none of whom has had any experi-
ence in planning. Can the Minister tell me the
name of one commissioner who has had any
such experience?

Mr Pearce: Bill MacKenzie.

Mr LEWIS: He was the Mayor of Fremantle.
That is his only claim to fame.

Mr Pearce: You are arguing that planning
should be in the hands of local government.
Peter Wilmott is the-head of the Local Govern-
ment Association. He was a Government ad-
viser, He is also the elected president of the
Local Government Association.

Mr LEWIS: Does the Minister deny that he
had to ask the City of Fremnantle to nominate
him because his own local authority would not
do so?

Mr Pearce: I did not ask them at all, The
Local Government Association nominated
him.

Mr LEWIS: No. He had to be nominated
first to the LGA. He could not even get a
nomination to the LGA.

Mr Pearce: He was its president. I do not
know the way in which the Local Government
Association and the country shire councils put
forward their panel of three. All I know is that
they put forward a panel of three and the
Government picked one person from that
panel. It picked the person who was the head of
the Local Government Association because
that is the biggest body.

Mr LEWIS: And a Government adviser to
boot. There is not one member of the Planning
Commission who is not a crony.

Mr Pearce: I didn't ask the Local Govern-
ment Association to put him up.

Mr LEWIS: What about the others? Are there
not other good people in society who could give
some balance, other than a one-sided, biased
view of planning in this town? Does the Minis-
ter not want other fair-minded people to make
determinations with other people? Does the
Minister want it closeted so he can do his
deals?

Mr Pearce: Who took the former City of
Stirling Mayor off the M RPA?

Mr LEWIS: Can the Minister tell me?

Mir Pearce: Your Government. Mr Burkett is
now a Labor member of Parliament. They did
not like the sort of advice he was giving the
MRPA.

Mr LEWIS: I do not believe that is true at all.
The chairman of the authority requested be
withdraw because he was compromising the
authority. That is the truth of it, because I hap-
pen to have been a member.

Mr Troy interjected.
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Mr LEWIS: Is the Minister for Transport
giving us his wide understanding of planning as
well? What would he like to contribute to the
debate?

Mr Pearce: Were you on the MRPA at some
point? Who put you on? You and Norman
Moore are two of a kind.

Mr LEWIS: Sure, but I not not smoke grass,
do I?

I think that what the Minister is trying to do
is very good. The Government is not even
gracious enough to accept a compliment. It is
the Government's legislation, and I believe it is
good.

Mr Brian Burke: We are very pleased to ac-
cept the compliment. It is just that it is sur-
rounded by so much criticism.

Mr LEWIS: I have criticism of the operation
and cronyism.

Mr Brian Burke: How about speaking to the
Bill for a change?

M r LEWIS: Okay, just let me finish.
The other thing that is somewhat disgraceful

is the way senior positions within the Planning
Commission are being negotiated and filled. It
is a ridiculous state of affairs when applications
arc called, between 80 and 100 people apply for
a position, and a pretender to the position rings
the Minister and says, I am terribly sorry, but
the package you offered me is not enough."

Mr Pearce: That is untrue.
Mr LEWIS: The Minister should prove it.
Mr Pearce: I do not have to prove it.
Mr LEWIS: The Minister said in the House

the other day that he was telephoned on a
Sunday by Mr Dawkins, who withdrew his ap-
plication.

Mr Pearce: But he did not say, "The package
you have offered me is not enough", because I
offered him no package. That is a slur on a
person who cannot be in this House to defend
himself.

Mr LEWIS: I did not say that-I am talking
about the Minister.

Mr Pearce: I did not offer any package to any
candidate for any position in the Planning
Commission.

Mr LEWIS: The first thing I learned in local
government about applications for positions In
local government was that any canvassing of
councillors will automatically disqualify that
applicant from consideration. Yet here we have
an applicant ringing the Minister and saying, "I

am terribly sorry, Bob, I cannot accept the
job." Is that propriety?

Mr Pearce: That is not true.
Mr LEWIS: Is that propriety?
Mr Pearce: It is untrue.
Mr LEWIS: Answer the question-is it pro-

priety?
Mr Pearce: You really are a sleaze, aren't

you?
Mr LEWIS: It is not propriety, and also it is

not propriety to have the commissioner ringing
people and canvassing them to apply.

Mr Pearce: And that is not true, too.
Mr LEWIS; The Minister says it is not true. I

know jolly well the commissioner did canvass
people to apply.

Mr Pearce: You bring the evidence.
Mr LEWIS: He was setting up all the pro-

fessional planners, saying, "Come and apply."
And the crony then appointed would be seen to
be better than and above them all in the
selection process.

Mr Pearce: The one safe seat your party had,
and they had to give it to a sleaze like you.

Mr LEWIS: That is very good. I have not
personally abused the Minister so he should
not personally abuse me or he will cop it. I have
a pretty good tongue and if the Minister wants
to have a go at me, I warn him.

Mr Pearce: You are wet behind the ears.
Mr LEWIS: Okay, I am wet behind the ears. I

have been around planning in local govern-
ment longer than the Minister has, so he should
not try to give me any lessons in local govern-
ment or planning.

Mr Brian Burke: What is the matter with
you? Let us understand this correctly. You said
a moment ago that this person, whoever it was,
rang up and said to the Minister-

Mr LEWIS: It was Jeremy Dawkins-why
does the Premier not use his name?

Mr Brian Burke: Okay it was Jeremy
Dawkins. He rang up and said to the Minister,
"The package you are offering is not good
enough." That is what you said. Did you say
that or not?

Mr LEWIS: It is alleged that that is what he
said.

Mr Brian Burke: Alleged by whom? This is a
serious matter. It is alleged by whom?

Mr LEWIS: The Minister admits the tele-
phone conversation.
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Mr Brian Burke: Alleged by whom?
Mr LEWIS: The Premier should not worry

about it.
Mr Brian Burke: Come on! You raised it. It is

alleged by whom?
Mr LEWIS: It wilt all come out in the long

run, Mr Premier, do not worry about it.
Mr Brian Burke: It might come out in the

short run. The second thing was that you said
the commissioner was ringing around can-
vassing people to apply.

Mr LEWIS: That is right.
Mr Brian Burke: Whom did he ring?
Mr LEWIS: Two or -three people, to my

knowledge.
Mr Brian Burke: Who are they?
Mr LEWIS: When the time comes we will

demonstrate what happened-do not worry
about it, the time will come. We know only too
well that the time will come, and that is not too
long away either, just quietly.

Mr Clarko: Why do you want to know that,
Mr Premier?

Mr Brian Burke: Because this is a very
serious matter. If Jeremy Dawkins is saying
that the Minister offered him a package that
was not good enough, and if this member has
some evidence of that, either Mr Dawkins or
the Minister is in serious trouble. We will find
out and get to the bottom of it.

Mr LEWIS: Mr Premier, Mr Dawkins told
his staff at the City of Fremantle on the Friday
he was leaving that he had accepted the job
with the Planning Commission, and indeed the
whole council of the City of Fremantle knew
that Jeremy Dawkins had the job.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know about that;
that is the first I have heard of it.

Mr LEWIS: Well, Jeremy Dawkins told
everyone he had it.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not see anything wrong
with Jeremy Dawkins' telling his staff, but I do
see something wrong with his saying to the
Minister that the package offered by the Minis-
ter was not good enough. This is a serious
thing.

Mr LEWIS: Does the Premier believe it is
right and proper for Mr Dawkins to even ring
the Minister?

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think there is any-
thing wrong with that at all.

Mr LEWIS: The Premier does not think
there is any impropriety there at all?

Mr Brian Burke: No, I would not have
thought so.

Mr LEWIS: Okay, fine. That might be the
way members opposite operate.

Mr Brian Burke: But I agree with you there is
a serious impropriety in what you have said
that Dawkins said to the Minister, "The pack-
age that you have offered is not good enough."
That is a serious matter and it willI be looked at.

Mr Pearce: Mr Dawkins never said it.
Mr LEWIS: Time is running out and I would

suggest to the Minister that he take on board
some of my suggestions and make some inquir-
ies. He might be pleasantly surprised.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for
Planning) [3.56 p.m.): I thank the Opposition
for its support of this Bill, though in the course
of the last 30 minutes it was a little hard to
understand that that was in fact what was being
done. I suggest to the neophyte member for
East Melville that he might take a leaf out of
the book of the member for Karrinyup when it
comes to dealing with legislation in this place
and address himself a little more to the issues
and a little less to the personalities.

However, since he has taken the opportunity
of his second speech in this place to smear
assorted people in the planning profession, I
will put the record straight with regard to the
phone calls from Mr Dawkins. The fact of the
matter is that Mr Dawkins was never offered
any one of the five or seven positions which
were recently advertised in the Planning Com-
mission. No offer was ever made to him.

I think in answer to questions from the mem-
ber for Karninyup I indicated that the position
was this: Mr Dawkins was an applicant for at
least one of those positions-I cannot be
specific as to whether he applied for more than
one position, but certainly he was an applicant
for the position of director of planning. He was
short-listed. He was one of a short list of' three
people who were interviewed for that position.

His interview I think took place on the
Friday before Mr Dawkins' phone call to me on
the Sunday. When Mr Dawkins was being
interviewed for the position, after discussing
the position with the selection panel before the
interview was complete, Mr Dawkins told the
selection panel he would be withdrawing his
application. That is to say, he went through the
selection process and told the panel that he
would be withdrawing his application.

Mr Cash: Who was on the selection com-
mittee?
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Mr PEARCE: The selection committee was
established by the Planning Commission.

Mir Cash: Who was on it? Answer the ques-
tion.

Mr PEARCE: It is not question time. Mr
McKenzie, the chairman of the commission,
was chairing the particular selection panel, and
I do not know who the other two members
were, because despite all the innuendo and alle-
gations made from the other side, I have not
taken an overriding interest in the appointment
of people to these positions, but have leat it to
the normal process-

Mr Lewis: Then why did he ring you?
Mr PEARCE: Just be quiet, and I will tell the

House. I left these things to the normnal process
of appointment.

Mr McKenzie, after the selection processes
were on, rang me to inform me-because I in-
sist on being told, and all my permanent heads
do tell me-who was on the short list for inter-
view and whom they proposed to recommend
to the Public Service Board.

Mr Cash: And whether they are members of
the Labor Party.

Mr PEARCE: What a fool the member for
Mt Lawley will be when the nomination for the
position of executive director of planning is
made in the next few days. What an idiot he
will look.

Mr Clarko: The rumour is that it will be Dr
Ian Alexander. Does that mean it will be Dr
Alexander? I ask the question because the ru-
mour is that it will be one of those three-that
he, Jeremy Dawkins, and another were being
recommended. Those two have very close con-
tacts with your party, as you know.

Mr Rushton: Do the appointments go before
Cabinet?

Mr PEARCE: Not in the normal course of
events, because Cabinet deals only with heads
or deputy heads of departments. In the normal
course of events the department itself sets up
the selection panel, which was done in this
case. It goes through the applications, it short-
lists, and it advises me after it has short-listed
of whom it has short-listed. That was the only
point at which I knew who the applicants for
the positions were, because I had no role at all
in the short-listing of the applicants. Then the
selection panel, appointed by the department,
interviews the short-listed applicants.
Recommendations are then made for each
position, the permanent head then communi-
cates with me to let me know who the

recommended applicants are, they go forward
to the Public Service Board, and a determi-
nation is made in the normal way.

Mr Lewis: And the chairman does not ring
up and ask people to apply?

Mr PEARCE: No, the chairman does not
ring up and ask for people to apply.

Mr Lewis: Did he ring people?
Mr PEARCE: No. The question was put to

me by the member for Karrinyup. I raised the
matter with the Chairman of the State Planning
Commission and he said he had not rung and
asked people to apply.

Mr Hassell: Are you satisfied with his
answer?

Mr PEARCE: Yes, I believe his explanation.
Mr Cash: What action would you take?
Mr PEARCE: The member should first

produce the evidence. I believe he did not ring
people. If members opposite can provide evi-
dence to the contrary, I will look at it.

.With regard to Mr Dawkins, Mr McKenzie
rang me and informed me who the
recommended applicant was for the position of
executive director of planning, as with the
other positions. He also said that at the time of
Mr Dawkins' interview, Mr Dawkins had with-
drawn his application. On the Sunday, two
days later, Mr Dawkins rang me about a plan-
ning mattr-and hundreds of people do that
day in and day out, from morning to midnight.
In the course of speaking to me he explained
some of the reasons for withdrawing his appli-
cation. There was nothing improper about it,
because at the time he was not an applicant for
any position.

Mr Lewis: Oh, yes.
Mr PEARCE: That is true, because he had

withdrawn his application.
Mr Lewis: Why did he tell the Fremantle

City Council he had the job?
Mr PEARCE: I do not believe what the

member for East Melville says. He said to me
that Mr Dawkins had told me over the phone
that the package I was offering was not good
enough. There were only two participants in
that conversation, and I was one of them. The
member for East Melville was not. I know word
for word what was said during that conver-
sation, and the words uttered by the member
for East Melville did not comprise any part of
that conversation. The member has just made
them up. He is like the member for Gascoyne;
he thinks he can slide into this place and elev-
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ate himself out of the ordinary nuck of mortal
individuals, and say nil sorts of things about
people who cannot defend themselves, and
make things up about how people have be-
haved improperly. What a sleaze and a smearer
he is. He will have a very short time here if he
continues in that vein.

I appreciate the Opposition's support for the
Dill. The member for Kanrinyup made a num-
ber of points about different clauses of the Bill.
It is not my intention to deal with thenm point
by point during this second reading reply; it is
much more appropriate to deal with them at
the Committee stage. The member for
Karrinyup also indicated that he would be
seeking to move a number of amendments. So
that they can be given proper consideration-
and it is my policy to allow amendments to be
accepted where they have merit-it is not my
intention to proceed with the Committee stage
today. He passed a copy of an amendment to
me just 15 minutes ago while he was speaking,
and he indicated a number of others which are
not on the Notice Paper, so it, is my intention
to adjourn debate on the Bill until Tuesday of
next week.

Mr Clarko: Are you going to tell us whether it
is Max Hardiman or Dr Ian Alexander?

Mr PEARCE: It is neither of them. AMl the
guesswork is just wrong and I am surprised that
members opposite are not embarrassed. Each
time they go on fishing expeditions, pretending
to know something, they are told they are not
right, but then they roll on to the next fishing
expedition. Every case they bring out lowers
their credibility.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
COMMISSION BILL

Cognate Debate
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)

[4.04 p.m.): I seek leave for this Bill, and the
Acts Amendment (Actions for Damages) Bill to
be dealt with via a cognate debate.

Leave granted.
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 17 June.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the

Opposition) (4.05 p.m.I: The State Govern-
ment Insurance Commission Bill is an import-
ant piece of legislation relating to the insurance
business of the Government of the State, yet it

has been presented to Parliament with inad-
equate explanation and inadequate disclosure
of the present situation. As the Government
has brought to Parliament a Bill to establish an
insurance commission which is going to take
over the operations of the State Government
Insurance Office and the third party operations
of the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust, one
would have expected a presentation of all the
material evidence on their financial position
and operations, and an explanation in the sec-
ond reading speech of the basis upon which the
Government comes forward with its proposals.
But there was no such explanation and no pro-
vision of the kind of material that should have
been provided and could have been expected.

The Hill and its presentation remind me very
much of a Hill presented in this place about
three years ago from which we have learned a
great lesson. That was called the Northern
Mining Corporation (Acquisition) Bill, when in
a speech of about the same length as or perhaps
a little shorter than that presented for the intro-
duction of the State Government Insurance
Commission Bill, we were told that the
Government wanted to acquire all the shares of
Northern Mining NL so that it could acquire a
five per cent interest in the Argyle diamond
joint venture and could apply that interest in
accordance with its announced intentions.

Nothing was said in that piece of legislation
about the Government's real intentions or what
was really going on, and we bave seen since
that Northern Mining has been translated into
a company called Western Australian Govern-
ment Holdings Ltd, which is totally lacking in
accountability to this Parliament and which
has spawned the Western Australian Exim Cor-
poration and various other subsidiaries, and
which has encroached on a whole range of busi-
ness activities absolutely and totally without
the authority of this Parliament, without the
endorsement of this Parliament, and without
being accountable to this Parliament. We have
seen the Government refuse consistently to
answer questions on WA Government Hold-
ings and its subsidiaries or in any way to pro-
vide information on what is going on with
substantial amounts of taxpayers' money.

We now have the State Government
introducing a major piece of legislation relating
to the structure of insurance business in this
State, claiming that the legislation is presented
simply to do two things: To bring together the
SGIO and the MVIT, and to separate the busi-
ness activities within this structure. Once again
we see no explanation and no material.
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Having read and studied this legislation, I
am convinced that the Government has much
more substantial aims in relation to this matter
than have been disclosed to Parliament and
that it has engaged in some processes relating
to this whole matter which have been kept
secret for good reason.

Mr Brian Burke: What sort of processes?
Mr HASSELL: Let us begin with the third

paragraph of the Treasurer's second reading
speech-

This consolidation is based on the
recommendations of a State insurance task
force established by the Government to
examine the operations of the State
Government Insurance Office and the
Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust.

Has that report been made available to the Par-
liament?

Mr Brian Burke: No, it has not. Are you
saying that it should be?

Mr HASSELL: We have a major piece of
legislation which is said to be based on a report
related to a State trading concern, and that re-
port has not been made available.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you understand that
making available that sort of commercial infor-
mation about the SGlO would cripple the
5010 in competition with its private sector
rivals?

Mr HASSELL: The argument put forward by
the Treasurer was convenient, and we have
heard it in this House on many occasions.
However, it is wearing very thin indeed. The
Premier wants us to accept on trust a major
piece of legislation-and no one could deny
that it is a major piece of legislation-on the
basis of his statement that the legislation is
based on recommendations of a task force,
and he has not disclosed what those
recommendations are. Never mind the com-
mercial information supposedly contained
within the report; even the recommendations
have not been given to the Parliament and
there has been no attempt to explain the back-
ground to this situation, to explain the solvency
Or, perhaps more accurately, the insolvency of
the MVIT, if that is true, bearing in mind its
substantial contingent liabilities.

Mr Brian Burke: The MVIT's position has
improved quite remarkably.

Mr HASSELL: That is an honest statement
and I think the Treasurer is right, but is it rel-
evant to this legislation?

Mr Brian Burke: All the information is
published in the annual reports of the MV1T.
This was recently announced.

Mr HASSELL: The Treasurer says every-
thing is published in annual reports.

Mr Brian Burke: I will obtain copies of them
for you.

Mr H-ASSELL. What about the Treasurer's
statement to me made in a letter that from
yesterday the 5010 is in an state of compliance
with the Commonwealth Government's in-
surance laws? Is that still true?

Mr Brian Burke: To the best of my knowl-
edge, that is the case. The matter was referred
to the SGlO for advice and that is the answer I
received.

Mr HASSELL: We are entitled to see that
demonstrated when we are dealing with such
important legislation because the new in-
surance commission and its subsidiary, the cor-
poration, are to take over all the assets and
liabilities of the SGlO and the MV IT.

I wrote to the Premier on 29 May in relation
to a couple of matters. I concluded my letter as
follows-

Furthermore, I understand that one of
the reasons the 1983 Bill has not been
proclaimed earlier was that it has not been
able to meet the solvency and minimum
valuation basic requirements imposed by
the Commonwealth on persons carrying on
the business of insurance in Australia.

That is a pretty reasonable request in regard to
legislation approved by Parliament on the basis
that that requirement be made. On 20 January
the Premier replied as follows-

In the penultimate paragraph of your let-
ter, you stated that.. ... one of the
reasons the 1983 Bill has not been
proclaimed earlier was that it has not been
able to meet the solvency and minimum
valuation requirements imposed by the
Commonwealth... ". This is not the case.
Proclamation was delayed pending the re-
view of the Government's insurance ac-
tivities.

1 repeat, "Proclamation was delayed pending
the review.",To continue-

You can be assured that when the 1983
Bill becomes operative on I July, 1986, the
SGlO will comply with Commonwealth in-
surance legislative requirements.
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It is interesting to look at the Premices words
in the third paragraph of his second reading
speech-

This consolidation is based on the
recommendations of a State insurance task
force established by the Government to
examine the tariffs of the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office and the Motor Ve-
hicle Insurance Trust.

The Premier's letter refers to the proclamation
of 1983 legislation being delayed pending the
review of the Government's insurance ac-
tivities. It is pretty reasonable to assume that
the review of the Government's insurance ac-
tivities was the task force. It was the major
review carried out.

Mr Brian Burke: I think it is very unfair to
say that that report constituted the total review
by Government. We received that report, then
we considered the report and its
recommendations and reviewed the insurance
activities of Government. You cannot simply,
by saying it, label one as the other.

Mr HASSELL: I see; so they are not the
same?

Mr Brian Burke: No, no. One is an integral
pant of the other but you cannot say the
completion of the report means the end of re-
view by the Government of its insurance activi-
ties, which is what you appear to be saying.

Mr HASSELL: So the report was part of the
review?

Mr Brian Burke: The report is pant of the
process. I

Mr HASSELL: That is the Rothwells report?
Mr Brian Burke: That is the Price

Waterhouse-Rothwells report.
Mr HASSELL: Let us look at page nine of the

Price Waterhouse-Rothwells report as fol-
lows-

The State Government Insurance Office
Act of 1983 is not suitable for a number of
reasons including:

Solvency problems in the event it is
proclaimed.

The need for amendment as
indicated by legal advice.

No amendment has been made to the legis-
lation since 1983. To continue-

An understanding that the manage-
ment of the SGIO agree that the Act
should not be proclaimed without
further amendment or without the as-
surances of such amendments passing

through the Parliament within 12
months.

The need for legislative changes to
implement the recommendations of
this report.

We recommend that this Act not
Proclaimed and that new legislation
framed in accordance with
recommendations of this report.

be
be

the

Mr MacKinnon: When was the Act
Proclaimed?

Mr HASSELL: The Act came into operation
yesterday. How many thousands of dollars of
taxpayers' money have been spent to obtain the
Price Waterhouse-Rothwells report? In the face
of the report's recommendation not to pro-
claim the 1983 legislation, the legislation was
proclaimed yesterday and the contingent
liabilities will of course be assumed under this
legislation by the new insurance commission
and/or corporation.

This covering letter to the Premier on
Rothwells letterhead dated 19 November 1984
reads as follows-

An Executive Summary of our
recommendations appears in the opening
section of the report. Our key findings and
recommendations are:

The SGIO Amendment Act does
not provide an adequate basis for de-
velopment of the SGIO and we
recommend the Act should not be
proclaimed.

The legislation was proclaimed yesterday. The
Government is not telling the Parliament what
is going on and I want to know how it is that
the Price Waterhouse-Rothwells people con-
sidered there were substantial difficulties in
obtaining compliance with Commonwealth sol-
vency laws which led them to recommend that
the 1983 legislation not be proclaimed and that
the difficulties have been overcome without
any amendment to the legislation and the
Premier is able to inform me in a letter of 20
June that the Act will be complied with. Where
is the evidence from accountants and legal
people?

I do not see how the Parliament or the public
can be expected to take the word of the
Government in relation to this matter without
any substantiating evidence. The legislation is
said to be presented to minimise premiums on
compulsory forms of insurance. Why should
this legislation minimise premiums on compul-
sory forms of insurance if it allows the In-
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surance Commission to create a number of dif-
ferent funds for its different insurance obli-
gations? Why should that, without any further
obligation, minimise premiums on compulsory
forms of insurance? No explanation of that has
been given in the second reading speech and
there is nothing on the face of the legislation
which explains it. The reality is that this Parlia-
ment is expected, as in the case of the Northern
Mining Corporation (Acquisition) Act, the re-
sults of which we can now see, to accept a pig in
a poke. We are expected to accept everything
that the Government dishes up without ques-
tioning it and without being told the financial
facts.

I do not think it is good enough for a
Government to expect the Parliament to do its
job on the basis of this grossly inadequate and,
in a number of respects, misleading second
reading speech by the Treasurer.

We will see created, under this legislation, an
umbrella organisation called the State Govern-
ment Insurance Commission. That organis-
ation is subject to ministerial direction.i
Underneath the commission, a corporation will
be established. The commission will do two
things. It will control the corporation and it
will carry out certain forms of business under a
number of funds, that business referred to as
the compulsory forms of insurance such as
third party insurance, special miners' in-
surance, and so on.

There are a number of points to note about
this. The first is that while the Government
talks about the supposedly commercial corpor-
ation being at arm's length from the Govern-
ment, the reality is that the corporation will be
totally under the control of the Government
through the commission, because the Govern-
ment has the power to direct the commission
and the commission has the power to direct the
corporation.

Mr Brian Burke: Except that the Act also
makes certain requirements of the corpor-
ation-requirements that the Minister is not
competent to impinge upon.

Mr HASSELL: That is a question of in-
terpretation. I think the Treasurer needs to
have a look at the actual provisions before he
makes such a glib judgment about it.

We have the situation where clause 10
states-

The Minister may give directions to the
Commission with respect to its functions,
powers and duties, either generally or with
respect to a particular matter, and the

Commission shall give effect to those di-
rections.

That is a very wide provision. There is nothing
about the operation of the commission that is
not within the control of the Government
through the Minister. Clause 36 states-

The Commission may give directions to
the Corporation with respect to its func-
tion, powers and duties, either generally or
with respect to a particular matter, and the
Corporation shall give effect to those di-
rections.

Now all that is required for the Government to
do to direct the corporation is to direct the
commission.

Mr Brian Burke: No, it cannot direct it con-
trary to the Bill.

Mr HASSELL: I did not say it could.

Mr Brian Burke: If you read the second read-
ing speech you will see a number of areas where
the competitive neutrality of the corporation is
sought to be guaranteed.

Mr HASSELL: I will come to the question of
competitive neutrality later. We will see the
substance of it in due course.

Mr Brian Burke: Let us say "things", what-
ever they are called, that the legislation re-
quires the corporation to fulfil or perform. The
Minister is not competent to direct the corpor-
ation to break the law; that is, to break this
legislation.

Mr HASSELL: I am putting a very simple
proposition which is that the corporation is in
no way statutably independent of the Govern-
ment because the corporation is subject to the
commission and the commisson is subject to
the Minister and, through the commission, the
Minister can direct the corporation. The Minis-
ter can say to the commission, "I direct that
you instruct the corporation to behave in a
certain manner in relation to its business oper-
ations."

Mr Brian Burke: Except that it can't for
example, say, "I, the Minister, instruct you, the
commission, to tell the corporation not to pay a
commercial fee for services from Government
authorities."

Mr HASSELL: The Treasurer is confusing
the issue by raising that matter. The point is
that the suggestion has been made by the
Treasurer that the corporation is at arm's
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length. On page 298 of Hansard of 17 June, the
second reading speech states-

Mr Brian Burke: As a matter of interest, the
General Manager of the 3010 told me that as
from 1 July, which was the date you were
asking about, the solvency was more than 30
per cent, which was more than that of most
private companies.

Mr HASSELL: That is very interesting, but it
does not tell us anything.

Mr Brian Burke: Except that it ls complying
with the solvency provisions.

Mr HASSELL: I am interested to know how
the experts which the Treasurer engaged, Mr
Laurie Connell and Mr R. P. Webb of Price,
Waterhouse, were so concerned about the ca-
pacity of the- commission to fulfil those sol-
vency requirements that in two places in a
major report they said that the legislation could
not be proclaimed. How has that been turned
around? I want to know what fiddling has gone
on with the assets and funds of the SG10.

Mr Brian Burke: What do you mean
"fiddling"?

Mr HASSELL: Precisely what 1 said. What
has been shuffled around, how, by whom, and
where has it gone?

Mr Brian Burke: I suppose the answer lies in
consideration of the industrial diseases' re-
sponsibility of the SGIO and the contingent
liability on the office as a result of its insurance
of those industrial disease applications. I will
explain all that to you.

Mr HASSELLi I will be glad if the Treasurer
does. I think it should have been explained in
the second reading speech because the Parlia-
ment was entitled to expect that from the out-
set. That is going back to the point discussed
before.

I wish to return to the point I was making
about what the Treasurer said about the inde-
pendence of the corporation. Again, in the sec-
ond reading speech appearing on page 298 of
Hansard on 17 June, the Treasurer said-

The Government believes that competi-
tive neutrality of the commission and cor-
poration will be achieved by establishing
the corporation at arm's length from the
Government as a subsidiary of the In-
surance Commission and by funding the
corporation through the issuing of share
capital to the Commission. The issuing of
share capital will provide also a
benchmark by which to assess the commer-
cial success of the corporation.

The clear point I want to make, and again and
again because it seems to be resisted by the
Treasurer, is that all he has done is removed
the corporat ion one step from the Government
in term of its organisational structure.

Mr Brian Burke: You gloss over the fact that
the commissioners will not be toadies.

Mr MASS ELL: Who will the commissioners
be?

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know, but presum-
ably people of authenticity in matters of in-
surance who will not jump at the whim of Min-
isters, Premiers, or Leaders of the Opposition.

Mr HASSELL: We would not dream of
thinking that for one moment! We have seen
the Western Australian Development Cor-por-
ation toadying to the Government for three
years in a totally political way. The Treasurer
sLhould not talk nonsense. The Treasurer knows
very well that those people who operate-

Mr Brian Burke: You consistently abuse all
those people, all those directors.

Mr HASSELL: I have not abused any of
them.

Mr Bryce: You just did.

Mr H-ASSELL: I am just saying that they
operate to suit the convenience of the Govern-
ment.

Mr Brian Burke: I will remind the directors
of the WADC, by virtue of a copy of your
speech, of what you are saying.

Mr HASSELL: The Treasurer can go right
ahead and remind them. He can remind them
also that while they are suing one of my col-
leagues because he those in the line of his pub-
lic duty to question what they were doing, they
will not get any support from us.

Mr Court: Does the Treasurer think I have
defamed the WADC?

Mr Brian Burke: I have no idea. They are
suing you because they believe you did.

Mr Court: Do you believe that I have
defamed the WADC?

Mr Brian Burke: I have no idea. All I know is
that the WADC should be free to pursue at law
its legitimate grievances.

Mr HASSELL: They sued the member to
shut him up before the election.

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not see what this
has to do with the Bill. I call the Leader of the
Opposition.
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Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, it does in fact
have something to do with the Bill, because the
Treasurer seeks to make out that because the
corporation is a subsidiary of the commission
in some way it will be independent. The
Treasurer calls in aid the fact that the directors
will be independent people. We have seen the
way that operates. We have seen the extent of
that independence. We have seen the contempt
with which those people have treated the
Parliament of this State, with the Treasurer's
connivance. If the corporation had been pri-
vate, it would have given more courtesy to the
Opposition than it has.

Mr Brian Burke: If they had been a private
company, I do not think the Opposition would
have set out to destroy or assassinate their
characters as it has.

Mr HASSELL: The Opposition has not done
that. It has asked legitimate questions about
the use of taxpayers' money, questions which
the Treasurer has delighted in refusing to
answer by being a smart alec about some
amendments which were made when the Bill
was put through.

Mr Court: You won't even tell us what
companies you have investments in.

Mr Brian Burke: You have taken some of
your best supporters and thoroughly abused
them.

The SPEAKER: I would be thoroughly de-
lighted if we could get back to the Bill. If mem-
bers persist in going on about extraneous mat-
ters, I will sit them down and we will go on
with another matter.

Mr HASSELL: Perhaps it would be appropri-
ate if we went on with another matter anyway,
since it is the time at which private members'
business begins.

Leave granted to continue speech at a later
stage of the sitting.

Debate thus adjourned.

LAND: BROOME
Mr John Garsione: Grievance

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [4.33 p.m.]:
My grievance relates to a person who resides in
Broome. His name is Mr John Garstone. He
leases an area of land seven acres in extent
known as Lot 04/4 allotted as a "garden area"
under the Mining Act. The lease was granted
on 2 March 1979. Since 1979 Mr Garstone has
invested approximately $100 000 on various
improvements on that land, but has not built a

house. He now wants to build a home on that
property,

My grievance relates to the fact that he has
met nothing but obstruction and delay from
Government agencies since he tried to develop
the land. My grievance is for a fair go for this
individual and, more generally, a fair go for the
north of the State.

Mr Taylor: When did he start developing the
land?

Mr LAURANCE: The lease was granted in
1 979. This is a plea for encouragement for
people who want to live and invest in the
north. We have a huge State with very few
people living in the northern part of it and
those people need all the encouragement they
can get. Mr Garstone's story, unfortunately, is
a very sad one of obstruction and delay, the
sort of thing that would turn people away from
investing in the north. This person is now mak-
ing a decision whether to invest in the south of
the State or go overseas to invest his money. I
think that is a very sad state for Western
Australia.

Mr Garstone has run foul of the Lands and
Surveys Department and the State Planning
Commission. After developing his block to a
high standard, including putting in reticulation,
internal roads, and fruit trees, and putting
down a pad for his intended dwelling, he has
not been able to proceed. He has had support
from one area of Government as opposed to
the other obstructions he has run into. With the
assistance of the then Forests Department he
planted 208 cashew trees on this leasehold
block outside Broome in the Cable Beach area.

The Forests Department planted the cashew
trees for him in 1982. It wrote a letter which
stated that it had now completed the design
and planting of 208 cashew trees on his block at
Cable Beach. At the end of that letter, the De-
partment wrote -

We thank you for your time, assistance
and financial input, and trust the trial will
be of mutual benefit to both parties,

The letter was signed by the officer in charge of
the Broome nursery, for and on behalf of the
Forests Department in 1982. Thus that depart-
ment was prepared to go into joint arrange-
menits with Mr Garstone. It provided the trees
and was to take some of the seed from the
cashews. It acknowledged that Mr Garstone
had put in the financial input and so on.
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The block of land is a credit to this person,
but apparently because he did not get it
throughi the Lands and Surveys Department in
the normal way, but was able to get it as a
garden area under the Mining Act-incident-
tally, that legislation has been altered in the
meantime, no-one else can get a block in that
way-he is unable to proceed with his plans.
Under the Mining Act persons could get hold
of land in various areas of the State for many
years, but in recent times, because it was felt
that that section of the Mining Act was being
abused, it has been amended so that no person
in future will get land in the way this person
did. However, I make the point that he go; the
land legally. It may not have been under the
Land Act, but it was certainly under the Mining
Act at that time. It was not as thoughi he was
squatting on the land or came by -it illegally.

He could not proceed to build a home or
dwelling on that land until such time as he had
some guarantee of freehold. Thus because of
the delays, frustrations, and difficulties he had
experienced with the various Government de-
partments, which obviously were out of sorts
with him for having this land, he took the mat-
ter to a number of Government Ministers.

I will detail the action taken from then on.
He took the matter up with the then Minister
for Lands and Surveys. I do not know the date
of the letter sent by the former Minister for
Lands and Surveys, Mr Mclver, because I have
a photocopy which does not have a date on it-
The Minister for Lands and Surveys told him
that he could have a special lease for horticul-
ture for a term of 10 years. The letter in part
reads -

If it does not succeed, the lease will be
terminated. If on the other hand your ven-
ture proves successful then a longer term
tenure or perhaps freehold could be con-
sidered. In the meantime, no further resi-
dential development on the block should
be undertaken.

Thus he could develop horticulture and move
towards freehold, but he could not build a
dwelling.

Subsequently, under the Broome Shire's
town planning scheme it was declared a rural
zone. The Minister for Planning, in a letter of
18 March 198 5, wrote -

Your Garden Area lot is to be zoned
rural in the proposed Shire of Bwoome
Town Planning Scheme No. 2. Under this
zoning a dwelling is a permitted use.

Thus he could go ahead and build his house. In
his letter, Mr Pearce also wrote -

If you do succeed then the Minister for
Lands may consider a longer term tenure
or even a freehold.

Thus Mr Garstone has received from two Min-
isters an indication that he could move toward
freehold. He was not happy with the progress
being made, so he wrote to the Premier. On 19
April 1985 he received a letter from the
Premier. I shall* try to paraphrase it. The
Premier refers to the fact there will be a lease-
hold for intensive horticulture, and goes on to
state-

It will not bar you from obtaining free-
hold if adequate development proves feas-
ible-..

The Premier said that he would not be barred
from obtaining the property if adequate devel-
opment proved feasible. I suggest that the ad-
equate development has proved feasible.

This person was encouraged by the letter of
19 April 1985 and he proceeded to put down a
pad for a house. Two Ministers and the
Premier had told him if he did the right thing
on the block he could proceed to freehold. He
invested approximately $100 000.

On 31 January 1986 he received another let-
ter from the Premier. This was a fairly lengthy
letter. I shall quote a short paragraph from it-

Unfortunately, the Town Planning Corn-
mission's strong disapproval to the
granting of the lease may mean that the
question of freehold cannot now be con-
templated.

So the Premier wrote nine or 10 months later
and said that the disapproval of the Town
Planning Commission for the granting of the
lease may mean that the question of freehold
cannot now be contemplated.

What a letter to receive from the Premier 10
months after he had given the previous indi-
cation! That was confirmed by the Under Sec-
retary for Lands and Surveys on 10 March this
year. He wrote saying-

In view of this advice, I must confirm
that the freehold will not be available.

So the department had its way. This man had
the temerity to obtain a block under the Mining
Act; he had approval from everybody, includ-
ing the Premier of the State, telling him that he
could proceed to freehold; but 12 months later,
after having spent more money, he gets
squashed.
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This is not a fair go. This man has been
strangled by red tape. He obtained the block
legally; he developed it to a high standard; and
I call on the Premier now to honour his com-
mitment to that person. I ask the Premier to
change the attitude of his Government towards
land release and general development in the
north of the State. I ask him to be more flexible
and to provide mare encouragement to the
people of the north.

This person deserves a fair go. The north of
the State needs more encouragement and more
opportunity to invest than has been shown to
this person.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie-Minister for
Lands) (4.44 p.m.]: I assume the member for
Gascoyne is appealing to me as Minister for
Lands.

The SPEAKER: I apologise for not having
determined that in the first instance. It is a
mistake which will not occur again.

Mr TAYLOR: It would seem that he has
covered the fields of the Minister for Planning,
the Minister for Lands, and the Premier,

Mr Laurance: The Premier got himself
involved.

Mr TAYLOR: On behalf of the Minister for
Planning I shall respond to the member's griev-
ance. If he wants to give me additional infor-
mation to enable me to follow it up I shall
certainly do that.

The member raised a number of questions.
He read out some of those letters, and if I had
received them I would in no way whatsoever
have assumed chat I would obtain freehold. I
am surprised that anyone reading those letters
would take that for granted and put down the
pad for a house.

Be that as it may, the letter from the Premier
did not say that the person would obtain free-
hold. If I had received that-letter I would not
have gone ahead and spent whatever the person
spent putting down that pad.

Mr Laurance: The Minister and 1 have that
son of experience but this person does not. The
Premier said that it would not bar him from
obtaining freehold if adequate development
proved feasible.

Mr TAYLOR: I recall that quote. I am aston-
ished chat the person concerned would then go
ahead and put down a pad for a house. I will
not say what comes to my mind from the point
of view of why he may have put the pad down.
It may be possible to use pant of the area set
aside. It was five to seven acres. The freehold

may relate to where he wants to establish his
dwelling. It may be a little difficult to freehold
seven acres of land in the Cable Beach area of
Broome, given that in years to come Broome
will be the tourist mecca of the north-west.

I would envisage tens of millions of dollars, if
not hundreds of millions, will be spent on tour-
ism developments in Broome, Therefore from
the point of view of those developments it
would be difficult if seven acres of freehold
land relating to a cashew crop were in the way.
It may be possible for him to have a leasehold
over the farm area and freehold over the area
of the dwelling.

I would be interested to know the reaction of
the shire. It would be my position as Minister
to override the shire as to whether or not that
land should be freeholded.

Mr Laurance: I have checked with the shire.
Mr TAYLOR: Is it happy about it?
Mr Laurance: The shire believes the fellow

has a legal right to proceed because he obtained
the block legally in the first place.

Mr TAYLOR: I do not question he has the
block legally. I wondered whether the shire was
happy with seven acres of freehold land along
the beach.

Mr Laurance: It is not along Cable Beach, it
is in the Cable Beach area.

Mr TAYLOR: I know where the member
mean's.

This matter has been going on since 1979.
How long was the member Minister for Lands
and Surveys?

Mr Laurance: The extension development
and the freehold question have only come up
since Mr Mclver was Minister for Lands and
Surveys.

Mr TAYLOR: If the member can give that
information I shall check it.

I should also like to take this opportunity of
responding to the member's comments in re-
spect of land in the north-west. Earlier this
year, with the Honorary Minister assisting the
Minister for The North West, Ernie Bridge, I
went to Kununurra, Derby, Broome, Karratha,
and Marble Bar. We spoke to a number of
shires along the road. I spoke to every shire
council in the Kimberley and the Pilbara ex-
cept the Shire of Halls Creek. The general
reponse was that those shires are reasonably
happy with the claims of the Department of
Lands and Surveys in terms of the release of
land.

1230



[Wednesday, 2 July 1986]123

Only a couple of weeks ago the President of
the Chamber of Commerce in Karratha stated
publicly that he was happy with the approach
he had had from the department and the re-
sponse from myself as the Minister for Lands.
He acknowledged that the situation in
Karratha was more one of a lack of availability
of housing for rental rather than a shortage of
land. In fact a number of blocks have been sold
in Karratha. People can build if they can see a
future for the renting of dwellings on that land.

Leaving that aside, in the near future we will
put on sale 139 residential lots in September
and October, and a further 132 in March 1987,

Mr Laurance: There is a shortage today. I
acknowledge that. It is a bit late now.

Mr TAYLOR: I do not say there is a shortage
in Karratha today. What I am saying is that lots
are still available in Karratha.

Mr Laurance; Not according to your answers
to me.

Mr TAYLOR: Five residential lots, 15 me-
dium-density residential lots, and five contrac-
tors' accommodation sites are available.

Mr Laurance: The biggest development in
the history of Australia has taken place.

Mr TAYLOR: That is the key to the prob-
lem. In fact in Karratha one ends up with a big
bump in terms of population. That big bump
on a graph relates to the construction work
force. It is very difficult to say to investors,
"Go ahead with your blocks and build on them
from the point of view of renting houses." They
cannot see a long-term future from the invest-
ment point of view.

They feel as though they will get their fingers
burnt, and some did get their fingers burnt dur-
ing the last construction phase of the North-
West Shelf gas project. That is the key to the
problem. It is one of the availability of housing
rather than the lack of availability of land at
the present time. We are proceeding with some
250 blocks which will be made available in
Karratha within the next six to eight months.

Mr Laurance: It is the timing that is the
problem. They should be ready today.

Mr TAYLOR: That is an unfair criticism
coming as it does from the member who is a
former Minister for Lands and who should be
aware that the second, export phase of the
North-West Shelf gas project came along very
quickly. Land was available at the time, that
land was sold, and blocks are still available in
that development. In particular, 15 med ium-
density residential blocks which are available

have not been sold. If they were sold and dwell-
ings built on them, we could have something
like_ 150 residential units, be they flats or what-
ever, available as soon as the development was
finished. The difficulty lies in convincing the
developer to go in there and build those resi-
dential developments knowing that the con-
struction phase itself, from which the great de-
mand will come, will last for only a relatively
short time.

That is another issue; it is not the issue on
which the member grieved. However, [ thought
I should mention it. If the member gives me
information as to the other matter, I shall look
at it, particularly if it is possible to freehold the
area of land which people require for their resi-
dences.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Gosnells Electorate Grievance

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [4.52 p.m.]:
My grievance is directed to the Minister for
Education and Minister for Planning. The first
part of it relates to two primary schools in my
electorate and the second to the Albany High-
way.

There are two primary schools in my elector-
ate which are considered to be grossly
overcrowded. The first is the South Thornlie
Primary School. This school is located in
Ovens Road, Thomnlie and enrols children
from approximately half of the district of
Thomlie. The last time I spoke with the
principal of the school it had 670 pupils. It
could have up to 700 pupils now, In addition to
that, it has 60 or 70 pre-primary children in a
separate building. Most people would agree
that, once primary schools have more than 500
students, they are really overcrowded and too
large for the benefit of children.

This school is situated in an area of rapid
subdivision and development. Land is reason-
ably cheap and it is attractive. Very close to the
area covered by the South Thornlje Primary
School is a large new subdivision called Forest
Lakes. This is a three-phase subdivision which
has been developed by a bank and several proj-
ect home companies. They have released land
in three stages. Each of the stages of land which
has been released has been sold out almost as
soon as it has been released and large numbers
of families have moved into the area. Most of
them have young children and at the moment
the children are directed to the South Thomnlie
Primary School. This school consists of t8
classrooms and four demountable classrooms.
There is no doubt the school was not built to
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take anything like 700 children. Bearing in
mind its general amenities, it really cannot
cope with any more children.

At present the school is seeking to obtain an
additional demountable classroom, not necess-
arily because of its numbers, but because it has
been able to create an additional grade two
class as a result of the Government's improved
staffing formula last year. I certainly commend
the Government on that move to reduce the
numbers of children in grade two classes. How-
ever, it has resulted in this school having a
grade two class in a wet area between two
classroms and it is now seeking to obtain a fifth
demountable classroom to put on its grounds.
Even to erect this demountable classroom on
the school campus presents problems as to
where it can be positioned, because the
principal does not wish to restrict the oval
space available for sporting activities.

The other primary school in my electorate
which has similar problems is the Yale Primary
School at the other end of Thornie. The last
time I visited it, that school had 685 children.
The figure could now be close to 700. In ad-
dition, it has another 10 1 pre-primary children
on the same grounds. That gives us close to 800
children occupying the grounds of a primary
school. I think all of us would agree that 800
children in a primary school is far too many.

The school is located in an area of rapid'
subdivision and development. It is an area
which continues to row. However, most
parents are aware that their children go to pri-
mary school only once and if they happen to
attend a school at a time when it has a very
large enrolment, they cannot rectify that ex-
perience when some of the pupils on the roll of
the school are channelled elsewhere when
another school is built.

There is no doubt that the children are not
disadvantaged in respect of individual class-
rooms, because the numbers are governed by
the staffing formula and I do not suggest that
children are disadvantaged in that respect.
However, in terms of the facilities of the school
and the overcrowding of playing and sporting
areas, there is no doubt that most parents
would prefer their children to attend schools
which had less than 500 on the roll instead of
attending a school which has close to 800.

In both those areas in my electorate I would
be most anxious to see two new primary
schools established to afford some relief to the
children attending them.

The second matter on which I wish to corn-
merit is the Albany Highway. This is a major
route into Perth for many of my constituents.
Indeed, some 24 000 vehicles a day pass
through Gosnells on their way to the city, In
the vicinity of the Carousel shopping centre
some 54 000 vehicles a day travel along that
section of Albany Highway.

For people who are daily commuting to work
in Perth, this can represent an hour or an hour
and a half of their time driving on Albany
Highway. I do not think anyone who has driven
down Albany Highway could deny that it really
represents one of the worst examples of urban
ugliness in Western Australia. As a State which
is looking very hard towards improving its im-
age and attracting tourists, it must be
remembered that Albany Highway is an artery
to the south-west. From the time they hit
Victoria Park until they get to Kelruscoti, most
people grit their teeth. When they get to
Kelmscott there is a bit of rural relief and there
is not such a proliferation of signs and develop-
ment as that which they have just left behind.

Albany Highway shows very clearly the very
real, damaging effect of strip development in a
completely uncontrolled and unregulated man-
ner over a long period over which a whole
series of government and local authorities have
controls and restrictions, but each only looks at
what is happening within its own boundaries
without looking at the whole picture.

We now have a 17-kilometre strip compris-
ing shops; caryards; wrecking yards; caravan
saleyards; salvage yards; wholesale suppliers of
all sorts; small industrial units; home improve-
ment centres; transportable home display
centres; machinery saleyards selling tractors,
cranes, etc.; furniture and carpet showrooms;
electrical retailers; boat saleyards; car and ma-
chinery workshops; as well as smaller delica-
tessens; chemists; hardware stores; and petrol
stations. I have a recurring nightmare of wall-
to-wall caryards extending from Victoria Park
down to Maddington and it seems to me that,
every month or so, a new caryard is added to
that strip of development.

At the moment the only relief is a small area
around Beckenharn where we find rural devel-
opment with some open paddocks and larger
blocks with older houses on them. That pro-
vides some relief for motorists travelling along
that very congested strip of highway.

It was certainly of sone benefit to motorists
when Shepperton Road was opened up and
they did not have to travel along the older sec-
tion of Albany Highway to Victoria Park. That
provided some very welcome relief.
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It is now a fact that the section of Albany
Highway from Victoria Park to Canningion,
Kenwick, and Gosnells, is starting to resemble
the same kind of development we have in
Victoria Park. The traveller is visually
assaulted all the way along the 17-kilometre
drive to Perth by a maze of ever larger and
more colourful signs which increase every day.
We have giant-sized cowboy hats mounted on
caryard rooftops; boats suspended above build-
ings; a forest of brightly coloured large, small,
round, square, and triangular signs; signs which
flash, shimmer, and rotate, and signs which are
even mounted diagonally. All these signs
scream for the motorist's attention as he drives
along this highly congested road.

Coloured bunting is everywhere. We have
new signs which are ever bigger and more
colourful. There are psychadelic pinks, blues,
and greens and we even now have three-
dimensional billboards with giant sized awn-
ings built out from them, not to mention three-
dimensional bricks and stoves.

Recently, a caryard in Cannington mounted
a massive United States Confederate soldier
complete with flag which is about four times
life size and it stands ready to walk out onto the
highway.

We have an insulation company which feels
its bright yellow building is not conspicuous
enough in the maze of colours and signs of
neighbours which has outside its store an ani-
mated, insulated bat, which is a person dressed
up in insulation gear like Fat Cat or Percy Pen-
guin. This person waves to the peak-hour
traffic as it goes by in an endeavour to attract
the motorists' attention.

All this means that it is really quite a night-
mare for motorists who drive along this road
every day. They face constant visual pollution.
It gets worse and worse as each company tries
to compete with its neighbour to grab the
motorist's attention. The question we all ask is:
When will there be a halt to it? What control
can we exercise over it?

When the City of Gosnells sought to institute
guided development schemes over commercial
developments in some sections of Albany High-
way, it required developers to set buildings
back from the kerb and contribute to common
schemes for sewerage, and to provide lawns in
front of their buildings. The council found
many were not prepared to contribute, so
unregulated development continues to flourish.

I contend that we cannot continue to ignore
these major arteries out of the city and allow
them to become uglier. We have to exercise

some control for the benefit of the whole com-
munity, rather than the parochial narrow view
that local authorities should only be concerned
about those issues which fall directly within
their boundaries. Albany Highway is congested
enough with vehicles without motorists having
to contend with literally thousands of coloured
signs and bunting which assault them each day
on theirjourneys.

MR PEARCE (Arrnadale-Minister for
Planning) [5.02 p.m.]: I thank the member for
raising those two issues. With regard to the
first, l am well aware of the problems of growth
in her electorate and the impact on schools,
particularly the two she mentioned, South
Thomnlie Primary School and Yale Primary
School. The Government proposes to build a
primary school to relieve overcrowding in that
area, opening for business in 1987. The present
proposal is to build at south-west Thonilie, and
that will relieve pressure on South Thornlie
Primary School and cater for the new growth
area which the member mentioned.

I have asked the department to justify the
location of the school as opposed to other sites
because building the school on the present
proposed site would have no effect whatever on
the problems at Yale Primary School. There
are possibilities with regard to Yale, but the
most obvious is to redraw its boundaries so
that the standard gauge railway line becomes
the boundary and cuts out the optional area
choice in most of south Langford. That would
be resisted by local people who have enjoyed
the benefits of the dual selection system. That
choice between Yale and Brookman Primary
Schools has meant that Yale has become
overcrowded and Brookman is running at
much less than full capacity.

We have a policy of giving parents as much
choice as possible. We will be building at least
one primary school in that area to take account
of the overcrowding, and I am asking the de-
partment to see if it can be located to cater for
the new growth area and relieve overcrowding
at those schools. I will consult the member be-
fore a decision is made.

With regard to strip development in Albany
Highway, the matter is more intractable than
that relating to the schools. I agree with the
member on almost every point. It is an out-
standing example of the ill-effects that strip de-
velopment can have. The difficulty is that
Albany Highway has built up over three-quar-
ters of a century and it is hard to reverse all the
zoning, planning, and subdivisional decisions
made in that time.
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I have taken a different approach to the vis-
ual ugliness of Albany Highway which I com-
mend to the member-I do not use it at all. I
drive along Shepperton Road and look at the
signs. The creation of the Tonkin Highway has
given an alternative route into the city for
people from Gosnells. They can turn into
Welshpool Road and pick up Shepperton Road
quite easily. The constmuction of the Ranford
Road-South Street link has enabled people
from Armadale to get to the city and miss
Albany Highway altogether. That has reduced
some traffic pressure, but the State Planning
Commission is looking at other alternatives to
reduce pressure on Albany Highway. The pre-
vious Government looked at some solutions
and found them all too hard, and did nothing. I
hope this Government will not be easily
dissuaded from the actions that need to be
taken.

With regard to individual strip develop-
ments, the answer is to look at a guided devel-
opment scheme in which groups of owners co-
operate or individuals buy up groups of hold-
ings and develop them in a thorough way in-
stead of developing them piecemeal. Two
things occur with piecemeal development:
There is a big turnover in occupancy and use,
and secondly, it places greater pressure on the
traffic when people are constantly trying to
turn in and out of laneways. The net result is it
is harder to get to those shops and the
businesses suffer.

I am cognisant of the strip development
problems, apart from the traffic problem, but
the solution does not lie in my hands or that of
the Planning Commission because we do not
have the capacity to set in train the actions
which are necessary to tidy up the act in
Albany Highway. The solutions must lie with
local government. If local authorities take ac-
tion to get a more coordinated approach to
development along Albany Highway they will
have my full support.

LAND
Buckland Hill: Grievance

MR HASSELL: (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [5.07 p.m.]: My grievance is
directed to the Premier. It relates to the
Buckland Hill land in Mosman Park. It is a
matter of particular interest to me because it is
a significant area of land within my electorate.
I do not say that all the problems are the
Premier's responsibility, and I do not bring the
matter here to have a slash at the Premier ex-
cept to the extent that at least part of my prob-

lem relates to the refusal of the Western
Australian Development Corporation to pro-
vide information. That arises from the attitude
of the Government which has engendered in
the WADC the belief that it has no responsi-
bility to Parliament or to members, or to the
public in relation to its activities. To the extent
that that attitude has been promoted by the
thrust of the Premier's approach to WADC's
operations, I hold him responsible.

The reality is that the Buckland Hill land
issue has been going on for many months, and
nobody seems to be able to find out what is
going on or the truth of the matter. First we
had a decision by the Commonwealth to dis-
pose of the land as being surplus to its require-
ments. I believe subsequently it was offered to
the university as it was the original owner. The
university was not interested, so the State
Government was next in line.

Mr Brian Burke: The university was
interested, but it was unable to finance its
interest and came to the WADC.

Mr HASSELL: I understand the university is
now completely out of it.

Mr Brian Burke: All I know is that the Com-
monwealth is being exceptionally difficult and
wants to put all sorts of developments there
which are not considered appropriate by any-
one else including the local authority.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier has now told me
more than I have been able to get out of anyone
for months on end, including answers to ques-
tions in this House to which I will refer.

The university went to WADC as the
Premier said, and the Government has left the
corporation to negotiate this matter on its be-
half. I am not saying this matter is entirely the
fault of WADC except in relation to excessive
and continuing secrecy and its refusal to be
accountable in any way to Parliament or mem-
bers of Parliament.

At one stage I wrote to the Chairman of the
Western Australian Development Corporation
and asked him for information because rep-
resentations had been made to me by the local
authority which could not find out what was
really going on and it was not satisfied with
what appeared to be going on. I am unable to
advise the House of the exact dates concerned
because I do not have my file in front of me
and I do not want to go into that sort of detail.
However, some weeks later, having received no
acknowledgment or response, I instructed my
secretary to ring the WADC and ask for a
reponse to my letter. The result was that within
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24 hours of my reminder!I received a telephone
call from Mr Michael Beach of the WADC and
he advised me of some of the details. I was
alarmed because his advice included the fact
that the Commonwealth Government was be-
ing extremely difficult and that it wanted to
impose conditions; they were that a significant
part of the land be used for public housing and
provision be made for public open space. In
addition, the Commonwealth had some
peculiar plan whereby it wanted an institution
established on that land.

In fact, the WADC or somebody in pursu-
ance of the Commonwealth policy tried to
pursuade the Australian Institute of Manage-
ment to establish its headquarters on that land
even though that body had made arrangements
to build its headquarters on another site and I
understand it has gone ahead with its original
plan.

Mr Brian Burke: The Commonwealth
wanted some residential trade union training
centre which we thought was unreasonable, but
the AIM was not quite as set as you imply on
its plan.

Mr HASSELL: It was prepared to negotiate.
Mr Brian Burke: It was happy to look at the

site.
Mr HASSELL: I understand that, but the

Commonwealth was trying to force that sort of
structure on that site-it was not the State; it
was not the WADC-it was the Common-
wealth.

We have a situation where the Common-
wealth was trying to tell the State what would
happen to this important piece of land which is
situated in the middle of a major residential
suburb on the sea coast and which literally
overlooks the America's Cup course.

The local authority and I could not find out
what was going on. The only information I
received was the telephone conversation I had
with an officer from the WADC and that
resulted from my reminding the corporation
that I had not received a response to a letter I
wrote to the chairman.

The whole affair has gone on and on. I am
aware certain inquiries are being made by
journalists to find out what is going on. They
have not been able to find out anything, and
have gone to the extent of trying to find out
through the Commonwealth's freedom of infor-
mation legislation, but all they have met with,
as I have, is a veil of silence and avoidance of
the issue.

Last year and the year before I asked a num-
ber of questions about this matter and on 24
June this year I asked the Premier what pro-
posals have been put by or on behalf of the
State Government to the Commonwealth
Government in relation to the future usage of
Buckland Hill, Mosman Park. flat is a simple
enough question. What does the State Govern-
ment want to do with the land if they acquire it
with taxpayers' money?

The answer to my question was that dis-
cussions and correspondence have been in
progress for the last 21 months. That is not an
answer at all. It is not a fair response and we
are unable to obtain information to which the
public and the Parliament should be entitled.
The other questions I asked at that time were
avoided also.

On I I June I asked the Minister for Housing
question 92 as follows-

(1) Is he or his department negotiating
with the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation in relation to the
provision of public housing on the
Buckland Hill land and associated
Commonwealth land in Mosman
Park?

(2) What proposals have been put by the,
Commonwealth for the provision of
public housing in this area?

The Minister denied that his department was
negotiating with the WADC and in answer to
pant (2) of my question said-

Whilst I understand that the Com-
monwealth put forward proposals on
public housing provision, I am not
aware of details as Homeswest has not
been directly involved in negotiations.

As I said, that question was asked on I I June,
but on 4 June the following article was
published in The West Australian-

THE MOSMAN PARK TOWN COUN-
CIL is remaining tight-lipped over a meet-
ing it had last week with the chairman of
Homeswest, Mr Stan Parks, about future
use of army land at Buckland Hill.

The council's town clerk, Mr Doug
Walker, refused to comment on the meet-
ing which he said was confidential.

A spokesman for the Minister for Hous-
ing, Mr Wilson, confirmed that
Homeswest was interested in acquiring
some of the land for State housing once the
wrangle over its ownership was sorted out.
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I had been told by Mr ,Beach that the WADC
did not want public housing on the land.

Another inconsistency to which I will refer is
that the Commonwealth Government has
claimed that there was an agreement made be-
tween it and the State Government that public
housing be constructed on the land. In answer
to question 3329 in the House of Representa-
tives, Mr Uren said-

In 1985 the Commonwealth and West-
ern Australian Governments arced in
principle that the site should be developed
to provide a mix of public and private
housing, institutional use and public open
space.

That is interesting. The Minister for Housing is
shaking his head and I understand him to be
saying that my comments in regard to public
housing are not correct. In addition to that, I
have in my hand a letter from Mr Tom Uren to
Mr A. C. Rocher which I am happy to show the
Minister in which Mr Uren made the same
claim.

The whole matter requires a fair public dis-
closure and it would be in the interest of the
community if a full disclosure, a proper
statement, were made.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) (5.'18
p.m.]: The difficulty in trying to satisfy the
Leader of the Opposition really revolves
around the difficulty being experienced by the
State Government in trying to negotiate with
the Commonwealth Government to achieve
suitable terms and conditions upon which the
Buckiand Hill land might be obtained by the
State Government and developed in a manner
that is satisfactory to the community generally,
and to the local authorities specifically.

It simply is not possible to answer many of
the questions raised by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition because the answers are unknown. The
Commonwealth has been particularly difficult
to deal with, from the time that the university
first approached the WAUC seeking that cor-
poration's assistance in trying to obtain from
the Commonwealth the Bucland Hill land and
develop it after it had been obtained.

Without having access to the detailed fifor-
mation given to this House today, the Com-
monwealth has insisted on a series of absol-
utely uncommercial uses to which part of the
land should be put. On that basis the WADC
has been engaged in a tortuous period of nego-
tiations trying to solve the problems and over-
come the difficulties of the demands made by
the Commonwealth.

I do not have the information with me, but
as yet no conclusion has been reached. All the
proposals put forward by the WADC, to my
understanding, have been rejected by the Com-
monwealth and the counterproposals put for-
ward by the Commonwealth have been rejected
by the WADC.

The Commonwealth rejected the proposals
of the corporation because it believed that the
land should be used for certain public uses as
well as for some private development, and the
corporation rejected the Commonwealth's view
because the demands made by it would render
the corporation's role to be profitless-in fact,
loss-making-and on that basis the corporation
is not prepared to proceed.

I am not in a position to give the Leader of
the Opposition a plan and say, "This is the
planned development."

Mr Hassell: You could say what you wanted
to do. The Minister says the State Government
does not want public housing and I understand
that to be the case.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Commonwealth is
demanding some public housing, but the
WADC has pointed out-I am speaking from
memory because I do not discuss this matter on
even a weekly basis with anyone from the cor-
poration-that the prospect of Homeswest or
public housing has to be avoided because it is
not an efficient use of such valuable land.

At the same time the Commonwealth owns
the land and will refuse to sell it back to the
State except on conditions or for a price that it
finds satisfactory. There is no master plan of
development I can give to the Leader of the
Opposition. As far as I know there is no final
development plan. I am happy for the Leader
of the Opposition to be fully briefed by the
development corporation and obtain all the in-
formation he wants. I have no doubt that
Michael Beech tried to tell the Leader of the
Opposition that and to answer the questions
put to him.

Mr Kassell: He save me lots of information.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is no secret

about it; the only secret is that no finality is
reached as to any of the plans. The State of flux
in which the development is presently placed is
reflected in the negotiations involving the
Australian Institute of Management, when the
Commonwealth's demands were attempted to
be satisfied by the corporation providing the
AIM as a suitable industry or trading organis-
ation to establish itself on that land. As the
Leader of the Opposition knows, that has now
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gone by the board with the AIM establishing
itself elsewhere with Government assistance.
We were pleased to do that.

There is no final master or detailed plan of
development that has been agreed by anyone.
As far as I know the last stage at which the
process had stalled was the Commonwealth
making unreasonable demands-unreasonable
in the view of the corporation-and the corpor-
ation saying that it was thinking seriously
about not proceeding with the development at
all. On that basis I suppose the Commonwealth
can provide a list of those things which should
be included in the development, but the devel-
opment corporation does not have a plan as far
as I know that has been agreed with anyone
about or for the development.

The only other thing I would add is to say-
and I do so in good grace and hopefully in a
way that will ensure that it is taken up in the
manner proffered-it is my impression that the
people at the development corporation are only
too happy to provide whatever information the
Opposition wants about any of the matters in
which the corporation is involved. But it is not
prepared to provide the information so that the
Opposition can use it politically to shy at the
corporation. It is simply untrue to say that the
directors of the corporation or even a small
minority of the staff are politically motivated
or supporters of the Government in a political
sense. If they have been a little gun-shy it is
because of the actions of the Opposition.

I have no wish to delve into matters inv olv-
ing the corporation or the personnel. They can
look after themselves. However, I tell the Op-
position that the litigation involving the mem-
ber for Nedlands was initiated by the develop-
ment corporation in great anger because of the
way in which it felt some of the staff in the
money market operation had been impugned.
As far as the corporation is concerned it has
told me that it will take steps to protect the
staff from that sort of unwarranted talk, re-
gardless of what I Or the Government might
think. I would not instruct the corporation in
one way or another.

Mr Court: It is taxpayers' funds and I asked a
very simple question last week which you have
still refused to answer.

Mir BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to say that I
am sure the corporation does not have any in-
prained political objection to the Leader of the
Opposition or to any Opposition member. I am
sure that even the member for East Melville

can confirm that the corporation does treat in-
quirers in a fair and open way.

Mr Court: You are the one refusing to
answer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member may at-
tack me but he must understand that the cor-
poration comprises people who are not going to
be happy to see their names dragged through
the Press in the way that all those people
involved in the Young Presidents Organisation
had their names. dragged through the Press.
They have shown a resilience that has surprised
the Opposition. They have dug their heels in;
they think they are engaged in-and 1 think so
too-very worthwhile, public-spirited, advan-
tageous efforts on behalf of the State. If niem-
hers opposite want to say, as the Leader of the
Opposition said today, that the directors toady
to the Government, they cannot expect those
men to somehow or other welcome their in-
quiries with open arms; they do not trust Mem-
bers opposite. If the members are dinkumn and
ask them honestly for information about mat-
ters in which they are involved, they will cer-
tainly provide information and try to assist
them. However, if members opposite seek to
assassinate their characters then presumably,
because they know the business world and its
ways properly, they will be able to combat the
members opposite at their own game.

I have said what I want to say on that matter.
I will talk personally to the Chairman of the
WA Development Corporation. I will tell him
of this debate and of the queries raised by the
Leader of Opposition. I will attempt to ensure
that the Leader of the Opposition has open
access to the development corporation when-
ever he likes and on whatever subject he likes.

IQuestions taken.]
Sitting suspended from 6. 0010o 7.15 p.m.

ROAD OVERPASS
Russell High way; Grievance

MR D. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [7.15 p.m.]: I
desire to grieve to the Minister for Transport
on a matter relating to an overpass on the
Bussell Highway at the end of Brittain Road
where it meets Hay Park. I had some difficulty
in deciding on which of the matters of concern'
to me I should grieve. There are other issues of
major concern such as the question of water
irate assessments for excess water issued to
Homneswest tenants; the mineral sands
transport problem at Boyanup; and the prob-
lemn of drainage rates at Capel. I have decided
to grieve on the question of the overpass be-
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cause on Monday this week I received a letter
from a Mrs Jill Davies of Wisbey Street,
Bunbury who is a concerned community-
minded person living in my electorate. The let-
ter states-

Please find enclosed herewith a copy of a
petition with some 1 000 signatures which
had been presented to the City of Bunbury
in an effort to have an overhead pass
constructed over Russell Highway.

Also enclosed is a copy of our letter to
the City of Bunbury and their reply.

We have forwarded a copy of the pet-
ition to Mr Phil Smith, MLA for Bunbury,
the Hon. G. Troy, MLA, Minister for
Transport, and the Hon. R. J1. Pearce, Min-
ister for Education.

The petition which was enclosed, and appears
to have about 1 000 signatures, was addressed
to the Mayor, Mr A. G. McKenzie, and the
councillors of the City of Bunbury, and reads as
follows-

We, the undersigned electors of the City
of Bunbury, request the Bunbury City
Council to provide pedestrians, especially
schoolchildren, with a means of safe pass-
age, that is, a footbridge, across Russell
Highway, adjacent to Hay Park.

That was duly considered by the City of
Bunbury which wrote back to Mrs Davies on
10 June as follows-

I refer to Your Petition containing some
I1000 signatures in relation to the above
matter.

Council considered your request at its
meeting held on the 9th June 1986 and
resolved as follows-

(a) The Petition be referred to the
Main Roads Department
requesting the Department to ad-
vise suitable solutions.

(b) The Member for Mitchell be
requested to raise the matter with
the Ministers for Transport and
Education in an endeavour to
solve the problem.

(c) The Education Department be
notified of the Petition and its
comments be sought on the
necessity to provide safe crossing
of Bussell Highway for school
children.

The city council in effect has passed the matter
to the State Government to f ind a solution.

It is not the first time I have raised in this
Parliament the question of the need for this
overpass. On 18 April 1984, in a general griev-
ance about the state of the Russell Highway, I
said that the overpass was required. It was
raised as one of a number of improvements
that I thought should be effected to that high-
way. Since then I am pleased to advise that the
Main Roads Department has made a number
of improvements to the highway. At the
Bunbury end it has completed about seven
kilometres of dual carriageway, and it has
widened a substantial portion of the highway
between Bunbury and Capel. It has also
provided deceleration lanes at a number of
major intersections, all of which I asked for in
that grievance debate. The matter still not
attended to is the overpass.

To properly understand the problem one has
to have a reasonably good knowledge of the
area, and I will do my best to explain that to
the Minister and the House. At the southern
end of Bunbury, what we call Blair Street be-
comes the Russell Highway and runs parallel
and adjacent to a large recreation reserve
known as Hay Park which the city council's
forefathers decided some time ago to make the
major recreation centre in Bunbury. At that
centre there is both a large indoor recreation
facility which is also used for a number of pub-
lic functions including such things as rock con-
certs, and a substantial number of playing
fields.

For the benefit of members I will list the
sports and other activities which are carried on
at Hay Park. They include hockey, both men's
and women's in all grades; netball and basket-
ball, both men's and women's in all grades;
tennis; junior football; soccer; swimming; bad-
mninton; squash; and croquet. The Police and
Citizens' Youth Club also holds its activities
there, and blue light discos and other activities
including karate, tae kwan do, boxing, and
gymnastics are also conducted there. The BMX
track is there and archery and model aircraft
activities are also carried on at the park. Tee
ball and softball are other activities carried on
at the park and tee ball, on Saturday mornings,
attracts very large crowds. On any Saturday at
any time of the year there could be something
like 2 000 children participating in sports of
one kind or another in Hay Park. Those chil-
dren are required to reach Hay Park either by
crossing Parade Road, which is on the western
side of the park, or by crossing Russell High-
way, which is on the eastern side of the park.
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The major high school for the southern area
of Sunbury, Newton Moore Senior High
School, is on the western side of Bussell High-
way and all of the children from Carey Park,
Kinkella Park, Wollaston, Crosslands, and
other areas east of the highway have to cross
the highway to get to the high school.

The Adam Road Primary School is on the
western side of the highway and the children
from Crosslands on the eastern side have to
cross the highway to get to that school.

The Crosslands shopping centre is on the
western side of the highway. The Bussell
Motor Hotel, which is the only hotel at the
southern end of Bunbury is on the eastern side
of the highway. Anybody who lives on the west-
ern side of the highway and especially those
who live in Withers, Mason, Parkdale, and
Glen Padden have to cross the Russell Highway
to get to the hotel and shopping centre.

The only film theatre in Bunbury, the Forrest
Cinema, is situated on the western side of the
highway and any resident on the eastern side of
the highway has to cross it to get to the theatre.
Currently Crocodile Dundee is showing at the
theatre and many people including a great
number of children from the suburbs across the
highway are endeavouring to see it.

In addition, the college of advanced edu-
cation and the technical college are both on the
eastern side of the highway and, again, those
who live on the western side have to cross the
highway to get to those colleges. In the same
area also are the Bunbury racetrack and~ the
Bunbury trotting track, with the major pant of
the Bunbury Racing Club's excess car park be-
ing on one side of the highway and the track on
the other side.

The Masonic homes complex on Timperley
Road houses a number of elderly people who
have to crass the highway to get to the nearest
shopping centre which is near the Bussell Ho-
tel. The only doctor in the area is situated at
Glen Padden South and again the people have
to traverse the highway to get to the doctor's
surgery.

There is a great movement of people back-
wards and forwards across that highway. There
have been a number of accidents, hut to date
no fatalities. I am sure that if the matter is not
rectified there soon will be.

This matter has been previously raised with
the Main Roads Department and such
possibilities as a stop sign and lights have been
assessed as not suitable because of the amount

of heavy traffic such as mineral sands trucks
from Capel that use the highway and would
have to stop at stop lights. The question of a
crosswalk attendant has been canvassed, but
because of the number of hours and days that
such an attendant would have to be on duty,
the ongoing cost makes such a proposal
unviable.

Recently the City of Sunbury constructed a
further cycleway on Ecclestone Street which
will link this area with others and a cycle cross-
ing on the highway will be required. I agree
with these residents that the only way to
resolve these problems is to construct an
overpass and I recommend that the Minister
address himself to that problem as soon as
possible.

MR TROY (Mundaring-Minister for
Transport) [7.27 p.mn.J: I thank the member for
Mitchell for giving me some notice of the prob-
lem. I compliment him on his normal diligent
approach to a subject. We have all become ac-
customed to this form of approach by the mem-
ber for Mitchell.

H-e referred to a letter received from a Mrs
Jill Davies and I understand a copy has now
arrived in my office and is being considered
now by the Main Roads Department. The pet-
ition, containing 1 000 signatures, reflected a
problem. I appreciate the concern of the
people in that area. There are certain
similarities in my electorate. I have also seen
similar conditions on my travels since becom-
ing Minister for Transport.

I understand the petition was sent to the
Bunbury City Council and highlights a number
of issues. I think it is appropriate to recognise
that the member adequate 'ly covered all of the
facilities which are in close proximity to the
location about which he spoke and the prob-
lems that have emerged, not in a short form.
That section of Russell Highway, as I under-
stand it, is a dual carriageway with a wide me-
dian strip. It is crossed and recrossed continu-
ally by residents in the area, as indicated by the
member.

As I understand it, the Russell Highway at
this location is under control of the Bunbury
City Council. Furthermore, I understand that
the Bunbury City Council has now
corresponded with the divisional engineer of
the Main Roads Department in Sunbury
seeking support for a solution to the problem
and that a report from the Main Roads Depart-
ment is forthcoming.
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I advise the member for Mitchell that a
crossing advisory committee operates within
the metropolitan area. I have spoken to my
colleague, the Honorary Minister assisting the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services
and we have agreed to make the expertise of
that committee available to the Bunbury City
Council.

The member for Mitchell highlighted a
classic problem which exists in a number of
areas and results from significant growth in
terms of vehicular traffic which causes a natu-
ral expansion of the moad network. I am aware
of the growth of vehicular traffic on the Bussell
Highway and I acknowledge the subsequent
problems with pedestrian traffic.

I sympathise with the member for Mitchell
because the problem he has outlined parallels
that in my electorate of Mundaring. The town
is divided by a major roadway and people
reside on either side of it. As a result, both
young and elderly people are confronted with
problems when crossing the highway.

In the past two or three weeks the member
for Joondalup asked me to examine a similar
problem in Wanneroo. The engineers from the
Main Roads Department are faced with a chal-
lenge and I am sure they will be successful.
They are placed in a position where they must
find, at a low cost, alternative pedestrian cross-
ings to those currently existing. While we can
achieve a certain level of safety with dual car-
riage highways and median strips, the problem
cannot be solved. For example, on the one
hand we have the problem of groups of chil-
dren streaming across the highway in a dis-
orderly fashion and, on the other hand, elderly
people find difficulty in crossing highways and
find themselves dodging between traffic. We
also must take into consideration the light dis-
tances involved and crossroads.

The member for Mitchell illustrated quite
clearly that the very nature of the traffic on the
Bussell Highway is adding to the existing prob-
lems. The road is used by trucks carrying min-
eral sands and by other heavy vehicles.

Three areas must be addressed when con-
sidering a solution to this problem. First, the
Main Roads Department will be requested to
give technical advice to the Bunbury City
Council and perhaps look at an option which is
flexible in terms of application to this particu-
lar area. In time, that option could be
transferred to another area of major concern.

Secondly, the crossing advisory committee
may be in a position to provide significant in-
put to the Bunbury City Council.

Thirdly, there is the question of financial
support. I do not see any difference between
this problem and other arrangements which
have been made between the Main Roads De-
pantment and local authorities when a shared
funding solution exists.

I will ask the Main Roads Department and
the crossing advisory committee to offer sup-
port to the Bunbury City Council in a hope that
a solution to the problem will be found.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Grievances
noted.

ACTS AMENDMENT (PROTECTION OF
THE COMMUNIWY BILL

Second Reading
MR MacINNON (Murdoch-Deputy

Leader of the Opposition) 17.36 p.m.]: On be-
half of the member for Floreat I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Written legislation from the oldest remnants in
history like Hammurabi's Codes, always
expresses most precisely the prevailing social-
ethical values of the time and place and tell us
how these were observed.

Written laws do so much more objectively
than any historian's description because he
might well have been prejudiced for or against
people or institutions or might have used
prejudiced sources before his time. The law,
particularly criminal law, on the other hand
expresses the shortcomings of society against
the desirable moral standards which the ma-
jority desires to observe.

Should the Government of the day omit to
codify the required remedy of such short-
comings, then, in our system at least, it is the
duty of the Opposition to do so. This is pre-
cisely what this Bill is about.

All too many expressions of opinion have
been voiced through various media, both from
individuals and organisations, for larger pro-
tection of the victims of crime and the society
at large against criminal offences.

Many of these offences could be avoided if
the criminals who are known to have commit-
ted similar offences before were not let free
either on bail or on parole, when there is a
reasonable expectation that, given this free-
dom, a crime will be committed again.
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This Bill tries to prevent such a situation by
making it mandatory for the recommending
and decision-making authorities to take so-
ciety's and the victim's interest into prime con-
sideration.

The Bill contains complementary measures
designed to protect members of the community
from those who have committed or are accused
of committing offences, and in particular of-
fences of the same or a like nature. To this end,
the Bill adopts a three-fold scheme.

First, it ensures that where the jurisdiction to
grant bail under the Bail Act 1982-a piece of
legislation which is yet to be proclaimed-is
exercised, the person exercising that power,
whether he be a judicial officer or otherwise,
pays specific regard to whether, if the defend-
ant is not kept in custody, he may endanger the
safety, welfare or property of any person who
has suffered injury or loss in consequence of
the commission of the offence or offences with
which he is charged.

A specific requirement that the person who
has the right to grant bail take into account the
safety, welfare and danger to the property of
the victim of the offence with which the de-
fendant stands accused, is currently absent
from the Bail Act 1982. Also absent from that
Act is a requirement that the question of
whether the defendant has committed any pre-
vious offence or offences of the same or a like
nature be specifically considered. The Bill
would add both these requirements by
amending pant C of the schedule to the Act; this
measure is contained in part III of the Bill.

The second limb of the Bill focuses on the
sentencing of a convicted prisoner. Under the
law as it stands where a person is convicted of
an indictable offence and has been previously
so convicted on at least two occasions the court
may declare that he is an habitual criminal and
direct that at the expiration of the term of im-
prisonment then imposed upon him l e be
detained in prison "during the Governor's
pleasure"-section 661 of the Criminal Code.

A court may also, whether the prisoner has
been previously convicted of an indictable of-
fence or not, exercise this same power, having
regard to the antecedents, character, age, health
or mental condition of the prisoner, the nature
of the offence or any special circumstances of
the case-section 662 of the Criminal Code.

Pant IV of the Bill would amend section 661
of the Criminal Code to require the court to
impose an indeterminate sentence where-

a person is convicted of an indictable of-
fence;
he has been convicted of indictable of-
fences on at least two previous occasions;
and
at least two of such previous convictions
were for offences of the same or a like
nature and resulted in the imposition of
custodial sentences.

The imposition of an indeterminate sentence
would thus be mandatory for multiple serious
offences of the same or a like nature.

The third approach of the Bill is to tighten
the requirements of the Offenders Probation
and Parole Act 1963 as they relate to the grant
of parole to habitual criminals serving indeter-
minate sentences. Under the law as it stands
the Parole Board may direct that a prisoner
serving an indeterminate sentence under sec-
tion 661 of the Criminal Code be released on
parole at any time after the prisoner has been
so detained for a period of two years or such
less a period as the Governor, having regard to
the circumstances of the case, on the
recommendation of the board, orders.

The Bill would amend section 41(l)(b) of the
Offenders Probation and Parole Act 1963 to
extend the minimum two-year period of deten-
tion to four years whilst retaining the power
vested in His Excellency to reduce that period
in appropriate circumstances.

The Bill would also add a new subsection to
section 41 of the Act. This subsection would be
numbered (2) (a) which would require the
board, in the exercise of its discretion to grant
parole, to give express consideration to certain
enumerated factors.

These factors are as follows-
the degree of risk to the safety, welfare or
property of, firstly, the victims of any pre-
vious offences and any members of the vic-
tim's family residing with hint or her, and,
secondly, members of the public at large;
the circumstances of the offence or-
where a prisoner is being detained under
section 661 of the Criminal Code as an
habitual criminal-the circumstances of
the offences for which the prisoner is being
detained.

The proposed subsection also enjoins the
board, except in exceptional circumstances,
from allowing parole where the prisoner has
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committed offences of the same or a like
nature. These measures are contained in part 11
of the Bill.

Thus the Bill can be seen to focus on-
the grant of bail to those with previous
offences of the same or a like nature and
the protection of the victims of the of-
fences with which the accused is charged;
the sentencing of those who have commit-
ted multiple serious offences of the same
or a like nature; and
the grant of parole in general and in par-
ticular to those who have committed mul-
tiple serious offences; and the protection of
the victims of the prisoner's offetices, the
victim's family and the public at large.

Part of these provisions pertaining to parole
were the subject of an Opposition amendment
to the Government's Bill for the Offenders
Probation and Parole Amendment Act (No. 2)
1985. Unfortunately, at that time the Govern-
ment rejected these provisions, the Minister
representing the Attorney General claiming
that it was only a publicity seeking stunt by the
Opposition.

I trust that the Government since has
realised that it is the public which seeks these
provisions, and will agree to the passing of the
Bill, which I strongly recommend to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce
(Leader of the House).

TRANSPORT CO-ORDINATION
AMENDMENT DILL (No. 3)

Second Reading
MR L-AURANCE (Gascoyne) [7.45 p.m.]: I

move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill is brought to the Parliament on behalf
of the long-suffering motorists of this State and
in the interests of some decency and fair play
on the part of this Government. It seeks to
limit the increase in the fuel franchise levy in
any particular year and it relates that increase
to the movement in the consumer price index.

I say that it is brought here in the interests of
decency and fairness in government because
what we have seen in recent days is petrol
pump politics. Every bowser in the land will be
Brian's bowser from now on. Every one be-
comes an additional tax collector. The Govern-
meat's move to almost double the fuel fran-
chise levy in one hit, effective as of yesterday,
will raise $39 million. That is why my Bill is
here today-in order to see whether somebody

on the other side of the House is prepared at
least to limit that increase to the movement in
the Consumer Price Index to relate it to in-
flation.

Just today a wonderful saying was brought to
my attention. It was this: -We voted for
change, but they took the notes too". That is
care of Bernie's hamburger bar in Nortbbridge,
but I think it is typical of this Government and
very appropriate for it. We voted for change,
but the Government took the notes too.

On many occasions we have heard the
Premier say that he has tried to keep the in-
creases in Government taxes and charges to at
or near the rate of inflation. Here is an oppor-
tunity for him to come out and prove that he
meant what he said to us in the Opposition and
to the taxpayers of this State. If he were to
increase the fuel levy this year in line with the
rate of inflation, according to the State and
Federal figures the increase would be some-
where between six per cent and seven per cent.
I understand that the Federal Government is
using a figure of six per cent; the State Govern-
mient is using a figure of seven per cent. Even if
we take the rate of inflation as being seven per
cent, the increase in the fuel franchise levy, if it
was limited to the full amount, would raise
approximately $3 million. l make it clear to
members of the House that my Bill does not
index the increases in the price of fuel. What it
does is say that the increase should be no more
than a maximum of a formula related to the
Consumer Price Index.

Let us presume that the Government was
completely heartless and decided to increase
the price of the fuel levy this year by a full
seven per cent. It would raise approximately $3
million. It is significant that that is about the
amount by which the Commonwealth has
reduced its roads grant to the State this year.
To make up that amount for roads a seven per
cent increase would do the trick. The Govern-
ment would get an increased $3 million this
year if it raised the fuel franchise levy by the
inflation rate of seven per cent. That would he
$36 million less than it intends to raise. In the
last few days it was announced that the increase
in the fuel franchise levy which took effect yes-
terday will increase the tax take from the
motorists of this State by $39 million.

In 1983 when this Government came to
office it blasted the taxpayers out of the water
with many huge increases. Let us consider, for
example, the tobacco tax increase. That tax was
increased under the guise of public health, but
it raised some $40 million-odd a year for the
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Government's purposes; in particular, to get
itself re-elected. Once again, this Government
is preying on the fact that people will forget in
another two years that this ront has been
perpetrated on them. But the Government is
very anxious in its first year after being re-
elected to build up a fund that it can use in
later times.

It is obvious that this increase is not related
in any way to the formula for providing funds
for roads. It is designed to put funds into a
transport trust fund which can then be hived
off to cope with some of the deficits of the
public transport sector.

That is to say the Government will put funds
into those areas from Consolidated Revenue
and save funds for the next election. That is the
situation. The tax already raises $45 million a
year and an increase at the level of the inflation
rate would have increased it to $48 million. But
no, the Government saw fit to increase the tax
by 92 per cent. I ask members opposite if any
of them can defend an increase of that magni-
tude. How can they sit there so cornfortably
and watch the workers of this State pay that
much extra to travel to work?

Members opposite represent the new rich.
My party represents the working people of this
State. Members opposite represent the trendy
lefties and the academics. I do not know how
they get to work; they probably do not use cars.
The working people of this State have to pay
the higher rents, higher interest rates, and
higher petrol prices. Those people thought they
would be protected by the Government but in-
stead they received a 92 per cent incre .ase in
this tax. How can members opposite sit there?
Most of them are studiously reading papers at
the moment, but I ask how any Government
can justify that 92 per cent increase. It is obvi-
ous that the Government believes it has so
much support from the working people that it
will automatically be re-elected at the next elec-
tion. it is taking money from the pockets of the
working people of this State to ensure its re-
election. It will not work. If the people have
any money left to squeeze a drop of petrol into
their tanks to get to a polling station at the next
election, they will register their protest in the
appropriate manner.

The members opposite sit behind the
Premier who, like Pope Pius, says that the
Government will keep the increases in taxes to
around the inflation rate. We are not living in
Argentina;, the inflation rate is not 92 per cent
in this country. It is higher than it should be
and two or three times the rate of most of our

trading partners, but it is not 92 per cent. The
Government has increased the rate so that we
are now paying a higher fuel levy than any
other State in Australia. A working person
would be better off in any other State as a result
of the imposition of this tax.

We now have usurious interest rates. One
would expect the Minister for Housing to have
compassion for the ordinary working people;
he has none.

Mr Wilson: It is still lower than when you
were Honorary Minister.

Mr LAURANCE: The rate is 22 per cent.
When was it ever that high before? The rate has
not come down to the highest figure it was
under the previous Government.

Mr Wilson: The interest rates are not 22 per
cent.

Mr LAURANCE: I am pleased that the Min-
ister for Housing is interjecting because he said
that I should resign when the interest rates
reached 1 5 per cent under the previous
Government.

Mr Wilson: They got to 16.5 per cent under
your Government.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for Housing
started where I left off and has continued
pushing the rate up. How can a man sit in the
Parliament having said the things he did when
interest rates reached 15.5 per cent? We are
now waiting for them to come below 20 per
cent, and if they do so there will be a smile on
his face.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have al-
lowed members a fairly free rein with regard to
interiections but I think they should now stop.
The more members interject the more they will
encourage the member for Gascoyne to extend
his speech. I think it would be better for the
Minister for Housing to allow him to get to the
crux of his address. The Minister has had
plenty of experience in this place.

Mr LAUdRANGE: Thank you for your pro-
tection, Mr Deputy Speaker.

I can see that the Government does not want
to talk about interest rates and neither should
it. I will not touch the subject of rents going
through the roof. Nobody is building accom-
modaLion because the Federal Government has
made sure there is no incentive in that field.
Rents are at their highest level ever.

Let us return to the 92 per cent increase in
the tax on motor spirit in this State and forget
about the 40 or 50 per cent increase in interest
rates under this Government. Do members op-
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posise think it is a fair and reasonable thing? Is
that what belt tightening is about, increasing a
tax by 92 per cent? One would hardly think so.

If the people had a fair Government with
some decency and compassion for working
people who have to pay the petrol prices at the
bowser, those people would not be ripped off
every time they went to the petrol pump.
Clause 3 in the Transport Co-ordination
Amendment Bill (No. 3) reads as follows-

Section 47N of the Transport Co-ordi-
nation Act 1966 is amended by inserting
after subsection (2) the following-

(2a) the amounts prescibed for the
purposes of paragraphs (a) and (b) of
subsection (2) shall not exceed the
amount calculated in. accordance with
the following formula-

The formula relates to the new and the old
price of the tax and the movement in the con-
sumer price index. It is as simple as that. I
point out that that is a maximum price. Even if
we had a terrible Government that wanted to
increase the tax by the full amount it would
have increased by only seven per cent this year
and not 92 per cent.

In speaking to my Bill and the urgent need
for it on behalf of motorists of this State, I have
not forgotten the country people and I have
enough time left to deal with the impact of this
increase on them.

When one looks at the history of this levy
since it was first introduced in 1979. it can be
seen that Gavemnments of all political colours
have increased the rate. However, all those in-
creases have been reasonable. This is the first
unreasonable increase in that tax; it has almost
doubled. How unreasonable could it be? The
fuel franchise levy started at 0.9c per litre for
motor spirit in 1979. It was introduced only to
replace the road maintenance tax which the
transport industry considered to be a severe tax
and its members argued for its removal in
Australia. All States decided to move to the
current form of levy. It has grown in size but
our taxes have been kept pretty much in line
with those in other States. In fact, some other
States had a higher figure until yesterday. Sud-
denly, the Burke Government decided it would
unleash this attack on the motorists of Western
Australia and almost doubled the tax over-
night. We have now become the highest taxed
State in the Commonwealth.

I have indicated previously the figures for
other States at the moment. This was checked
again yesterday with the Prices Surveillance

Authority in Melbourne. I wanted to check to
see what movement there had been as at 1 July
in other States.

My understanding is that the only other State
which has foreshadowed an increase in its fuel
levy is Tasmania, where it is likely to go up
from 3.15Sc per litre for motor spirit to 3.69c.
That is an increase of about O.54c.

In Sydney the levy is 3.53c per litre. In
Melbourne it is 3.67c per litre. In Adelaide it is
2.5c per litre. In Hobart, Tasmania, as I have
indicated, the increase has not been announced
as yet, but at the moment it is 3. 1 Sc. Even if the
increase I have indicated comes in, that State
will still be behind us.

Mr Troy: Are you sure?
Mr LAURANCE: That is the indication I

have from the Prices Surveillance Authority. If
the Minister knows something different he may
be able to indicate it.

The most ludicrous situation of all is in
Brisbane, where the fuel levy is nil. Under Job
it is nil! That is the situation we would have in
this State if there had been a different result in
the election.

Mr Pearce: You would have nil economic
growth, the same as Joh.

Mr Hassell: You should read the economic
reports-

Mr Pearce: We are showing Australia how.
Several members interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: The people in this State
had no idea the Government would double the
tax. It did not tell them what it had in mind.

Mr Pearce: If you want to live in Queensland
go and live there. Good riddance.

Mr Lewis: The Government will change next
time.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Minister,

please do not encourage them.
Mr LAURANCE: I can understand the Min-

ister's discomfort. Any Government which puts
up a tax by 92 per cent is entitled to feel un-
comfortable and embarrassed about it. This
Bill offers it the only way out. it offers the
Government an opportunity to gain bipartisan
support for a move to be fair to the motorist. It
knows what it has done is totally unfair. One
cannot support an increase in the tax by this
amount.

Mr Troy: How do you judge the fairness until
you see how it is applied?
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Mr LAURANCE: How can the Government
increase the tax by 92 per cent? Is the Minister
going to say he will apply this increase fairly?

Mr Troy: Be patient-and that is not one of
your characteristics.

Mr LAURANCE: Does the Minister con-
sider a 92 per cent increase in any tax to be a
fair move on the part of the Government?

Mr Troy: It depends on how it is applied.
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister will have to

convince me and many other people out there;
we will never be convinced that the Govern-
ment has not done a dirty deal on the motorists
of this State by increasing the amount from
yesterday.

I know the Government is very uncomfort-
able about it. Members opposite will have to
bite their tongues and sit behind the Premier to
force this measure through. I am sure many of
them will be tempted to support my Bill in the
interests of fairness, but the party machine will
make sure it bludgeons them into silence and
stearnrollers the Bill through.

We can see how uncomfortable members op-
posite are about it all. It would be uncomfort-
able for any Government to bring in a 92 per
cent increase in any tax. How much more diffi-
cult and hypocritical is it for this Government
to bring in a tax which will result in a large
increase in the price of petrol when it told the
people of Western Australia that in fact it
would reduce petrol prices. The Government
was elected on a promise that it would reduce
petrol prices.

Mr Pearce: They have come down, too.
Mr LAURANCE: This Government even

went so far as to introduce a Bill called the
Prevention of Excessive Prices Bill. The
Government's move to increase this tax is ob-
viously ultra vires its own Act. It is an illegal
move. The Government has legislated to make
sure that no-one puts up his prices excessively,
and then the Government itself puts up this tax
by 92 per cent.

What sort of hypocritical bunch are the
members opposite? Do they think that some
other Government introduced the Prevention
of Excessive Prices Act? Have they forgotten
that it was this Government which introduced
that Act? Have members opposite forgotten
that the only commodity which was made sub-
ject to that legislation was petrol? We thought a
whole range of other goods would be con-
trolled. we thought even supermarket prices
would be included.

Mr Spriggs: We thought it would control
groceries.

Mr LAURANCE.- The Government passed
through this Parliament an Act to control pet-
rol prices, and then it comes here and puts up
its own tax on petrol by 92 per cent. Members
opposite seem to be squirming in their seats
now. They have broken their own law.

In fact the Government changed the name of
that Bill later in the year to the Petroleum
Products Pricing Act. Who is administering
this Act now? It could not be this Minister
opposite; he has come here with legislation to
put the tax up by 92 per cent. It must be
another Minister who controls the Petroleum
Products Pricing Act.

I wonder how members of the Government
are explaining the move to each other, because
obviously no Government which has legislated
to stop prices from rising unfairly could also
bring in a measure like that which commenced
yesterday.

Mr Speaker, the silence from the Govern-
ment is deafening. Members opposite know
there is no excuse for this; absolutely none at
all.

Let us see how it will affect the motorists of
this State. Based on a retail price of 5 2 .2c per
Litre, the motorists of this State will pay 25c to
the Federal Government. The Federal Govern-
ment will collect this through oil excise levy,
duty, and royalties.

The hardest thing about all that is that for
many years Governments have been putting
less and less of the funds received in that way
into roads and more and more into
Consolidated Revenue. Never has that
happened more than under the present Federal
Government. Never before in the history of
this Federal excise on motor spirit has so much
been put into Consolidated Revenue and such
a small proportion into roads.

Every time the motorist puts a litre of fuel
into his tank he pays 25c to the Federal
Government. He now pays 4.2c to the State
Government by way of fuel franchise-almost
double what it was on Monday. That goes
towards Brian Burke's re-election campaign.
That is what this move was all about. The oil
companies receive 19c and the retailer receives
4c. For every litre, 4.2c goes to the Burke
Government.

Look at an average family which uses, say, 70
litres of fuel a week. The weekly fuel bill would
be $36.54. Of that amount, the Federal
Government will take $17.50. The State fuel
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levy is now $2.92 a week to the Burke Govern-
ment. That is $151.84 a year. In fact, the petrol
retailer now gets $2.80 from a tank of fuel. He
does not get as much as the Premier. Every
time one fills up one's tank the poor old retailer
will get $2.80 and the Premier will get $2.92.
That is what this Government has done with
the huge increase it has slapped on the motor-
ints of this State.

This increase will be felt heavily right across
the State. The overall effect of the increases by
the State Government and the State fuel fran-
chise levy which took effect yesterday will
mean that it will cost in direct and indirect
terms approximately $3 million to the Western
Australian rural industry. Western Australian
farmers use SI118 million litres of petrol, of
which about 85 per cent is used on the road,
and, therefore, is not exempt.

The farmers have suffered an increase of 2c
per litre on approximately 100 million litres of
fuel. It will cost farmers approximately $2
million. Farmers use 180 million litres of diesel
a year, of which 15 per cent is not exempt from
the fuel tax. The expected increase to farmers
will be $540 000. The average farm across the
State spends about $8 588 per annum on fuel.
The increase will be $146 a year. A wheat
farmer-whose total fuel bill is higher than the
average-pays approximately $12 780 a year.
The increase on that will be $215 per year.

One would have thought that the rural crisis
had been brought home to this Government
sufficiently so that it would be trying to ease
the lot of the farmers in this State to enable
them to survive. Not on your nelly! The fuel
tax has gone up by 92 per cent. The Govern-
ment will drag an extra $3 million out of the
farming areas of this State this year. It is like
the straw that broke the camel's back. I have
given members opposite the figures, less the
exemption. The figure is $3 million after the
exemption. The return has been pretty good to
date. The Government did not need to raise an
additional $39 million. The Minister knows he
has a Bill on the Notice Paper to set up a
transport trust fund. The Government will
syphon all these funds to pay for its trains. The
farmers will be paying more for the trains than
they did previously. They cannot travel to
Fremantle on a passenger train.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister should try to
sell it to the farmers and tell them he wants to
increase their fuel tax by 92 per cent in order to
keep his trains running.

Mr Rushton: There are plans for an electric
train which is not needed.

Mr LAURANCE: They lose even more
money. The Government loses $2 million a
year on its country bus service. What is the
Minister's suggestion?

Mr Troy: Many country people would be
interested in your comment.

Mr LAU RANGE: The Minister would not
know how to provide a more efficient service.
There are bus companies anxious to give a
seven-day-a-week service. This Government
will not let them because Westrail goes to the
country once a week and loses $2 million a
year. That is how good the Government's pol-
icy is!

I return to the central point of my proposed
legislation: All taxes should be fair. We ap-
preciate there is an economic crisis that the
Labor Government has brought upon us. We
understand that. Everyone knows that the dol-
lar has been gazumnped by the Labor Govern-
ment. It is not worth a cracker and our stan-
dard of living has fallen through the floor,
along with the dollar. We understand the econ-
omic mess that the Labor Government has put
us into. As a result, the news will be tough on
everyone and we will all have to pitch in and
pay more. What about being reasonable! The
Government has created the inflation rate; it is
three or four times that of our trading partners.
The Government should put up its taxes by
that amount. We do not like it but we are pre-
pared to lump it if the Government puts taxes
up by seven per cent. No-one can justify
putting up taxes by 92 per cent and be proud of
it. The Government is very embarrassed about
this situation because it will drag another $39
million out of the people of this State. There is
no need to, and the Government knows it. It is
pumping this situation up to try to get itself
elected in three years' time. That is why this
Government is hitting the motorists of this
State right now in an unprincipled way. There
is no fairness or decency in this measure. There
is no way the Government can justify or
substantiate the increase. A 92 per cent in-
crease is unheard of. No one in their right mind
could come here and introduce an increase of
that size, then try to get re-elected. The
Government must have a death wish. It is
hoping the people will forget and it will
produce enough funds to buy its way back into
office next time. We will see about that!
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This is a very simple Bill. It seeks to amend
the Transport Co-ordination Act by inserting a
new paragraph. This would limit the increase
in the fuel franchise levy in this State in any
one year to no greater than the movement in
the CPI for the previous 12 months, ending on
31 March preceding the dare on which the li-
cence will be enforced. That is the decent, fair
proposal that I bring to the Parliament. The
Government should be able to support it. It
will be worried about a seven per cent increase.
That is what this Bill would mean if one took it
to its maximum this year. I know that situation
would worry the Government. It does not want
to be locked into a seven per cent increase
every year. The Government could then hold
its head up high instead of having to cower in
embarrassment before the motorists. The
motorists will be disgusted with the Govern-
ment and the Government will be red-faced
and ashamed of its actions.

The Government does not need to be shame-
faced about the 92 per cent increase. It can
accept my legislation and put the fuel franchise
levy up by only seven per cent this year. I make
the point once again that we are not indexing it
to the CPI. That is a maximum figure. Instead
of putting the figure up seven per cent this year
and next year, the Government need not put it
up at all under my legislation. That is the fair
and reasonable thing to do. If there is a vestige
of decency left in any of the members opposite,
they will have no alternative but to vole for this
very fair Bill. They will put prices down. We
are not even asking the Government to live up
to its promises and put prices down. With my
Bill, the Government can still increase prices.
Be fair. This gives the Government an oppor-
tunity to give the motorists of this State a fair
go. I commend my Bill to the House and trust
that it gets the support it deserves.
* Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Troy

(Minister for Transport).

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
OFFICE

Standing Committee: Motion
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the

Opposition) [8.20 p.m.]: I move-
That a Standing Committee of Parlia-

ment be established comprising one mem-
ber nominated by the Premier, one memn-
ber nominated by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, and one member nominated by the
Leader of the National Parry to monitor
the competitive nature of the State
Government Insurance Office's continuing

operations and activities so as to ensure
that the State Government Insurance
Office does not receive any improper or
unfair advantage or preference over its
competitors in the insurance industry. The
Committee to be afforded all proper facili-
ties and opportunities to obtain relevant
information in order to carry out its duties,
and that the Committee shall report to
Parliament not less than once every 12
months.

Mr Speaker, on 1 July the amendment to the
State Government Insurance Office legislation
made in 1983 came into operation. It was ab-
solutely fundamental to the bringing into oper-
ation of that legislation that the committee re-
ferred to in the motion should have been estab-
lished. The only variation should have been the
reference to the National Party, instead of to
the Country Party, if the National Party is
accepted as the successor of the Country Party.

In 1983 the Premier of this State and Hon. J.
M. Berinson in the Legislative Council both
gave undertakings that such a committee would
be established as a condition of the passage of
legislation in the form in which it appears
today and which has now been proclaimed.
Never before has such a clear undertaking been
so obviously breached and ignored in a way
which calls into question the very position the
Premier holds.

Let it be remembered that in 1983 the State
Government Insurance Office amending legis-
lation was passed through this House in the
face of opposition from this side. When the
legislation reached the Legislative Council,
amendments were proposed in relation to the
activities of the State Government Insurance
Office. Those amendments were consequently
sent down to this House for its concurrence
and the Premier secured the agreement of the
Opposition in this House and in the upper
House to the deletion of those amendments on
the repeated and clear undertaking of the
Government that the committee referred to in
this motion would be established. The under-
takings, were given because the Government
did not want to have the amendments made.

It is absolutely clear from the record that
those undertakings were given. It is equally
clear that those undertakings have been aban-
doned and even if the Premier were to put the
matter right today by agreeing in this House to
this motion, he would still have breached the
solemn undertaking which he gave to this Par-
liament in 1983.
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The Premier made a statement to the House
on 18 October 1983 which is recorded on page
3248 of Hansard. I quote-

The Government at every turn has tried
to accommodate the Opposition in respect
of this legislation. Every point raised by
the Opposition, going to an unfair com-
petitive advantage that may accrue to the
State Government Insurance Office, has
been catered for by the Government. Not
one point has been raised by the Oppo-
sition in this place to demonstrate that the
legislation will give the SGIO an unfair
competitive advantage.

Those were the Premier's words. His statement
continues as follows-

I am prepared to go as far as to say that
if the legislation passes the Parliament, we
will appoint a committee consisting of the
Leader of the Opposition, or his deputy or
representative; the Leader of the National
Country Party, or his deputy or representa-
tive; and the Premier or his deputy or rep-
resentative. That committee will be
charged with the responsibility of supervis-
ing the competitive nature of the SGlO's
operations. We cannot be any fairer than
that. If that is desired by the Opposition,
we will willingly establish a parliamentary
committee on which we will put a majority
of Opposition members, as outlined a mo-
ment ago. We will charge that committee
with the responsibility of superintending
the activities of the SGlO, to ensure that it
does not receive any competitive advan-
tage.

At a later point, the Premier said:
To what greater length can we go to as-

sure the Opposition that the 5010 will
compete on an even footing with everyone
else? If that is still not acceptable to the
Opposition, I hope everybody realises that
they can make a choice about the philo-
sophical difference, because that is all that
is left. Nothing else is left. That is a fair
offer.

At that stage Mr Laurance said, "I agree with
that".

An amendment was put up in the Legislative
Council to clause 7C of the legislation in the
following terms-

7C. A Committee of Parliament, com-
prising one member nominated by the
Premier, one member nominated by the
Leader of the Opposition and one member
nominated by the Leader of the National

Country Party, shall be set up and shall be
charged with the responsibility of supervis-
ing the competitive nature of the State
Government Insurance Office's continuing
operations and activities so as to ensure
that the State Government Insurance
Office does not receive any improper or
unfair advantage or preference over its
competitors in the insurance industry. The
Committee shall be afforded all proper fa-
cilities and opportunities to obtain rel-
evant information in order to carry out its
duties and to report to Parliament not less
than once every twelve months.

These are familiar words because they come up
over and over again in the debate. That amend-
ment was put up in the Legislative Council and
it was rejected by the Legislative Assembly be-
cause the Premier of this State gave an under-
taking that that committee would be set up in
the Parliament by the Parliament on his mo-
tion as a condition of that amendment not be-
ing made by the Legislative Council on the
basis of the Premier's undertaking.

*On 23 November 1983 on page 5106 of
Hansard when opposing the proposal that the
committee be included in the Bill, as the Legis-
lative Council had requested, after the Bill had
been debated in the Council and returned to
the Assembly, the Premier said-

As discussed with the Leader of the Op-
position, it is not the Government's inten-
tion to resile from its undertaking, but no
undertaking was given that a committee
would be established and incorporated in
the Bill.

In other words, there would be a committee but
it would not be in the Bill. The Premier
continued as follows-

The advice we have, although the Oppo-
sition may not be aware of it or agree with
it, is that the incorporation in the Bill of
such a committee as structured would
make it far less authoritative than it would
be were the committee to be a standing
committee of the Parliament.

For the second time in the same paragraph the
words, "The Government does not intend to
resile from its undertaking" appear. Later, the
passage continues-

-and it will be moving for the establish-
ment of a committee comprising the
Premier or his nominee, the Leader of the
Opposition or his nominee, and the Leader
of the National Country Party or his
nominee. We will ensure that the app ropri-
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ate motion will include the facilities and
the assistance required by the committee
to do the job. But the undertaking was not
given that provision to establish a com-
mittee would be incorporated in this legis-
lation.

That was what the Premier said in this House
on 23 November 1983. He repeated twice in
one paragraph that the Government would not
resile from its undertaking in this respect.

I would refer now to what the Premier had to
say about his undertaking when I wrote to him
the other day after I had seen the announce-
ment that the legislation was to be proclaimed
from 1 July. On 29 May I wrote to the Premier
as follows-

Dear Mr Premier,

It is noted that the 1983 Amendments to
the State Government Insurance Office
Act are soon to be proclaimed.

As you would be aware, a commitment
was made by you in Parliament on the
18th October, 1983, during the passage of
this Bill through the Legislative Assembly,
to establish a Standing Committee of the
Parliament responsible for superintending
the competitive nature of the S.G.I.O. and
for recommending to the Government or
to the Parliament the elimination of any
unfair competitive advantages it has.

I then quoted the Premier's own words. My
letter continued-

This undertaking was further recorded
in a message to the Legislative Council in
the following form-

And again I quoted the Premnier's words.
I then went on to refer to the matter I have

mentioned this evening in respect of the State
Government Insurance Office Bill.

On 20 June the Premier wrote to me and
said-

In view of the above commitment and
your announcement that the Bill will soon
be proclaimed, I seek detail as to when we
may expect the proposed committee to be
established.

The Premier goes on to say that the Govern-
ment has ensured in that legislation that there
will be no competitive advantage. Those were
the claims and we shall deal with them further
later.

Mr Brian Burke: I'll bet you will just argue
with me.
(40)

Mr HASSELL: The letter continues-
Your letter of 29 May 1986 raised a

number of matters relating to the State
Government Insurance Office Act 1983.

As you are aware, the Government has
now introduced into Parliament the State
Government Insurance Commission Bill
which proposes the amalgamation of the
SGIQ and the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust.

And so it goes on. Further down it says-
The principal factor in our consideration

was the view expressed quite forcefully by
the Parliament in debating the 1983 legis-
lation that there had to be safeguards of
competitive neutrality. We believe we
have now found a mechanism for achiev-
ing this that is quite clearly superior to that
canvassed in 1983.

It then goes on to say-
I am sure that after studying the new

legislation you will agree that what we
have done is likely to be even more effec-
tive than what was previously being con-
templated.

Of course, the Premier did not mention in his
letter that the 1983 legislation was to come into
effect on 1 July anyway, and he had no inten-
tion of establishing the committee.

I was not the first person to remind the
Premier of the clear undertakings he gave in
1983. At a meeting with the industry he was
reminded of those undertakings. The industry
was concerned that the undertakings would be
carried out. Twice in one paragraph in a
statement in this House the Premier had said,
"I will not resile from it." The Premier's letter
of 20 June 1986 reversed the undertakings
given and, of course, we now see that the legis-
lation has been proclaimed in breach of the
clear word of the Premier and his Minister.
That is a very serious matter.

Mr Brian Burke: Be fair. The letter says that
we have done other things.

Mr HASSELL: The letter says that the
Premier has done other things in the new legis-
lation.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes.
Mr HASSELL: When will the new legislation

be proclaimed?
Mr Brian Burke: Shortly, I hope.
Mr HASSELL: The fact is that it may well be

many months before it is proclaimed. The 1983
legislation has taken almost three years to be
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proclaimed. What guarantee do we have that
the new legislation will be proclaimed
immediately? None at all. I suppose the
Premier will tell us that we should rely on his
undertaking. The fact is that the 1983 legis-
lation which was adopted unamended by this
Parliament on the basis of the Premier's under-
taking is now in operation and the undentaking
has been breached.

I turn to the Hansard record of 2 3 November
1983. At page 5106, when asked for details of
the committee by Hon. Ray O'Connor, the
Premier said-

Just so that members know what is
involved, I would be proposing that we
advance from this Chamber, as pant of our
reasons for not accepting the amend-
ment-

That is the amendment made by the Legislative
Council. To continue-

.,the following proposition-

That the Legislative Assembly advises
that a motion will be moved by the Hon.
the Premier-

He not only promised the motion, but also he
Promised to move it himself. To continue-

. ., for a standing committee of Parlia-
ment, comprising one member nominated
by the Premier, one member nominated by
the Leader of the Opposition, and one
member nominated by the Leader of the
National Country Party to monitor the
competitive nature of the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office's continuing oper-
ations and activities...

Mr Bian Burke: What date was that?
Mr HASSELL: It was 23 November 1983.

Does the Premier want the other dates as well,
because they are all here? The first was 18
October 1983, when he first said that. The
Legislative Council amendment was made on
23 November 1983. The Premier's opposition
was on 23 November, and then further on in
the debate he said what I have just quoted. To
continue-

... so as to ensure that the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office does not receive
any improper or unfair advantage or
preference over its competitors in the in-
surance industry. The motion establishing
the Committee will provide that the Com-
mittee shall be afforded all proper facilities
and opportunities to obtain relevant infor-
mation in order to carry out its duties, and

that the Committee shall report to Parlia-
ment not less than once every 12 months.

By way of interjection, the member for
Murdoch asked, "When will you move that?".
The Premier replied-

It depends on the Opposition, but it
might not be before the end of the session.
It would be a matter of priority. It does
require some advice to be received and
action by the draftsman. If things go ac-
cording to what seems to be the agreed
timetable, we have about five sitting days
left. All I can say is that we are quite
serious about this proposition; it is an
undertaking and will be moved as soon as
we can do so. We will not be rushed or
bullied into moving it immediately.

Really, it was an unprecedented con-
cession by the Government to agree to the
establishing of this sort of committee. We
are agreeing to establish a standing com-
mittee that will be given every possible fa-
cility. The previous Government would
never have agreed to this sort of
proposition.

Mr Brian Burke: I think that is true.
Mr HASSELL: Well, the Premier has reneged

on it, so he should not claim any strength from
that.

Mr Brian Burke: Don't be so nasty.

Mr HASSELL: It is time that the Premier
was made to account for the things that he says.
He thinks that he can come in here and shout,
scream, and abuse the Opposition at question
time. Then when he is put on the spot because
of his words which have been recorded, he
wants to reduce this place to some sort of farce.
He is not going to do that. The record of the
promises that he did not honour is here.

Mr Brian Burke: You are very splenetic
tonight.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier can be smart.

Mr Laurance: He said it in triplicate.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier said it more
than three times; he said it over and over again.
The Premier said, "I will not resile from it"; "I
promise I will do it." he said, "Do not amend
my legislation, because this is what I am going
to do." When reminded of the position, the
Premier wrote to me a letter which was full of
words about new legislation, and then he
proclaimed the old legislation-the very legis-
lation in respect of which he made the promise.
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Then in the Legislative Assembly we have
the reasons for refusing to support the Coun-
cil's request for the committee to be part of the
legislation. The resolution was reported and the
report was adopted. This is the message that
the Legislative Assembly returned to the Coun-
cil-

A committee consisting of Mr O'Connor
(Leader of the Opposition), Mr Bertram,
and Mr Brian Burke (Premier) drew up the
following reasons for not agreeing to
amendment No. 6 made by the Council-

The Legislative Assembly is unable
to agree with the amendment because
it believes a standing committee of the
Parliament is a more appropriate
method of supervising the competitive
nature of the State Government In-
surance Office's continuing operations
and activities.

The Legislative Assembly advises
that a motion will be moved by the
Hon. Premier for a standing com-
mittee of Parliament,..

It continues in the form I have read several
times already and I will not repeat it.

On the same day, that is, 23 November, at
page 51t09 of Hansard, we have support for the
Legislative Assembly's reasons for rejecting the
Legislative Council's amendment. There was
no intention of failing to proceed. The Leader
of the Opposition said that he would prefer the
amendment moved by the Council. However,
the amendment moved by the Premier was sec-
ond-best and, if the Legislative Council agreed
to it, he would accept it.

At 4.06 p.m. Mr Brian Burke (Premier)
said-

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his qualified support and I assure members
that we do not have any intention of fail-
ing to proceed with the establishment of
this committee.

He went on to say-

I simply restate that it is an unpre-
cedented concession of any Government
to permit the formation of a committee
such as this on which are represented a
majority of Opposition membes...

He continued-

We have gone as far as we have because
we hope to extend the terms and the con-
ditions of the operation of the SGlO.

Then, of course, the message having been
adopted by the Legislative Assembly, it was
transmitted to the Legislative Council.

In the Legislative Council, when the amend-
ment was first put tup, Hon. J. M. Berinson
said-and his remarks can be found on page
4177 of the 1983 Hansard-

I oppose this amendment and I strongly
urge the Committee not to accept it. it is
true that a committee with a majority Op-
position membership has previously been
agreed to by the Premier. More than that, a
committee with that most unusual consti-
tution was proposed by the Premier and
there is no question but that the Govern-
ment will stand by that commitment.

On page 4178 of Hansard he continued as fol-
lows-

The commitment has been made. It is
clear that the Government will proceed to
establish a committee of two members of
the Opposition as opposed to only one
Government member. It will have ad-
equate powers, and to the extent that this
Chamber feels that the membership or the
powers of the committee are inadequate,
we have the remedy in our own hands.

On page 4179 we find Hon. Robert
Hetherington had this to say-

Why do members opposite not take the
word of the Premier on this matter?

Good heavens, well may he have asked that!
He, too, opposed the amendment. I refer to his
remarks reported on page 4179 of the 1983
Hansard-

This amendment should not be ac-
cepted. It would be a good idea if members
of the Opposition accepted the Premier's
word, because when has a word of a
Premier been given to the Parliament in a
way like this and the Premier has gone
back on his word?

Well, I can tell Mr H-etherington: As of yester-
day the Premier has gone back on that word-
that solemn undertaking given to the Parlia-
ment.

I remind members of what the late Hon. W.
G. Atkinson had to say at that time-

The Attorney's words on this amend-
ment trouble me. I have supported the
Government on this Bill, and one of the
reasons for that is the clear undertaking
given by the Premier.
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The record could not be clearer or stronger, and
it is now on the record as a matter of fact that
the Premier has broken his word, his solemn
undertaking to the Parliament.

This ought not to be a motion for the setting
up of the committee; it ought to be a censure
motion, because the Government and the
Premier deserve censure over this. It is not as
though they have been caught by surprise;, it is
not as though they have not had an opportunity
to carry out their commitment; it is not as
though the record is not available to them. All
those things have taken place. The Premier and
the Government have been reminded about
that undertaking twice by the industry and by
my letter. They knew what they were doing. It
was a cold-blooded and deliberate action by the
Premier, who holds in contempt his own
undertaking and obligation.

Mr Crane: He lied to the Parliament.

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! Did 1 hear the mem-

ber for Moore say, "He lied to the Parlia-
ment"?

Mr CRANE: Yes, Mr Speaker, you did.
The SPEAKER. I wonder whether you would

like to take the appropriate action, please.
Mr CRANE: Yes, I withdraw that remark.

Debate Resumed
Mr HASSELL: He misled the Parliament. He

secured the passage of legislation by this Parlia-
ment on the basis of a promise that has not
been kept-knowingly has not been kept and
deliberately has not been kept, not negligently
or by being overlooked or forgotten, but for the
very simple reason that this Premier holds this
Parliament in contempt. He even holds his own
promises in contempt, because it does not suit
his convenience today. It suited his con-
venience in 1983 to make the promise, but it
does not suit his convenience in 1986 to carry
out that -promise. We see these things over and
over again.

The Premier should be thankful that we are
moving a motion to establish the committee
and not a motion to censure him, and it ought
to be a motion of censure. He deserves to be
censured, even by his own colleagues, because
they are entitled to a higher level of conduct
and propriety than we have seen him display in
this matter.

The Premier's action is an insult to Parlia-
ment, and we believe it is a deliberate insult.
The Government will not be permitted to for-

get it. It has got away with too much too often,
but on this occasion it will not.

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [8.45 p.m.]: I
second the motion and I do so with a great deal
of sincerity because this matter relates to an
industry in which I have spent most of my life,
so I know a little about the insurance industry.

I back up what the member for Cottesloe
said, because a definite promise was made by
the Premier. It is more important that the
promise was made to the business community
of this State than to this Parliament because
there are businesses out there which are
listening very carefully to the words uttered in
this Parliament, as it is the livelihoods and the
jobs of the people in the industry that are on
the line.

They want this committee, let there be no
doubt about that. All one need do is ask them.
Anyone who asks will get an unequivocal
"Yes". The industry needs this committee.

Clauses 10, 33, and 36 of the Bill are of
particular concern and prove the need for the
committee. Clause 33 indicates which Acts will
apply to the operations of the corporation, but
the clause begins with the rider "Except as
otherwise determined by the Minister ... Its
operations will be subject to the Common-
wealth Insurance Act and the Commonwealth
Life Insurance Act, but subject to that rider
"Except as otherwise determined by the Minis-
ter.. ." This has a definite smell of political
interference.

Clause 36 provides that the commission may
give directions to the corporation and the cor-
poration shall give effect to those directions. it
makes a joke of establishing this corporation
when it can be told what to do. How is that for
fair and equal competition in the marketplace?
No such body out there at the moment operates
in such a manner.

We need a committee such as we are propos-
ing at least for a number of years to oversee the
operations of the corporation. The cash
involved in this corporation would be public
money. Throughout the world we have seen
what has happened when Governments have
sunk millions of dollars into such bodies. In
recent years we have seen what happened in
Canada when a similar type of organisation
swallowed up vast sums of public money.

We need to make sure that the corporation
runs on a fair competitive basis. We need to
ensure that any profits gained are put aside for
reserves and not just put into State revenue,
because this corporation will need to build up
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reserves. We need to ensure that any losses
incunred are not written off but are carried over
to the next year, as happens with any other
commercial operation.

On the subject of losses, I bring to the atten-
tion of members the 1984-85 report of the
Insurance Commissioner. That report might
seem to be a little old, but we are dealing with a
Government business and therefore it is 18
months behind time. This report is the most
recent available.

In relation to losses, I point out that in
December 1983 the industry recorded a $299
million loss; 12 months later the loss had
increased to $344 million. This commission is
going into an industry that is overtaxed and
running up substantial deficits, and public
money must be protected. A committee to
oversee that aspect is absolutely necessary.

The other point I wish to raise is found in the
report of the committee of inquiry into the
Australian financial system-the Campbell
committee of 1981. In chapter 31 of that re-
port, subsection 3 says there is a strong case on
efficiency grounds for the sale and winding up
of all SGlOs. Some eminent people reached
that conclusion; why should we not have a
committee to oversee the actions of this
proposed commission for a period of time to
see if it really is necessary?

Subsection 6 of the same report goes on to
say that the committee saw a preference to di-
rect subsidies to those people deemed in need
instead of setting up corporations. I believe
that is a better way to go, and that would be the
job of the Standing Committee.

Then the report gets down to the nitty-gritty
of the insurance industry's concerns-a neu-
tral, competitive position in the market. I will
go through a few of the points that were raised.
The first relates to preferential access to some
areas of business, for example, in life in-
surance. Public servants in other parts of
Australia can be-not directed-certainly
pressured to deal with State Government in-
surance offices. That is definitely a competitive
edge. I would like to be on the Standing Com-
mittee to see whether that practice occurred. I
would be surprised if it did not happen; it has
happened everywhere else.

Subsection 13 of the report refers to the poss-
ible desire by Government for ministerial in-
tervention to give discounts to public servants
who insure their cars.

Mr Crane: It is a fringe benefit.

Mr TRENORDEN: It is, but it is also giving
the 5010 an unfair position in the market.
That must go, and we need this committee to
see that public servants are not given discounts
on their houses, cars, boats, and so on.

The situation has arisen where this Govern-
ment has held down private housing interest
rates for the last year. What happens if a
Government in the future decides it wants to
take a large section of the housing insurance
market and underwrite it at a loss to provide a
benefit to the public? That is quite feasible
under this Bill. There is no reason in the world
that it could not happen, and it is another
reason to have a Standing Committee.

There is a small market out there, and 170
companies are operating in it. The SGIO will
be in a position to advertise, or imply in adver-
tising, that its policy-holders will have the
strength and stability of the State Government
behind them. That is an advantage it will have
over private insurance companies. If the 5010
puts pressure on any section of the business, for
example, car insurance, by lowering the pre-
miums, it could put other insurers at risk. In
1974, 15 companies dropped out of the in-
surance market because they could not stand
the pace, and we are putting in another one!

Government departments and institutions
and other bodies will be required to take out
insurance from time to time. We need to en-
sure that those bodies get a quote from the
market, not just from the SGIO. That is
another reason for having a Standing Com-
mittee. As an example of what happens in that
area I point out that in 1979 the Victorian
Insurance Commissioner said that the State In-
surance Office was using the fact that it was the
monopoly underwriter of third party compul-
sory insurance as a lever to write motor vehicle
insurance. That is another situation in which
the 5010 could get a competitive edge in the
market, and it is not excluded in the Bill before
US.

The 5010 will be guaranteed by the Govern-
ment, and of course the Government will be
very keen to make sure that that guarantee is
never called on. We need to make sure that the
proposed Stale Government Insurance Com-
mission adequately reinsures its position. Only
a few years ago the Ash Wednesday bush fires
hit South Australia and Victoria and the cost
ran into hundreds of millions of dollars. That
sort of liability could arise here with fires in our
hills as easily as it did in those two States. I
would be very keen to know what reinsurance
is going on at the 5010.
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For members who do not know, there are
two different attitudes in the management of
general insurance companies-funded risk and
unfunded risk. Because of pressure, many
companies are not funding their liabilities.
They are making payments for claims received
out of the premiums they receive and forgetting
about liabilities in the future. It is a gamble,
and the public are at risk because of that
gamble. A prudent practice in insurance is to
fund for future liabilities, and it just is not
happening enough out there in the commercial
insurance world.

Three years ago when I was involved in the
SGIO it had no real funds for the future; it was
run on an unfunded basis at that stage, and I
would not be surprised if it was still doing so.

The S010 will definitely have an advantage
in its association with the public because it can
say it is the Government organisation and
therefore people should deal with it- That in
itself is a matter for concern because it is an
unfair trading position no matter how one
looks at it. We need the committee to make
sure that appropriate reserves are built up and
the 5010 can meet its liabilities without going
to Consolidated Revenue for its funding.

I refer to the life insurance field in Canada
where a nationwide insurance fund was estab-
lished, and they had a ball with that. It started
to invest the moneys, and as Government
bodies decided they wanted money the
Canadian insurance office supplied money to
all and sundry. It bought Government build-
ings and bailed companies out of debt, yet
some people were totally surprised 10 years
later when the fund was bankrupt.

In 1979, SGIOs operating around Australia
had 44.5 per cent of their assets in public se-
curities; the rest of the industry had 10.9 per
cent of its assets in those securities. That means
the SGlOs were buying SEC bills and so on and
funding them.

We need to look closely at the types of life
insurance investments. A State Government
life insurance office should invest its money at
the best possible rate for its policy holders and
not for the advantage of the Government. That
is what is happening with State Government
insurance offices in other States. There will be
plenty of pressure on the commission to buy
buildings for the Government and to operate
and lease those buildings to the Government.
The pressure will be on, whether it is a good
investment or not.

I believe there is an undeniable need for a
committee. The most important thing is that
the industry is expecting it. It has been
promised a Standing Committee. However,
nothing in the Bill guarantees what the industry
has asked for. The industry is particularly con-
cerned about political interference.

I wish now to refer to the local government
pool which operates inside the SGlO because
that pool was run on a no-cost basis for the
benefit of local government. The premiums
involved in that pool will now have to increase
because the subsidies will cease. There are also
many pressures inside that pool. It was de-
stroyed years ago by the SGlO when it fell prey
to the brokers. The SGlO favoured the brokers
who were giving it large sections of the busi-
ness. That pressure will grow in future, not
diminish. Large broking businesses were able
to give the SG10 large workers' compensation
premiums, public liability premiums, and fire
and housing premiums. I believe that the State
Government insurance pool is being threatened
with being wiped out. I hope it will be put out
to tender so that private enterprise can be
involved in building it up again for the benefit
of local government.

I repeat that there is an undeniable need for a
committee to be set up to oversee this matter. I
will be pushing very hard to make sure that the
committee is established. I believe that the
Treasurer will be able to find no reason for not
honouring the promise that he made regarding
this Standing Committee.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Brian
Burke (Premier).

MIDLAND ABATTOIR: SALE
Select Committee: Motion

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [9,05 p~m.]: I move-

That in the opinion of this House there
should be established a Select Committee
of the Parliament to investigate, make
findings and report on the Government
sale of the Midland Abattoir land with par-
ticular reference to-

(1) The adequacy of the price obtained
for the site including the taking of evi-
dence from qualified specialist valuers
and marketers.

(2) The method used for the sale of the
land, in particular the adequacy of
using the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation as an agent for
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the sale of the land and the non-use of
expert marketers.

(3) As to why tenders for the sale of the
property were not called on a proper
basis.

(4) Why the Government advised a pro-
spective purchaser that the land was
not for sale and subsequently
concluded a deal at a lower price with
another purchaser.

(5) The true price being paid for the land
and as to whether any person not part
of the sale received a benefit in con-
sideration thereof.

(6) All relevant and incidental matters in
relation to the dealings of the Govern-
ment, its Ministers, Departments and
the Western Australian Development
Corporation.

Mr Pearce: You need not speak at great
length on this matter as we will support it.

Mr HASSELL: Is the Government saying
that a Select Committee will be established? Do
we need a follow-up motion?

Mr Pearce: Yes. However, we do not have
any members organised to sit on the Com-
mittee. Perhaps you and I can talk about it
while the next member is speaking to the mo-
tion.

Mr HASSELL: We have moved this motion,
which I understand will be seconded by the
member for Katanning-Roe, because of our
concern about the dealings in relation to the
Midland abattoir sale. This controversial mat-
ter has been going on for a number of weeks. It
appears that a satisfactory explanation of the
issues raised in the motion has never been
given. Another issue relates to the cost of re-
placement. That issue is not totally covered by
this motion, but I understand it is being con-
sidered in another place.

Let us consider the points raised in the mo-
tion to demonstrate what we are really speaking
about. The first issue refers to the adequacy of
the price obtained for the site, including the
taking of evidence from qualified specialist
valuers and marketers. It was originally
announced that the land was being sold for
$500 000. It was subsequently disclosed that it
was being sold, in fact, for $450 000.

A number of questions were raised in the
public arena as to the adequacy of that con-
sideration. One of the most compelling pieces
of evidence that was brought to me in relation
to the matter was a valuation assessment, not a

sworn valuation, by Richard Noble and
Company dated 19 May 1986 and addressed to
Messrs Stone James, Stephen Jacques, solici-
tors. It is a lengthy document of about nine
pages bearing the signature of a C. E.
Whiteman on behalf of Richard Noble and Co.
He is described as a licensed valuer. I do not
know Mr Whiteman and I have only con-
sidered what he has written in his report. How-
ever, that report includes the statement that the
firm of Richard Noble and Co was requested to
prepare a valuation of the Midland abattoir
and that they had not completed a formal valu-
ation but that they had carried out various
inquiries and investigations for the purpose of
making general comment as to the appropriate
method of assessment and other factors perti-
nent to a proper property valuation.

Mr Gordon Hill: Who did you say com-
missioned that study?

Mr HASSELL: A copy of the study was sup-
plied to me with parts deleted. I have never
been told who commissioned it, but I know it is
addressed to a firm of solicitors and that the
copy is clearly a photocopy.

I quote from the first page of that study as
follows-

Our investigations have included formal
requests and discussions with the following
parties:-

(a) Officers of the Swan Shire Coun-
cil.

(b) Officers of I.L.D.A.
(c) Engineering Consultants G.H.D.

Dwyer Pty. Ltd.
(d) Planning Consultants-Feilman

Planning Consultants.
(c) Property Valuers-Baillieu Justin

Seward Pty. Ltd.
()W.A. Meat Commission.

(g) Various Real Estate Valuers and
Property Companies.

The valuation assessment proceeds to describe
the property and its lack of zoning and im-
provements, the valuation methodology that
was adopted, a brief history of the site, the site
characteristics, the methodology of the ILDA
study, the possible defects in the study method-
ology and its conclusions. It is 8 / pages long.
Obviously, I will not read all of it to the House.

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you prepared to table
the document?

Mr HASSELL: I am not prepared to do that.
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Mr Camr Actually, it can be tabled if you are
quoting from it. A member may move that the
documents be tabled.

Mr Gordon Hill: If you are not prepared to
table it you are not practising what you
preached when you were in Government.

Mr HASSELL: On the opening day of Parlia-
ment I wanted five minutes to table a docu-
ment in this House and I was refused-do not
talk to me about tabling documents!

On page 8 of the report which I have
mentioned the following conclusion is
reached-

3. Based on the various comments
above, we consider that notwithstand-
ing the undoubted efforts of both the
Shire of Swan and I.L.D.A. to dispose
of the property for a variety of pur-
poses over several years, the market
has not been properly tested in a con-
trolled situation. In our opinion, a
proper test of the market would be to
allow an advertised public tender to
be made with a reasonable time being
allowed for all potential users to fully
investigate the improvements and
assets available-given their unusual
type and size or, alternatively, to nego-
tiate a sale by private treaty in the
open market-

It is OUr considered opinion that a sale to
a purchaser who could utilise the special
characteristics of the property could be in
the order of $3M-$4M, given an appropni-
ate time scale to fully test the market.

On the same page there is an assessement of the
equipment and plant on the site and in part it
states-

It is impossible for us to fully assess the
depreciated net replacement cost of the
buildings, since such an assessment must
relate to a particular use. However, based
on our general investigation it is clear that
some of the buildings-and in particular
the main freezer units, could be put to a
number of alternative uses for which their
existing type and construction would be
appropriate, to varying degrees.

We assess that the current replacement
cost of the freezer/chiller facilities is
probably in the order of $8M-$ IOM and
allowing for obsolescence and depreciation
an appropriate net current assessment
could be in the order of $4M-$5M.

Mr Troy: Is that in the assessment of the
refrigeration engineering group?

Mr HASSELL: No, it is in the assessment of
its value. On the first page of the report the
names of the people who have been approached
are shown, and included in that list is the en-
gineering consultant, (181 Dwyer Pty Ltd on
whom the Minister and the Government relied
for justification for the course of action
adopted in this case.

Mr Gordon Hill: When was this valuation
carried out?

Mr HASSELL: It is dated 19 May 1986.
An important comment about this point is

that here from a respected company-and I
presume no-one has any argument about
Richard Noble and Co-is a substantial ques-
tioning of the value of the price obtained for
the Midland abattoir land. I am not saying, and
neither has the licensed valuer said, it was
necessarily worth that much. It was an assess-
ment and that leads me to the second ternm of
reference which is the method used for the sale
of land; in particular, to using the WADC as
the agent for the sale of the land and the non-
use of expert marketers.

The two terms of reference I mentioned are
very much related because the paint is that the
Government has not gone about this matter in
the right way. Of course, one can say that the
value of anything is the price one can get for it
on the open market, but the method adopted to
market an asset makes an enormous difference
to the price obtained and that is where the
expertise of marketers needs to be called in.

I have had some experience in this field in
acting for clients who were major property
owners. When I first started to deal with these
sorts of issues I used to be concerned in a
youthful and naive way about the enormity of
the holding costs that were incurred by people
who owned what might be described as
".peculiar properties" while they found a mar-
ket. After a while I discovered what it was
about. It was about creating a market for
"peculiar properly".

Of course, if one has a house to sell in Mid-
land or Dalkeith, one would obtain the services
of an estate agent who operated in that area
and ask him to sell the house and tell him the
price wanted and his assessment of it. The
estate agent markets the property in a well-
known way. He advertises, and throws the
house open for inspection and may advise the
owner of the property to sell it by auction. In-
dustrial properties may be sold by simply ad-
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vertising for tenders, especially if the owner
wants to conduct a private auction because he
knows his Property is one that will be greatly
sought after.

There are other types of properties: A par-
ticular residence in Peppermint Grave might
be worth between $3 million and $5 million
and it would not be marketed by putting it in
the hands of a real estate agent. A market must
be created in order to sell the property. If one
were selling a hotel such as the Parmelia I
doubt whether anyone would know it was on
the market because it would be dealt with by an
international agency in a special way. It might
take years to sell that property, because it
would not simply be a matter of advertising
that the Parmelia Hotel was for sale. The agents
would find somebody who had a particular
interest in that kind of investment and in that
way they would maximise the price obtained.
What might be a sworn valuation of "X" mil-
lion dollars for the Parmelia, with clever and
effective marketing by an international firm
such as a Jones Lang Wootton or Baillieu
Justin Seward Pty Ltd, may become a valuation
of many more millions of dollars. I forbear
mentioning names, but I have been involved in
the marketing of that sort of peculiar property.
The Midland abattoir was such a very particu-
lar and very distinctive kind of property, one
that would obviously be hard to sell.

The abattoir had been hard to sell; it had
been on the market for years. But what quali-
fled firm had ever been asked to sell it? So far
as I can see, the answer is that no person or
firm qualified to sell that type of property had
ever been asked to sell it. Certainly G.H.D.-
Dwyer Pty Ltd was not qualified to sell that
property. Certainly the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation was not qualified to
sell it, although it may well have done its best.
It is a very interesting proposition.

I have observed the methods of operation of
the great entrepreneurs of Western Australia.
However great they are as successful
entrepreneurs in this town-and Western
Australia breeds them successful-they do not
seek to do their own marketing any more than
they would seek to do their own accountancy or
their own law work. They might have in-house
accountants, lawyers, or developers, but when
it comes to the specialist work they involve the
experts from outside. They would engage an
expert marketer to sell a special property like
the Midland abattoir. That appears never to
have been done in this case. It may be that that
mistake goes back for some time, but a sale had

not been made until a few months ago. Appar-
ently, the sale was made by the Western
Australian Development Corporation.

One thing that is very clear is that the
WADC is not expert in marketing properties. It
is a developer of properties. If the Western
Australian Development Corporation had a
particular kind of property to sell, such as the
Midland abattoir, if it operated like a normal
developer it would engage an expert marketer.
On all the evidence that we have seen, that did
not occur in this case. No expert marketer was
ever engaged to identify the peculiarities of the
Midland abattoir and its potentialities. No
such marketer was engaged to find-not in a
Western Australian market or even an
Australian market, but in a world market-
somebody who had a particular need and a
particular use for this property. Mr Peter Ellett,
the purchaser of the property, came along and
expressed publicly his desire to establish a
brickworks on that property and to develop
that brickworks.

The third term of reference relates to the
second and it goes back to this fundamental
question of marketing: Why were tenders for
the sale of the property not called on a proper
basis? The answer to that may be quite satisfac-
tory. It may be that in the marketing of this.
property tenders were not appropriate at the
end of the day. If the expert marketers had said
not to sell the property by tender, a rational
business person might have been convinced
that tenders were not appropriate. However, I
observe that in the valuation assessment of
Richard Noble and Co it was stated-

... the market has not been properly tested
in a controlled situation ... a Proper test
of the market would be to allow an
advertised public tender to be made with a
reasonable time being allowed for all
potential users to fully investigate the im-
provements and assets available-. . .Or,
alternatively, to negotiate a sale by private
treaty in the open market.

Thus the expert firm of Richard Noble and Co
suggested to the lawyers who commissioned its
services on behalf of an unnamed party that
they might either have put the property out to
tender or negotiated a private sale. Of course,
those are questions which properly should have
been considered and on which proper advice
shoul have been taken.

In relation to the third term of reference, I
am suggesting that there may be a proper
answer, one that does not leave any questions
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unanswered. That answer may well be to say,
"Look, this property was not best handled by
being put out to tender. This property was best
handled by being dealt with in a different way".
Unfortunately, there is no evidence that I know
of that the matter was dealt with on the basis of
that kind of advice.

The fourth term of reference proposed
reads-

(4) Why the Government advised a pro-.
spective purchaser that the land was
not for sale and subsequently
concluded a deal at a lower price with
another purchaser.

In that term of reference we are relying on the
statements that have been made publicly by a
real estate agent whom I saw on television one
night. He said that he had made inquiries on
behalf of a client, again unnamed, and that that
client had been prepared to pay substantially
more than the sale price but had been advised
that the property was not for sale even though
he persisted to some extent in his inquiries. We
ought to know what the Government is doing
when that sort of situation arises and why it is
that the Western Australian Development Cor-
poration, the Premier's hero organisation, the
one which he believes is so good, allowed that
situation to arise-

Again, one wonders what is going on. No
disclosure has been made- Who at the Western
Australian Development Corporation dealt
with this matter? Who instructed the corpor-
ation to handle it? What remuneration has
been received by the corporation? If the cor-
poration received any remuneration, might it
not be that the Government's statutory corpor-
ation has offended the Real Estate and Busi -ness Agents Act by operating as a real estate
agent without being licensed to do so?
Alternatively, is it to be said that the corpor-
ation has a licence to operate as a real estate
agent? I understand that it has some kind of
licence to operate as a developer, but I have not
heard it said that it has a licence to operate as a
real estate agent. Perhaps the Minister for
Agriculture can tell me whether the corporation
is a licensed real estate agent.

Mr Grill: I do not know. I do not think it is a
very big point. What you fail to grasp is that
very competent real estate agents were
involved in this whole matter. Baillieu Justin
Seward were closely involved in the report that
GHD-Dwyer brought down. They made the
valuations. I will explain that later on.

Mr HASSELL: It is one thing for the Minis-
ter to say that Baillieu Justin Seward were
involved-I am aware of that as I am aware of
their valuation figurs-but the Minister has
missed the very point I put forward. That was
not that somebody was involved to make a
valuation but that an expent was involved in
the marketing of a very special property.

Mr Grill: I will answer that in due course. I
can see the point you have made.

Mr HASSELL: When the Minister says that
the question of whether the WADC is or is not
a licensed real estate agent is a small point,
perhaps he has not realised its significance. Of
course, we have a Real Estate and Business
Agents Act because to become a real estate
agent it is necessary to have certain qualifi-
cations related to the selling of real estate. I
have tried to explain my view.

Mr Grill: I suspect that the WADC has a
licence, but I do not know.

Mr HASSELL: I hope the Minister will
answer this question. It would be another snip-
pet of information about the WADC that we
have gleaned along the way. We cannot get
answers to questions about the WADC.

Mr Grill: That is not true.
Mr HASSELL: That is true. The Minister can

go through question after question which the
Premier has refused to answer and tonight he
was j ustifying it again in question time. For the
fifteenth time the Premier threw back in the
teeth of the Opposition his belief that there was
no obligation to answer questions because the
Opposition had dared to question the Bill when
it was going through the House.

Mr Grill: There is no question in relation to
this transaction that has not been answered.

Mr [HASS ELL: I am talking about whether it
is a licensed real estate agent; and I suggest it is
a relevant and important point because the
very provisions for licensing are based on the
need for expertise in the sale of property. I
suggest that however good the WADC is as a
developer it is not qualified to sell this kind of
property. Did the WADC negotiate the sale?

Mr Grill: Not in a formal sense.
Mr HASSELL: In what sense?
Mr Grill: I will explain in due course.
Mr HASSELL: That will be interesting. The

WADC was certainly involved. The Govern-
ment has relied on that involvement on a num-
ber of occasions since the controversy broke as
a justification for what it did. The Minister
cannot have it both ways.
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Mr Grill: There is no secret about it; you
have seen the documentation.

Mr KASSELL: The Minister cannot say to
the public that it was all aboveboard and the
WADC was doing the best for us and also say
that the WADC was not involved in a formal
sense. The WADC was involved and it was
primarily responsible. It is simply not true to
say that the WADC was not involved in a for-
mal sense because Mr Ellett has told me that
his price was farced up by the WADC. His
original offer was less than the eventual sale
price and it was increased as a result of the
activities of the WADC.

Mr Grill: That is no great revelation.
Mr HASSELL: I do not think it is but it puts

paid to the Minister's suggestion that the
WADC did not act on the sale. The reality is
that the WADC did.

Mr Grill: I did not say that it did not. The
documents indicate that it did. You have seen
the documents.

Mr HASSELL: The reality is that the WADC
negotiated the price and if that is not acting on
the sale, I do not know what is.

I am suggesting that the WADC is not li-
censed as a real estate agent, although I stand to
be corrected if it is. Also, if it is not licensed as
I suspect-although I have made some inquir-
ies I cannot be absolutely certain-it
underlines the key point I have made that it is
not a qualified marketer for a specialised prop-
erty of this nature.

The fifth ternm of reference is as to the true
price being paid for the land and as to whether
any person not part of the sale received a ben-
efit in consideration thereof. This term of refer-
ence is directed to two things: First, it is
directed to the usual bevy of rumours and alle-
gations that are peddled when a transaction of
this nature is put into public question. I think it
is reasonable and fair to the Government itself
for a committee of the House to inquire
whether any of those rumours are true. Need-
less to say, all sorts of scurrilous allegations
were made. The second reason for that term of
reference is to inquire whether the WADC
received any benefit in respect of the sale and if
so, what, and on what basis.

The sixth term of reference is as to all rel-
evant and incidental matters in relation to the
dealings of the Government, its Ministers, de-
partments, and the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation. Some very important
unanswered questions remain in relation not
only to the transaction itself but also to the

inconsistencies in some of the statements that
have been made as to what is required and
what is not required and what will be provided
and what will not be provided in terms of lease-
back and the continuing use of the saleyards.

I put on record a few of those points because
I think they are quite important; the glaring
inconsistencies raise the questions. The oni-
ginal offer to purchase stated that the whole of
the land including the saleyards and the Helena
River land would be required for stages one
and two of the brickworks within three to five
years. I have copies of the original offer in
which these details are set out.

Reference is made to the temporary mainten-
ance of the saleyard operation in subclause (b)
on the page designated A7-1 6. This document
is entitled "Requirements, Development Strat-
egy and Offer to Purchase Midland Abattoir for
Prestige Bricks". Under the heading
"Temporary Maintenance of Salesyard Oper-
ation" it states the following-

The programme of redevelopment
proposed enables the existing salesyard op-
eration to be maintained for a further
period of 3-5 years which will enable ad-
equate time to programme its relocation as
has been proposed on numerous occasions
since 1979.

However, since the sale was announced the
Minister has said that the Government has
leased back the saleyard for six years and been
given seven hectares of river land.

The original offer said, "We want all the
land, including the saleyards and the Helena
River land, and we will need it all within three
to five years". Since that sale under that con-
tract was announced, the Minister has said that
he has leased back the salcyards for six years,
and he has been given seven hectares of river
land, yet he still maintains the brickworks is a
$36 million development capable of producing
100 million bricks a year. This is despite the
fact that only 14 of the 28.5 hectares stated in
the original offer to be essential for the full
project is now available.

It should be noted that on the plan of the
proposed brickworks the area of river land to
be excised to the Crown is 2.4, not seven hec-
tares. These differences are substantial

Mr Grill: From where do you get the figure of
seven hectares?

Mr HASSELL: I will run through it again if
the Minister likes.

Mr Grill: What document is that?
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Mr HASSELL- I am advised that the Minis-
ter made an announcement-I have some
documents here.

Mr Grill: You are misreading your own fig-
ures. I have consistently said four hectares.

Mr H-ASSELL: I will double check that. I will
not try to find it now. I do not have all the
papers here in one bundle.

We know that the original offer named five
directors of Prestige Bricks, including the well-
known businessman Brian Coppin of Western
Underwriters Ply Ltd and John Court of
Emeco Australia Pty Ltd. These two were
named in tabled papers, as well as in the
December 1985 offer. They have denied having
anything to do with the proposal, Brian Coppin
having instructed Parker and Parker to act for
him in the matter. Peter Ellett, in a letter to the
Western Farmer said that Prestige Bricks had
only two directors, himself and Bob Pearce.

The member for Helena has written to his
constituents about this matter. In that letter he
said that the Government had a written assur-
ance that the term of lease-back of the salcyards
could be extended if necessary. That refers to
the six years' lease-back. The offer documents
on the other hand make it quite clear that the
saleyard land is required for stage two of the
brickworks.

In the same letter the member for Helena
said-

It is not contemplated that the saleyards
will ever be relocated away from Midland.

That conflicts with pre-election statements
indicating that the Government was consider-
ing moving the salcyards to Northam. Perhaps,
like other pre-election commitments or prom-
ises, that one has gone by the board.

The real estate agent I mentioned earlier as
having made an approach to the Government
to purchase the property was John Franlyn
and Associates. That company approached the
Government a week before the sale was
announced in an effort to buy the property, but
it was told the land was not for sale. That was
five months after Prestige Bricks had made its
original offer before the sale was announced.

Mr Grill: Well after it was closed.

Mr HASSELL: Reference has been made by
the Minister by way of interjection to the Justin
Seward Baillieu Pty Ltd valuation enclosed in
the GHD-Dwyer report to the Government
where an assessment of $915 000 after demo-
lition was given.

Many questions relating to this matter re-
main unanswered. So many documents are
floating around and so many issues have been
raised and so much is at stake that this is very
much a matter which should be considered by a
Select Committee. I am appreciative of the fact
that the Government has indicated it intends
to accept the proposition. Clearly, the Govern-
ment itself has some questions about the mat-
ter which it wants cleared up.

Mr Brian Burke: They might be different
questions from yours, though.

Mr HASSELL. They may be, but the terms of
reference of the committee are the questions we
have raised. Perhaps the Premier has indicated
he will change the terms of reference.

Mr Brian Burke: No, I am just saying we
might end up with a really interesting set of
questions when we have finished.

Mr HASSELL: That is the purpose of having
a Select Committee-to try to get to the truth.

Mr Brian Burke: That is why we are agreeing
to it.

Mr HASSELL: That is good. I am
commending the Premier and the Government
for agreeing to it.

Mr Brian Burke: Thank you, because we do
not normally get commendatory remarks. Par-
don me if I wander about that.

Mr H-ASSELL- I cannot remember when the
Premier reciprocated.

Mr Brian Burke: To reciprocate, there must
be a first offer.

The SPEAKER: This is all very promising.

Mr Brian Burke: We agree that we like you,
Mr Speaker, anyway, most of the time.

Mr HASSELL: The points are there; the
questions are there; the issues are there. They
should be examined. It is not just a question of
the sale, it is a question of the future of the
saleyards. I know that will be a matter on which
the member for Katanning-Roe has particular
concerns in mind. The rural communities have
been concerned about these issues for a very
long time.

I understand that the re-establishment of the
saleyards is an issue involving expenditure in
the order of $11 million. When that question
arises it rather highlights the questioning of the
sale of the Midland abattoir, especially if the
Government is talking about spending $11
million over the road so to speak, in Midland.
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All these issues need to be brought out and
examined. This can be done through a Select
Committee. That Select Committee can pro-
vide genuine advice to the House, advice of a
nature which has not been provided to the pub-
tic by the Government in the course of a
lengthy controversy.

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [9.48 p.m.]: I
am pleased to be able to second this motion. I
thank the Government for indicating its sup-
port for this Select Committee. I hope that this
is not merely a tactical manoeuvre on the part
of the Government, but a genuine desire to
have the truth of this matter seen by all people.

This is a very important issue for country
people. It is not just the sale of the Midland
abattoir which is so important, but rather the
Midland stock-selling complex which, to my
mind, is the most important facility for the
primary producers of Western Australia. For
many years it has been an important selling
base. If it is to be changed, and indeed we are
to have some other selling complex, we need to
address the reasons that should happen and
investigate the cost of establishing a -facility
somewhere else. I am not convinced this move
is necessary.

I hope there will be an equal number of
Government and Opposition members of that
Select Committee so that what might be termed
a politically-trumped up answer will not be
produced. The important thing here is the pro-
vision of a facility for selling stock produced in
the agricultural and pastoral areas of Western
Australia.

I am not all that worried about the amount of
money received for the abattoir but I am
worried about the necessity to include in this
deal the selling of the complex. We have what
is now an extemnely good selling complex. It is
in good order and has been deemed as being
adequate for the future. One finds it difficult to
imagine why on earth we would want to rebuild
somewhere else and why the Government
would want to sell it.

The Main Roads Department has spent a
considerable amount of money integrating a
system that feeds into Midland. The four major
highways, the Great Northern, the Great East-
ern, the Albany, and the South-Western High-
way all feed into Midland Junction for the pur-
pose of delivering agricultural stock to that
centre. If we talk about relocation we have a
problem in terms of logistics in delivering the
stock.

There is, in Midland, a very good and con-
siderable effluent disposal system. That would
have to be replaced. It certainly would not be
replaced very easily if we are to relocate this
area. Muchea is one of the places to which it
could be relocated. However, it is a very flat
area, and I am not sure how one would set up a
good effluent disposal system there.

Included in the sale of this abattoir are the
natural springs used to provide water not just
for the abattoir but for the selling yards as well.
A considerable amount of water is used. Those
springs provide free water. If we are to go to a
system where scheme water needs to be used,
millions of gallons of water a day will be
needed to replace what we are getting free. I
think that is another reason why Midland is a
unique place in which to have a selling
complex.

There is a buffer zone around the Midland
stockyards created by the Army reserve, the
agents' paddocks, the railway yards and the
river.

One will not find many places within (0
miles of the centre of a capital city in any
country that can offer those sorts of advan-
tages. The stockyards do not need to be
replaced or upgraded, yet we have a Govern-
ment that has decided to sell them.

I refer to the availability of a work force
which is another major consideration. Many
people work at the saleyards and own their own
homes in and around Midland Junction and
the closer suburbs. There is a great reliance on
casual labour to help the agents when the yards
are used to capacity. They can get that labour
to Midland Junction in a few minutes by ring-
ing those people. If these yards were to be
relocated in, for example, a place like
Northam-which I have also heard
mentioned-there would not be the availability
of casual labour to take up the slack that would
be needed.

Mr Gordon Hill: What is your understan ding
in terms of numbers employed by the saleyards
in Midland?

Mr HOUSE: I cannot quote the numbers, but
the agents have told me they do rely on casual
labour.

If one looks at the sale of the abattoir itself,
very few people would deny the fact that the
abattoir was redundant. It had served its pur-
pose and perhaps private abattoirs could do
that job and the Government abattoir would no
longer be necessary.
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1 am not trying to justify the fact that we
need an abattoir in Midland Junction. I am
trying to justify that we need a stock-selling
complex.

Mr Brian Burke: We get the blame for not
doing this or that, but when the previous
Government was trying to sell it, it did not call
for tenders.

Mr HOUSE: I do not know what it was try-
ing to sell. Perhaps it was trying to sell the
abattoir and not the stockyards. The Labor
Government has sold the yards as well.

Mr Brian Burke: I take that point, but what-
ever the previous Government was trying to
sell was not subject to the tender process in
which we could have involved ourselves.

Mr HOUSE: I was not part of the previous
Government so I cannot speak for it. I can
speak only for what I see now.

One point that needs to be made is that if we
are going to work the stockyards, as has been
suggested, and allow the old abattoir site to
become a brickworks-with stock trucks
carrying clay in, and carrying bricks out-we
will have a logistics problem that I cannot see
being solved easily. If the stock numbers in
Western Australia increase from two day to
three day sales-which is a possibility-then
one cannot say certain trucks will deliver stock
on some days, when other trucks are bringing
in and taking out clay on other days. I do not
think that would work. That is a point which I
think the Select Committee needs to look at.

I refer to a letter written by the Assistant
Director of Agriculture addressed to Mr Ryan
who is the Managing Director of the Govern-
ment property unit. This letter was tabled by
the Government, along with other documents,
last week. Mr Gabbedy, the Assistant Director
of Agriculture, felt strongly enough about the
matter to suggest to Mr Ryan and I quote-

It is likely that there will be a need for a
livestock selling complex near to the
metropolitan area for up to 15 years.

I agree, but I think it will be needed for a longer
period than 15 years. The cost of replacement
of these yards has been quoted as between $Sit
and $ 15 million. I am not an expert, but the
yards built at Wodonga in the Eastern States
recently cost about $11I million. I guess that
figure is fairly close to the mark.

There are many subsidiary services located
in Midland to service those saleyards, such as
the tyre companies and fuel companies which

employ people. If they are to be relocated
somewhere else, that will be a monstrous up-
heaval at considerable cost to the people
involved. I think that is a problem that needs to
be addressed by the committee.

In short, one can say that one can build a
brickworks just about anywhere, but Midland
Junction is a unique spot to have a selling
complex. It provides a top facility 10 miles
from the centre of Perth. It is a great asset. I
personally cannot see the need to sell it.

The existing abattoir site could be used as an
extension to the present yards if necessary.
Twenty hectares in the middle of Midland, at a
price of $450 000, is a steal when one considers
that last year the agents took a total of
$280 000 in yard fees. That is not a bad return
for a $ 450 000 investment. I acknowledge that
there are some provisions in this sale for lease-
back. I do not think that is necessary. One
would have to ask why the Government was in
such haste to include the yards in its sale. There
is obviously a strange tale behind this story. I
hope the committee can get to the bottom of it.
I support wholeheartedly the establishment of a
Select Committee, as does my party.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Agriculture) [9.59 p.m.]: As has been
indicated, the Government agrees to the estab-
lishment of a Select Committee with one or two
slight amendments, which I will mention
shortly. We agree to it because we believe very
strongly that we have nothing to hide in respect
of this transaction.

There is nothing untoward in relation to the
sale of the property and nothing that has been
improper. That inquiry will in fact completely
vindicate the actions taken by the Government.
The Government believes that rather than
showing up the defects in the process, the com-
mittee of inquiry will show quite the con-
trary-that the sale was in the best interests of
the State, and that all the parties who have
legitimate interests in the saleyards, which is a
very important aspect of the matter, a point
just made to the House by the previous
speaker, will be properly looked after.

The Government welcomes the opportunity
to prove that and I repeat what I have said
before: The Government has disclosed every-
thing that needs to be disclosed in respect of
this sale. It has tabled all documents which
relate to the sale and it has not hidden any
particular document or any pant of the
transaction. The Government has answered
openly and clearly all questions asked in Parlia-
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ment about the sale and all questions asked by
the media. The Government has disclosed all
payments which have been made-

Mr Brian Burke: Some of the motivations of
the people on the other side of this debate have
not been so public, though.

Mr GRILL: That is quite true. Initially I
thought the motion was probably a waste of
time, and that it would not bring out any fact
or any information that had not already been
disclosed. However, I came to the conclusion,
as did other members of the Government, that
it was worthwhile to establish a Select Com-
mittee which would vindicate the Government
and show up what has been quite a shameful
propaganda effort in the media by vested
interests within Western Australia.

Consequently, the Government will agree
with the motion put forward by the Leader Of
the Opposition. I give notice, however, that in
due course the Government will seek to slightly
amend the motion.

A Select Committee will be appointed and
the Government will go along with it but the
committee should be a Select Committee of
this House. To set up a Select Committee of the
Parliament would create a very unwieldy and
clumsy vehicle, especially in view of the fact
that the other place is moving a motion which
entails the setting up of a completely separate
committee, seeming to ignore the prospect of
setting up a committee of Parliament.

While going along with paragraphs (1) to (6)
of the motion moved by the Leader of the -Op-
position, I foreshadow moving an amendment
in the following terms-

That the motion be amended by
deleting:

"in the opinion of this House there
should be established a Select Com-
mittee of the Parliament"

and substituting the following:
6A Select Committee be

appointed ".

and inserting after (6) the following:
"Whether further competition

within the WA Clay Brick industry
and the decision to allow the establish-
ment of a high technology brickworks
on the Midland abattoir site was in the
best interests of the State ".

Mr Hassell: That is irrelevant. We would like
to open up the inquiry and I thought you were
going to amend it to cover the question of the
alternative saleyards. That would have been a

relevant and a proper amendment. This one is
just an irrelevant amendment, isn't it?

Mr GRILL: I think that it is wide enough to
cover the amendment that the Leader of the
Opposition wanted. If he thinks there is some
defect in the motion that he has moved, he
should have thought about that earlier. The
Government would like to open up this in-
quiry.

Mr Brian Burke: The Government wants to
hear from other- brick manufacturers about
what they have been doing and why they have
been doing it.

Mr Bradshaw: Are you going to have a Select
Committee into that?

Mr Brian Burke: This is what that is going to
be.

Mr GRILL: The Government wants to open
it up to that extent because it believes that the
clay brick manufacturing industry in Western
Australia has been concentrated in the hands of
fewer and fewer people over recent years, to
such an extent that over the last 12 months it
has come into the hands of one or two people
only.

Secondly, there is a very significant cross-
shareholding between the so-called major
companies which are producing and
distributing clay bricks in Western Australia at
present. The Government believes that this
cross-shareholding and the cross-directorships
associated with it amount to a cartel which has
set up a monopoly in collusion in this State to
bring about a situation where the price of
bricks is too high and where the brick manufac-
turing and distributing industry is controlled
by one or two people.

Mr Nalder: Brick prices are the lowest in
Australia at the moment.

Mr GRILL: That is not true. That is an as-
sertion which is being made by these people
and it is patently incorrect. A committee of
inquiry will establish that fact beyond doubt.
The people of this State have been paying too
much for bricks, especially since these people
who set up the cartel recently-within the last
12 months-gained control of Whiternans
Brick.

Mr Brian Burke: Not only that. Those people
have whipped up a campaign around the sale
for one reason only: To stop further competi-
tors interested in setting up in the market.

Mr GRILL: This cartel has been set up to
maintain a monopoly.
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Mr Hassell: Now we see the little game you
are up to. You are trying'to attack someone
who does not support you. it is very obvious.

Mr GRILL: This cartel has been set up by
either buying out or attempting to freeze out
any other competitors in the market.

Mr Brian Burke: Or making the most unor-
thodox offers.

Mr GRILL: In fact, what they have done
could be classed as nefarious.

The Government believes that this aspect of
the matter should be referred to the Select
Committee, and in due course it hopes that the
Select Committee will refer this aspect of the
matter to the Trade Practices Commissioner
for complete investigation.

Mr Nalder: Even if that were true, there is no
need to sell a public asset for a fraction of its
value.

Mr GRILL: I will come to the price in a
moment and the member for Narrogin will be
surprised about it.

Mr Brian Burke: We will be having a Select
Committee into that as well. That is in your
point.

Mr Nalder: I would hope so.
Mr Brian Burke: They are in your points;, we

are just having our points too, hut it is your
leader's Select Committee.

Mr Kassell: Now he is upset.
Mr Brian Burke: I am not upset.
Mr Hassell: We are interested in your tactics

of attacking your political opponents.
Mr Brian Burke: This is one of the few

worthwhile Select Committees you have ever
suggested. It took us to make sense of it.

Mr GRILL: If I might just carry on-
Mr Hasseil: The old standover tactics again!
Mr GRILL: The Government believes that it

is highly predictable that the Liberal Party in
this State should have moved such a motion.
The Government believes the Liberal Party is
simply moving to protect its major benefactors
within this State-

Mr Hassell: What an outrageous assertion!
Mr GRILL: The Government believes, and I

think it will be proved, that the Liberal Party in
this State is simply moving to maintain the
cartel and its monopoly in the manufacturing
and distribution of bricks in this State.

Mr Hassell: We will have to have an inquiry
into the evidence you have for that sont of alle-
gation. it is a wild and spurious allegation.

Mr GRILL: We will see how wild it is. This
particular Select Committee which the Leader
of the Opposition has been so gracious to move
to establish will reveal some of these facts. I
think it will be to the detriment of the Liberal
Party, because it does not have clean hands
over this matter. In fact, it has been very
closely involved in the campaign that has been
set up by this cartel to ensure that there is a
large amount. of misinformation put out into
the public arena. I wilt come to some details on
that later and some of the Liberal Party mem-
bers, no doubt, will be examined by this com-
mittee over their actions in this regard.

The Liberal Party does not have clean hands
over this issue. Ii is moving to protect its major
beneficiary within this State. It is moving to
protect a cartel and a monopoly which has been
established over a period of years. The Liberal
Party is endeavouring to force out of the mar-
ket any other competitor who could possibly be
a threat in the foreseeable future.

Mr Bradshaw: That is a load of rubbish.
Mr GRILL: The amendment to the motion

will allow those matters to be looked at in some
depth. We believe that the Select Committee
will vindicate the Government in every move it
has made in this respect. We have given to the
Parliament all the information we have on this
transaction; we have tabled all the documents;
and we have answered all the questions. A
tremendous amount of nonsense has been
published in the Press and in paid advertise-
ments in the media concerning this transaction.

The Leader of the Opposition was rather
moderate and circumspect in his remarks
tonight and I congratulate him for that; but he
has probably tumbled to the fact that the game
is up for this cartel and it might be best at this
stage if he endeavours to extricate himself to
some degree from the consequences of the
forthcoming inquiry.

Mr Bradshaw: Are you saying that those
people could not go and buy a block of land
somewhere else and start up in opposition?

Mr GRILL: It would be difficult.
Mr Hassell: So they are getting a Govern-

ment subsidy.
Mr GRILL: They are not getting a subsidy

from this Government.
Mr H-assell: They are getting cheap land, are

they?
Mr GRILL: One of the matters we might be

able to inquire into is the question of subsidies
given not by this Government, but by the pre-

1264



(Wednesday, 2 July 1 9861 26

vious Government to its major benefactor,
Midland Brick Co Pty Ltd some years ago.

Mr Tray: Put in another term of reference.
That is a good term of reference.

Mr GRILL: The figures which have been
used in the media advertisements by elements
related to this cartel have either ignored valu-
ations made by competent and well-respected
valuers in our community, including people
like the Valuer General-

Mr Spriggs: You are making a wonderful
contribution to this State.

Mr GRILL: We will see. If the member
doubts the veracity-

Mr Spriggs: I doubt anything that you open
your mouth about.

Mr GRILL: I am saying that there is one way
to test the position. The Opposition has the
opportunity now, by agreeing to this amend-
ment, to test the position. We are agreeing to
the Opposition's six points, with this small
amendment, and if the Opposition agrees to
that amendment we can open this debate to
encompass some of the matters we think are
much more germane to the proper running of
this State than the matters encompassed by the
Opposition's six points.

Mr Brian Burke: Will that allow us to inquire
into whether this major benefactor was actually
ringing others to start a campaign to advertise?
Will that come into this term of reference?

Mr Hassell: What if it was?

Mr GRILL: I t hink that could be included.

Mr H-assell: What if it was? That is not il-
legal.

Mr Brian Burke: Will the terms of reference
of the inquiry be able to include that?

Mr GRILL: I think they will.

Some people have bandied around some
fancy figures in the Press and the Leader of the
Opposition was bandying around some fancy
figures tonight about this saleyard. He quoted
from a valuation apparently received from a
competent valuer in this town. I do not want to
cast any aspersions on that valuer, but the rel-
evant fact was that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition was not prepared to make public or to
table that valuation.

Mr Hassell: The document has been made
public on numerous occasions, you imbecile. I
have given it to the Press numerous times. I
just refused to table it to satisfy your curiosity.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
can give that valuation to us tonight. As far as I
know, he is not prepared to table it.

Mr Hassell: I sam not prepared to table it
after your performance on opening day.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
has been prepared to table nothing and he has
given to the public selected evidence in the
same way as he gave us selected snippets
tonight.

Mr Hassell: I take it that you would not want
me to read a nine-page document.

Mr GRILL: No; but the Leader of the Oppo-
sition could have tabled it.

Mr Hassell: You would Dot let me table a
document the other day.

Mr Brian Burke: Don't table that one, then;
table this one.

Mr Hassell: No, I will not.

Mr GRILL: The Government has tabled all
relevant documents in respect of this
transaction. The Opposition was not prepared
to table the only document that I know that it
has in relation to this matter.

Mr Hassell: It is the only one you know.
That's good; I am glad that is on the record.

Mr GRILL: The Leader of the Opposition
has behaved in much the same fashion as the
people who endeavoured to run this media
campaign against the adequacy of the sale and
other matters which are being brought forward
only to prevent a legitimate business operating
in competition with Midland Brick and this
cartel. Those people have ignored valuations
made by the Valuer General and the valuer
from Baillieu Justin Seward Pty Ltd. They have
taken figures out of context. They have taken
figures contained in the valuations and have
misused them in the most disgraceful manner
in an endeavour to indicate that the figure
placed on this sale was inadequate.

The fact is that those people have not yet
been prepared to come forward with a formal
valuation which indicates that the valuations
placed on the property by the valuer from
Justin Seward and the Valuer General are
wrong. They have not been prepared to do that
and the Leader of the Opposition was not pre-
pared to do that tonight either by saying that
the valuation-

Mr Hassell: The first term of reference re-
quires the committee to inquire into valuation.
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Mr GRILL: That is fair enough and we shall
go into it, but it does not add anything to the
argument tonight, nor does it support the way
in which the Leader of the Opposition, while
refusing to table his own valuation, cast as-
persions on the valuations placed on the
saleyards and the abattoir and on the people
who very competently made them.

The saleyards and the abattoir have had a
very long and chequered history. The question
of their sale and disposal and the appropriate-
ness of having these facilities in that area have
been subject to a number of studies. In 1976
Taylor and Burrell Town Planners, as part of
the eastern corridor study, made a number of
remarks about the saleyards. In 1981 a special
Government committee of inquiry was set up
to investigate the use of the Midland abattoir
as a saleyard. At that stage it was proposed that
fragmented development by the State should
occur.

In 1981 the metropolitan markets study
examined the relocation of the markets to Mid-
land. That study looked at this matter and the
use of this site. In 1982 the Midland abattoir
land use and valuation study was carried out by
Justin Seward which put forward certain valu-
ations which have been misused by various
parties and the media.

In 1983 an assessment was made of the Mid-
land abattoir area and Canning .Vale was
mooted as a possible site for relocation of the
abattoir. In the same year the Midland
saleyards departmental review took place. In
1984 the meat industry inquiry was carried out
by the Treloar committee and that was fol-
lowed by the G.K.D.-Dwyer Pty Ltd report
which called on such prestigious people as
Feilman Planning Consultants Pty Lid; K.
Palassis, architect; a valuer of Justin Seward;
and a number of other well-known consultants.

Mr Brian Burke: You know what would have
happened had we decided to have another
study-we would have been criticised and con-
demned for doing it and every one of those you
have listed would have been thrown back in
our face.

Mr GRILL: Absolutely. The fact is that the
sale of this site has been considered by so many
committees, by so many consultants, and by so
many organisations, including a number of
Governments, that the list is almost endless.

In living memory no sale of a site within the
metropolitan area has been carried out with so
much concern and so much detailed decision-
making and work going into it.

We need another inquiry like a hole in the
head. We do, however, need an inquiry, not
only to vindicate the Government's actions,
but also to inquire into some of the actions of
third parties that have very keen vested
interests in ensuring there is no competition in
the manufacture or sale of clay bricks in the
metropolitan area.

These saleyards were originally set up in
19 10. They were substantially rebuilt in 1948.
By 1975 they had already incurred capital ex-
penditure of $12.7 million. In 1979 operations
ceased. During all this time the saleyards lost a
very considerable amount of money. At the
time of the permanent closure of the saleyards
in July 1981 it was costing the Government
$450 000 in maintenance. In September 1982
the previous Government made the decision
that the property should be sold off by tender
to the highest bidder-and the member for
Katanning-Roe should perhaps take notice of
this. No considerations attached to this sale, no
concern was shown about the saleyards.

Mr Bradshaw: Did we do it?
Mr GRILL: Partly.
Mr House: I was not a member of the pre-

vious Government.
Mr GRILL: I am not criticising the member

for Katanning-Roe; I am giving him infor-
mation. I am critical of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition because he was a member of the Govern-
ment which made the decision to sell off the
abattoir and the saleyard sites without any
special provisions to protect the saleyards. This
was back in September 1982. As I understand
it, some land and a lot of the chattels-the very
imiportant machinery necessary to run the abat-
toir and other parts of the operation there-
were sold off at that time.

In 1986 the outstanding capital debt of the
abattoir is $15 million. That is made up of
General Loan Fund money of $10.5 million
and private borrowings of $4.7 million. All up
the Government is paying something in excess
of $ 1.1 million just by way of interest to main-
tain the capital debt on the saleyards run up by
the previous Government.

Mr Bradshaw: How is the sale of it going to
alleviate that?

Mr GRILL: It will allow us to get some
things in perspective, and here is one thing the
member can put into perspective: The loss on
the abattoir between 1969-70 and 1979-80 was
a whopping great $ 12.8 million, and that is on
top of the oustanding capital debt I have just
mentioned of $15 million.
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Mr Cash: The logic of that is that you will sell
the MTT tomorrow! Fair go.

Mr GRILL: These saleyards should have
been sold a long time ago. A lot of consider-
ation has gone into this sale. Remember, the
previous Government made a decision to sell
off these operations in September 1982 without
in any way endeavouring to protect the
saleyards. This is a part of the history of the
saleyards.

It has been alleged, firstly, that the saleyards
have not been sold for an appropriate price
and, secondly, that the price is well below valu-
ations. The price obtained for the saleyards is
not only in line with valuations that have been
made by very competent people, but also is in
excess of the figure expected to be attained in
such a sale.

I do not think anyone would deny that
Baillieu Justin Seward's are highly competent
and well thought of real estate agents and
valuers in the Perth metropolitan area with a
long and august history. That firm has made
several valuations of the salcyards.

Mr Brian Burke: Justin Seward is on the
finance committee of the Liberal Party-

Mr GRILL: That is why Opposition mem-
bers are all so quiet at the moment. The firm of
Baillieu Justin Seward, as is now known, made
a number of valuations of the property over a
period of years. The latest valuations are in-
cluded in the report presented by G.L-LD.-
Dwyer Ply Ltd, and that report was released in
January this year.

As part of the study into the sale of the yards,
Baillieu Justin Seward put forward eight
options for the possible sale of the property. It
put forward also an assessment of what might
be received in the event of the sale of the prop-
erty under any or each of those options. The
options vary from a loss of $ 910 000 through to
a profit of $915 000. Most of the options
indicated a net deficit-all except three, I
think.

The option which was most attractive was
the sale of the whole site as an industrial site.
Baillieu Justin Seward's, which had made pre-
vious valuations of the property and which had
gone into some detail in ensuring its valuation
was as accurate as it possibly could be-unike
some other valuations which we have heard
mentioned-made an assessment that the
property, at the highest, given the most favour-
able terms, was worth $915 000.

That valuation was made up as follows: By
selling the whole site, of some 29.18 hectares at
$40 000 a hectare, bringing up $1.16 million.
From that $1.16 million, engineering, lot prep-
aration, and sewerage costs were deducted;
they were assessed at $300 000. If that
$300 000 is deducted from the $1.16 million
we are left with $860 000. From that is
deducted the demolition costs on the basis that
the buildings demolished could be dumped
close to the site, not in a special land-fill site,
but close to the abattoir site. That deduction
was $690 000, bringing up a final total for the
property, as a green field site, of $160 000.

To that is added the cold store valuation of
$500 000. There are cold stores on the prop-
erty, and they have a value, and they were
assessed by Justin Seward. Add to that the
value of the administration building assessed
by Justin Seward at $245 000. If one then adds
both those sums to the figure of $170 000 we
are left with a figure of $915 000.

However, from that sum needs to be
deducted one hectare of land which will go to
Westrail, and approximately 4.2 hectares of
land which will be retained by the Govern-
ment, probably in the hands of the Department
of Conservation and Land Management. They
are prime riverfront sites. The total land area
to be deducted is 5.2 hectares. If that is valued
at $40 000 per hectare, which is the sum Justin
Seward assessed as the value of the property,
we can deduct from the price of $915 000 the
sum of $208 000, bringing the price to
$707000.

On top of that it is highly likely that in the
event of the buildings being demolished-most
of them will need to be domolished, and they
contain asbestos and polyurethane-they will
need to be dumped in a special landfill site, and
the additional cost assessed by Taylforth and
Associates Pty Ltd, one of the consultants, is
$240 000. That brings the final price for the
property down to $467 000, using valuations
made by Justin Seward and Taylfo-th and As-
sociates.

That figure of course is very close to the final
figure of $450 000 which was paid for the prop-
erty. One then has to take into account the fact
that the purchaser has leased back the most
valuable part of the property for virtually a
peppercorn rental. In fact, it is the only part
that has any value as a site. A number of
valuers who looked at the property said the
abattoir section had a negative value. If one
takes into account the fact that the majority of
the saleyards site of 16 hectares, including the
effluent ponds, is to be leased back for at least
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six years-and under a memorandum of agree-
ment entered into between the purchaser and
the Government the time is likely to be much
longer than that-

Mr Hassell: Did you vary the agreement after
the sale was announced?

Mr GRILL: No, that is not true, and I will
explain that in a moment.

If one takes into account those six years and
capitalises the value of the rental for that
period-the member for Katanning-Roe
mentioned the rental value of $200 000 per an-
num-the present capital value of that lease-
back arrangement is $735 000. If one adds that
to the $450 000 paid by the purchaser one sees
that the value received for the property is well
in excess of $1 million.

I simply cannot see how anyone can allege,
given the valuations by highly competent
valuers-and the Valuer General concurs very
closely with the figures put on the sale by Justin
Seward-that the value placed on the property
at sale was inadequate. On the figures I have
put forward the price was more than adequate,
and I chink the purchasers probably would
agree with that.

Many members are well aware that having a
brickworks in Midland will confer a consider-
able benefit on Midland itself The construc-
tion of a $31 million high technology brick-
works in the area will create a lot of jobs in the
construction stage and much business for
people in Midland. The people who will be
involved in operating the brickworks-[ 10
workers in due course-will provide a very
handy market for retailers in the Midland area,
and I think they should grab such a facility with
both hands.

Mr Nalder: Would it employ fewer if it were
on the other side of the road?

Mr GRILL: It would probably employ the
same number anywhere in that area. The fact is
that the land on the other side of the road was
not available. I do not see the relevance of the
interjection.

This facility will confer a significant benefit
not only on Midland, but also on the State. It
will use a large amount of gas; we have that leg-
acy which the previous Government left us in
respect of the surplus gas from the North-West
Shelf, and it will also use a lot of electricity.

Mr Laurance: There you go again, knocking
the North-West Shelf.

Mr GRILL: No, we are not. We knocked the
negotiations in respect of the North-West Shelf,
and in that respect members opposite were in-
competent.

Mr Brian Burke: We will get this transcript
and send it to the joint venturers.

Mr Laurance: You heard what was said.
Mr Hassell: He said it was a legacy.
Mr GRILL: Let us get back to the Midland

saleyards; wandering around in the north-west
will not help us much.

Mr Laurance: Why can't you be a positive
Government?

Mr GRILL: We have been a positive
Government. We have done the right thing in
respect of the saleyards.

In his argument a little while ago the Leader
of the Opposition raised the question as to why
this property was not sold to the highest bidder.
A sale to the highest bidder would not have
protected the saleyards, would not have been in
the best interests of the State-

Mr Hassell: Here is an admission; there was a
higher bidder.

Mr GRILL: No, I did not say that; I said a
sale to the highest bidder would not necess-
arily-

Mr Hassell: You said, "would not have".
Mr GRILL: If I said "would not have", I

correct myself. It would not necessarily have
been in the best interests of the State.

Mr Hassell: If you had not negotiated for that
to be the case, it would not have.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not know what is wrong
with you;, we are agreeing to your Select Com-
mittee.

Mr Hassell: We are interested in the evidence
coming out. Somebody who came along with a
proposal for a brickworks was greeted with
open arms and you did not want to hear about
anything else.

Mr GRILL: I am making the point that a sale
to the highest bidder would not necessarily
have been in the best interests of the State.

Mr Hassell: That is the most damning point
against you that has been made all night, in-
cluding the evidence I presented.

Mr GRILL: I think it is most unlikely, given
all the circumstances, that a sale to the highest
bidder would have been in the best interests of
the State. It certainly would not have protected
the people and the interests about which the
member for Katanning-Roe was speaking. I re-
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mind the Leader of the Opposition again that
he was pant of a Government which made a
decision to sell this particular site to the highest
bidder without any conditions to protect the
saleyards.

Mr Hassell: It did not sell the salcyards.
Mr Bradshaw: That is a lie. It was not sold by

the previous Government.

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Murray-Wellington should take the appropriate
action without my going much further.

Mr BRADSHAW: I withdraw my remark.
Debate Resumed

Mr GRILL: The fact is that the potential
buyers for this site could have registered their
interest in the site years ago. The people who
are complaining about not being able to pur-
chase the property were never serious about
purchasing it and made their bogus offers only
after the sale of the property. The consultants
who were asked to look into selling the prop-
erty consulted a large number of people over a'
long period.

Mr Nalder: Did they consult the users of the
property to see whether they were interested.

Mr GRILL: They were certainly consulted. I
will give an indication of the number of people
who were consulted. The list is set out in ap-
pendix 3 of the Midland abattoir study carried
out by G.H.D.-Dwyer Pty Ltd. That list' in-
cludes companies, departments, agencies, and
individuals who were approached over the
possibility of their taking up the site. Because
the list is long I will not go through it.

There was no secret about the fact that this
site was up for sale for a long time. It was for
sale during the term of the previous Govern-
ment and it has been for sale while this
Government has been in office. In fact, parts of
the property and quite a few chattels of the
property were sold off.

I mentioned earlier that the Government was
concerned about certain aspects of the sale of
this property, but not the same aspects as have
been set out by the Leader of the Opposition in
his motion. We were concerned about a con-
certed effort by certain interests to prevent the
sale from going through and to prevent compe-
tition in respect of the sale and manufacture of
clay bricks in the metropolitan area of this
State. I said before that there has been a con-
centration of clay brick manufacture into the

hands of fewer and fewer people over the last
few years.

Mr Spriggs: They are the cheapest bricks in
Australia.

Mr GRILL: That is not true. That is an as-
sertion made by the member.

Mr Spriggs: It is true. It is something you
blokes don't understand.

Mr GRILL: The member has something to
learn. That piece of propaganda may well have
been accepted by the likes of the member over
the years, but it is simply not true. The truth is
that the people of this State have been sold a
pup by this cartel.

Mr Spriggs: Is that why houses are 30 per
cent cheaper in this State than in any other
State in Australia?

Mr GRILL: That is what the member be-
lieves.

Mr Spriggs: The people of this State are the
only people in Australia who can afford to have
double-brick houses.

Mr Bradshaw: If the price is so great why
hasn't someone slipped in and taken their mar-
ket from them?

Mr GRILL: That might well be the member's
belief. The fact is that a cartel does operate in
this State.

Mr Spriggs: If your mate wants to go into the
brickyards, let him buy a property the same as
anyone else.

Mr GRILL: He has bought one, my friend. I
thought the member knew that.

Mr Hassell: You have made a very serious
admission today. You said, "Selling it to the
highest bidder would not have been in the best
interests of this State".

Mr GRILL: It would not have, necessarily.
Let me tell the Leader of the Opposition a few
facts about the cartel. Let us not worry about
the other incidental matters. The fact is that a
cartel involved in the manufacture of bricks
operates in this State. The cartel is dominated
by Midland Brick Co Pty Ltd.

Mr MacKinnon: Would you go outside and
say that?

Mr GRILL: I have said it outside. The cartel
is dominated by Midland Brick. It is owned by
Rick New and his family. Part of that cartel is
Whitemans Brick which was acquired by the
New family on 28 February 198 5.

Mr Bradshaw: Who owned it before that?
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Mr GRILL: ft was owned by the Bond
people. What has that got to do with it? The
simple fact is that the only real competitor in
the manufacturing of clay bricks in this State
was acquired by Midland Brick and by the New
family on 28 February last year.

It has been loudly proclaimed by elements of
this cartel that there is another clay brick
manufacturer in this State and that manufac-
turer is Metro Brick which is a wholly owned
subsidiary of Bristile Ltd. The Whittaker fam-
ily owns 5 1 per cent of Bristile Ltd which is
also substantially owned by Midland Brick. In
fact, a search of the Corporate Affairs Office
today indicates that while Whittakers Ltd holds
4 267 608 shares in Bristile, Midland Brick
holds just on three million shares-in fact,
2 984 437 shares.

Mr Hassell: Was that not a protective move
against a takeover at one stage?

Mr GRILL: That was a protective move.
That meant the establishment of a cartel in this
State.

Mr Brian Burke: I think you are being un-
reasonable! Just because the New family owns
nearly half of Bristile, as well as all of Midland
Brick, you are contending that they would in-
fluence Bristile! They might do that if they
were Labor people, but they would not do that
if they were Liberal people!

Mr Hassell: It is all on the public record that
this Government is attacking a private
businessman simply because he opposes you
politically. That is what this is all about.

Mr GRILL: There is more to it. The fact is
(hat there is another brickworks not involved
in the manufacturing of bricks in Western
Australia because we all know there are only
three companies manufacturing and controlling
the clay brick market in Western Australia.
Those are the three companies I have
mentioned; Midland, Whiteman, and Metro.
The cross-sharcholding is very substantial. The
other company involved in the manufacture of
clay bricks is from New South Wales and is
called Bowral Brick Works Pty Ltd. Guess who
owns it? For the member for Mt Lawley's edifi-
cat ion, Bowral Brick is jointly owned by Mid-
land Brick and Bristile. I might add that
Bowral Brick has one of the same directors as
Midland Brick, one George Cugley.

Mr Brian Burke: George Cugley is not the
one who has been ringing up soliciting do-
nations, is he?

Mr GRILL: He is the same one.

Mr Brian Burke: That is a protective
measure!

Mr GRILL: I see. Howral Brick Works made
a takeover otter for the only other possible
competitor in the brick field in Western
Australia. It is not in the clay brick field, but it
is in the silica brick field. The company is
Calsil Ltd.

The company of Bowral Brickworks Pty Ltd,
which I mentioned a moment ago, and which is
jointly owned by Midland Brick Co Pty Ltd
and Bristile Ltd, made a takeover offer for
Calsil Ltd and at the present time controls 19.9
per cent of the shares in that company. If there
were ever a case for a monopoly or a cartel
having been set up in one particular industry in
this State, the facts I have read to the House
substantiate that case.

Mr MacKinnon: Does not the Swan Brewery
have a monopoly in Western Australia?

Mr GRILL: It does not.

Mr MacKinnon: It has a much bigger share
in relative terms.

Mr GRILL: If the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position thinks that is the case, he should take a
trip to the hotel to see the lines of beer on sale.
It is certainly wider than the lines produced by
the Swan Brewery.

If one takes into account the fact that Mid-
land Brick and Whitemans Brick produce
about 70 per cent of clay bricks in this State,
and Metro Brick produces about 30 per cent,
then the case for a cartel is not just evident, it is
entirely clear.

Let us get onto the question of price. Some
members of the Oppostion have said some
fairly loud words about the question of price.
The facts are that if one looks at the price
schedules of Midland Brick, Whitemans Brick,
and Metro Brick, there is not only an alarming
similarity between the prices in those sched-
ules, but there is also an alarming similarity
about the dates on which they put out those
schedules. In fact, if members look at the
schedule released by Metro Brick on I
November 1985 they will not only notice that
the prices for a standard range of bricks within
that pamphlet are very similar to the price List
put out by Midland Brick and Whitemans
Brick, but also that those two companies put
out their price lists on exactly the same day.

Mr Rushton: Service stations change their
prices on the same day also.
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Mr GRILL: What a marvellous coincidence!
In spite of the facetious comments made by one
or two members on the Opposition back bench,
those facts almost seal the case for a cartel
operating within this State at the present time.

A few assertions have been made that the
price of bricks produced by the Midland-
Whitemans Brick empire in this State-I sup-
pose Metro Bricks could be included also-are
the cheapest in Australia. We have already
agreed that their prices are similar, but a com-
parison was made of interstate brick prices
fairly recently and it indicated that prices of
bricks in New South Wales, particularly in the
Sydney metropolitan area, are some 20 per cent
cheaper than similar bricks produced by Mid-
land Brick.

Mr MacKinnon: Where is that?
Mr GRILL: In New South Wales.
Mr MacKinnon: Will you give a comparison

of energy costs paid in New South Wales and
Western Australia?

Mr GRILL: I see! Are we going to finesse it
now? I take it that we will abandon the argu-
ment being put forward so loudly-

Mr MacKinnon: Energy costs are 58 per cent
higher j n this State than in any other State in
Australia.

Mr GRILL: It is an implied abandonment of
the argument put forward so loudly by Midland
Brick and echoed by some of the dunces on the
Opposition back bench a few moments ago that
Midland Brick were producing their product at
a price 30 per cent cheaper than companies in
the Eastern States.

Mr Spriggs: I did not say that. I said houses
were 30 per cent cheaper.

Mr GRILL: The member for Darting Range
is abandoning the argument as well.

I said earlier that this cartel is using and has
used some fairly nefarious methods in an en-
deavour to ensure that there is no competition
in brick manufacture in this State.

Mr Spriggs: How are you going to stop them
buying out Prestige Bricks?

Mr GRILL: It is not only to freeze people out
of the market, it is also to buy people out of the
market.

When Peter Ellett, the director of the
company which has purchased the Midland
site, made it public that he intended to proceed
with the setting up of a new high technology
brickworks on the site, a meeting was held be-
tween Ric New and Peter Ellert at the premises

of BSD Consultants Ply Ltd on 21 May 1986 at
10 a.m. At the meeting New put to Ellett that if
Ellett would withdraw from the purchase of the
abattoir and saleyards site and resile from his
ambition to set up a new high technology brick-
works in the metropolitan area, Ric New would
ensure that Ellett was given his own brick-
works-not in this State, but somewhere else.

Mr MacKinnon. Was the Minister at that
meeting?

Mr GRILL: No.
Mr Brian Burke: That is what we are going to

inquire into.
Mr MacKinnon: How do you know it

happened?
Mr GRILL: Where will the brickworks be

established-not in this State.
Mr MacKinnon: Where is the brickworks?
Mr GRILL: If the Deputy Leader of the Op-

position would keep quiet I will tell him. If he
listened he would learn something.

Mr Brian Burke: The point is that Midland
Brick offered Ellett a brickworks if he withdrew
from his plans to establish in this State and
threaten the cartel.

Mr GRILL: The brickworks is not in West-
ern Australia; it is in New South Wales and the
name of the brickworks is-members guessed
it-Bowral Brickworks.

Mr MacKinnon: And Mr New would give
that to Mr Ellett! Is that your claim?

Mr GRILL: That is what we claim.
Mr MacKinnon: The Minister must think

members on this side of the House came down
in the last shower. You have been reading
Noddy for too long because people like you are
led astray reading those books.

Mr GRILL: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition has been practising what he reads.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: That will be inquired into and

we do not need the bellowing from the other
side of the House in an endeavour to shout me
down in respect of that matter.

Midland Brick is not without its tactics and
procedures. We have seen an expensive cam-
paign conducted in the media against the sale
of the saleyards over the last few weeks. The
media campaign ostensibly has not been run by
Midland Brick, but it has been run by individ-
ual parties. The strange thing is that although
the advertisements have appeared in the local
Press under the name of agencies such as the
Midland District Chamber of Commerce and
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people such as Peter Reid and Len Brajkovich ,
the same fellow keeps fronting up at the office
of West Australian Newspapers paying cash for
the advert isements.

Mr MacKinnon: How do you know that?
Mr GRILL: We have our methods of know-

ing. We have the information. The member
will find out in due course.

Mr MacKinnon: How do you know this?
Who was the person and how did you find out?

Mr GRILL: The member will find out in due
course and the witnesses will be there and will
give their evidence.

Mr MacKinnon. So your claim is that the
same person paid for the ads at the office of
The West A4ustralian newspapers every time?

Mr GRILL: Paid cash.
Mr MacKinnon: And paid cash, and you

know who that person is, but you are not pre-
pared to tell us how you know.

Mr GRILL: Yes, I will tell the House who the
person is.

Mr MacKinnon: Who is it?
Mr GRILL: He has a foreign-sounding name.

We are not certain, but we understand it to be a
Mr Arpad Laszlo Basckai of Arpad Security
Agency Pty Ltd, a company that grew out of
assistance provided to it and is the muscle for
one Ric New of Midland Brick.

Mr MacKinnon: How do you know?
Mr GRILL: As I said, it is our strong sus-

picion that that is the fellow, but we will ident-
ify him in due course.

Mr MacKinnon: You did not say it was your
strong suspicion; you said you knew. How did
you know?

Mr GRILL: That will be proved at a later
date.

Mr MacKinnon. Why don't you tell me. You
tell me his name and address; you lambast that
man in this Parliament and you are not pre-
pared to tell me how you know.

Mr GRILL: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition will find out in due course.

Mr MacKinnon: Gutless, that's what you are.
You are not prepared to stand up and be
counted.

Mr GRILL: I am not prepared to declare the
source of my information at this stage.

Mr MacKinnon: Why won't you tell us how
you know?

Mr GRILL: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition will find out in due course.

Mr Macicinnon: Do you have people follow-
ing these people around? Did WA Newspapers
give you confidential information?

Mr GRILL: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition is very sensitive on this subject.

Mr MacKinnon: No, I am not.
Mr Brian Burke: We all pay security agents

to go and pay for ads. Don't you do that? We
all have security agents paying for our ads!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKinnon: How did the Minister find

out about this confidential information?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRILL: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-

sition is sensitive now, is he not? We have
struck a real nerve, I think. Before I finish deal-
ing with some of the nefarious tactics, I wish to
make one more point.

Mr MacKinnon: You are not prep ared to say
and I guarantee that the committee does not
tell us either.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will re-
sume his seat for a second. I realise the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition would have had some
difficulty in hearing my call for order over the
volume of noise which was coming out of the
body of the Chamber, largely from himself, but
if I have to call "Order!" again that many times
it is my intention to suggest to him that he
cease interjecting altogether. I do not want to
do that because I think that the interjections,
certainly in this debate, are beginning to add to
it, but they should not be as vociferous and
continuous as they have been over the last few
minutes.

Mr GRILL: I would just like to finish up on a
few points.

Mr Mac Kinnon: Could I just ask, though, as
a tidy interjection, whether the Minister will
tell the committee how he knows that that man
lodged the advertisement with WA News-
papers.

Mr GRILL: All will be disclosed in due
course.

Mr MacKinnon: The answer is that no, we
will not find out.

Mr GRILL: Is the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position going to keep interjecting?

Before I finish I would like to get on to a
subject about which the Opposition does know
something, and that is the stacking of meetings.
I refer to a meeting of the Midland Chamber of
Commerce held on 28 May this year, a meeting
at which a number of motions, ostensibly
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opposing the sale of this abattoir and salcyards
site, were passed. The strange thing about this
meeting was that it was not held at 7.30 p.m.
and notice did not go out until the very last
moment. In fact, it was held at 7.30 a~m. Most
people did not receive their notices until too
late,

It was attended by 24 business people. It was
not surprising, given the track record of those
who attended, that 14 came either from Mid-
land Brick or Whiteman Brick. In other words,
the meeting was stacked. The meeting was
called in a fashion which would preclude most
members from attending and proper notice of
the meeting was not given. The motions then
pushed through at that stacked meeting have
become the basis of the media campaign that
we have seen over the last few weeks, ostensibly
put forward by an independent group, the Mid-
land Chamber of Commerce, but in actual fact
put forward by the cartel, having stacked the
meeting in true Liberal style.

Mr Trenorden: Are you saying the Midland
Chamber of Commerce has no interest in those
salcyards?

Mr GRILL: I did not say that. I think the
member heard what I had to say. He should be
disturbed at those sorts of tactics.

Mr Trenorden: I have been a member of the
Chamber of Commerce for years.

Mr GRILL: Did the member attend this
meeting?

Mr Trenorden: No.
Mr GRILL: So the member did not get his

notice. He could not be trusted to do the right
thing in this biased delegation.

After the acquisition of Whiteman Brick by
the New family company, Midland Brick, on
28 February 1985, we have seen, after a period
of reasonably moderate increases in the price of
bricks, a dramatic increase in the price of
bricks. In fact, there has been an increase of 14
per cent since that date. All in all, a very large
number of matters can be encompassed within
the scope of this Select Committee. While we
support this Select Committee we believe that
it will do nothing in the terms that it was orig-
inally moved other than confirm that the
Government acted properly in respect of this
sale.

I wish to raise a seventh point in respect of
the motion, one which will canvass questions
of real concern to the public of Western
Australia and will place under the microscope
the activities of certain people. In due course I

would hope that action will be taken as a result
of the finding of this Select Committee.

Amendments to Motion
1 move an amendment-

To delete "That in the opinion of this
House there should be established a Select
Committee of the Parliament" and
substitute-"A Select Committee be
appointed".

Amendment put and passed.
Mr GRILL: I move a further amendment-

To add after part (6) of the motion the
following-

(7) Whether further competition
within the Western Australian
clay brick industry and the de-
cision to allow the establishment
of a high technology brickworks
on the Midland Abattoir site was
in the best interests of the State.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the
Opposition) [11. 12 p.m.J: The Minister made
an amazing admission during the course of his
remarks leading up to this amendment. That
admission was made unintentionally when he
stated that the sale of the Midland abattoir site
to the highest bidder would not necessarily be
in the best interests of the State.

What does that tell us? It tells us very simply
that the Government wanted to make a par-
ticular sale and really was not interested in
making any other sale. The Government par-
ticularly wanted a purchaser who would estab-
lish a briclcworks and that is what the whole
issue is about, as is now revealed. In its desper-
ation to do something against Midland Brick
Co Pty Ltd and the New family the Govern-
ment has rushed into a deal with a person who
is prepared to establish a brickworks on the site
so that it could further its objective in its
haired of the Midland Brick Co and the New
family. That has been adequately spelled out in
the long diatribe from the Minister. Clearly we
are seeing an attempt at a witch hunt to stand
over these people for whom the Labor Govern-
ment has such hatred. That is what this amend-
ment is about.

It is a stupid amendment; it has nothing to
do with the fundamental issues. It has nothing
to do with the circumstances surrounding the
sale of the Midland abattoir site, the funda-
mental question being whether the sale was
conducted in a proper way. I am saying the
Minister was given the lead with the admission
that, in fact, the sale was very deliberately set
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up simply because the prospective purchaser
wanted to establish a brickworks and the
Government could not wait to get into the deal.
It certainly did not want to hear from anyone
else who might have wanted the land for some
other purpose.

The amendment is related to a broad econ-
omic question of whether further competition
within the Western Australian clay brick indus-
try is in the best interests of the State.

Mr Parker: Do you want that examination?
Mr HASSELL: I believe in competition. I

happen to be a supporter of private enterprise
and I believe in competition as a general
proposition.

I am sure the establishment of a high tech-
nology brickworks in Western Australia is good
economic news for the State. However, it is not
for me to judge whether it will succeed Or fail
and I have never sought to make any judgment
about that. But members should notice the
amendment is not about whether it is desirable
to have extra competition or a high technology
brickworks. The amendment is about whether
it is desirable to have competition and a high
technology brickworks on the Midland abattoir
site. It is a giveaway in its very words because
the Government is really trying to say that it
wants to have this inquiry into Midland Bricks'
activities because in reaiity it desperately
wanted anybody who was prepared to establish
a brickworks in competition with its enemy.
That is what it is all about.

It is a foolish, stupid amendment and the
Minister's statement in support of it will be
shown to be as foolish and as dishonest as the
Government has been. I want to make it absol-
utely clear that I have recognised from the out-
set that a number of competing commercial
interests are involved and interested in this
matter. A number of those interests have
contacted me at different times and I have
made it absolutely clear to all of them that my
interest is the public interest and that I do not
represent anybody's commercial interest.
Those commercial interests are to be deter-
mined in the marketplace of competition. If
they choose to take various commercial ac-
tions, which one way Or another are of rel-
evance to the competition they face, it is a
matter for them, but it is not a matter for me
because I am not elected to Parliament to rep-
resent particular commercial interests.

Furthermore, I have been interested by the
approach that has been adopted from the
interests who purchased the property because I

would not have regarded them as entirely ap-
propriate on at least one occasion. However, I
have nothing to say about that. I am not here to
conduct a witch-hunt. Many things could be
said in that respect, some things are on record
in my office; I have carefully documented
records of things that have happened and all
sorts of comments could be made about indi-
viduals if one wanted to go on a witch-hunt.
However, I have no interest in doing that. If Mr
Ellett has done a good deal with the Govern-
ment, we should say, as I have said to him on
more than one occasion, "Good on you, you
have done a good deal and you are entitled to it
if you have signed the contract."

My interest is in the activities of the Govern-
ment which is accountable to both Parliament
and the people. My interest is not with the
individuals concerned, whichever side they are
on. If Mr Ellett can succeed in purchasing a
property at a given price he should be delighted
and I am delighted for him. However, I am not
delighted if the Government has sold assets of
this State at less than their true price. I am not
delighted if the taxpayers of this State have to
support a $11 million investment to establish
new salcyards when we already have saleyards.
These are the questions that should be inquired
into.

The truth is that this amendment is no more
than the bitter twisted evidence of this Govern-
ment's absolute hatred of Mr Ric New and the
Midland Brick Co based on the fact that Mr
New is an unashamed supporter of the Liberal
Party.

Mr New is not prepared to succumb to the
pressures of the Labor Party. He is not pre-
pared to succumb to the pressures of the mili-
tant trade unions. That is the basis of their
absolute dislike. That is the basis leading to
these half-truths which have been trotted out
by the Minister tonight. That is the basis of his
investigation of ownership.

Mr New owns Midland Brick, and his
companies have an interest in Bristile. He also
owns brickworks in some other States.

Mr Grill: Do you not think monopoly situ-
ations are of public interest and concern?

Mr HASSELL: We know about monopolies.
We know about the 12 per cent increases in
electricity and gas charges and the 10 per cent
increase in water charges, the highest in the
country. We know about monopolies which are
protected by the State, sustained and covered
by State legislation designed to protect them
from competition. Mr New has no such protec-
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lion from competition; none whatever. H~e can
be competed against any day of the week. He
happens to be a very efficient and successful
operator. Good luck to him. I applaud his suc-
cess.

Mr Cash: This has nothing to do with
monopolies.

Mr Grill: Yes it has.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: What an interesting dis-
cussion! How good it is that what this Minister
has said tonight is carefully recorded in
Hansard. Indeed we have on the record a litany
of half-truths and evidence of the vile hatred of
this Government towards someone who will
not be cowed by its standover tactics.

Mr Grill: Standover tactics?

Mr HASSELL: Yes, the standover tactics of
this Minister; the release of confidential lists
for the use of the Labor Party in the election.
He prostituted his office as a Minister by re-
leasing confidential lists. He used his position
as a Minister to further his political objectives.

These are the people who now have the gall
to trot out a litany of half-truths against a man
'who, with his family, has succeeded in Western
Australia with a highly successful business.
This evidence of hatred which the Minister has
trotted out tonight is on the record, and he will
be put to the test for what he has said tonight.
He will be put to the test for the nonsense he
has trotted out in his attempt to discredit some-
one who has done such a wonderful job in this
State.

Let me say again, if Mr Peter Ellett can
succeed in establishing a brickworks in this
State, a high technology brickworks, I will ap-
plaud it because that is what private enterprise
is all about. That is what we stand for and what
we believe in.

What we do not believe in is dirty deals by
the Government of this State now revealed as
dirty deals for political motivation; the exten-
sion of this Minister's activities during the elec-
tion campaign when he and his colleagues
prostituted the process of Government for their
political advantage.

Mr Grill: That is simply untrue.

Mr HASSELL: No it is not untrue. The Min-
ister told me how all those letters were written
to every trade unionist in Western Australia;
every member of the Government working for

the Government in Western Australia. If lists
were not available-

Mr Parker: Do you not think the unions have
lists?

Mr HASSELL: A deadly silence! Does that
not answer the question? Of course the letters
were written because the lists were made avail-
able by the Government, by trade unions, and
by the Minister. Those lists were made avail-
able to help the Labor Partly.

Mr MacKinnon: The Minister has admitted
he made the list available.

Mr Grill: No, I did not.
Mr HASSELL: Departments were instructed

to put the information together for the Labor
Party. Does the Minister deny that his depart-
ments were in any way involved in compiling
lists of employees?

Mr MacKin non: No.
Mr HASSELL: He could have said, "Yes, 1

deny it". He may well snigger in his boots. He
has been caught out.

Mr Grill: Not by you.
Mr HASSELL: He has been well and truly

caught out. Tonight's performance is an exten-
sion of that same dishonesty.

Mr MacKinnon: That can all be put to the
test.

Mr H-ASSELL: Now we see what this
Government is about. It has fallen into the
hole. It has admitted it. It would not have been
in the interests of the State to sell to the highest
bidder. The Government did not try to sell to
the highest bidder. Someone came along and
said, "I want to establish a brickworks," and
the Government wet itself it was so desperately
anxious to do a deal with someone who would
perhaps succeed in competing against a man it
hated so much. Hatred never produces a very
fruitful crop, and neither will this hatred.

Amendment put and passed.
MR CRANE (Moore) [11.27 p.m.]: 1 ap-

preciate the lateness of the hour, so I shall not
canvass the arguments which have been put
forward tonight. However, I would like to make
a couple of comments prior to moving a further
amendment. So that members can think about
what I propose to move, my amendment would
be to add a paragraph to follow paragraph (7)-

Examining the long and short term vi-
ability of the present saleyards.

The reason I seek to have these Words included
in the motion is that I believe it will give a
balance to it and cater for the concerns and
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needs of the rural community, including every-
one who eats meat in Western Australia and
those who export it overseas.

There is no doubt that the sale of the Mid-
land abattoir and the saleyards has caused a
great deal of consternation throughout many
communities in Western Australia. The rural
producers in particular are extremely con-
cerned because they wonder what the future
holds for them. Not for one moment would I
concede that there is a need to move the
salcyards. I see the Midland saleyards as a very
useful utility, at least for another 20 years and
possibly longer.

The ponds and everything are in place. It is
very centrally located, because the Katanning
works can cater for a great deal of the great
southern area. In the north and in the east we
m~ust have a salcyard facility somewhere in the
vicinity of Midland Junction where the arterial
roads can come together. Midland happens to
be the spot where they meet. As has been
mentioned tonight, there are other industries
associated with it in Midland Junction itself.

There must be a recognition of the need to
contain the Midland salcyards where they are.
The opportunity would be well presented if this
Select Committee were to be established, not
only to look into all these other aspects and
come out with a very balanced, sensible, accu-
rate and honest report, but it would also not be
doing its job properly if it did not satisfy all
those persons in Western Australia who are ex-
tremely concerned about the future of their
saleyards.

I do not believe the saleyards need to be
moved. This sale represents 29 hectares of
land; in the old language, 75 acres. If one can
imagine how large an area 75 acres is, at a
rough guess one would walk down the Terrace
as far as Barrack Street, turn up to Wellington
Street and return all the way back to Parlia-
ment House. That would be about 75 acres. If I
had to plough it, I would say that would be
about it.

One can see that 75 acres is a tremendous
amount of land to be sold for $450 000. 1 could
have bought it myself, but I did not get the
chance, and I do not suppose I would have
bought it, because what would I want it for? It
is ridiculous that such a vast area of land in
that locality should be sold for that price. I
would need to be convinced that the real value
of the land was not several million dollars.
However, that is a matter which the Select
Committee will investigate and establish. We

may be wrong and, at $450 000, it may have
been a good sale as far as the Government was
concerned. I do not believe that it was and I am
yet to be convinced that it was. However, I am
not so stupid as to say that I may not be wrong,
although I do not believe I am wrong.

While we are investigating the sale of the
abattoir land we should look at the future of the
saleyards. People involved in the livestock in-
dustry are worried about this measure. The ru-
ral industry has been under siege for a long
time and people involved see this as being an
erosion of something which is very important
to the long-term viability of their industry.

I move an amend ment-
To add the following-

(8) Examining the short and long
term viability of the present
saleyards.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Agriculture) 111.32 p.m.]: I second the
amendment. It is appropriate that the Select
Committee deal with this matter. It is much the
same as the question which was canvassed by
the member for Katanning-Roe who also has
concerns about the salcyards. I would have
thought those concerns would be soothed to
some extent by the assurances I have been able
to give in relation to the brickworks; but obvi-
ously that is not the case and, in that context, if
the members for Katanning-Roe and Moore
have concerns, it is appropriate that we should
extend the terms of reference of the Select
Committee to allow that question to be
canvassed.

The terms of sale of the saleyards represent a
rather dramatic change in Government policy.
As I understand it, the policy of the previous
Government in relation to this matter was that
the saleyards were to be sold to the highest
bidder with no conditions to protect the sale.
That decision was made in September 1982
and I understand that, as a result, sales of some
equipment and land took place.

When this Government came into power it
decided not to proceed with those sales, but
instead if set up some committees of inquiry,
one of which was the Treloar committee. That
committee went a long way further down the
track than the previous Government.

The Treloar committee of inquiry came
down with recommendations that, firstly, the
Government should not be involved in the
saleyards; that saleyards in the metropolitan
area were properly the province of private
enterprise; and that the Government should
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withdraw from same. Secondly, it indicated
that there was no necessity for a salcyards in
the Midland area and the Government should
dispose of the Midland salcyards within a
period of years, which I think was three.

What we have seen is a rather convented poi-
icy going further and further to the right,
favouring more and more private enterprise,
and disclaiming any Government responsi-
bility for the salcyards.

I was keen to ensure that the sale of the
saleyards was safeguarded, because it was my
view that there needed to be not only Govern-
ment involvement in the saleyards, but also a
saleyards in the Midland area, as it is probably
the most appropriate area, despite the fact that
we had made an election promise to look at
other areas for a saleyards site as a result of the
Treloar report.

Basically on my insistence it was written into
the contract of sale that there would be a six-
year lease and certain undertakings would be
given by the intended proprietors of the land
that all of the saleyards should be protected.

It is not a perfect deal, but it will ensure the
continuation of the saleyards site for at least six
years. It is true that the memorandum of
understanding was only put into final form on
12 June last. Nonetheless that document be-
tween the Government and Pilsley Invest-
ments, which will be protected in due course by
a caveat on the title, not only ensures the
saleyards for six years, but also has within it a
number of undertakings by the executive -direc-
tor of that company guaranteeing the existence
of the saleyards on the present site in Midland
for the foreseeable future.

As I said, it is not a perfect deal. The execu-
tive director has indicated that the company
will give the Government two years' notice be-
fore any change occurs in its status whereby it
might want to take part of that land and use it
for some other purpose. However, at the same
time he stated clearly that he felt there was no
impediment to the brickworks and the
saleyards co-existing on the site in the foresee-
able future.

it is my advice from the Department of
Agriculture and others that, with computer
sales and probably more importantly with di-
rect sales which are being promoted by the
grower organisations, within eight to 10 years
we will be looking at a much smaller saleyards
on the Midland site and in 15 years' time there
may not be any need for the saleyards.

I do not agree with the Department of
Agriculture in that respect. I think we will still
need a saleyards. The department tends to
think that we will not need one, but I think we
will, although it may not be anything like the
size of the saleyards we have at present.

The saleyards and ancillary apparatus takes
up the major pant of the site and is the most
valuable portion, representing some 16 hey-
tares. Within the terms of the agreement and
commercial propriety, we have done our very
best to ensure that the saleyards will remain at
Midland for as long as we need them.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [11.39 p.m.]: I do
not oppose the amendment. I am just amazed
at the spirit of cooperation we have seen here
tonight. First of all a motion was moved by the
Opposition and essentially the Government ac-
cepted it. Then an amendment was moved by
the Government which was objected to by the
Opposition, but it did not take it to the point of
a division. Now a further amendment has been
moved and that has been accepted by the
Government.

While not opposing the amendment, I ques-
tion its necessity. By saying that I do not indi-
cate in any way that we do not realise the im-
portance of the salcyards to agriculture in
Western Australia.

I agree with the comment the Minister has
just made that, although in the future there
may be a reduced need for a saleyard of the size
of the present one, there will be a need for a
saleyard, notwithstanding new technology.

I question the Minister's comment that for
the foreseeable future we are protected, because
in answer to a question I asked on I1I June the
Minister replied-

A feasibility study will be carried out.
However, the new owners of the land have
indicated that there will be space provided
at the present complex for livestock sales
for as long as the G overnment requires.

Subsequently I asked the Minister to table all
the documents related to the sale of the
saleyards, and I noticed a comment from the
purchasers that they would give the Govern-
ment two years' notice of the need to use the
land occupied now by the salcyards. That is
contrary to the Minister's comment that the
space will be provided for as long as the
Government requires it.

Mr Grill: But that two years' notice relates to
any part of that land.
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Mr STEPHENS: But the part may be the
salcyards themselves, The Minister has no
guarantee.

Mr Grill: I am not saying the guarantee is
perfect. We live in a commercial world.

Mr STEPHENS: The Minister's answer
tends to be misleading, because quite clearly
the tabled papers indicate that the Government
will be given two years' notice; they do not
indicate that the Government will have the
area for as long as it wants. it is a very definite
qualification. Under the agreement there will
be a need to look at a possible relocation of the
saleyards, and the Government will not necess-
arily have unlimited time.

I query the necessity for this amendment be-
cause in reply to a question I asked on 25 June
the Minister replied-

... the future requirement for livestock
saleyards in the near metropolitan area is
the subject of a feasibilty study. The study
is being undertaken by the Western
Australian Meat Commission, the man-
agers of the Midland salcyards.

This amendment to the motion for a Select
Committee will mean a duplication of work
already being carried out. I hope Opposition
members have confidence in the work of the
WA Meat Commission, because that com-
mission was set up by the previous Govern-
ment. I hope members of the Meat Com-
mission or anyone else carrying out the feasi-
bility study do noc see this motion as a sign of
no confidence in their ability to perform the
duties assigned to them. I realise we need to

look at this matter very seriously in the
interests of the agricultural sector of this com-
munity, but this amendment will mean a dupli-
cation of work already being carried out.

Amendment put and passed

Motion, as Amended
Motion, as further amended, put and passed.

Appointment of Select Comm ittee
On motion by Mr Hassell (Leader of the Op-

position), resolved-
That the following members be

appointed to serve on the Select Com-
mittee, together with the mover:-The
Member for Mitchell (Mr D. Smith), the
Member for Subiaco (Dr C. Lawrence), the
Member for Victoria Park (Dr Gallop),
and the Member for Narrogin (Mr Nalder).

On further motion by Mr Hassell, resolved-
That the Committee have power to call

for persons and papers, to sit on days over
which the House stands adjourned, to
move from place to place, and to report on
31 July 1986.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECL

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [ 11.44 p.m.J: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
2.15 p.m. tomorrow, Thursday, 3 July.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 11.45 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

GOVERNMENT BUILDING: AUSTMARK
Runbury: Occupancy

358. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The
South West:
(1) When is the Austmark building at

Bunbury expected to be ready for
occupancy?

(2) On what date did the Government
commence its leasing/renting arrange-
ment?

(3) How much money has been paid to
date?

(4) What is the actual square metres to be
leased by the Government?

(5) What is the price per square metre to
be paid by the Government?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Early October 1986.
(2) Payment of rental is to commence

from the date of practical completion
of the building.

(3) Rental payments have not yet been
made.

(4) 8 651 square metres.
(5) $ 150-82 per square metre per annumn

plus normal outgoings.
Rental includes the lease of 82 car
parking bays.

GOVERNMENT BUILDING: AUSTMARK
Bunbury: Tenants

359. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The
South West:

Would he detail those Government
departments, offices and agencies, and
their respective strengths, that are to
be located in the Bunbury Austmark
building?

Mr GRILL replied:
Organisations identified to be located
in Bunbury tower include-

Department of Conservation and
Land Management;
Western Australian Water Auth-
ority;
Department of Education;
Department for Community Ser-
vices;

South West Development Auth-
ority;

Minister for The South West; and
the
Public Service Board.

The list of organisations and numbers
of employees is not finalised at this
time.

ENVIRONMENT

"Cape Naturadiste Planning and Development
Study": Cost

486. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The
South West:

(1) What was the cost of the "Cape
Naturaliste Planning and Develop-
ment Study"?

(2) How many documents were
produced?

(3) Did the Government get any recoup
of the total cost?

(4) Where was the report printed and by
whom?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (4) 1 will advise the member in
writing once the information has been
compiled.

ENVIRONMENT

"Draft Land Use Plans for the Lesc/enanlt
Coastal Park and the Kemterson Community

Park": Cost
487. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The

South West:

(1) What was the cost of the "Draft Land
Use Plans for the Leschenault Coastal
Park and the Kenierton Community
Park" publication?

(2) How many copies were produced?

(3) Did the Government get any recoup
of the total cost?

(4) Where was the report printed and by
whom?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (4) I will advise the member in
writing once the information has been
compiled.
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COMMUNITY SERVICES

"Child Care Services for Bunbury '. Cost

488. Mr BLAIKME, to the Minister for The
South West:

(1) What was the cost of the "Child Care
Services for Bunbury" publication?

(2) How many copies were produced?

(3) Did the Government get any recoup
of the total cost?

(4) Where was the report printed and by
whom?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (4) 1 will advise the member in
writing once the information has been
compiled.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: SOUTH
WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

"Big, Bold and Beautiful"? Cost

.489. Mr BLALKIE, to the Minister for The
South West:

(1) What was the cost of the document
issued by the South West Develop-
meat Authority, October 1985, named
"Big, Bold and Beautiful"?

(2) How many copies of the document
were produced?

(3) Who carried out the printing and what
was the printing cost?

(4) Who carried out the-

(a) graphics;,

(b) ant work,

and at what cost?

(5) Who was responsible for the photogra-
phy used in the production of the
document and what cost or royalty
was paid?

(6) Who accepted the responsibility for
the total payment of the document?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (6) I will advise the member in
writing once the information has been
compiled.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

"The Centrepiece of Bunbury 2000-The
Second Stage"7? Cost

490. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The
South West:

.(I) What was the total cost of the publi-
cation "The Centrepiece of Bunbury
2000-The Second Stage"?

(2) How many copies of the document
were produced?

(3) Who carried out the printing and what
was the printing cost?

(4) Who carried out the-

(a) graphics;

(b,) antwork,

and at what cost?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to (4) 1 will advise the member in
writing once the information has been
compiled.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
"Bun bury 2000- The Shape of Things to

Come ". Cost
491. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for The

South West:
(1) What was the total cost of the publi-

cation "Bunbury 2000-The Shape of
Things to Come"?

(2) How many copies of the document
were produced?

(3) Who carried out the printing and what
was the printing cost?

(4) Who carried out the-

(a) graphics;

(b) art work,

and at what cost?

(5) Who was responsible for the photogra-
phy used in the production of the
document and what cost or royalty
was paid?

(6) Who accepted the responsibility for
the total payment of the document?

Mr GRILL replied:

(I) to (6) 1 will advise the member in
writing once the information has been
compiled.
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STATE ENGINEERING WORKS
Board: Appointment

530. Mr COURT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works and
Services:
(I) When will a new board be appointed

for the State Engineering Works?
(2) Who is currently responsible for the

running of the State Engineering
Works?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) His Excellency the Governor

appointed the members of the new
board of the State Engineering Works
on Tuesday, 24 June 1986.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS
Sales Orders: Uncertainty

531. Mr COURT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works and
Services:

Is the current uncertainty about the
future of the State Engineering Works
affecting its ability to win sales orders?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Yes. This is a matter being addressed
by the new board of the State Engin-
eering Works.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS
Staff Levels

532. Mr COURT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works and
Services:

What were the staff levels at the State
Engineering Works in-
(a) January;
(b) February;
(c) March;
(d) April;
(e) May;
(f) currently?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(a) 196;
(b) 193;
(c) 197;
(d) 198;
(e) 193;
(f) 187, compared to 22l in June 1985.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
South West Development Authority: Staff

578. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
The South West:
(1) How many staff are currently

employed by the South West Develop-
ment Authority?

(2) Will he list for me those positions and
their salary level?

(3) How much has been paid by the South
West Development Authority since I
July for consultancy services?

(4) Will he list these payments detailing
the name of the consultant and the
nature of the work carried out?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (4) I will advise the member in

writing in due course.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
South West Development Authority

Consultants
579. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

The South West:
Will he list for me the names of the
consultants and what services they
provide for the $148 045 listed under
the heading consultants/professional
service fees, in the Statement of In-
come and Expenditure for the auth-
ority for the year ended 30 June 1985?

Mr GRILL replied:
Dr E. C. Manea-SWDA Board

Chairman
Mr K. J. Strapp-SWDA Deputy

.Board Chairman

Sister G. Yeoman-SWDA Board
Member

Mr P. Greaves--Consultant-SW
Tourism Study "An Uncut Jewel"

Barker Berry-Consultant-Free
Trade Zone at Bunbury Study

Mr G. Houghton-Consultant-SW
Small Towns Study

T. S. Martin & Associates-Consult-
ant-Bunbury Port Industrial
Area Study

C. W. Quinn & Associates-Consult-
ant-South East Asian Marketing
Study
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Mr G. Hougton-Consultant-
SWNFL Entry into WAFL Pro-
posal

Mr M. Poole; Mr M. Tooby-Consult-
ants-Bunbury Central Area
Study

Wilson, Sayer & Core-Consultant-
SW Community Needs Study

Mr D. Dale-Consultant-Yallingup)-
Sugarloaf Road Study

Urban and Environmental Planning
Group-Consultant to Cape
Naturaliste Rural Landowners
Association for Cape Nazuraliste
Planning and Development Study

Government Print-Graphic Artist
employed for SWDA publication

Mr J, Nayton; Mr S. Smith-Editorial
and pictorial services rendered
for SWDA publication.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Staff Freeze

583. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(I) In which areas of hospital employ-

ment will the freeze on new staff and
filling of vacancies have effect?

(2) How will the freeze on staff levels af-
fect the following-
(a) nurses;
(b) clerical;
(c) physiotherapy;
(d) medical;
(e) occupational and speech therapy?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) All areas of employment are affected

with the following exemptions-
Matrons or directors of nursing
and senior medical officers;
medical staff;,
nursing staff;,
medical support staff working
singularly;
theatre and intensive care staff;
cooks working singularly.

Hospitals are required to review all
other vacancies and identify and
substantiate the need to fill any
vacancy. Positions that are essential to
the maintenance of patient care are

being filled after referral to the Office
of Redeployment and Retraining.

(2) See (1).

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Albany Regional: Redevelopment Programme

584. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Health:
Following the Premier's economic
statement in which he indicated that
hospital redevelopment programmes
would be among the hospital works to
be deferred, could he advise what ef-
fect this will have on the refurbishing
of the Albany Regional Hospital?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
The refurbishing of the Albany Re-
gional Hospital will be considered in
the context of the Budget taking into
account the measures outlined in the
Premier's ministerial statement on 24
June 1986.

MINERAL: PHOSPHATE
Food Additive: Animals

586. Mr NALDER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Department of Agriculture

ever done tests on the effect that
Christmas Island rock phosphate has
on animals when it is used as a food
additive?

(2) If "Yes", where were the tests done?
(3) what animals actually suffer ill effects

from its use?
(4) What are the scientific findings as to

the cause?
(5) What are the visual signs of ill health?
(6) What warnings are issued on its use?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (i) Cattle-Bramley, Northam and

Vasse Research Stations
(ii) Poultry-Woodlands Poultry Re-

search Station
(iii) Pigs-Medina Pig Research Sta-

tion.
(3) Cattle, rabbits, pigs, rats, guinea pigs,

poultry, and sheep.
(4) The cause of ill effects from feeding

high levels of Christmas island rock
phosphate (CIRP) is due to fluorine
toxicity. The level of fluorine in differ-
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ent batches of Christmas Island rock
phosphate can vary markedly.

(5) Poultry-loose droppings.
Pigs-a reduction in growth rate and
food conversion efficiency, damage to
the kidneys, thickening of bones and
pitting of teeth.
Cattle-bone problems causing lame-
ness. (None seen in WA trials when
fed to dairy cattle for six years).

(6) Warnings issued-
(i) Pigs (following research conduc-

ted 1975-77).
Christmas Island rock phosphate
should not be used in prower pig
rations at more than one per cent
and its use is not recommended in
rations for breeding stock-
Farmnote No. 73/8 3.

(ii) Poultry-supplementation of
rations should not exceed two per
cent-Bulletin 266 1.

(iii) Cattle-the levels advised are
'well below those likely to cause
problems.

LAND
Agricultural: Valuations

587. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What is the criterion used by the

Valuer General in assessing agricul-
tural land values?

(2) What is the estimated fall in values
in-
(a) the eastern wheatbelt;
(b) the central wheatbelt?

(3) Do-
(a) the State Taxation Office; and
(b) the Rural Adjustment Finance

Corporation,
use the value determined by the
Valuer General?

(4) If not, what values are used by each?
(5) Why is not an averaging system over

10 years used?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (3)(a), (4) and (5) These questions

should be directed at the Minister for
Budget Management.

(3) (b) Yes.

ABATTOIRS
Meat: Growth Promoting Chemicals

597. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

In view of the fact that the European
Economic Community is about to ban
the use of growth promnotants in live-
stock and that the continued use in
Australia may jeopardise the sale of
meat to Europe, will he ban the use of
these growth promotants in Western
Australia?

Mr GRILL replied:
No.

GOVERNMENT TRAVEL
Statutory Bodies: Purchases

599. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
The South West:
(1) Are statutory bodies in the south-west

bound by the guidelines to purchase
travel tickets through Holiday WA?

(2) If so, do the statutory organisations he
is responsible for as Minister for The
South West comply with these
guidelines?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) The guidelines on the purchase

of travel tickets are presently subject
to further consideration in regard to
their application to regional growth
centres.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
38-hour Week; Agreements

603. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:
(1) Referring to the Premier's statement

on 24 June 1986 that the State
Government will not enter into any
more agreements for 38-hour weeks,
9-day fortnights or 19-day months and
will review the operation of existing
arrangements, when did the Govern-
muent last enter into a 38-hour week, 9-
day fortnight, or 19-day month
arrangement, or consent to an award
in those terms?

(2) Are any negotiations current with re-
spect to any such arrangements, and if
so, what are they?

(3) What method of review of existing
agreements has been adopted?
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(4) When did the review begin?
(5) What agreements will it be examining

as a matter of priority?
(6) When will the review be completed?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) 23 April 1986.
(2) Yes, in a number of areas such nego-

tiations were in varying stages. These
will all be subject to review.

(3) A working panty comprising represen-
tatives of the Depantment of Premier
and Cabinet, the Office of Industrial
Relations, and the Public Service
Board.

(4) The working party is being estab-
lished.

(5) To be determined.
(6) To be determined.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
List: Supply

608. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Does he support the practice of pro-

viding outside parties the names and
addresses of Government em-
ployees-without their approval?

(2) Which other Ministers in the Govern-
ment provide or have provided simi-
lar information to outside parties?

(3) What confidence can Government
employees have that other confiden-
tial information relating to their em-
ployment is secure?

(4) What other outside panics other than
those already referred to by the Minis-
ter for Transport have been provided
with names and addresses of Govern-
ment employees or other confidential
information relating to them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) I am not aware that what the

member is alleging has taken place.

AGRICULTURE
Assistance Programmes: Allocations

617. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

As at 30 June 1986, of the money
available for rural aid for-
(a) drought relief;
(b) rural adjustment schemes;

(c) special carry-on finance;
(d) household support;
(e) interest rate relief schemes,
in each category-

(i) how much has been approved
by the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation;

(ii) how much has been paid to
successful applicants?

Mr GRILL replied:
I will advise the member in writing as
soon as the data has been compiled.

AGRICULTURE
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation:

Applications
618. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) How many applications have been

submitted to the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation for-
(a) drought relief;
(1b) debt reconstruction;
(c) special earry-on finance;
(d) household support;
(e) interest rate relief?

(2) As at 30 June, in each category-
(a) how many applications have been

approved; and
(b) how many applicants have actu-

ally received funds?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) I will advise the member in

writing as soon as the data has been
compiled.

HEALTH: TOBACCO SMOKING
"Quit" Campaign: Evaluation

622. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has any evaluation of the "Quit"

campaign in the past year been made
and not released to the public?

(2) In part icular, has any evaluation been
carried out by independent qualified
persons as to the long-term effective-
ness of the "Quit" campaign?

(3) If so, has that evaluation been re-
leased?
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(4) Will he table in the House the brief
and results of all surveys and evalu-
ations carried out in the past year?

(5) If not, why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) As in previous years, the 1986 "Quit"
campaign is being carefully evaluated.
Results of the evaluation will be re-
leased when this work has been
completed and analysed.

(2) Evaluations of the "Quit" campaign
have been carried out since its incep-
tion. As part of this, surveys have been
carried out by independent qualified
persons. The long-term results of the
"Quit" campaign will ultimately be
reflected in a reduction in premature
death and disease within the State.

(3) Results of previous "Quit" campaigns
have been released.

(4) and (5) The main conclusions of
evaluations of the 1986 "Quit" cam-
paign will be tabled when they are
available. It would not be appropriate
to make available to commercial or-
ganisations all the detail of all surveys
and evaluations carried out. Such in-
formation as has already been
obtained indicates that the WA
"Quit" campaign has thus far been
highly successful and supported by a
very substantial majority of both non-
smokers and smokers.

ARTS COUNCIL

Restructuring

626. Mr CASH, to the Minister for the Arts:

(1) Is it intended to abolish or restructure
the Arts Council?

(2) If "Yes", will he provide details of the
proposed changes?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) The member is referred to the
proposed legislation entitled Western
Australian Arts Council Repeal Bill
1986, the second reading speech of'
which was presented to the House on
Thursday, 26 June 1986.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Beaufort- Walcott Streets.- "Walk" Phase

627. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In view of the difficulty experienced

by elderly and infirm pedestrians in
negotiating crossing the road at the in-
tersection of Walcott and Beaufort
Streets, Mt Lawley, will he consider
the installation of a "Walk" phase to
the existing traffic lights?

(2) Is it possible to constmuct pedestrian
refuges in the immediate vicinity of
the intersection to assist the elderly
and infirm?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yes. It should be appreciated, how-

ever, that such provision will cause in-
creases in delay and queuing to both
vehicular and pedestrian traffic.
Approaches will be made to the local
governments involved, as pant of the
consideration, for increases in
kerbside controls to compensate in
part for these.

(2) Pedestrian refuge islands already exist
in Beaufort Street in the immediate
vicinity. The alignment of Walcott
Street through the intersection
precludes the provision of islands in
that street.

HOUSING DEVELOPMENTS
Unsewered Areas

628. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Health:
Will he identify the criteria used or
criteria required to be met to satisfy
the special conditions referred to in
his answer to question 298 dated 18
June 1986 and concerning the
Government's policy on residential or
other development in an unsewered
area?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
The special conditions are stated in
the sewerage policy document and
these relate to small and infill
subdivision; large lot subdivisions; re-
mote or isolated extensive
subdivision.
The criteria for determining these
subdivisions is contained in the docu-
ment.
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ROAD BRIDGE
Beach Road-Mitchell Freeway

631. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it fact that although footings for

guardrails were allowed for in the
bridge crossing the Mitchell Freeway
at Beach Road, Hamersley, guardrails
are not to be provided?

(2) If "Yes,", would he reconsider the
matter and instruct that guardrails be
included so as to improve pedestrian
safety?

Mr TROY replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Guardrailing is only provided on

bridges between the carriageway and
pedestrian path where there is a turn-
ing movement onto the bridge. There
are a number of freeway bridges where
no guardrailing has been provided in
this situation and no problems have so
far been experienced. It is now stan-
dard practice to provide the sockets
for a guardrail in such cases so that if
the need arises then the guardrail can
be installed without costly modifi-
cations to the bridge.

EDUCATION
Students: -R "-rated Films

633. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is it fact that teachers screen "R"-

rated films or videos to students under
the age of 18?

(2) (a) Is he aware of any recent cases
where a teacher had screened an
"R"-rated film or video to
students under the age of 18;

(b) lf "Yes", will he provide details?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) No.
(2) No.

EDUCATION
Students: Statistics

634. Mr CASH, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What percentage of year 11 students

are still 15 years old-
(a) in April each year;

(b) in June each year?
(2) What percentage of year 12 students

are still 16 years old-
(a) in April each year;
(b) in June each year?

(3) How many year I I students at
Cannington High School studied The
Club between February and June
1985?

(4) How many students at Perth Modern
High School studied The Club from
April to June 1986?

(5) Has the Education Department
investigated the drug promotion as-
pect of The Club?

(6) Is the Education Department aware
that The Club promotes drug use as "a
fantastic experience"?

(7) Is the Education Department aware
that The Club promotes drug misuse
as humorous?

(8) In view of the $100 million antidrug
education campaign, will the Edu-
cation Department investigate all the
drug promotion aspects of The Club
with a view to having the play banned
from use in Western Australian
schools?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) The number of students by age

and year level is available from 1 July
student census only. The most recent
figures are for 1 July 1985-

43 per cent of year I I students at
Government and non-Govern-
ment schools were 15 years old.
40 per cent of year 12 students at
Government and non-Govern-
ment schools were 16 years old;

(3) This information will not be available
until schools resume on 7 July.

(4) This information will not be available
until schools resume on 7 July.

(5) No.
(6) The Club does not promote drug use

as "a fantastic experience". This refer-
ence is to a discussion between a foot-
ball coach and his imported star,
Geoff. The young man is trying to ex-
plain why he used marijuana before
the match. Later in the play he realises
that drugs are not one solution to his
problems. *
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(7) The Club does not promote misuse of
drugs as humourous. *Certainly
Geoff's description of how he sees his
surroundings and the seagull are enter-
taining but in no way would this
suggest to an audience that drug
taking is a humorous activity.
The views of characters in a play are
open to examination by the audience
and can be as readily rejected as ac-
cepted.
*Act 1 p 42/43 The Club

Currency Press
Daniel Williamson

(8) No. The member has clearly misun-
derstood the play, and his assertions
about its effects are mistaken.

COURTS
Bad Act:, Consultation

635. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing
the Attorney General:
(1) Referring to the Attorney General's

answer to question 620 on
Wednesday, 18 September 1985, has
the consultation between the Under
Secretary for Law and the Com-
missioner of Police resolved all of the
earlier concern expressed by officers
of the Police Force in respect of the
Bail Act?

(2) Is it intended to introduce amend-
ments to the Bail Act in this session of
Parliament, and if so, what is the
likely timetable?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) and (2) The Bail Act 1982 as amended
is under review, and it is hoped to
introduce legislation into the Budget
session this year.

EDUCATION
Schools: Energy Tariffs

636. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:

Further to his answer to question 508
on Wednesday, 25 June 1986, what
tariff is charged to-
(a) private schools and pre-schools;

(b) Government schools and pre-pri-
mary schools,

in respect of schools which are part of
the State Energy Commission's south-
west interconnected grid system?

Mr PARKER replied:
(a) and (b) The industrial, commercial

and general tariff Li.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: INTEREST
RATES

Premier's Letter: Difficulties
637. Mr CASH, to the Premier:

(1) Did he write a letter dated 20
September 1985 to householders in
Western Australia advising them that
the Government believed that in-
creases in interest rates would impose
an unacceptable burden on borrowers
from building societies?

(2) For how long was the Government's
programme to reduce interest rates for
building society borrowers intended to
operate?

(3) Is he aware that some borrowers
understood the contents of his letter to
be a firm Government commitment
that would not be broken and accord-
ingly restructured their own private
commitments in light of his statement
and now face the prospect of severe
financial hardship?

(4) What advice can he offer those who
relied on his commitment dated 20
September 1985 who now face
financial hardship?

(5) In view of his statement to Parliament
on Tuesday, 24 June 1986, does he
now consider that increases in interest
rates on loans from building societies
for owner-occupiers will now not pose
an unacceptable burden on these bor-
rowers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) For 12 months. However, with further

unprecedented increases in interest
rates generally, and following consul-
tation with building societies, agree-
ment was reached early in December
1985 whereby the 12 months scheme
was shortened, enabling householders
to receive the full benefits over the
following five months. The scheme
was then subsequently extended to 15
July 1986.
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(3) to (5) When the scheme ends on 15
July the State Government believes
that home loan interest rates should
be about 15.5 per cent. Because of the
expectation of rates continuing to fall
the Government has recommended
that repayments should reflect a rate
of IS per cent. Building society
interest rates in Victoria were recently
reduced to 14.5 per cent.

Borrowers experiencing genuine
financial hardship as a result of the
increased repayment are advised to
contact their building society. Should
a society not be able to give assistance
by restructuring a loan, it will refer
individual cases to the mortgage as-
sessment and relief committee.

HEALTH

Assistant Principal Radiographer

638. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Adverting to question 58 on I1I June
1986, who were the five applicants for
the position of assistant principal
radiographer?

(2) Why were local radiographers verbally
discouraged from applying for the
position by the senior radiographer?

(3) Why was an overseas radiographer
appointed to the position ahead of a
local radiographer?

(4) Who paid for fares and transfer of fur-
niture, etc, from the United Kingdom
to Western Australia for the new
senior assistant radiographer?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) it is not appropriate to give this infor-
mation about individuals who apply
for positions.

(2) Only one radiographer sought the per-
sonal opinion of the principal
radiographer. It is incorrect to state
that local radiographers were
discouraged.

(3) He was the best applicant.

(4) Health Department of Western
Australia.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

Rural and Industries Bank'- Shares

639. Mr CRANE, to the Treasurer:

(1) Is it a fact that the Rural and Indus-
tries Bank has entered into an arrange-
ment with Armstrong Jones where
that company has taken up shares or
has an ihterest in the Rural and Indus-
tries Bank?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) does the Government fully agree
with this arrangement;

(b) what are the full ramifications of
the arrangement?

(3) Is he aware of any other State bank in
Australia entering into a share agree-
rnent with private companies or indi-
viduals?

(4) Can any other private individual enter
into a similar arrangement to that re-
ferred to in (1)?

(5) If not, why not?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) The Rural and Industries Bank of WA
entered into an underwriting agree-
ment with Benney Partners to place
$60 million of capital stock, not
shares, with investors for minimum
amounts of $5 million and multiples
of $1 million above that figure, and
one of the investors was National
Mutual Life Nominees Limited as
trustee for the Armstrong Jones West-
ern Australian Prime Investment
Fund which subscribed for $30
million.

(2) (a) The Government accepts that the
issue of' the capital stock was
completed in accordance with the
terms of the Rural and lndustries
Bank Act;

(b) the placement of $60 million of
capital stock enables the bank to
meet accepted capital ratios.

(3) No.

(4) Yes, providing they make application
at the time the bank is seeking in vest-
ment in their capital stock and accept
the conditions applying to the issue.

(5) Not applicable.
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HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Derby:- Allocation

640. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What allocation was made in 1985-

1986 for improvements to the Derby
Hospital?

(2) Will those improvements continue in
1986-87?

(3) What work is to be undertaken?
(4) When will it continue?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(I) An allocation of $100 000 was

provided in the 1985-86 capital works
programme for stage 2 of the redevel-
opment of Derby Regional Hospital.

(2) to (4) The redevelopment of the Derby
Regional Hospital will be considered
in the context of the Budget, taking
into account the measures outlined in
the Premier's ministerial statement of
24 June 1986.

TOURISM DEVELOPMENT
Cape Leveque

642. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Employment and Training:
(1) What are the proposals recently

reported for a tourist development at
Cape Leveque?

(2) What is the total proposed invest-
ment?

(3) How much of that will be Govern-
ment funds?

(4) What is the source of the Government
funds?

(5) (a) Is any part to be provided by the
Commonwealth;

(b) if so, under what arrangement?
(6) What conditions attach to Common-

wealth funding, if any?
(7) What amounts of private funds are

involved?
(8) What is the source of those funds?
(9) Will tenders be called-

(a) for investment in the project;
(b) for construction?

(10) (a) What feasibility study has been

(b)
(c)
(d)

carried out;
if any, by whom;
will it be released;
if not, why not?

(11) What department has proposed the
development, and when was it first
proposed?

(12) What governmental studies have been
carried out?

(13) What has been the involvement of the
Tourism Commission?

(14) When is the project expected to-
(a) get under way;
(b) take -its first guests?

(15) What is projected profitability?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) and (2) A feasibility study has been

received proposing an Aboriginal cul-
ture tourism venture with a capital
cost of close to $2 million.

(3) to (8) No decision has yet been made.
(9) This is a matter for commercial con-

sideration.
(10) (a) and (b) Yes, MacFarlane Re-

search Pty Ltd;
(c) and (d) the member should under-

stand that such a commercial pro-
posal contains commercially sen-
sitive information and its release
will be a matter for commercial
consideration by the ultimate
project managers and/or owners.

(11) The Aboriginal Development Corpor-
ation and the Department of Employ-
ment and Training, in approximately
mid-i 985.

(12) See answer to (I0).
(13) The Tourism Commission has been

kept informed.
(14) See answer to (9).
(15) See answer to(l10).

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Oakford: Construction

648. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has a finn decision been taken to now

build the new Oakford Primary
School on the well-drained recently
purchased new site at Oakford?

(2) When is a decision to be taken to pro-
vide a solution to the present necessity
of providing reasonably healthy and
well-drained normal educational fa-
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cilities for Oakford Primary School
children?

(3) Will the Government consult and
have regard for the wishes of the
Oakford Primary School parents and
citizens association members and the
parents of children attending the
school regarding the alternatives and
choice of the future location and fa-
cilities for the schooling of the local
present and future children in this
growing community?

(4) What was the estimated cost of build-
ing the new Oakford primary school
on the new site?

(5) What is the estimated cost of building
the new school which was included in
the 1985-86 State Budget?

(6) What is the estimated cost of building
the new school which has now
influenced the Government to break
its strong election commitment to
build the Oakford Primary School on
the recently purchased site in time for
the children to occupy for the com-
mencement of the 1987 school year?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (6) The estimated cost of

establishing a replacement school on a
new site in Oakford is about $1
million and, with due regard to the
needs of the children and also to the
factors associated with responsible
Government, other alternatives are
being examined.

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES
Waterfront: Prevention

650. Mr COURT, to the Minister
Employment and Training:

for

(1) Has he or his department made any
attempts to stop strikes on our water-
front this week?

(2) If "Yes", what steps have been taken?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) The current industrial action by

waterside workers, members of the
Waterside Workers Federation, is in
protest at delays in finalising the 1986
biannual contract between the Water-
side Workers Federation and the As-
sociation of Employers of Waterside
Labour.

The dispute is between private em-
ployers and the federation. The matter
has been before the Federal com-
mission and a further hearing has been
set for 2.30 p.m. today to attempt to
resolve the dispute. In the meantime
Commissioner Baird has recom-
mended that the striking waterside
workers return to work. Waterside
workers are meeting this morning to
discuss the situation.
As the dispute is before the Federal
commission, neither I nor my depart-
ment have been directly involved in it.
However, representations have been
made by my officers to the federation
concerning exemptions from the bans
for vessels transporting perishables.
The federation has advised that it will
supply labour for the handling of per-
ishable cargo subject to certain con-
ditions. This has resulted in the Anro
Yayakarta, a vessel detained by the
bans, being able to sail.
In addition, my officers are closely
monitoring the situation.

(2) See (1).

MR C. i. JAMIESON
Government Position

652. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Will the Government be appointing

Mr Colin Jamieson to a Government
position this year?

(2) If "Yes", what positions are being
considered?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) This question is hypothetical.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT
Computer System

654. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the Health Department had a new

computer system installed?
(2) Is the computer system supplied with

hardware, software, or both?
(3) Which company is supplying the

system?
(4)
(5)

How much did the system cost?
(a) Is the computer system func-

tioning up to expectations;
(b) if not, why not?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The Health Department acquired and

installed two IBM 3083 mainframes
in 1985-86.

(2) As per question (1), the Health De-
partment has already purchased two
IBM mainframes and has therefore
acquired under licence some IBM
patient care Software products for
evaluation only.

(3) IBM.
(4) Capital expenditure associated with

the above acquisitions totals
$5 165 949.

(5) (a) Yes;
(b) not applicable.

HEALTH: CANCER
Tronado Machine: Trials

655. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Were trials conducted before the

Tronado cancer therapy machine was
recommended to be closed at Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital?

(2) If the National Health and Medical
Research Council then recommended
that use of the Tronada cancer ther-
apy machine be stopped, what has
since occurred to cause a change of
attitude?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) These questions should be

addressed to the National Health and
Medical Research Council. I am not in
a position to advise on what consider-
ation the council gave to these matters
before making its recommendations
about that particular piece of appar-
atus.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Pri vale: Licensing

657. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

Adverting to questions 497 and 498 of
25 June 1986 concerning licensing of
private hospitals in Western Australia,
when can a decision be expected?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
A decision is dependent on the Com-
monwealth.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Home and Community Care Programme:-

Expenditure
658. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) In which way has the money been

spent to help people under the home
and community care programme?

(2) Does he intend to include a represen-
tative from the People with Disability
Association on the new home and
community care committee?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) HACC funds have been allocated in

two ways-
(a) Organisations funded under pre-

vious legislation have had their
funding continued under HACC;

(b) a range of new services provided
has also been funded. So far,
about 40 organisations have been
approved for funding under
HACC to provide new or
expanded services.

(2) Organisations will not be represented
on the new HACC advisory com-
mittee. Individuals will be appointed.
on the basis of their capacity to con-
tribute to the work of the committee
rather than as a representative of a
particular organisation.

LAND
Subdivisions: Bremer Bay

659. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Has a Government subdivision re-

cently been completed or is one nearly
completed at Bremer Bay?

(2) lIso-
(a) how much did the development

cost, on average, per block;
(b) how many blocks have been sold;
(c) for how much are the blocks up

for sale?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) $6 976 per lot;

(b) one;
(c) prices range between $7 300 and

$10900.

1291



1292 [ASSEMBLY]

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
South West Development Authority: Catalogue

of Community Resources

660. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
The South West:

What was the cost to produce the map
catalogue of community resources by
local government areas prepared for
the South West Development Auth-
ority by Wilson Sayer Cove Pty Ltd?

Mr GRILL replied:

One hundred copies cost $997.33.

HEALTH
In Vitro Fertilisation Ethics Committee: Report

661. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When does he expect the report from

the in vitro fertilisation ethics com-
mittee?

(2) Will this report be made public?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) It is expected to be presented later this

month.
(2) Yes.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL*

A rmadale-Kelmscott District Memorial:
Geriatrician

662. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Adverting to question 547 of 25 June

1986, why did it become necessary to
appoint a full-time geriatrician to the
area when previously an adequate ser-
vice had been provided?

(2) How many patients a week does the
new doctor consult?

(3) What are the "limited rights of private
practice"?

(4) How many patients are in the perma-
nent care and psychogeriatric
inpatient unit?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The previous service was only two half
days per week. The objective was to
improve the availability of consultant
service to a full-time service, respon-
sive to local needs.

(2) The changeover between the geria-
tricians took place on I July, 1986 so
this information is not available.

(3) Up to 25 per cent of full-time salary is
the current arrangement.

(4) There are 24 patients in the
psychogeriatric inpatient unit. The
permanent care unit has not yet been
comp~leted.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

UNION: BUILDERS LABOURERS
FEDERATION

Bunbury Tower: Delays

109. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the con-
struct ion of the Bunbury tower block
is now more than six months late as a
result of the activities of the Builders
Labourers Federation?

(2) If the Minister is not aware of that,
will he investigate and advise this
House?

(3) Is the Mi nister aware of the details of
the activities of the BLF which have
caused the delays?

(4) Is he aware that these activities are
continuing?

(5) What action is being taken in relation
to them?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

1 do not involve myself in the indus-
trial relations of companies and the
unions because, of course, they have
access to the ordinary processes for re-
solving industrial disputes, unless I
am asked to participate for a particu-
lar reason.

(1) 1 am aware that there have been
industrial disputes on that site in-
volving a number of unions over
a period of time.

(2) to (5) 1 have not had a recent re-
port but I will ask for one to see if
there is any validity in the as-
sertions the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has made.
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UNION: BUILDERS LABOURERS,
FEDERATION

Golf Course: Delays
110. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Industrial Relations:
(1) Is the Minister aware that significant

delays have been caused to the
completion of the golf course at the
Burswood Island resort as a result of
the demands and requirements of the
BLP'

(2) If the Minister is not aware of the situ-
ation, in view of the fact that the golf
course is on State land covered by a
State agreement, will he investigate
and advise the House?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) and (2) 1 do not want to call for a

report on every construction site in
Western Australia, whether requested
to do so by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition or not. I do not see that as the
role of the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations, and quite clearly it would be
inappropriate to do so.
I have not been approached by those
managing the project about any mat-
ters; and other than seeking some gen-
eral information, I do not believe it is
appropriate for Government to de-
scend into the industrial relations be-
tween people in the private sector and
a particular union.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Local Products Campaign

111. Dr GALLOP, to the Minister
Industry and Technology:

publicly apologise in this forum. The
member for Nedlands asserted it was
in 1969 and the Minister,
remembering there was something
awfully significant about the early
years of the Tonkin Government,
asserted that it was the early 1 970s.
Based on the information presented to
the Chamber by the member for
Nedlands, it was 1969.
I have pow had an opportunity to
have the matter thoroughly
researched. I feel obliged to put the
information on record in a very or-
derly and correct fashion.
I am beginning to understand why it is
that members of Parliament do not
apologise very often to their colleagues
in a public sense. It is because, in this
instance, there was no real justifi-
cation for the demand for an apology
at all.
The truth is that the local products
campaign had its origin in Western
Australia as far back as 1934. In case
the member for Nedlands forgets who
was in office in 1934, it was the begin-
ning of a golden era of Labor Govern-
ment that lasted for 14 years. That
was when the local products campaign
got under way.

Mr Court: Did you go to a quiz night last
night?

Mr BRYCE: Members will be interested to
know that the local products campaign
goes back to June 1934. In those diffi-
cult times Western Australians were
being urged to buy only local
products. Advertisements were being
placed arguing that as many as an ad-
ditional 10 000 persons could be
employed if only Western Australians
would buy local products.
During the 1 950s there was a modest
promotion campaign that involved
Governments of both complexions.
There was a particular campaign
geared up on the basis of, "I will take
the WA brand please". The member
for Nedlands drew our attention to a
number of decisions made at the end
of the 1 960s. The Department of In-
dustrial Development at that time en-
gaged the services of Parkes
Clemenger to give a local products
campaign more presence and impact.

for

When was the local products cam-
paign commenced in Western
Australia?

Mr BRYCE replied:
We have some pearls of wisdom. It
might be a moment of light relief as
well. Members will recall that last
week the member for Nedlands and
the Minister for Industrial Relations
had a slight difference of opinion
about when the local products cam-
paign was initiated in Western
Australia.
I offered to publicly apologise to the
member for Nedlands if I was wrong
and, as a man of my word, I do so
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This, in the tight of some of the criti-
cism which has been floating around
lately, would cause some reservations
about whether it was the appropriate
way to spend taxpayers' money. The
decision was made in 1969 to beef up
a campaign by the then Minister for
Industrial Development.

One very salient truth which the mem-
ber for Nedlands needs to take on
board is that it was in October 1972
that the actual Western Australian
products symbol-the birthmark sym-
bol-was proclaimed as a result of
legislation passed in this House. I
guess I should not be too hard on this
young member. The truth is that this
particular campaign is more than 50
years old and has been supported very
positively by Governments, both
Labor and coalition, over that period
of time. It really was quite mischiev-
ous of the member for Nedlands to
suggest to the members of this
Chamber that it was in 1969 that that
campaign started when the previous
member for Nedlands was the Minis-
ter for Industrial Development.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Information Supply

112- Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Premier

Is the Premier aware of repeated com-
plaints. by the Opposition that the
Western Australian Development
Corporation will not provide infor-
mation demanded from time to time
by the Opposition? If "Yes", can and
will the Premier instruct the WADC
to provide the informnation the Oppo-
sition wants?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Yes, I am aware of the repeated com-
plaints from the Opposition-some
might even say whingeing-about the
refusal of the WADC to provide cer-
tain information that the Opposition
demands.

On examining the matter, I find that I
do not have the power to instruct the
WADC to provide the information.
The Opposition insists that I instruct
the WADC to provide the information
but I do not have the power.

When [ looked to see why I did not
have the power it was because the Op-
position took that clause out of the
Bill when it was in the Parliament.
The Opposition surely cannot be
serious in asking me to instruct the
WADC to do something that was ex-
pressly precluded from my power at
the Opposition's whim or decision.
Where does the Opposition stand?

It was this Opposition and this Leader
of the Opposition who decided that we
should not have that power. Now he
wants us to instruct the WADC as
though we did have the power. There
is one difference between the Govern-
ment and this Opposition and the dif-
fecrence is-apart from the fact we can
remember what we thought and said
yesterday-that we are dinkum when
we say the WADC acts without
Government instruction and acts ac-
cording to its own lights in view of its
interpretation of the legislation that
established it. That is the situation.

As far as the WADC is concerned, I
would not pretend to instruct it to do
anything. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition, if he bathers to leave off criti-
cising the people involved in the cor-
poration, should pay proper tribute to
the efforts and achievements of a
statutor authority that is only about
2 / years old, to properly accord to it
the praise that is due for its manage-
ment of the State's assets. Then, I am
sure, he will find the WADC will work
with the Opposition on the presump-
tion that the Opposition wants to see
this State advance too and ignore the
allegation that the Opposition wants
to politicise or use the WADC to
further the Opposition's political
ends.

I do not know any member of the Op-
position who has gone to the WADC
seeking information and been treated
rudely, discourteously, or
unintelligently. I think that the
WADC, apart from discharging its re-
sponsibility by being fabulously suc-
cessful, has put up with more from
this Opposition than any other group
of professional people would ever en-
dure.
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As far as the corporation is concerned,
I am willing, as I said earlier this even-
ing, to go back toathe chairman and try
to persuade him that his board should
give the Opposition one more chance.
Forget about the fact that even as late
as tonight the Leader of the Oppo-
sition said directors of the corporation
toadied to the Government, These are
people like Ron Punch, an eminent
stockbroker, and other directors such
as Tom Lamb, who is the State man-
ager of Deloitte Haskins and Sells.
Who would he toady to, for God's
sake! What sort of insult is that to
offer anyone, let alone a man of his
business 'standing? Those sorts of
people can do without the insults from
the Opposition particularly when,
after delivering an insult, the Oppo-
sition then wants to ingratiate itself
with the WADC and try to obtain in-
formation.
I am prepared to draw the line off and
go to the corporation and say, "Now
we have started a second period in
Governiment-we are over the elec-
tion. Let us see whether or not you can
work with the Opposition, provide it
with the information it wants, and
hope that it will not revert back to the
politicising of the Development Cor-
poration's role that it found so easy to
assume during the last period that we
were in Government."

DTX AUSTRALIA LTD
Relocation: Bunbury

11t3. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for
The South West:
(1) Has DTX Australia Ltd taken up the

assistance offered by Government on
4 February 1986, with reference to
question 44 of 11I June 1986, for its
relocation to Bunbury?

(2) If the answer is "Yes", when is it an-
ticipated that DTX Australia Ltd will
commence operations in Bunbury?

(3) If not, when will the offer be taken up?
Mr GRILL replied:
(t) to (3) DTX has acknowledged the

offer and indicated it will take it up.
There are some formalities in respect
of planning procedures and allocation
of land that must be attended to be-

fore the offer can be formally
finalised, but I understand it has every
intention of proceeding and there
should be something physical on the
land within two or three months.

HEALTH:, TOBACCO SMOKING
Packaging: Warnings

114. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

What progress has been miade towards
implementation of the recommen-
dations of the Australian Health Min-
isters' Conference that rotating health
warnings should appear on packaging
for tobacco products?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
A subcommittee of the Australian
Health Ministers' Conference
recommended some time ago that a
new series of rotating health warnings
for tobacco products should be
introduced. Those four warnings
are-

Smoking causes lung cancer.
Smoking causes heart disease.
Smoking damages your lungs.
Smoking is addictive.

There are also a number of other
points relating to each of these warn-
ings that perhaps, with your
forbearance, Mr Deputy Speaker, I
might table, relating more to the
actual nature of the printing than to
the warnings themselves.
I am pleased to advise the House that,
as of this week, the Western
Australian Government has decided
to go ahead with the implementation
of those health warnings on cigarette
packets and that will fit in with the
Victorian and South Australian
Government requirements.
The timing of the introduction of the
new health warning will depend on
discussions with other States and the
tobacco industry, but we would expect
that those warnings would be
introduced in late 1986 or early 1987.
The new health warnings represent
significant concessions from the initial
recommendations of the Australian
Health Ministers' Conference. These
concessions meet some of the con-
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cerns expressed in the negotiations be-
tween the Health Ministers and rep-
resentatives of the tobacco industry.
The new health warnings conform to
the recommendations made by
national and international health
agencies, and the recent resolution by
the World Health Assembly which
urged member States to implement
smoking control strategies to contain,
as a minimum, prominent health
warnings on cigarette packets and con-
tainers of all types of tobacco
products.
I might add that market research con-
ducted in 1985 in Victoria and West-
em Australia shows that of a sample
of 508 adults, 84 per cent agree that
there should be a health warning on
cigarette packets, with 4.7 per cent
disagreeing; 73 per cent think the
health warnings should be stronger,
more specific, and at least twice their
present size; and more than 75 per
cent support the specific health warn-
ings to be implemented by the West-
ern Australian Government.
(See paper No. 25 1.)

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Flexitime: Policy

115. Mr STEPHENS, to the Premier:
(I) Would the Premier restate the

Government's policy with regard to
flexitime in the Public Service and pri-
vate enterprise?

(2) How and in what time frame does he
intend to implement that policy?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 do not think that I can

answer that question in an absolute or
exclusive form because I am not sure
that we have an attitude to flexitimne
in the private sector. I cannot recall
that having been discussed, and I
think we would say that that is a mat-
ter for private sector employers and
employees and their representative or-
ganisations.
As to flexitime within the Public Ser-
vice, members will be aware that in
the economic statement delivered in
the Parliament last week the end of
flexitime as it had developed was
announced. That was the end of the

practice by which people accumulated
credit leave or deficit leave and took
unscheduled days off. Those things
were ended as a result of our
statement.

In other words, irregular working
hours were not dispatched. People
could still work other than the normal
hours of 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m., or
8.30 a.m. to 5.00 p.m., or 8.30 am, to
4.30 p.m. There was no intention to
try to cut off our nose to spite our face
by leaving counters unmanned or
offices empty after 4.00 p.m., or
switchboards unmanned, unwoman-
ed, or untelephonisted.

Opposition members: Unpersoned!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, unpersoned.
That was the situation we tried to
achieve. If the member for Stirling
would like to ring my department, it
will provide him with a copy of the
administrative instructions that have
gone out to the Public Service, setting
out in detail the way in which the
system works. But certainly, as far as
the accumulation of credit leave is
concerned, the transformation of the
credit leave into a day off after 14
days-or a nine-day fortnight-has
finished. I am very surprised at the
great gnashing of teeth that has been
occasioned by that announcement. I
think there has been some misunder-
standing of it.

Mr Stephens: There has been some misun-
derstanding-that is the reason for the
question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: But there have been
some practices of which we did not
have complete knowledge ourselves.
Flexicime was supposed to cost
nothing and provide great advantages
to the employer as well as making
working life more convenient for the
employee. The decisions we made
about reclassifications, long service
leave, the State pension and the
superannuation scheme, and the
lessening of the Government's work
force have occasioned very little out-
cry; yet we have 3 000 people
marching in the streets about
flexitime. It makes me wonder exactly
what flexitime meant to other people,
because I do not think I would have
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taken such exception to the decision
to eliminate what I understood to be
flexitime. I think there was some mis-
understanding, which has been largely
clarified by talks with the CSA and its
membership, but I am happy to pro-
vide the member, on his inquiry, with
a copy of the administrative instruc-
tions.

UNION: WATERSIDE WORKERS
FEDERATION
Dispute: Effect

116. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

Could the Minister inform the House
as to the effect that the current
national waterside workers' dispute is
having upon port operations in West-
ern Australia and any exemptions
from industrial disputation that he is
aware of to date?

Mr TROY replied:
I thank the member for this question
which is of concern to every member
in the House.
As all members would no doubt be
aware, there is currently a national
dispute between the Waterside
Workers Federation and various em-
ployers of its members. The dispute
concerns the renegotiation of the ex-
pired two-year contract and the issue
of superannuation.
I am informed that the dispute has
been referred to the Australian Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Commission
and is being heard by Mr Com-
missioner Baird. I am also informed
that there was a hearing in fmont of the
commissioner in Sydney commencing
at 2.30 p.m. today, but I am not yet
aware of the outcome of the proceed-
ing.
I can inform the House that there are
a number of ships that are exempt
from this industrial stoppage, in vari-
ous areas of the trade.
As a result of a decision of the local
branch of the Waterside Workers Fed-
eration, grain is being handled
through the Port of Geraldton. With
regard to Kwinana, Albany, and
Esperance, exemptions have been
requested and I understand that dis-

cussions have taken place today. I am
quite hopeful of the outcome of those
discussions.

In fact, a late item indicated that there
has been an exemption for grain; and
Mr E. J. Green, the General Manager
of Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd,
has issued a Press release acknowledg-
ing the waterside workers' demon-
stration of a responsible attitude
towards the rural community in ar-
riving at those exemptions.
The live sheep export trade is exempt
also, and the ship Buffalo Express will
be able to load stock.

It has been a concern of both myself
and the previous Minister for
Transport to ensure that the Port of
Fremantle remains a reliable port for
the shipping of perishable horticul-
tural products. I must also say that
this concern is shared by the shippers
and the local branch of the Waterside
Workers Federation.

In regard to ships that are currently
being affected by the dispute, I advise
the House that in relation to the Anro
Jayalcarta, perishable cargoes will be
loaded. Negotiations are continuing in
regard to the second vessel, Swan
Reefer, which carries perishable goods.
There is high optimism on both sides
that a solution is imminent.

LIQUOR LEVY
Increase: Commencement

117. Mr CLARKO, to. the Minister
Racing and Gaming:

for

The Minister has had adequate notice
of this question.
There is considerable confusion in the
liquor industry as to when the new
liquor levy comes into effect.
(I) What is the last date on which the

old rate applies?
(2) What is the first date on which

the new rate applies?
(3) Would she give the House a

theoretical example illustrating
how the new levy will be paid?

(4) Is this levy applied retrospectively
in any manner?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) to (4) 1 thank the member for
Karrinyup for some notice of the
question. I agree with him that there is
some confusion about some aspects of
the Bill that was introduced into Par-
liament last week.
I will table the answer and give a copy
to the member.
(See paper No. 2S2).

BUILDERS'REGISTRATION BOARD
Opposition Policy

118. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the announce-

mentt yesterday of the Opposition's
policy on the Builders' Registration
Board?

(2) If "Yes", what is that policy and how
does it compare with the Govern-
ment's policy?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes, as a matter of fact, I had the op-

(2)

portunity to hear 'the member for
Kalamunda announce his policy on
radio station 6WF midday news. I am
sorry the member is not here so that I
can put him right.
It is the sort of policy which* the people
of Western Australia have come to ex-
pect from the Opposition. This policy
was certainly cooked up on the spot. It
is the usual mixture of hypocrisy and
contradiction dished up with promises
to solve a problem which was not even
addressed, let alone resolved, during
the years that the member for
Kalamunda, together with several of
his colleagues opposite, was a Govern-
ment member.
On the one hand, the Opposition
through the member for
Kalamunda-presumably he is re-
sponsible for espousing this policy-
calls for, Wait far it, the imposition of
tighter legislation to regulate builders;
and on the other hand, he believes
that this will be achieved by builders'
regulating themselves. No doubt that
contradiction escapes the logic of the
Opposition.
Compared with that, the policy of this
Government is to progressively extend
the jurisdiction of the board while at

the same time carefully reviewing the
Builders' Registration Act. This pro-
cess will enable due attention to be
paid to the special needs of country
builders and consumers. The review is
being conducted in a manner which
will allow participation by all of the
relevant sectors of interest.

The board has a charter to protect the
integrity of the building industry as
well as the interests of consumers and
it is only proper that both parties be
consulted with respect to any pro-
posals for reform. In the meantime,
the Government, in cooperation with
the building industry, is monitoring
the effectiveness of an indemnity
scheme based on self regulation.

POLICE RECORDS
Acquitted Persons

119. Mr LEWIS, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

(1) Is it true that the police records of
persons charged and intially found
guilty by a Magistrate's Court but later
acquitted by a superior court are
retained by the police records branch
notwithstanding acquittal?

(2) If "Yes", will he take the necessary
action to ensure that the records of all
persons acquitted of a specific charge
will be automatically struck off with-
out the need for the acquitted person
to request the removal of those
records?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am not familiar with the pro-

cedures mentioned and suggest that if
the member wishes to canvass with
me a particular issue I would be happy
to do so.

Mr Cash: It was an issue in itself.

Mr GORDON HILL: If the member is
talking about a generality, I am not
aware of the procedure. I will certainly
endeavour to find out and, if he likes,
I will convey the information to him
in writing. If there is a particular issue
he wants to raise he may also do so in
writing.
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PORTS AND HARBOURS
Hillarys Boat Harbour: Planning

120. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for
Transport:

I understand the Minister today re-
leased to the media details of progress
in future planning for H-illarys Boat
Harbour. In view of past comments on
the harbour, can the Minister please
assure this House that those plans en-
compass the interests of the people of
the northern suburbs?

Mr TROY replied:
I thank the member for the question
and acknowledge the interest of her-
self and other members for the area in
this exciting project.
The comprehensive plan for develop-
ment of Hillarys Boat Harbour com-
bines recreational boating and swim-
ming with commercial attractions in-
cluding an oceanarium and function
centre.
In time, Hillarys Boat Harbour will be
one of the major features of the north-
em suburbs and will complement
existing facilities within the area, pro-
viding services for not only the boat-
ing and fishing public, but also the
general public. The member would be
aware that a northern suburbs group
of marine-related sporting clubs
formed an association and ap-
proached Ministers and the Depart-
ment of Marine and Harbours seeking
a yacht club site in the Hillarys Boat
Harbour. I am pleased to advise that

request has been accommodated in
the development plans.
The total development is imaginative
and designed as a community asset for
optimum use for all the public.
I would point out that one of the main
considerations for this development
was the need to get a financial return
for the extensive public investment
involved. For too long, harbours have
been devoid of return, so. Hillarys will
be the first facility to be developed in
such a way as to ensure there is a re-
turn on the public investment.

VOLUNTARY WORK
Country Areas: Continuation

121. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

In view of the fact that many people in
country areas who perform voluntary
work-for example, as ambulance
drivers, hospital board members,
members of P & C associations, agri-
cultural school advisers, and others-
are resigning owing to their objections
to keeping a log book to substantiate
their voluntary work, a result of the
new Federal tax laws, what steps does
the Government intend to take to as-
sure the continuation of these essen-
tial services in country areas?

Mr GRILL replied:
This is really a Federal matter and if
the situation is as bad as the member
indicates, I will probably resign my-
self!
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