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Wednesday, 16 November 1988

TH E S PE A KER (Mr B arnet) took the Chair at 2.15 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Chiropractors - Signing Off Work Certificates

MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [2.16 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled

We, the undersigned, request that where an injured worker consults a chiropractor
under the terms of the Workers' Compensation Act the chiropractor be given the6 legal
right to sign all necessary certificates.

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

The petition bears 57 signatures and I certify that it conforns to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEARER: I direct that the petitibn be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 108.1
A similar petition was presented by Mr Marlborough (49 persons).

[See petition No 111t.1I
PETITION - HEALTH

Chiropractors - Fair Legislation

MR LEWIS (East Melville) [2.18 pm]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament Assembled.
We, the undersigned, request in the interests of electors who may wish to attend a
chiropractor, that legislation which relates to the role of chiropractic in health and
health insurance be of a fair and equitable nature.

We further request that positive action be taken to ensure that patients of chiropractors
are not disadvantaged by prejudiced legislation or conduct of the Department of
Health.

Your petitioners humbly pray that you will give the matter earnest consideration and
your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 336 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 109.]
PETITION - TRANSPORT

Railways - Electrifled Service, Northern Suburbs
MRS BEGGS (Whitford - Minister for Housing) [2.20 pm]: I have a petition in the
following terms -

To: 'The Honourable the Speaker and the members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, express our preference for an electrified rail service to provide
fast and efficient commuter transport to the Northern Suburbs of Perth.

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



The petition bears 616 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

tSee petition No I LO.]

FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION AND AUDIT ACT
Report Tabling - Extension of Time

THE SPEAKER: I have been informed of the following ministerial approval for an-
extension of time for the presentation of annual reports in accordance with the Financial
Administration and Audit Act 1985 -

The Minister for Local Government -

The Local Government Superannuation Board - annual report, 1.987-88.
1 table the relevant correspondence.
[See paper No 585.]

BILLS (5) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Electoral Amendment Bill (No 2)

B ill introduced, on motion by Mr Pearce (Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform), and read a first timne.

2. State Employment And Skills Development Authority Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Gordon Hill (Minister for Employment and
Training), and read a first time.

3. Road Traffic Amendment Bill (No 2)
Bill introduced, on notion by Mr Taylor (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services), and read a first time.

4. Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreements Amendment B ill (No 2)
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Bridge (Minister for Small Business), and read a
first time.

5. Land Amendment Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Henderson (Minister for Lands), and read a first
time.

DECORUM OF THE CHAMBER
THE SPEAKER: Order! I point out to members, who are tending to forget, that when the
Speaker is on his feet in this place, nobody should be walking around. Far too many
members are taking the opportunity to just wander around and ignore that fact. I am going to
take action against the next person who shows that sort of disrespect to this Chair.

BILLS (3) - MESSAGES
Appropriations

Messages from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the following Bills -

1 . Eastern Goldfields Transport Board Amendment Bill
2. Mineral Sands (Cooljarloo) Mining and Processing Agreement Bill
3. Mineral Sands (Allied Eneabba) Agreement Amendment Bill

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Motion - Reconsideration of Division S7

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.29 pm]: I move -
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That this House instructs the Committee of the whole to reconsider the Consolidated
Revenue Fund Estimates, Division 57, Police.

I do not want to delay the House with this motion.

Mr Gordon Hill: You are trying to cover up for your earlier error.

Mr COURT: What was the error?

Mr Gordon Hill: Your error of judgment.

Mr COURT: This is not a very good start to the day, is it? The error was on the other side of
the House. We have the situation where law and order is one of the major issues in the
community and, as we lead up to the next State election, it will continue to be a major issue,
and both sides of this House wilt be making their policy well and mruy clear. The Liberal
Party and the National Party have been munning strongly on the law and order issue
throughout the State, because there has been tremendous concern that this Government has
neglected that area over the past five years. When it got to the stage on Friday morning that
this issue was to be debated, the Leader of the House made it clear that the Government
wanted to debate the Estimates through to the Police Division, and we were going to sit until
that debate was finished. It should be remembered that we thought we were going to be
sitting on the Friday, but it was agreed that when the Police Estimates were finished we
would complete the debate for that day, the Friday. When this item was to be debated the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services was not in the Chamber.

Mr Taylor: With plenty of advance warning too, I might add.

Mr COURT: If the Minister wants to talk about advance warning, I remind him that we were
given advance warning that we were going to be sitting all day Friday. That arrangement was
changed, it was nothing to do with us, and it was made very clear that we -

Mr Taylor: What about the hours?

Mr COURT: Is the Minister saying that we should now be controlling the hours this House is
sitting?

Mr Taylor: You are controlling the hours as far as the Budget is concerned.

Mr COURT: The Leader of the House and the Government are responsible for when this
House sits. We have the interesting situation where the Minister is now saying that the
Opposition should be controlling when this House sits. If those are the rules that the
Government wants we will abide by them.

Mr Taylor: Don't try and put words into my mouth, Deputy Leader.

Mr COURT: What is the Minister saying?

Mr Taylor: You are making a farce of this Budget process, and you and your members know
it. You made fools of yourselves on Friday morning and that is why you are standing up
now, tryig to back pedal and get out of it.
Mr COURT: The Government says we are making a farce of the Budget by wanting to
debate this issue. Mr Speaker, the other big electoral issue at the moment is the
accountability of this Government and the fact that it has bypassed parliamentary procedure.
We will not be bullied by mernbers opposite. We will use the proper procedure in this
Parliament to properly debate the Budget. We are not unnecessarily delaying this Budget. I
have been in this House for six years and many a time we have had a more lengthy debate on
the Budget than on this occasion.

Mr Taylor: That is just not true.

Mr COURT: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services was not here. Okay, he had to
go and catch an aeroplane, or whatever it was. That is his affair, but if his Government is
going to have the House sitting, he should be in it when his areas of responsibility come up.

On inquiry wit the Clerks in this House I am told that a Vote on the Budget has not been
gagged, to their knowledge. There is no precedent of a Vote being gagged. There was only
one precedent they could find of a Budget debate being gagged.

Several members interjected.
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Mr COURT: The Government has come up with its accountability package, and its
Commission of Accountability. We all know that this House is where the Government has to
be accountable. It is an absolute joke that a week after the Government has come up with its
accountability package it is accusing us of not playing the game by wanting to debate the
Budget.

Mr Peter Dowding: Can I ask you something?

Mr COURT: Yes.

Mr Peter Dowding: How many members did you have on roster when the member for Mt
Lawley pulled his stunt?

Mr COURT: Can I ask the Treasuirer a question? Where was he? Not only was the
Treasurer not here, but also the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, whose area of
responsibility we were debating, was not in the House. Before the Treasurer makes such
assertions I suggest he asks himself where he was.

Mr Peter Dowding: You had a deliberate policy of keeping a minimal team here, keeping the
staff and everyone else here, while you obfuscated;

Mr COURT: What does the Treasurer mean, when he says I know that? It upsets me that it
was the Deputy Premier and the Treasurer who were not here in this House.
Mr Parker: You were not here. You had been sent home. You turnd Mround to the member
for Vasse and asked him how long he was going to continue.
Mr COURT: Who did?

Mr Parker: You did.

Mr Marlborough: Then you went home.

Mr COURT: Is the member saying I went home that night? I did go home that night. I left
this Chamber at 2.05 am after the shadow Minister for Agriculture had done a sterling job on
the agricultural Estimates. If members opposite listened to that debate, and I doubt whether
they did, they would have heard their own Minister for Agriculture who also did a good job
of dealing with that debate. It was not a case of filibustering; the Minister was trying to
correctly answer the questions that were being asked of him, which is the purpose of the
Budget debate. I thank the member for bringing to my attention what did take place, because
that is what the Budget debate is all about. The Opposition brings up the concerns it has, and
the Minister responsible answers those concerns, and that is what took place. For the benefit
of' the member for Cockbumn, I was certainly here that night.
I was talking about precedents for cutting debates short. I was informed that there has not
been a precedent for cutting short the debate on a Budget.

Mr& Peter Dowding: Do you know why? It is because Oppositions in the past have been
prepared to have a reasonable discussion about managing the debate, and over the last five
years Oppositions, by and large, have been prepared to cooperate; but you, this session, have
not been prepared to give any cooperation at all.

Mr COURT: I am amazed at what the Treasurer is saying. I thought we had good
cooperation in the management of debate. I thought the Budget procedure was going quite
well; it has not been debated any longer than it would normally have been debated. For the
Government to cut short the debate on one of the most important items - the Police
Estimates - is just not on.

For the sake of completeness. I want to mention the other precedent. There is only one
precedent of which I was told of the Budget debate being gagged, and that was in 1949, when
two of the members of this House were going to stand for Federal Parliament. The
Government of the day had to get the Budget through before those members resigned to stand
for their Federal seats. The Government must realise that this is an extremely important item
for us to debate, and I would like it to support this motion enabling a proper and full debate
on the Police Estimates.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [2.40 pm]: I have pleasure in seconding the motion moved by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and I thank Government members for their interjections.
All I can say is that I hope that in 12 hours' time, at 2.40 am, there are as many Government
members in this House taking an interest in the debate as there are now.
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Several members interjected.

Mr CASH: I hope that at that hour of the morning the member for Joondalup will take an
interest in the Budget debate which is one of the most important debates of the parliamentary
year.

There is no question that the Budget debate is about accountability. That is the reason the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition moved this motion. In this House last Friday morning at 6
o'clock when the Police Division was called on for debate, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the Minister with the responsibility of administering the Police
portfolio, was not to be found. He was not in the Chamber.

Mr Taylor: You knew I was not going to be here.

Mr CASH: [ wonder where he wa s? Is it not true that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services had in fact fled from this place only minutes before the Police Division was called
on for debate?

Several members interjected.

Mr CASH: As the member for Murr ay-Wellington said, the question is, why did he flee from
this place? I do not know why he fled from this place. One can only assume he was not
capable of answering all the questions the Opposition intended to put to him. He did not feel
competent in his role as Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Several members interjected.

Mr CASH: I hope the members who are interjecting will be in this House in 12 hours' time
and that they will listen to the debate with as much enthusiasm as they axe listening to this
debate.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am having difficulty hearing the member for Mt Lawley and he is
not renowned for having a quiet voice. It would be reasonable for members to interject on
occasions, but not altogether and not quite so loudly.

Mr CASH: The lack of Government interjections will enable me to perhaps lessen the
volume of my voice. I must say that I welcome interjections at any time as long as they are
acceptable to the Chair.

The point I am making is that it seems to me, and to the Opposition members who were
present in this place at the time the Police Division was debated, that the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services quite clearly demonstrated that he did not have the confidence to
carry out his responsibilities in respect of that debate. It was said that morning that the
Minister was running for cover. Perhaps he had something to hide: In my view that is one of
the reasons he was not prepared to be in the House when the Police Division was called on.
for debate.

It is interesting that only a couple of years ago when the same Minister had responsibility for
the Health portfolio he was not in the House when the Health Division was called on for
debate. I do not know what it is with this Minister. Perhaps he does not regard the Budget
debate as being af any great importance or, more likely, he does not have the confidence in
his own administration or in answering the questions that quite rightly should be put to him.
It all boils down to the fact that the Budget debate is about scrutiny. The Westminster system
of Parliament operates on the basis of scrutiny - the Opposition raises questions about the
handling of Government business and the Government answers those questions in a
reasonable manner. That is the theory of the Westminster system and I have to admit that in
this place that does not occur. One only has to be in this House during question time to
witness the evasive tactics used by the Government to try to prevent, at all costs, being put on
the mat, being scrutinised or questioned in respect of particular instances.

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you think there was much questioning the other night in those long
repetitive speeches when you were using up your time?

Mr CASH: Is the Treasurer suggesting that I stood in this place -

Mr Peter Dowding: No, I did not.
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Mr CASH: I suggest to the Treasurer that he listens to what he is saying. I do not believe
what he says at the best of times, but if he listened to what he said it would give him the
chance to believe what he says. There is some difficulty when the Treasurer is not prepared
to accept what he actually said. It ill behoves the Treasurer to talk about anyone standing in
this place and speaking during the early hours of the morning because on nine out of 10
occasions he is not in this place; he is at his home and is in bed enjoying some sleep.

T'he point I wanted to make is that when I started speaking on the Police Division the other
morning and drew the attention of the Leader of the House to the fact that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services was not here, the Leader of the House quite visibly started to
get into a rage. It seemed that the Leader of the House was going to take the opportunity of
using the Standing Orders of the House to silence the Opposition. In his fit of rage he
decided that if he could stop the Opposition from talking by gagging the debate it would at
least save the Government's bacon for that morning.

I accept that under Standing. Orders I could have spoken for 59 out of the 60 minutes that
were allocated to me on that morning and at the end of the 59 minutes I could have, as was
recommended by some of my colleagues, invited the Chairman or the Deputy Chairman to
report progress at that stage to give the Minister for Police and Emergency Services the
opportunity to return to the Chamber and answer the questions that would have been put to
him. It seems to me that if I had waited until the fifty ninth minute before moving that
motion it would have given the Leader of the House greater opportunity for gagging the
debate by claiming that the Opposition had had some opportunity to discuss the Police
Division. I chose to move that motion after having spoken for about Only eight minutes.

Mr Parker: You did not know that terminated your speech.

Mr CASH: The Deputy Premier makes an interesting observation. He claims that my
moving that motion would have tenninated my ability to continue speaking on the Police
Division. What he fails to recognise is that the various items that comprise the Police
Division had not been called for debate. Under Standing Orders, I would have been given
numerous opportunities to raise questions in respect of the Police Division. The important
point is that we wanted the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in this Chamber so
he could answer for his actions, or lack of action.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is right when he says that the subject of law and order
is very topical in the community at the moment.

Mr Marlborough: It is well addressed.

Mr CASH; The member for Cockburrn claims that the subject of law and order is well
addressed. If he takes the opportunity to talk to his constituents he will find that it is not
necessarily the way they feel about it. If the member for Cockburn feels that the Government
has done its best and has done all that it can, all I can say is that the Govemnment has failed.
In most other suburbs and electorates around the State the view of the public is that the
Government could have done a lot more and should have done a lot more.

Last week the Premier announced on television and radio the appointment of a Commission
on Accountability. He said that the Government would now, under the guidance of the
former Chief Justice, become accountable. It is interesting that during the week of that very
announcement the Government gagged debate in this place and refused the Opposition the
opportunity to put questions to it and make it accountable. What absolute hypocrisy. In
answer to a question put to the Leader of the House last night, he suggested that he had told
me three hours prior to 5.30) am that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services would
be leaving the Chamber at that time. That is not a true statement.

Mr Pearce: It is so, you long nose.

Mr CASH: My good friend the Leader of the House must have been overtired at that time.

Mr Pearce: There was a witness, as you know.

Mr CASH: The Leader of the House should bring that witness forward and ask him to stand
in this place. When we spoke in the discussion which I initiated about the breakfast situation,
what did I say?

Mr Pearce: In the presence of Vince Pacecca.
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Mr CASH: I said that if things continued to go as they were, I believed we would finish by
six o'clock. Thai was to give Mr Pacecca the opportnity to reconsider whether he had to
call staff in. Is that the case?

Mr Pearce: I said that you would need to get through by 5.30 am if you wanted to discuss the
Police Division because the Minister for Police and Emergency Services was leaving.
Mr CASH: That is absolutely untrue. It the Leader of the House was aware that the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services was leaving - I do not doubt that he was aware of that - he
had an opportunity to bring on the police budget debate an hour earlier. It was not necessary
to wait until six o'clock before bringing it on. The Leader of the H-ouse must have been
joking when he suggested that he would act in the Mintister's stead and would answer the
questions put to him by the Opposition. He knows nothing about the police portfolio.

Mr Pearce: I am a fontner Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Mr CASH: The Leader of the House is a Cornier failed Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, like his two predecessors. Itris not good enough for the Leader of the House to
claim that he would act for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services during the
Budget debate. In addition, it is fair to use this debate to remind the Government that in the
previous Administrations of Sir Charles Court and Mr Ray O'Connor Ministers were
required to be in this Chamber at all times when the Budget was debated.

Mr Parker: Absolutely nor true. That was the exception rather than the rule.

Mr CASH: I will continue as soon as my good friend, the Deputy Premier, calms down.

The SPEAKER: Order! I can understand the reason for the dissension in the House but,
nonetheless, it is still unparliamentary.

Mr CASH: I note that you, Mr Speaker, were shaking your head, and I rake that to indicate
that Ministers were not present in the Chamber on all occasions in the past. I accept that
from you, but I am not prepared to accept it from the little person on the Government front
bench who cannot tell the Parliamient where a $15 million cheque went to. Of course, the
Opposition knows where the cheque is and the sooner the Deputy Premier asks us, the sooner
he will find out where it is. The Opposition is not convinced that the Government is genuine
in its claim that it wants to be accountable to the public. It has demonstrated that by its
actions. The Opposition is correct in criticising the Government and drawing to its attention
that on a number of occasions Ministers responsible for their areas within the Budget have
not been in the Chamber at the time those Divisions were discussed. There is no question
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has been prepared at all times to be flexible and to
allow Divisions to be switched around to suit the Government. Equally, in most cases the
Leader of the House has switched around Divisions to suit the Opposition. It is regrettable
that at six o'clock last Friday morning in a fit of rage and pique the Leader of the House -
perhaps he was overtired - decided to gag debate on the Police Division. The only thing I can
redeem from the whole sorry episode is that just before the Parliament commenced today the
Leader of the House indicated that, if the Opposition were able to get through the balance of
the Budget in a reasonable time, he may consider allowing the Police Division to be recalled
and further debated. I was pleased when he said that, but of course he did not define what is
a "reasonable time". Unless that is clearly understood between the Government and the
Opposition, the Leader of the House will again break the agreements he has made in the past.

I understand the pressure facing the Govemnment at the moment. Last week in this place the
Opposition members saw the Government disintegrating before their eyes. There is no
question that the Government was pushing the panic button and not much was happening.
When some members were discussing the Budget, Government members were wandering the
corridors of this place in the early hours of last week and they conceded that the Govemnment
looked pretty sick and it appeared that the Opposition would be the new Government in a
short time.

I wish to raise a number of important matters with the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services; for example, the commnissioner's recent ruling in respect of the detention of
suspects. I believe -that will have a dramatic impact on the coniduct of the Police Force. Than
is not a question about which the Leader of the House could be expected to have knowledge,
nor do I think he has that knowledge. Other problems in respect of Aboriginal violence and
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the conflict that exists between certain militant people in the Aborigintal community and the
Police Force, are obviously of concern to the whole community. I do not single out the
Aboriginal community, but also refer to militant people in the white community and the
conflict between them and the Police Force. The current low morale in the Police Force, and
the shortage of diot gear available to police officers in this State are also matters which I
intended to raise during the debate on the police budget. I am prepared to accept that I
terminated my opportunity to talk in the general debate on the Police Division. I can read the
Standing Orders and I do not need my friend, the Leader of the House, to point that out to
me. The Government has not said the Opposition was given an opportunity to speak on the
items part of the Budget, because clearly that opportunity was not afforded to the Opposition.
The Government gagged debate and we all know why: It is running for cover and has
something to bide, the Minister has failed in his duty, and the Government has failed in its
duty to be accountable to the tapayers of Western Australia, Anyone who suggests that it is
proper to ram through a Division for $219 million without scrutiny is not in touch with the
Westminster system and, even more, is not in touch with the views of the public who are
demanding that this Government provide answers to the questions raised and that it become
accountable for its actions. I support the motion.

IMR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [2.59 pm]: I find this discussion rather
unfortunate, because in the three years since I have been Leader of the House I have had a
good deal of cooperation from members on both sides of the House, including the two
Opposition parties, in the orderly management of the House which has maximnised the time in
which members, particularly Opposition members. can raise matters of concern to them. This
Government has been far more generous than have previous Governments in that respect, and
it is certainly not the kind of treatment that 1, or my colleagues before me, got when in
Opposition. ,At the same time the Government has managed to proceed with Government
business in a relatively expeditious way, with good cooperation and with proper scrutiny in a
fair time. At the same time the Government has been prepared to allow the Opposition
greater intrusion into Government time to raise matters of the day on that balance. That has
worked to everyone's satisfaction and benefit, and it has made the Parliament a better place.
With the forthcoming election, which is expected to be a tense, closely fought one, it is not
surprising that those sorts of things should start to break down.

I draw the attention of members to the facts which underlie the claim that the Government is
not allowing a proper scrutiny of the Budget. I have been Leader of the House since 1985,
and I will outline the amount of time that has been spent on the Estimates Committee debate
in each of the years since then.

Mr Peter Dowding: Let us get the member for Mt Lawley to listen to this because it shows
clearly his own personal efforts to mislead people about the true position.

Mr PEARCE: In 1986, the first year I was Leader of the House, the discussion on the
Estimates Committee - that is not the second reading debate, which was also very long in
duration - took 21 hours. In 1987, the discussion took 19 hours. We have so far gone
through the Estimates for 10 of the 17 Ministers, and we have taken 53.25 hours, and we are
not much more than half way through. In all of the years since 1981, when the current
Standing Orders were adopted for the treatment of the Budget - that is, the capacity to make a
speech on each of the 94 odd Divisions - this is the amount of time we have spent on the
Estimates Committee debate: In 1981, when the Labor Party was in Oppos it ion, we spent 20
hours discussing the Estimates; in 1982, when the Parliament was facing a potentially closely
fought election - and when we in Opposition had the same opportunity to try to make the
Parliament unworkable as does the current Opposition - we spent 18.5 hours discussing the
Estimates. In 1983, when the Liberal Party was in Opposition, we spent 26 hours discussing
the Estimates; in 1984 we spent 40 hours - which until this year was the record for discussion
on the Budget under the current Standing Orders; and in 1985 we spent 28 hours. I have said
already that in 1986 we spent 21 hours, and in 1987 we spent 19 hours, So during the time
that the current Standing Orders have been in operation, we have spent an average of 24.5
hours on the Estimates Committee discussion. We have had so far this year 53.25 hours'
discussion on the Budget.

Mr Cash: When you start answening the questions, maybe we will stop talking.

Mr Parker: Raving on!
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Mr PEARCE: The Deputy Prem-ier makes the right point - members apposite just rave. That
is why the Standing Orders need to be looked at, because the vast amount of that time has
been spent not int questioning the items but by people who have been raving on in the general
debate which precedes each Division.

Mr Court: You would do anything to get out of this Parliament right now.

Mr PEARCE: That interjection is a fair indication of the Opposition's tactics. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition said we would do anything to get out of this Parliament. Let me
turn that round: The Opposition would do anything to keep the Parliament sitting as long as
it can, even if that means holding up the whole of the Government's legislative program,
which is what is happening. The irony of the whole business is that the reason we have been
dealing with the Budget first up this time, rather than with legislation, as we did during the
last two years that I have been Leader of the House, is because the Opposition asked me last
year to do that because it believed that by taking the Estimates Committee debate at the end
of the session we were cramping members' rights to have their say;, hence the 21 hours and
the 19 hours. Members felt constrained by that arrangement to get through quickly because
everyone wanted to finish the session. So this time around we put the Budget up front - both
in terms of the second reading debate and the Estimates debate - and we have spent a record
amount of time discussing these matters.

Mr Clarko: We have followed the rules. I am entitled to speak on local government and
planning for one hour, and I did that. What is wrong with that?
Mr PEARCE: If the member wants to say he has the right to speak for an hour -

Mr Clarko: That is laid down in the Standing Orders.

Mr PEARCE: That is the case, but let us look at how the Parliament might then work, It
would be the case that in respect of any item or Bill that were to come before the House,
every member would have the right to speak for a set amount of time, whether that be an hour
or half an hour, so we could have on any piece of legislation the lead speaker speaking for an
hour, the Minister speaking for whatever time, and the other 55 members of the House
speaking for half an hour; and if there were 30 clauses in the Bill, every member would be
entitled to exercise a total of 25 minutes in speaking on each clause. If every member were to
exercise every minute of the rights they have, the Parliament would be unworkable.

Mr Clarko: But it never happens.

Mr PEARCE: I know it does not, because we spend a reasonable amount of time in scrutiny
of the matters, and when things get unreasonable, people stop.

Mr Peter Dowding: What has happened is that you have actually rorted the system. We have
asked for your cooperation week after week, and you have never given it,. You cannot
control your members, or else you are not willing to.

Mr Court: You do not even want to be in this Parliament.

Mr PEARCE: Let us not spend too much time in acrimonious discussion about the rights and
wrongs of how the Budget is getting through. We are getting towards the end of the
designated time for this parliamentary session. The Government still has a very heavy
legislative program. The Legislative Council has its own rights in respect of giving the
Budget scrutiny,

Mr Clarko: You would agree that we have been cooperative.

Mr PEARCE, I would agree to this extent: The Opposition has in general terms over the
three years been reasonably cooperative, even in this session, in respect of legislation.
However, in respect of the Budget, it has not been cooperative, and the figures I have just
produced are a clear demonstration of that.

Mr Court: A few minutes ago in the other House a statement was made that $85 odd million
was to be paid out of this year's Budget for the Teachers Credit Society. That is not in the
Budget, and do you not think that these sorts of unusual situations mean that we should be
analysing this Budget very closely?

Mr PEARCE: That is quite a compelling point, and no member on this side will take any
objection to members opposite pushing these points at a reasonable level. What we take
objection to is the 3.5 hours discussion we had on health between 3.20 anm and 6.00 am.
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Mr Hassel:. That is one third of the Budget expenditure.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, but that is not what was addressed. The member for Murray-
Wellington's speech was a rambling, strange thing which did not address itself to the Budget
expenditure but to all sorts of bits and pieces of little things.

Mr Peter Dowding: And with a deliberate eye on the clock.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, because despite what the member for Mt Lawley said, I told him, in front
of Vince Pacecca, that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services would be leaving the
Chamber at 5.30 am. I do not wish to spend any more time in arguing these procedural
matters than we need to because it is important to give members time to debate the Budget. I
will explain to the House what the Government is proposing to do with this motion, with the
discussion of the police budget, and wit the discussion of' the Budget as whale. I happen to
have with me a fairly lengthy motion which I shall move after the debate on this motion is
taken, which will have the effect of re-inserting the Sessional Order which I agreed to drop
over two years ago, which* will give the Government the capacity to guillotine items of
discussion.

Several Opposition members interjected.

Mr Court: You can have 10 minutes for education!

Mr PEARCE: Members will have more than 10 minutes. If members want to know what is
about to happen, they should be quiet, and I will tell them. The Government does not
propose to support the motion moved by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. We are
prepared to have the police section of the Budget recommitted so that the member for Mt
Lawley, or any other member, may have a say on that section.

Mr Clarko: That is contrary to what you said in the paper. You told him he could not speak
again.

Mr Cash: You said that if we finished early, we could reconsider the police section of the
Budget.

Mr PEARCE: This is what I said today to the nmember for Mt Law ley, and I said this last
night to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition: If we could have some cooperation and could
get through the Budget in a reasonable time so that it could be transmitted to the Legislative
Council at the end of this day's sitting, I would be prepared to have the police section of the
Budget recommitted.

Mr Court: You want to fintish the rest of the Budget today?

Mr PEARCE: That is right. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is expressing some
incredulity here, but the fact is that when we discussed this on Wednesday night of last week,
I made it clear to him - and he knew that we were proposing to finish the Budget last week,
and that would not have been unreasonable, given the sorts of hours I have talked about - that
given the length of time things were taking, this is what we would do. I said: "We will split
up the rest of the Budget so that we deal with four Ministers tonight" - that being Thursday,
because they were major portfolios; Health, Police and Emergency Services, and
Agriculture -

Mr Court: And you did not allow Police to be debated.

Mr PEARCE: I said we would do those on that night and would come back on Tuesday and
do the other seven Ministers because their portfolio expenditures are not so significant -
except for Education. That would have given a huge amount of time for the consideration of
these matters.

Clearly we did not get the level of cooperation I sought from the Opposition or we would
have finished the four Ministers, including the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
well before 5.00 am. Members opposite may well be able to time management motion
themselves out of the House and leave only about six or eight of their colleagues while they
have a sleep -

Mr Cash: You are upset about that.

Mr PEARCE: - but we have a wider responsibility than the Opposition. it is not just our
members, who will sit here as long as members opposite like, but the Hansard reporters have
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to stay throughout that timne, all the staff members of this House have to stay here, and the
Clerks have to stay here for that time as well.

Mr Clarko: Are you saying the Parliament's debates should be based on the Hansard
reporters?

Mr PEARCE: No, I ant not. What I am saying is that it is pretty gross for members opposite
to take themselves off home and go to steep while they are following a tactic which forces
Hansard staff and the other staff in this place to sit 24 hours a day. While they are in their
little beds snoozing - and [ think the member for Karrinyup was one of those tucked up with
his little (eddy bear in the early hours of the morning -the Hansard staff and 1, and all the
people on this side, were here.

Mir Ciarko: You are paid to be here - you are paid an extra $25 000 for it.

Mr PEARCE: We are worth a whole lot more than that, too, I might tell the member.

Mr Clarko: You are worth two bob more.

Mr PEARCE: This is the position. The Government will not support the motion moved by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. When this debate concludes I will move - and I hope
will get passed - a Sessional Order which will allow the Government to apply a guillotine on
these matters. I will subsequently move a motion later in the evening, depending on the
progress, which will have the effect of limiting discussion ont the Budget to 3.00 am
tomorrow.

Several members interjected.

Mr Court: So you want all the rest of the Estimates to be debated by three o'clock? ALl you
are doing is compounding the matter. If you allowed a proper debate on this Budget it would
normally go through this House, probably by the end of tomorrow's sitting.

Mr Peter Dowding: You can't guarantee anything.

Mr Court: If you had a normal debate -

Mr Peter Dowding: You had that chance.

Mr Court: To guillotine the Budget when you have done the most scandalous things to the
finances of this State is an absolute scandal. You will go down as the most unaccountable
Government this Parliament has ever seen.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: If we had gone through a normal Budget debate the Budget would have been
through two weeks ago, in terms of the amount of time that has been spent on this Budget.

Mr Court: What absolute rubbish!

Mr Clarko: Why did you start this session so late?

Mr PEARCE: That will give a total of 65 hours for discussion of the Estimates Committee,
25 hours more than has ever been spent on the Estimates Committee since the Standing
Orders were changed, and nearly three times the average discussion.

Mr Court interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: Obviously the amount of time that is spent on discussing this and other
procedural motions will be effectively deducted fromn that, so if members are serious about
wanting to devote their attention to the Budget they will curtail these procedural matters and
start paying some attention to the Budget discussions.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [3.13 pm]: Quite obviously it is
the role of the Opposition to debate for as long as it possibly can - within reason, of coatrse -
those matters which relate to the Budget, just as it is the role of the Government to attempt to
curtail any debate so that it can keep its business before the House neat and tidy. I would
venture to suggest that, had the Government been prepared to agree to this motion
immediately, with no great debate, we could have been pretty well through the Budget -

Mr Peter Dowding: We are prepared to agree that at the end of the Budget tonight you can
redo Police.
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Mr COWAN: Let us wait a minute. In addition to that fact of parliamentary life, where one
side of the House seeks to prolong a debate and the other to curtail it, it is unprecedented that
this Government should be seeking to place further containment upon the Budget debate. I
acknowledge that numerous hours have already been consumed in the Budget debate and I
suggest to the Leader of the House and to the Government that that has mainly been their
responsibility, for the very simple reason that they have not handled the Budget debate very
well; in fact, it has been badly handled.

Several Government members interjected.

Mr COWAN: Before members all start up, they should give me the opportunity to explain.
Previously the Government of the day would start on one item of the Budget and let it go
right through until it finished, but this Government never did that. It would start and then it
would adjourn the debate - it would let us all go home and recharge our batteries and then it
got what it should really have acknowledged it was going to get; that is. another assault on
that Budget item. The Government did that time and time again.

Mr Peter Dowding: We never did that.

Mr COWAN: Yes you did.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not correct.

Mr COWAN: It is the Government's responsibility for doing that.

Mr Pearce: We have never stopped at any point other than at the end of a Division.

Mr COWAN: That is not true.

Mr Pearce: It is the truth.

Mir COWAN: It is not.

N& Pearce: It is absolutely the truth.

Mir COWAN: No, it is not. The Government has stopped at the end of a Division but it has
left the items for debate. The Leader of the Rouse should have another look.
Mr Pearce: If we did that we would have done it once out of 50 times.

Mr COWAN: The Leader of the House should have another look and he will see that I am
right.

Mr Peter Dowding: Will you agree chat that is really not what happened here?

Mr COWAN: No, I will not.

Mr Peter Dowding: What has happened here is a deliberate policy by some members to
simply extend the debate, absolutely in breach of any attempt to try to get an orderly debate
under way.

Mr Parker: Without actually scrutinising the Budget at all.

Mr COWAN: As I said before, it is the responsibility of the Government to attempt to curtail
the debate on the Budget and it is the responsibility of the Opposition parties to extend that
debate, if they so wish, for as long as they possibly can. That has been a common practice in
this Parliament for a long time. I suggest that this Government's management of the debate
art' the Budget has not been exemplary - it has been inadequate in many respects - so it has
brought this lengthy debating time upon itself to some extent. That is the fact of the matter.
Nevertheless, if the Government had agreed to this motion when it was first put forward we
would have been a fair way through the debate on the Budget itself.

I have one final comment: It is most inconsistent for this Government to talk about
commissions on accountability and then seek to guillotine the debate on the Budget. Again,
that is a demonstration of the inconsistency of this Government which does it irreparable
damage.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish. You would do another 12 hoiurs on the Budget, which is 50 per cent of
the total for the last two years.

Mr COWAN: I can only tell the Minister that I will vote for this motion and against his
motion, but I am quite happy to see it pass because he is once again hammering another nail
into the Government's coffin and he can do that as often as he likes.
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Mr Pearce; It will not worry me. None of your hammers will be here at three o'clock - they
never are.
Mr COWAN: I must confess [ was driving to Albany at that time.

Mr Pearce: Not one of your members was here.

Mr Clarke: That is not quite true.

Several members interjected.

Mr COWAN: That is quite right, because we get in early, have a bit to say, and then get our.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COWAN: I support the motion moved by -

Mr Clarko: They were here last night.

The SPEAKER, Order! Order! The Leader of the National Party should resume his seat.
There is no excuse for that. That is just deliberately and flagrantly ignoring my request for
order, my use of the gavel and my continued request for order. It is rude, ill mannered arid
unparliamentary, and if it happens again I will take action.

Mr COWAN: In summary, I do not chink the reference was to last night; the reference was to
last week. I acknowledge that members of the National Party try to get the call early.
Mr Pearce: They try to get to bed early.

Mr COWAN: That is not true, for most of us. The Minister might care to consult the
member for Warren or the member for Mitchell and ask how long it takes them to drive home
when they leave these premises.

Mr Read: And we are still sitting.

Mr COWAN: The member has a driver to take him home.

We support the motion moved by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. The mistake would
be for the Government to move the motion it has foreshadowed. If the Leader of the House
does that the result will be upon his head. That action will drive another nail into the
Government's coffin because we cannot have, on the one hand, a commission on
accountability to talk about the Government's financial management and, at the same time,
guillotine debate on the Budget which in itself is about the financial management of the
affairs of the State.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [3.21 pmn]: What would the Goverment expect but a thorough
debate on the Budget in a year when the State is facing the greatest financial scandals that
have ever occurred in this State.

Mr Pearce: Endless debate on those things.

Mr HASSELL: And that has taken up some of the hours we are talk-ing about.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, we have been ruled out of order a number of times when we
have wanted to talk about the scandals, due to the points of order taken by the Leader of the
House to protect his colleagues.

The Government is very selective in quoting statistics; it has a convenient little sheet which
lists all the hours that this House has sat on the Budget. I remind the Government of another
important statistic: 44weeks of 1988 have elapsed and we have not yet sat in this House for
14 of those 44weeks. I repeat, the Glovernrnent is very selective in choosing its statistics, and
adding up the hours. What about sitting weeks? What about the general question of
accountability? What about the fact that the Premider, who told us last week how the
Government was an open and accountable one, has failed since 19 October to answer one of
my questions about -

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will resume his seat. I do not mind if every member in
this House wishes to debate this issue. That will not worry me at all. I am more than happy
to facilitate every member who wishes to speak but I will not facilitate anyone who wants to
talk about anything else - which is what the member is doing.
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Mr HASSELL: I remind the Government of another directly pertinent matter. The Leader of
the House is proposing to move a motion so that we will debate the Budget until 3.00 am
tomorrow. Mr Speaker, surely even Government members - with their convenient
memories - can recall the hour upon hour of haranguing that they used to give us when we
were in Government, about late night sittings; how they told us over and over again that they
would run the House so that we sat during reasonable working hours -

Mr Pearce: We have. That makes it easier for you to filibuster.

Mr HASSELL: - where people can concentrate and do the job properly. Now the
Government is saying, "We will finish the Budget, cut off debate, and stop people talking
about the Budget."

Mr Hodge: Stop filibustering!

Mr HASSELL: We are not; there is no arrangement on this side to cause a deliberate delay.
The clear determination on this side of the House is to consider the Budget properly; that
determination will continue.

As the Leader of the National Party has said, the Government can do these things because it
has the numbers; the numbers of people are lined up today because all this has been
preplanned. The Minister has been dashing around making sure that people are here to
debate the guillotine motion. At the end of the day, the situation boils down to a question of
credibility. The Government has no credibility when it will not allow the Budget to be
debated.

The SPEAKER: Order! I understand what the member is saying. and I can allow some
flexibility, but the member must come back to the motion - which is not on the Budget at all.
I will repeat the motion for members so that anyone who wants to speak will understand -

That this House instructs the Committee as a whole to consider the Consolidated
Revenue Fund Estimates. Division 57, Police.

Technically, the member should not speak about anything else. I understand the difficulty in
sticking rigidly to that. I am not wanting to stick rigidly to procedure but we need to do so in
some way. The member must relate his remarks to the motion in some way.

Mr HASSELL: I do not wish to prolong debate. I was commenting on the remarks of the
Leader of the National Party and what has been accepted by the House. Secondly, we should
recommit the Police Division for debate so that we can have a credible Budget debate. If the
Government does not agree to that and to deal with the Budget in a logical sequence, the
Government will lose credibility; public confidence that the Government has changed its
ways will be lost. Government credibility will not be demonstrated by a Press conference; it
will be demonstrated by dealing with matters properly. To do that, we need to return to
debate on the Division relating to Police without any further loss of time.

House to Divide
Mr THOMAS: I move -

That the House do now divide.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (29)

Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Nr Parker Mr Troy
Mr Bertram Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Ir Bridge Mff Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
My Burkett Mr Gordon Hill Ms. Ripper M~r Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Hedge Wr D.L. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Torn ]ones Mr P4J. Smith
Mr Peter Dowding Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor
Mit Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
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Noes (22)

Mr Lightfoot
Mr Mensaros
Mr Scbell
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Pired Tubby

Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Wiese
Mr Williams
Mir Maslen (Teller)

Pairs

Ayes Noes

Mr Cant Mr Macinnon
Dr Alexander Mir Wan

Question thus passed.
Motion Resumed

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (22)
Mr B talkie Mr Crane Mr Lightfoot Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Bradshxaw Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mir Wiese
Mr Cash Mr Gruig Mr Schell Mr Williams
Mr Clarko Mr Hassell Mr Tompson Mir Maslen (Teller)
Mir Cowrt Mr House Mr Trenorden
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mir Pied Tubby

Noes (29)

Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Parker Mir Troy
Mr Bertram Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mir Read Dr Watson
MirBurkett MirGordon Kill. Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr H-odge Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Buchan=n (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Tomn Jones Mr P.J. Smith
Mr Peter Dowding Dr Lawrence Mir Taylor
Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas

Pairs

Ayes
Mr Macinnon
Mir Watt

Noes
Mrx Carr
Dr Alexander

Question thus negatived.

Committee
Resumed from 10 November. The Chairman of Committees (Mr Burkett) in the Chair; Mr
Peter Dowding (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
Progress was reported after Division 57 had been agreed to.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Pearce (Leader of the House).
(Continued on p 5325.1

STANDING ORDERS - SUSPENSION
Sessional Order

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [3.36 pm]: I move, without notice -

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mir Court
Mr Cowan

Mr Crane
Mr Grayderi
MiGreig
Mr Hassei
Mr House
Mr Lewis
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That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable a motion
for a Sessional Order to be moved forthwith.

Question put.

The SPEAKER: To be passed, this motion requires the concurrence of an absolute majority.
There being a dissentient voice, it is necessary for the House to divide.
Question (that the motion be agreed to) put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (29)

Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Parker Mr Troy
Mr Bertramn Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Burkett Mr Gordon Hilt Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
MVr Cunningham Mr Hodge Mr DL Smith Mns Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Tom Jones Mr P.J. Smith
Mr Peter Dowdinig Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor
Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas

Noes (22)
Mr Blaikie Mr Crane Mr Lightfoot Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mr Wiese
Mr Cash Mr Greig Mr Schell Mr Williams
Mr Clarko Mr Hassell Mr- Thompson Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Court Mr Hotuse Mr Trenorden
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Fred Tubby

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Canr Mr Macinnon
Dr Alexander Mr Watt

The SPEAKER: I declare the motion carried with the concurrence of an absolute majority.

Question thus passed.
MOTION - SESSIONAL ORDER

Guillotine
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of' the House) (3.38 pm]: [ move -

That for the balance of this Session the following Sessional Order shall apply:

(1) On the reading of a message from the Governor recommnending ani
appropriation in connection with any Bill, on the calling of a motion
for leave to introduce a B ill or a notice of presentation, on the
consideration of any motion preliminary to the introduction of a Bill, at
any stage of a Bill, or on the consideration of Council amendments or
requests for amendments to a Bill, a Minister may declare that the Bill
is an urgent Bill, and on such declaration, the question "That the Bill
be considered an urgent Bill" shall be put forthwith - no debate or
amendment being allowed - and on such question being agreed to, a
Minister may forthwith, or at any time during any sitting of the House
or commnittee, but not so as to interrupt a Member who is addressing
the House or committee, move a motion or motions specifying the time
which shall be allotted to all or any of the following:

(a) the initial stages of the Bill (including any motion
preliminary to the introduction of the Bill) up to, but not
inclusive of, the second reading of the Bill;

(b,) the second reading of the Bil, other than for that part of
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the debate involving the second weading speech of the
Member introducing the Bill and the first Member
responding thereto;

(c) the committee stage of the Bill;

(d) the remaining stages of the Bill;

(e) the consideration of Council amendments or requests
for amendments to the B ill;

and the order with regard to the time allotted to the comm-ittee stage of
the Bill may, out of the time allotted, apportion a certain dine or times
to a particular clause or clauses, or to any particular part or parts of the
Bill.
The total rime so allotted to a Bill declared urgent will not be less than
a total of two hours. Debates to proceed on the Address-in-Reply will
not be subject to these procedures.

(2) Upon such motion or motions with regard to the allotment of time
being moved, no debate thereon shall be allowed for more than 20
minutes, and in speaking thereon no Member may exceed five minutes.
If the debate be not sooner concluded, then forthwith upon the
expiration of that rime the Speaker or the Chairman shall put any
questions on any amendment or motion already proposed from the
Chair.

(3) (a) For the purpose of bringing to a conclusion any proceedings
which are to be brought to a conclusion on the expiration of
the timne allotted under any motion passed under any of the
preceding paragraphs of this Sessional Order, the Speaker or
the Chairman shall, at the time appointed under the motion for
the conclusion of those pmoceedings, put forthwith any
question already proposed from the Chair and any other
question requisite to dispose of the business before the House
or committee, including, when considering any Bill in
committee or any Council amendments or Council requests
for amendments to a Bill, any amendments, new clauses and
schedules, and modifications, copies of which have been
circulated by the Government among members two hours at
least before the expiration of the allotted time. No other
amendments, new clauses or schedules, or modifications may
be proposed.

(b) Where less than the maximum time allotted by a resolution
under this order is spent in considering any stage of a Bill the
Speaker or the Chairman, as the case may be, may permit any
later stage or stages of the Bill to be considered for an
additional period of time, such additional period of time being
not greater than the period of time which had not been utilised
at the earlier stage.

(4) Where any rime has been specidied for the commencement of any
proceedings in connection with any business under this Sessional
Order, when the time so specified has been reached the business,
whatsoever its nature be, then before the House or committee shall be
postponed forthwith, and the firsnnentiorted. business shall be
proceeded with, and all steps necessary to enable this to be done shall
be taken accordingly.

(5) Standing Order 158 shall not apply to any proceedings in respect of
which time has been allotted in pursuance of this Sessional Order.

In moving that motion, which in fact is a reinstatement of the Sessional Order we had for the
whole of the Parliamentary sessions between 1983 and 1986 - so it is nothing new - I make
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this further offer to the Opposition, because we are anxious that the Opposition have a
reasonable time for the conclusion of the debate on the Budget: I will not move straightaway
to impose the time limit to which I referred in my earlier speech. All I seek to do at this stage
is move this additional Sessional Order which will have the capacity to be applied if
necessary.
I am prepared to discuss with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy Leader of
the National Parry a proper order arid reasonable time lirnit for the rest of the Budget debate.
If we can reach an agreement on these matters, I will not proceed further to move a motion
under this Sessional Order. I am prepared to include in that, as I indicated before, the
recommitment of the police section of the Budget if it can be done in a reasonable time
according to an agreement made between me, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the
Deputy Leader of the National Party. That, on top of an already extensive time to be devoted
to the Budget, is a fair enough offer for any Government to make to be prepared to reach an
agreement rather than apply this sanction. Nevertheless, I have to say to the House that I
think it is a mistake to, have taken our the Sessional Order in1 the way that I did at the time I
did. I did it on the basis of an agreement between various sides of the House about the way
things should operate. That agreement appears to have broken down and makes it necessary
for this new Sessional Order to be introduced. Nevertheless, I am prepared to discuss with
the Opposition a timetable for the rest of the Budget and if ant agreement can be reached on
that and the agreement adhered to, it will not be necessary for me to move any further
motions.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.45 pml: The Opposition is
very strongly opposed to accepting this Sessional Order which is currently before the House.
With this motion, we are effectively seeing the mechanism for the guillotine being produced
so that not only the Budget debate, but also debate on the other Bills currently on the Notice
Paper can be cut short. The threat has been made that if we do not go along with the
-Government we will finish at 3.00 in the morning.

When the Minister talks about needing cooperation from the Opposition in running the
House, he should mention that we have always been prepared to cooperate in the running of
the business in the House. But we are absolutely flabbergasted as to why the members
opposite are so desperate to get out of the Parliament. Why are they so keen to cut off this
Budget debate in the way they propose? We have made it clear that we have hardly sat in the
House this year. If the Budget were left to proceed normally, it would be finished with
tomorrow. Yesterday we were asked to cooperate with the Governiment's legislative
program. I believe we got through a lot of legislation yesterday; in fact, J think we
considered 10 Bills. The Budget debate could be finished tomorrow.

I put it to the House that something far more serious is taking place and that the public is not
yet aware of what the Covermment is up to. We have seen this year a financial and political
scandal, the like of which has never been seen before in the State. The Government
committed a confidence trick in relation to its so-called investment in a petrochemical
project. In a matter of weeks the confidence trick was uncovered when the public of the State
found out that $175 million of their funds did not go to a petrochemical project, but to
Rothwefls, which company a week or so later ended up in the hands of a provisional
liquidator. We were told today in the other House that the Teachers Credit Society exercise
now involves the R & I Bank buying the loan portfolio from the Teachers Financial Society
that currently holds it. That will cost the taxpayer in excess of $80 million out of this year's
Budget. In the period since this Budget has been introduced the Government has said that
taxpayers will be liable for hundreds of millions of dollars; the Treasurer said one day that the
State will be up for a worst case scenario of $100 million, and a couple of days later he said
that figure would be in excess of $ 100 million.

Mr Peter Dowding: I have never said that.

Mr COUTRT: In fact the figure will be $400 million.

The SPEAKER: Order! Standing Order No 127 states that a member shall not allude to any
debate during the current session in the other House of Parliament. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has moved from that subject hut I point that out to him. I can understand the need
to raise some points in respect of debates which the Deputy Leader of the Opposition may or
may not wish to discuss in the balance of this session, because that could fit the
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Sessional Order which has been moved by the Leader of the House. However, by no stretch
of the imagination can this debate be used as a further opportunity to debate the general rights
or wrongs of the Rothwells case or the petrochemical plant.

Mr COURT: I accept your direction, Mr Speaker, and I do not want to directly debate the
rights or wrongs of some of the financial mismanagement of this Government. The effect of
this motion is that the Budget debate will be guillotined.

Mr Peter Dowding: Not if you agree to an orderly arrangement.

Mr COURT: The financial situation in this State is so serious that the Opposition should be
in this House for the next month debating this Budget, rather than rushing it through. I ask
the Treasurer why the Corporate Affairs Department has not investigated Rothwells and
associated companies?

Mr Wilson: You are out of order.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not need any help with respect to what is in order or out of
order. I refer the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to my previous comments. This is not an
opportunity for the rights or wrongs of those two matters or any other matters to be raised. I
do not want to stick rigidly to the terms of the motion, but if members place me in the
invidious position of having to do that, I will.

Mr COURT: [ make the point very clearly that the Government has good reason for wanting
to get out of the Parliament. It wants to guillotine this debate because it is currently
participating in a major cover up of the financial scandal taking place in this State. The
Government is engaging in a campaign of misinformation and it desperately wants to be out
of the Parliament. The Opposition will pursue the Government on the question of why
investigators from the Corporate Affairs Department are not investigating Rothwels and
associated companies. I will not dwell on this point, but the Treasurer has made it clear that
the provisional liquidator will obtain all the information. I put it to this House that some
Ministers opposite are looking down the barrel of criminal charges themselves because of
their involvement -

The SPEAKER: Order! On a number of occasions I have mentioned that it is my role to
provide each and every member in this place with the opportunity to say what he or she likes
about any subject, and to do so without fear of retribution. By the same token, I have already
said that claims such as that just made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition need to be
immediately backed up with facts or be withdrawn.

Government members: Withdraw!

Mr COURT: The Speaker has said that I should back up the claim with facts or withdraw it.
A meeting was held with the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture, acting for the Deputy
Premnier.

Government members: Withdraw!

Mr COURT: The Speaker has said that I must back up my claims.

Mr Burkett. Two bit creep.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! All imputations of improper motives and all personal reflections on
members shall be considered highly disorderly, and I request the member to withdraw.

Mr COURT: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr COURT: [ was asked by the Speaker to explain and I will repeat to the House the reason
that the Goverfnent wants to get out of this Parliament. This motion will affect the Budget
debate in this House which the Goverrnent wants to guillotine. An amount of $15 ilion of
taxpayers' funds has mysteriously gone missing, and under the corporate law of this State the
Corporate Affairs Department should by now have been investigating what has taken place.
However, this Government, through the Attorney General, has not set up a special
investigation.
A65 181-9
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The SPEAKER: I advise the Deputy Leader of the Opposition on two matters: First, in
connection with the advice and guidance I gave him in the first instance with regard to
providing the evidence, I should have expanded on that to say that it was necessary for him to
do so by moving a substantive motion at the proper time. Secondly, the matters he is now
raising fall under the same banner; that is, they are matters which he has ample opportunity to
raise in a number of different ways and they do not impinge on the debate now being held,
except in a very peripheral way. [ understand his need to debate them, but he should do so on
the basis that they relate only peripherally and he should not make tern the cornerstone of
his remarks.
Mr COURT: Mr Speaker, I appreciate the advice you have given, and it is important that the
subject I have raised be debated in this House in a substantive motion as you have outlined.
The Opposition's opportunities to debate these matters in the Parliament will be reduced
because the Government is desperate to introduce the guillotine. It has prevented debate on
the Budget, and also restricted time will be available to debate other Bills introduced into the
House. If ever there were a time when the forum of this Parliament is needed to make the
Government accountable, it is now. A week or two ago the Premier said that he would make
the Government accountable; he presented a package of measures, which I called a gimmick
at the time. I have been proved correct because a week later the Government is trying to
bypass this Parliament. The people of this State are watching the Government very closely.
Some very serious financial events have occunred, and the Goverrnent's financial dealings
have been carried out with a great deal of secrecy. Hundreds of millions of dollars of
taxpayers' funds are virtually unaccounted for because of what has taken place with this
Government. We will use this Parliament to make sure that this Government is held properly
accountable. I appreciate the advice given by the Speaker and accept what he has said, that
we need a substantive motion, and more than ever we need this House of Parliament to be
sitting because of what is taking place out there at present. The Premier has made a major
mistake electoraily by trying to stop us debating this Budget in this House.

Mr Peter Dowding: No-one is trying to stop you debating it.

Mr COURT: We have been told that the Government wishes to finish by 3.00 am tomorrow.
If the Government allowed this Budget to take its normal course it would be completed
within days. Instead, the situation exists where the police debate was gagged.

Mr Peter Dowding: It was not.

Mr COURT: What does the Premier mean that it was not gagged?

Mr Peter Dow ding: You blew it.

Mr COURT: What does the Premier mean by "blew it"?7 Does he want to get into that debate
again? The question that arose with the police debate was why should we be debating it if the
Minister responsible was not in the House. The Leader of the House knows only too well
that if that Minister had to go somewhere at 6.00 am things could have been changed so that
his estimates came on earlier.

We are opposed to this motion. We have become extremely suspicious of the motives of this
Government and we are concerned about the campaign of misinformation that is going out as
this Government tries to cover up from having a proper investigation into these financial
scandals. It is not so much the different companies and people involved in them that we are
interested in, but the Government's role, which has to come out in relation to ths exercise.

While this Budget is being debated there is the $80 million going to a Teachers Credit
Society bail out which is not in the Budget, and the Treasurer saying also that we could be up
for $ 100 million for the Rothwells exercise. I would have thought that this is the proper time
for us to debate this whole exercise. I put to the Treasurer that instead of trying to guillotine
this Budget debate he should be amending it to take into account those additional losses that
he is now saying publicly will have to be paid by taxpayers.

Mr Peter Dowding: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has seen the answers in the
statement made by the Minister for Budget Management. The matter is being managed
within the Budget; that is the answer.

Mr COURT: Is the Treasurer saying that $80 mill ion can be blown out here and$ $100 million
there and it fits into this Budget? Would the Treasurer not think that it is a

5318



(Wednesday, 16 November 19881 31

proper practice for him to amend the Budget to take into account these huge additional losses
before this Budget has passed this Parliament?
Mr Pearce: You should see Dad over the dinner break and get a mundown on the Budget
process - ask Daddy.

Mr COURT: It does not wonry me how often the Leader of the House resorts to that sort of
personal abuse because he can argue about the rights and wrongs of previous Governments,
but at least it can be said that that was a Government of integrity.

Mr Bertram: Have you forgotten the Gareffa affair?

.Mr COURT: [ will tell the member for Balcarta about that; that was one of the worst ways of
abusing the privileges of this House that has ever been seen. I can remember the furmer
Deputy Premier, Mr Bryce - now a director of the R & I Bank, and that is another debate that
should come up - making outrageous allegations about my family including an uncle who
was dead and a few other people. He said that there was money hidden in Swiss bank
accounts, and those sorts of things. What came out of that? I will tell you the difference, Mr
Speaker. Civil action was taken, but there was never any talk of damages, or whatever, and
that journal ist had to apologise and, as [ understand, was not allowed to act as a journalist for
the rest of his career.

Mr Bertram: You still have some writs lying around.

Mr COURT: Yes, from the WADC for me criticising the Government's financial
management. That is what I have in the court, if he wants to know about that. Writs can be
thrown at us and people can do what they like, but at the end of the day we will eventually
get out the truth about this Government's dealings - it will come out eventually and the
Government opposite will go down in history as the most rotten Government that this State
has ever seen. This Government has a nerve cutting short the debate on this Budget when the
State is going through such a financial crisis; I say that quite a cover up is being implemented
by the other side.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [4.07 pm]: The National Party is
opposed strongly to this motion. There have been only three occasions in my memory since
1974 that the guillotine or time management motion has been put before the Parliament of
Western Australia.

Mr Peter Dowding: This was in the Sessional Orders. This was a Sessional Order from 1983
to 1986.
Mr COWAN: That was one of the occasions on which it became part of Sessional Orders.
Prior to that a motion was moved in relation to a debate, I think on the redistribution of the
electoral system, and there was a guillotine motion which dealt with the fuel and energy Bill..
There might have been another one, but it is a very rare mechanism for any Government to
use. I wonder how many free kicks we are going to get from this Government, because the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is quite right; at the moment the State of Western Australia
is going through a critical finiancial period. Accusations are being made about financial
mismanagement of the affairs of the State of Western Australia and the Government has
reacted to that by appointing a Commission on Accountability.

There is one other important matter which deals with financial management and that is the
Budget. One would have assumned that in most instances this Government would be prepared
to allow its financial management to be clearly, closely and carefually examined and that time
would be irrelevant.

Mr Peter Dowding: How do you deal with that issue? Those aspects of the Budget are past.
We have offered the Opposition an opportunity repeatedly to manage the time and they have
declined it. That is again part of this offer today.

Mr COWAN: I understand what the Treasurer is saying, but the point is that the public of
Western Australia are seriously concerned and the Treasurer would agree with that statement
or he would not have appointed his Commission on Accountability. There are serious
concerns about this Government's ability to manage the financial affairs of the State of
Western Australia. We are three quarters or two thirds of the way through the Budget
debate - and I do not care about that , and it does not matter - and the fact of the matter is that
the Government is again curtailing debate on its financial management of the State's
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affairs. How can it expect to have any credibility in the establishment of a Commission on
Accountability to investigate one aspect of the State's financial management or business
management while at the same time in the Parliament, its forum where it is expected to offer
some accountability to the people of Western Australia, it is saying that it is going to apply
the guillotine to this debate? It does not matter whether the Government is worried about the
time it has taken; the fact of the matter is that the Leader of the House has applied the
guillotine. He is curtailing debate on the Budget.

Mr Pearce: Are you prepared to enter into an agreement to get through the Budget in a
reasonable time?

Mr COWAN: I would be happy to do that. Let me put it in another way: My deputy leader
would be happy to enter into discussions behind the Chair. If he reaches an agreement with
the Leader of the House, together with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, that is fine.

Mr Pearce: Let us do that.

Mr COWAN: All I can say is that this is a mistake. It is one of the most serious mistakes the
Leader of the House has made. It should not matter how long the Budget debate is allowed to
continue; that is irrelevant.

Mr Peter Dowding: The upper House wants the Budget.

Mr Pearce: You told me I was curtailing members' rights by bringing on the Budget late at
night when members were too exhausted to discuss it.

Mr COWAN: lain quite sure that those nights when we were knocking off at 10.30 or 11.00
the Leader of the House was making a tactical error, but we are nor going to tell him that.

Mr Wilson: You want it both ways.

Mr COWAN: Why does the Minister not go back to sleep?

Several members interjected.

Mr COWAN: May I repeat, at the risk of being told by the Speaker that I should not, what I
said earlier? It is the duty of the Government to curtail debates, it is our duty to prolong
them.

Mr Peter Dowding: We are doing that.

Several members interjected.

Mr COWAN: Lt appears to me that the Opposition has been very successful in prolonging
the debate, and now the Government will use its numbers to curtail it.

Mr Wilson: It is our duty.

Mr COWAN: The Governiment can do it in several ways. It can do it in the way previous
Governments have done it, and that is to maintain debate on the Budget for a constant period
of timne and not stop and start, as has been done in this case. But that was the Government's
choice. It does not matter how well The Government tries to justify its action, the truth of the
matter is that it will be judged in four or five months' time. The Leader of the House can tell
me I amn inconsistent, he can tell me what he likes, because what I think and what he thinks
about me does not matter, it is what the electors think. They will think that this Government
has just reduced what little credibility it had to shreds.

Mr Pearce: That is our problem.

Mr COWAN: It is the Government's problem, that is right. and I am going to remind the
electorate tine and time again of that. I am doing it now.

Mr Wilson: You will never be Deputy Premier, for all that.

Mr COWAN: Really, I do not care very much about that.

Mr Wilson: Don't you?

Several members interjected.

Mr COWAN: I have been here for something like 15 years, and I have watched all the power
struggles going on. It really does not concern me. I am in it for what I can do for the parry.
We are getting a free kick out of this: we are enjoying the ride, than you very much,
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because the Government had very little credibility over the whole of the Rothwells affair, and
now that it is curtailing the debate on its own Budget it has destroyed any vestige of
credibility it had left.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup} [4.15 pm]: In the 15 years I have been here I cannot recall such
a blatant attempt to stifle or gag parliamentary debate as we have heard today
Mr Wilson: You have made this speech before.

Mr CLARKO: [ shall be interested when the Minister makes his next speech.

Mr Wilson: Tedious repetition!

Mr CLARKO: That is right. It is a pity that when they turned the Minister's collar round
they did not squeeze it at the same time. This is the worst Budget debate in which I have ever
participated. In the iS years I have been in this Parliament, I have never seen a situation
where Ministers have behaved like this. They used to sit in their places for virtually the
whole time of the debate. They rarely left the Chamber and they rarely had pairs. Only when
there was a very important and vital Government reason for it did they have pairs. The man
members apposite malign, the best Premier this State has seen since Lord Forrest, Sir Charles
Court, made sure that his Ministers stayed and sat. He himself sat here virtually the whole
time, despite the appointments that he as a Premier obviously had. Members used to talk
about how we would be sitting late because Sir Charles came in wearing what was called one
of his sitting suits.

The Premier we have today has hardly been here for this debate. Without having done the
statistics, I suspect that he has been here for less than any other Premier in modem times. He
has certainly been here less than any Premier in the 15 years I have been here.

The reason the Government is trying to stifle debate is quite obvious to the people of Western
Australia. It is a pity all the people of Western Australia are not sitting in the gallery. Every
family in Western Australia is $1 000 worse off as a result of this Government's financial
mismanagement, and Budgets are about financial management. This Government is a
Government in disarray; it is running scared.

The best way to sum up how a Government is performing is to look at the cartoons of the
day, because cartoonists are very hankh, and they are very topical. If members have looked at
the cartoons in The West Australian in the last month or so they will have seen the Premier,
the Deputy Premier and key members of this Government being made figures of fun. The
editorials have been attacking this Government on a consistent basis because they say that
this Government is not telling us the truth. The editorials of The West Australian say that
there is much to be revealed which has been hidden by this Government. This Government
has used phrases like "commercial accountability", "commercial privacy"* and things of that
sort. It has not been telling the people of Western Australia the whole story; it has not been
telling them the truth.

It is commonly said in the bars, on the beaches and in the streets of Western Australia that
honest John Tonkin always told the truth, Brian Burke never told the truth, and the present
Premier does not know what the truth is. What we are seeing today is that this Government
does not want die people of Western Australia to know what is happening; it wants to gag us
and prevent this Parliament from having an opportunity to say what it should say.

Take the Standing Orders in regard to the two fields in which I am the shadow Minister -

local government and planning. I spoke on planning for one hour and on local government
for about 40 minutes. I said to the Leader of the House that I was curtailing my remarks to
accommodate the request he had made to expedite proceedings. [ could have spoken for four
or five hours on matters relating to local government but I did not. I held back, as requested
by the Leader of the House.

I appreciate the difficulties this Leader of the House faces. As a Leader of the House, he is
miles superior to his predecessor. Arthur Tonkin, who was absolutely disgraceful. Members
might remember a Bill with 80 clauses, and we dealt with only 13 of them as a result of
Arthur Tonkin applying the gag. This Leader of the House is better than that but on this
matter he has fallen into the same deep trough as Arthur Tonkin. He is now trying to gag the
Opposition and to prevent it from having an opportunity to speak on this matter. Surely as
the shadow Minister for Planning I can, as the Standing Orders say, speak for an hour? I

5321



spoke for one hour and I think it was vital that I did so. I suspect that members of the
Opposition generally spoke for less than 30 minutes. Surely it is reasonable in an area such
as planning, when there are 57 members in this place, to speak for an hour and a half on a
Division in the Budget? I put it to the House that on a subject such as planning I need to
speak for one hour. I challenge this Government, this heap of imposters who next year will
be sitting over here, in this way: Whoever is the shadow Minister for Planning next year will
want to speak for one hour, and the time taken next year on the planning debate will be the
same as we took this year, if it is reasonable. Our time was reasonable; in regard to local
government I cut the time back to 40 minutes and again, if I remember correctly, the rime
taken for local government was less than one and a half hours. The Standing Orders say it is
appropriate and logical for the lead spokesman of the Opposition to speak for one hour.
When I first came to this Parliament lead spokesmen had unlimited time. It is not
unreasonable for the Opposition to have and to take about one and a half hours to speak on a
critical, important and major portfolio. If we had less time than that, the Government might
as well shut us off altogether.

Mr Peter Dowding: You had more than 12 hours -

Mir CLARKO: I am talking about planning; As the shadow Minister for Planning I spoke for
one hour. Is that unreasonable? No answer -

Mr Peter Dowding: The Opposition has taken twice the rime that it. normally takes.

Mr CLARKO: No, it is not unreasonable. I have been here for 15 years, longer than the
Treasurer; I was here long before the Treasurer got his carpetbag and started traipsing around
rthe State looking for easy pickings. That is a reasonable amount of time to spend debating an
important matter. The Government controls the committee of which you, Mr Speaker, are the
illustrious chairmnan. That committee works out the time schedules for people to speak on
various matters and it has embraced and endorsed, and probably has adopted, the times I
talked about. Mr Speaker. I am sure an illustrious and learned gentleman like yourself did
not say that the lead spokesman should have an hour when you really thought he should have
30 minutes. Nobody could convince me that you, Mr Speaker, and the learned people on that
particular committee, which is dominated by the Government, have picked a time which is
greater than we have taken. What is wrong with our taking the time allotted to us? In my
case, as I said, I cut back the time F took on local government deliberately in order to
accommodate the Leader of the House. I was trying to be cooperative and I bet I was not the
only member trying to be cooperative. However, there are elements within that - if we had
taken our full time all the way fthough we would have taken more time than we have already.

Ir is not acceptable. There is only one reason why the Government is doing what it is doing,
why it is trying to adopt a position contrary to what the Standing Orders provide and putting
all sorts of pressures on the Opposition by denying the times that are property and fairly
allocated to the Opposition - that is, the Govemnment is scared. The Government is about to
be defeated; it is about to collapse. Mr Speaker, you will still be here, although you will not
be occupying your illustrious position. The Government is running scared. The Government
knows that if we take the opportunity to use the amount of time allocated to us - not more
than is allocated to us; we are not trying to fudge, or be like Pakistani or VEL umpires;. all we
are seeking to do is take the time which is set down for us under Standing Orders, and we are
not even doing that. We are using less time than we have been given to discuss these various
matters, yet the Government is trying - by using the brutality of mathematics - to give us less
time than is provided for in these very carefully constructed Standing Orders. There is only
one reason why the Government is doing this, and that is that it is afraid of what will come
out about all sorts of matters, nor least of all the gross financial mismanagement which has
taken place in recent times, to the incredible situation where the editorials of The West
Australian have had to come out and defend the newspaper against the argument that it has
not provided all the arguments about the disgraceful financial mismanagement of this
Government.

We are trying to deal with these matters. We have been trying to deal, in respect of this
motion, with the subject of police. Every gallup poll into Western Australian opinion in
respect of the issues of the day has shown, I think, that one of the issues of greatest concern
to the public is that of law and order. Ir is almost always law and order.

Mr Cash: Absolutely.
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Mr CLARKO: Something like 12 000 motor cars were stolen this year. In my electorate the
weekly community newspapers - the Stirling Times and the Wannerco Times - have half a
page devoted to talking about house breaking Those newspapers discuss the streets where
the offences occurred. When I first entered Parliamnent 15 years ago a column like that would
have been blank. That is the situation we seriously want to address. My colleague, the
member for Mt Lawley, has done a brilliant job in bringing to the attention of the public of
Western Australia our problems in respect of law and order in this State - so much so that the
Government has adopted many of the suggestions he has made over the last year or so. That
is how good his advice has been in respect of this matter.

Now we have a situation where the Government chose to canry on the Budget debate until
6.00 am. The Leader of the House - who will be the appropriate man to be the Leader of the
Opposition when the Government collapses next March - when he took up that position said,
"We will not sit beyond 11.00 pm". I think he has done a pretty good job as Leader of the
House, although he has some faults, which we are entitled to point out. However, that is what
he said - "11.00 pm is a reasonable time". The public believe that is a reasonable time for us
to sit to, but here we have the situation where some time between 5.00 am and 6.00 amn the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services took off and disappeared. It was not appropriate
for that Minister to leave just as we were about to debate his particular Budget section. I
would like someone to tell the Opposition what appointment the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services had. He may have been tired; we were all tired. He may have been
weary, but what was the particular appointment which led him to go away? Even during the
present Government's Budget debate, if a Minister were not able to be present for good
reason, the Leader of the House, in a reasonable, logical and rational way, said, "The Minister
cannot be here at this time so we will postpone that item." We have done that several times
during this debate; it is an appropriate way to deal with the problem. If the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services had to go away for a good governmental reason, his Division
should have been postponed. We have had several other Divisions postponed already. In all
the years I have been here that is what has been-done. However, the Government did not do
that; it tried to fudge and say, "Well, we'll get rid of this", even though the Minister had to go
away for some reason which is not quite certain. The reason for the Minister's departure
should be made public. The House continued to bore on until at 5.00 am, although the
Leader of the House said that the appropriate time for us to get up was 11.00 pm; we carried
on, contradicting two points at the one time. That is, six hours after the Leader of the House
said we should have left, we were still here, and also we did not have an adjustment in terms'
of dealing with that Division.

I put it to the House that if ever we have seen a case of Nero fiddling while Rome bums, we
have it right at this moment. This Government is in gross dismray. It is about to fall apart; it
cannot even manage to get its Ministers to sit in their places. It carinot handle the debate in a
proper way. In addition, when we have asked some of the Ministers questions such as, "Why
is the allocation for this item 50 per cent more than it was l ast year?" they have said, "I do not
have the details about that." I am sure the Treasurer would be ashamed of their performance.
When asked, "Why is it 50 per cent more than last year?', the Ministers stand up - I ann sure
the Treasurer would be ashamed of this - and say, "I have not got the details of that."
Ministers should have the details here and should be able to explain. We have had people
standing up and saying, "I do not know the answer to that, but we will look into it." That is
what happened when I was shadow Minister for Education during the firt couple of years
when we went into Opposition, in L983-84. By the way, we debated education at midnight. I
regard education as being one of the most important issues in the Budget. I remember people
trying to persuade me, at midnight, that I should only speak for a couple of minutes on the
education Budget, and I refuse to do so because I regard it as an important issue. Under
earlier Governments, certainly under Court and O'Connor, such details would have been
given.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I challenge the people who are trying to interject to look back through
debates and see where Government Ministers have said they do not know the answer to
questions. In 1983 or 1984 I was told, "We will give you that answer in writing", and I got it
in April or May the following year. I do not blame that on the present Leader of the House,
but that was the situation then.
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Everybody should understand that in our parliamentary system the Budget debate is probably
the most important debate of the year. Certainly it is the time for the Opposition - whether
shadow Ministers or other members - to indulge in a debate which gives a free flow of all tbs
parameters in a particular area. Such a debate does not come up very often.

Everybody talks about the Westminster system. You, Mr Speaker, will have been to
numerous conferences where claims are made about the Executive having a say, the fourth
estate having a say, and backbenchers having very little say. Here is one chance for all
members of Parliament, particularly members of the Opposition, to ask questions, raise
queries, and examine what has been happening in a Government department which has
probably spent hundreds of millions of dollars during the previous 12 months, and wants to
spend a similar huge figure in the next 12 months. Opposition members are looking for
information to answer questions raised with them by individual constituents, pressure groups
and the like.

I have been here 15 years, and I believe this Government is trying to deny the proper
exposure of important information. That is nothing in comparison with what the Government
has been doing lately in regard to its financial dealings. The Government has been trying to
hide that too. Here is another case where the Government is trying to hide important
informnation to which the public of Western Australia is entitled. This is a case of a
Government in its dying days - a Nero type of Government. The Government's house is on
fire, it is sure to go down, and it thinks it will help matters by preventing people knowing the
facts of the matter.

House to Divide

Mr THOMAS: I move -

That the House do now divide.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (29)
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Parker Mr Troy
Mr Bertram Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Burkcett Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Hodge Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Tom Jones Mr P.J. Smith
Mr& Peter Dowding Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor
Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Thomnas

Noes (2 t)
Mr Blaikie Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mr Wiese
Mir Bradshaw Mr Greig Mr Schell Mr Williams
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Mr Thompson Mr Maslen (Teller)
Ms Clarko Mr House Mr Trenorden
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Light foot Mr Reg Tubby

Pain
Ayes Noes

Dr Alexander Mr watt
Mr Canf Mr Macinnon

Question thus passed.

Motion Resumed

Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (29)

Mrs Beggs Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Bertramr Dr Gallop Mr Parker Mr Troy
Mr Bridge Mr Gril Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Burkert Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Cunningham Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Hodge Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Tom Jones Mr P.3. Smith

Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor

Noes (21)
Mr Blaikie MW Grayden Mr Mensaros Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw Mr Greig Mr Schell Mr Williams
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Mr Thompson Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Clarco Mr House Mr Trenorden
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Cowan Wr Lightfoot Mr Reg Tubby

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Dr Alexander Mr Want
Mr Can Mr Mac Kinnon

Question thus passed.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr
Gallop) in the Chair; Mr Peter Dowding (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
Progress was reported after Division 57 had been agreed to.

Division 58: Bush Fires Board, $2 668 000 -
Mr CASH: Now that the dust has settled on the arguments -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): Order! It has not quite settled, but I would like the
member for Mt Lawley to commence his speech with the rest of the members in the Chamber
listening to him.
Mr CASH: To show I can still extend goodwill, even after the motions that have been caried
by the Government, I will be brief in respect of this Division. I ask the Minister what
changes are proposed to the existing boundaries of the Bush Fires Board and what is the
current situation in respect of the volunteer firefighters? Is there a high level of morale
among the firefighters? Given the long hot summer that is before us does the board have
sufficient resources to take care of the fixes that may occur during the summer period?
Mr TAYLOR: There has been a great deal of activity by the Bush Fires Board this week. On
Monday I was with members of the board looking at a range of activities as far as the Shire of
Swan is concerned. I discussed with the board and other people involved the situation they
face this coming summer. Today I invited a number of volunteers to lunch to thank them for
the way in which they have gone about their duties and also to discuss with them the situation
they face as volunteer firefighters.

l am not aware of any specific changes to the boundaries of the Bush Fixes Board. One major
change that will take place in the outer metropolitan area which, in part, affects the board will
hopefully be a decision by the Western Australian Fire Brigades Hoard to place permanent
officers in the Armadale area. Last summer there was a trial in this respect which was
undertaken in cooperation with the Armadale Volunteer Fire Brigade Board, the Bush Fires
Board, the volunteers in the area, the Fire Brigade Employees Union and the WA Fire
Brigade. It was a successful trial and I understand that everyone concerned has agreed that
officers from the WA Fire Brigade will be stationed permanently in Annadale. It is a plus for
the area.
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Judging from the volunteers I have met over the last couple of days - I have the utmost
admiration for them - a high level of morale exists and they all want to get on with the job.
Volunteers can always do with more resources. The Government has made additional funds
available to the Bush Fires Board to assist the brigades outside the metropolitan area to
upgrade their equipment. Approximately $200 000 has been set aside to allow local
government authorities, volunteer brigades and the Bush Fires Board to join together to
upgrade the equipment.

[ am pleased with the way in which the volunteers are approaching their task. As the member
for Mt Lawley mentioned there is no doubt that after a long and wet winter the grass growth
is extensive and we face a greater threat than we have faced for a long time. There is no
doubt that the people involved in firefighting in Western Australia will be taking particular
note of the situation to ensure that they keep on top of it during the summer.

Item 2: Other Staffing Costs -

Mr BLAfKIE: I ask the Minister to give a full explanation of the expenditure contained
within these items and I look forward to his comment.
Mr TAYLOR: Is the member talking about all the htems?

Mr Blaikie: Yes.

Mr Cash: Read the notes they have given you.

Mr TAYLOR: That is exactly what I intend to do. I do not know whether it is possible, at
this stage, to address aUl the items, but I am happy to do so. The Other Staffing Costs item is
related to the oncost of staff as far as the Bush Fires Board is concerned. It includes the
equipment that relates to the role of the staff.

The Communications item refers to the upgrading of the general communication network of
the board. It is a very good communication network and we are working towards ensuring
that the Bush Ekres Board and other emergency services work together in that area.

The Services and Contracts item refers to general contracts let by the board. In this case it
relates mainly to contracts involving an advertising campaign. The Consumable Supplies
item refers to the supplies that are required to run an office. The Maintenance of Plant,
Equipment. etc. item is self-explanatory. The next item, Purchase of Plant, Equipment, etc.,
relates to the point I made about upgrading of plant and equipment throughout the Bush Fires
Board's area in Western Australia to make it easier as far as the board is concerned. The
item, District Fire Protection Scheme, refers to a scheme to improve the nature of fire
protection throughout Western Australia. Part of it is in keeping with a scheme in the
Kimberley to upgrade the amount of fire protection in that area. It is an expensive scheme
due to the isolated nature of the area and aircraft have been used for bombing runs in order to
set fire to long wet grass to form firebreaks for the dry period. As I said, it is an expensive
item, but I amn pleased that the Government has been able to contribute more funds to that
item because it is something the Bush Fires Board has wanted to achieve for a long time.

Item .: Services and Contracts -

Mr CASH: The vote last year for this item was $89 492 and the estimated expenditure this
financial year is $131 000. 1 ask the Minister to explain the proposed changes to that area. I
note that in some of the Divisions the estimated expenditure for Services and Contracts items
has not always increased. In some areas the estimated expenditure has decreased compared
with the previous year. The increase in this item is significant.

Mr TAYLOR: As I said earlier, the increase in this item relates to a decision by the
Governiment and the board to improve the availability of education, particularly through the
Bush Fires Board. The contracts mainly relate to contracts with radio stations to give
information to people about how they can best make their homes and themselves sae in a
bushfire situation or how to prevent Bush Fires. It is positive action and it is something we
have sought to do for a long time.

Mlr Cash: What about the increase to item 8?

Mr TAYLOR: I have mentioned that and it refers to the Upgrading of fire protection
throughout Western Australia, and particularly to the costs associated with fire protection in
the Kimberley. We are making a concerted effort to upgrade firebreaks in that area.
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Members may be aware that one of the reasons the big fife which has been burning in the
Kimberley did not burn further to the south west was because of the large firebreak that was
burnt last season. It stopped the fire from moving in that direction. It proves that the scheme
does work and we want to extend it throughout the Kimberley.
Division 58 put and passed.
Division 59: Office of Government Accommodation, $29 820 000 -

Mr CASH: I seek clarification on item 8 - Rent for Office Accommodation for which there is
an increase in the order of $3.2 million for 1988-89. 1 ask the Minister to advise the reasons
for that increase and to indicate whether the Government is taking more space within the
central business district as a result of an increase in the Public Service or the number of
Government staff.

Mr TAYLOR: The Government has tried to steer clear of occupying accommodation in
buildings which are not owned by the Government. In the central business district, in
Adelaide Terrace and St George's Terrace for example. commercial rents have gone through
the roof and are extraordinarily high. The Goverment has tried to rent accommodation
outside the central business district, but in all cases the cost of rental accommodation has
increased. The basic aim of the Government is to use its own accommodation where possible
and if it caninot keep within that boundary, to rent acconmnodation for which the charge is as
low as possible. Some departments would like it to be otherwise, but one of my baskc aimns as
Minister responsible for the Office of Governiment Accommnodation is to effect savings in
expenditure on Government accommodation, whether for rental, or to upgrade Government
property under capital works projects. - The general increase of $3 million is directly related
to the increased cost of commercial rentals in the Perth metropolitan area, and even
throughout the State, and not to an increase in the need for Government accommodation.

Division 59 put and passed.

Division 60: Government Employees' Housing Authority, $16 638 000 -

Mr LEWIS: A vast amount of additional funds has been allocated to GEH-A this year for
capital works. The Minister for H-ousing is not in. the Chamber.
[Quorum formed.]

Mr LEWIS: I thank the Minister for Housing for returning to the Chamber. It is interesting
to note that half an hour after the commencement of a major debate on the Government's
attitude to the Estimates, there were only two Ministers and the Government Whip sitting on
the Government benches. That is an indication of this Government's attitude to the
Estimates.

Mrs Beggs: [ had a meeting to attend.

Mr LEWIS: We all have meetings to attend.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): Order! I ask the member for East Melville to
return to the Division being debated.

Mr LEWIS: The capital works budget for GER-A this financial year has increased by
$6.7 million, from $18.08 million to $24.8 million, representing a 37 per cent increase. That
is a very large increase by any measure. The Minister has a responsibility to explain the
reason for the large amount of capital funds being poured into GEHA housing. I refer to the
vote of $29.22 million for total contingencies over and above the capital expenditure of
$24.8 million. The aggregate amount will be almost $55 million for Government employees'
housing. The adminiistration sector and other contingencies will increase by $4.7 million, or
19 per cent. It behaves the Minister to explain the reasons for that increase.

The amending legislation introduced in this Parliament last year to restmucture the board of
GEHA has been successful. As a result of the additional representation from the Civil
Service Association, the police and school teachers' unions, together with the Commaissioner
of Police, the situation has settled down and to my knowledge the number of complaints has
diminished. The authority appears to be better nun now than it was hitherto. It has been part
of Government policy to have certain bodies under the umbrella of GEHA - currently there
are 36; I refer for example to Westrail, the Main Roads Department, and the SEC - and I
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query whether they are still to be brought under chat umbrella, or whether they will be left to
operate isolated therefrom. GEHA seems to be working quite well, but I am disappointed
that no annual report is yet available for 1987-88, to assist me in analysing its performance
over the last year. It is difficult to compare its performance with the previous year without
that annual report. The Government and the Minister have a responsibility to ensure that the
annual reports of the various authorities to which appropriations are made in the Budget are
tabled in this Parliament before the Estimates are debated. Other than by making telephone
calls to the secretariat or the chairman, the Opposition has no way of assessing their
performance. The Governmrent has an obligation in this matter.

Mr FRED TUBBY: My comments relate to the housing provided by the Government
Employees Housing Authority. I remember that 20 years ago single teachers, and some
matred teachers, were not able to get GEHA accommodation in country towns.

Mr Pearce: Including me.

Mr FRED TUIBBY. And me. I spent a long time living in substandard private rental
accommodation. The situation in respect of single people is still the same today in some of
the country towns. It is incumbent upon the Government to ensure that if it sends employees
to country towns, it provide accommodation which is of a standard equivalent to the other
rental accommodation available in the town. Private employers, such as banks and mining
companies, provide a high standard of accommodation for their employees. I know that in
some mining towns, the standard of accommodation which the Government has to meet is
very high, but if the Government does nor meet that standard, its employees will feel like
second class citizens in these communities. I do not believe by any stretch of the imagination
that Government employees are second class citizens. Many of them have moved out of the
beautiful homes they had in the metropolitan area, and in many instances they have been
transferred to country towns, against their wishes, to serve in Government employment.

Over the last few years the Government has tended to equate GEHA housing with
Homeswest housing by increasing the rental on GEH-A-type housing. These are two
completely separate areas of Government responsibility; there is no way that GEH-A housing
can be equated with llomeswest housing because they each serve a different part of the
market. Government employees should not be expected to pay the full Homeswest marker
rental when people working in some of the country towns for private enterprise are getting
subsidised housing and electricity, and when their overall wages are greater than those of
Government employees. It is grossly unfair for Government employees to be hit with
exorbitant rentals. These people are serving the Government and the taxpayers of this State.
The Government must provide accommodation at a rate of rental comparable with that being
charged by other organisations within the town. In many of the mining towns, the rents
charged are very low, and if we were to compare that with the situation in non-minin~g towns,
where there is no private accomnmodation for comparison with that provided for Government
employees, it would be difficult to obtain equality between the two. The Government must
maintain the rental charge of GER-A housing in country towns at the same level as that
charged by the mining companies, for example.

Mr TRENORDEN: In my electorate there are three areas where GEH-A housing is required.
I want to ensure that the Minister is aware of this situation in total, although I know she is
aware of it in part. In the Town of Northamn, 19 applications have been made this year for
GER-A housing. I asked the Minister a question on notice about this matter some time ago,
and the answer was that there had been only nine approvals. The problem has been one of
the appropriate Government departments not making enough requests for GEHA housing.
We have had a crucial shortage of housing for members of the Police Force, and it got to the
stage where we could provide housing for only the more senior members of the Police Force,
and a recommendation was made that single cadets or police officers go to the Town of
Northam because it was only there that suitable accommodation could be provided. So we
had a situation in the town where inexperienced members of the Police Force were the only
ones dealing with serious problems: and all of a sudden there was panic, and an attempt to get
GEHA housing. it is important that if the Government move towards regionalising
Government departments, it back that up with the provision of GERA housing. The SGIC,
the Water Authority, the Main Roads Department and other Government departments have
been consolidating in the Town of Northamn. The supply of rental accommodation is very
tight, and GEHA housing must be provided for these people.
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There has been some heartache in my electorate in respect of housing for school teachers in
the townships of Bakers H-ill and Brookton. There are two houses for teachers at Bakers I-ill,
which were built just after Methuselah was born. Those houses are extremely small, very
hot, and inadequately maintained. The problem may lie with the Education Department,
which has not made adequate provision for these teachers. Bakers I-ill is a growing region,
which is rapidly becoming an urban-type tawn. The town of Brookton is in a different
situation. The housing available has deteriorated. H-omeswest in fact sold one of the
properties which was available for teachers. There -have been problems in Brookton in
respect of getting the principal of the school to live within the town. That problem has been
experienced by many of the towns in my electorate. The GEHA housing in Brookton is of
such a low standard that it puts pressure on the principal not to live in the town, because his
wife and children should be housed at a reasonable standard. There_ are a lot of people living
in GEE1A houses in Northam, and I am very disturbed that there does not appear to be a stage
at which people are given final notice to leave a Covernment house. There seems to be some
hesitancy on the part of the Government to throw people out of Government houses. That
causes great problems in the community. I have written to the Minister on this issue, and I
think she will appreciate that what I am trying to say is that if we get an unsatisfactory tenant
in a Government house, who refuses to obey reasonable social rules, it is not the tenant who
becomes the problem; the problem is the people who have to live with and around that tenant.

Mr Fred Tubby: They would not be teachers.

Mr TRENORDEN: Every now and again we do get complaints about tenants, and the
Minister would admit that. In some cases they have been public servants, who are single and
enjoy throwing parties. I do not wish to pick on any individual. All I am saying to the
Minister is that no matter what type of Government housing we are dealing with, there must
come a time when a final warning is given. I am not concerned about how many warnings
are given - as far as I am concerned, there can be a good number of warnings - but the time
must come when the line is drawn far the sake of the community and if tenants are not living
up to community standards, they will be removed from their house. That has not been the
case, and I have spoken to the Minister's revamped department, to Homeswest and to GEI4A,
because one person there wears a couple of hats. They are very much switched-on people
and are prepared to look at a different policy far Governiment housing under that umbrella.

The other letter I sent to the Minister recently concerned Wundowie. I will not carry on
about that town because it is a H-omeswest area, but it is good to see that employment is
coming into the area and that the depressed situation which has applied to Wundowie may be
changing. Government housing is very important to that township. Again, the Government
houses there are not all Homeswesr houses; marry of them are GEHA houses which have
received very little maintenance for some time because Wundowie has not had a positive
fuiture. That has changed. There are definite prospects of substantial employment in the
town, so there must be a change of attitude by both Homeswest and GEH-A to make sure
families are happy to move there, and there are no restrictions on them when they go to live
there.

Mr WIESE: I wish to refer to CELIA housing, and specifically to the problem of housing
police officers, in the town of Narrogin. As most members would be aware, the
Commiissioner of Police recently announced substantial increases in our Police Force, and
Narrogin was one of the towns which was promised extra officers - it was allocated six. We
certainly need them as a matter of urgency, but I was alarmed to hear the commissioner say
last week when he was in the town that he could not see the extra police officers coming to
Narrogin because of the problem of obtaining housing for them. We had understood that
GEHA housing had been allocated and that GEHA houses were to be built in the town as a
matter of urgency to house those police officers. Narrogin is a regional centre, certainly in
terms of police - in fact the police establishment there serves 12 or 14 substations in the
surrounding areas - and it would be a tragedy if those extra six police officers were not
brought to Narrogin as quickly as possible. I urge the Minister to give immediate
consideration to putting CELIA housing into Narrogin to allow those additional officers to
take up residence in the town.

Mrs B EGGS: There is no doubt that one of the greatest problems we face in the housing area
is providing adequate housing for our Government employees. Nevertheless we as a
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Government can point to huge improvements over the last five years, not only in the numbers
of units of housing available to Government employees, but also to the increased standard of.
housing.
The member for East Melville talked about the differences in the Budget and why there are
some increases. Most of the increases in the Estimates of Expenditure are due to
maintenance, and I am very pleased to say that the allocation for maintenance this year has
increased quite dramatically. That includes not just ongoing maintenance but also furniture,
upgrading of houses, and provision of air conditioning in many north west areas. That does
not mean air conditioning to just one unit; we have progressively been looking at providing
air conditioning units in the first bedrooms of the houses. Many people in the north west
work shifts and we have looked sensibly and sensitively at these areas to ensure that
wherever possible we make the standard of housing equivalent or as close as possible to the
housing provided to private sector employees in these isolated localities. There is always
room for improvement, but members opposite have to understand that, in regard to standards,
quite often the pressure is on to supply increased numbers of units.
rIn regard to the member for Narrogin's concerns about the housing of the additional police

officers announced by the Commnissioner of Police, the request put to GEl-A was that 120
units of housing he provided for the Police Department; we have been able to accede to 100.
While we would have liked to be able to provide the 120 requested, at that stage it was almost
impossible within the constraints of the Budget. The Ministry of Education requested 34
additional units of housing and we were able to provide 30, which is not a bad figure
considering the amount of notice we had and the amount of money that can be allocated in
this Budget.

The general position is that the constant upgrading is a high priority of GEHA, but it is not
always perfect and we do receive complaints. That is normal, but the improvements that
have been made in the last five years are quite significant when compared to the previous 10
years.
Item 1: Amnount required for Services for the year -

Mr CASH: All the areas in this Division come under item 1. 1 note for the first time in this
Budget that the salaries of the director, the administr ative officer, the property manager and
the clerks will be less this year. It is an interesting situation and obviously commendable. I
would ask the Minister the reason for the reduction in the salaries.

I refer to the allocation of $75 000 for "Other Expenses', and to "Interest", the allocation for
which will rise by almost 40 per cent to $13.994 million. That huge increase of nearly $4
million seems to indicate some change in the capital funding program and I ask the Minister
to explain why there should be such a dramatic increase.
Mrs BEGIGS: The reason for the decrease in salaries is that last year the actual payments for
those salaries - because that is the actual amount, not the budgeted amount - involved some
retrospectivity int regard to the different gradings.

Mr Cash: So you haven't dropped their wages?

Mrs BEGGS: No, they work very hard and we would not like to do that to them.

"Other Expenses" accounts for a lot of incidental expenses which cannot be related to any
other item; they are purely administrative things. "Interest" relates to the interest charged on
the debt servicing. Obviously, with increased activity the debt has increased and the debt
servicing interest rate has increased along with it.

Mr FRED TUJBBY: In the Minister's reply she mentioned that the increased allocation for
maintenance of houses was due to upgradings and additional air conditioning. Is that correct?

Mrs Beggs: No, the maintenance.

Mr FRED TUBBY: The Minister said there was a very significant increase in the
maintenance allowance that took into account putting in extra air conditioning and so on.

Mrs Beggs: Yes, I was talking generally about what took place in the maintenance area.

Mr FRED TUBBY: What about "Renovations and Minor Alterations"? What sort of things
would fit into that?
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Mrs BEGGS: Quite often, this relates io the building of bedrooms for people already in situ
in GEH-A housing, where the family circumstances have changed; those additions and
renovations are then carried out.

Mr FRED TUBBY: In that case, the increase in the housing maintenance vote is not
significant - if that includes the extra installation of air conditioners in north west housing.
Mrs BEGGS: That is an ongoing program from last year. No provision has been made this
year for air conditioning. The matter relates to the provision of bedrooms and so on which
come under the general umbrella of the vote.

Mr FRED TUBBY: The maintenance includes the seven year or 10 year painting and
redecorating. How much of the allocation towards the maintenance of housing is actually
used - when something breaks down and someone comes into fix it? Is that amount increased
this year?

Mrs Beggs: That comes under the Maintenance of Houses, $400 000; renovations and minor
alterations comes under upgrading.

Mr FRED TUJBBY: Having spent almost 20 years living in isolated country towns in
substandard GEHA housing - although towards the end of my career we were allocated nicer
houses - the level of maintenance was one of the biggest problems. Teachers face a traumatic
situation; particularly married couples, and especially where the wife is stuck in the house
most of the day, the town does not have many facilities; young children are involved, and
only the main bedroom is air conditioned. These teachers become upset when maintenance is
not carried out within a reasonable time. The problems occur in remote areas, and I
appreciate the problem in, say, Jigalong, Kalumburu or even Salmon Gums, where the main
town is not close by and an officer cannot come out quickly and look at the problem. I
realise it is an expensive exercise, but unless these things are attended to in reasonable time
people go troppo. This situation contributes to the breakdown of marriages, and people
wishing to return to Perth or to a larger country town. The maintenance and upgrading of
houses is needed to make life a little more comfortable in remote areas.

Mrs BEGGS: I accept the member's general comments about maintenance. Probably this is
one of the biggest areas of concern and one about which we receive the most complaints.
Generally the problems occur in areas where perhaps a contractor lives outside the locality,
and the delay is long. As a general rule, I support the member's comments. I hope that
maintenance generally across Government housing can be improved - including the rime
frame between the making of a complaint and the carrying out of maintenance. I understand
that it would be depressing to live in any isolated area when the air conditioner breaks down,
resulting in a wait of three weeks to have it fixed.
If the member has any instances of undue delay to bring to my attention, I will be more than
happy to investigate the problem. Maybe the problem is out of the contractor's hands,
considering the subcontracting system; or out of control of the administrators of GEHA. It is,
however, the responsibility of GEH-A to ensure that any contractor honours a contract. As I
have said, the member should bring arty instances of long delays to my attention.

Division 60 put and passed.

Division 61: Rural Housing Authority. $261 000-
Mir LEWIS: After looking through the Estimates for the Rural Housing Authority and the
1987 report, I amplify the complaint I have already made that it is unreasonable to debate this
Division without the benefit of the current report.

Mrs Beggs: A time frame is involved.

Mr LEWIS: I accept that. The Minister has the responsibility to ensure that statutory
authorities under her Ministry submit reports. This happens in the private sector - companies
have to report by a certain date.

Mr Pearce: A quarter of them are likely to be suspended from the stock exchange if that does
not happen.
Mr LEWIS: What has happened with the report? The Minister does not give a damn.

Mr Troy interjected.
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Mr LEWIS: I do not know what the Minister is talking about.

Mr Pearce: The Financial Administration and Audit Act.

Mr LEWIS: The crux of the matter is that we need the annual report of the authority. We
cannot consult the 1986 report and give credit to debate using such old information.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr LEWIS: I am attempting to make a reasonable request.

Mr Cash: Would the Minister stop encouraging the member to waste rimne.

Mr LEWIS: If the Minister believes that I am being unreasonable he should reconsider my
words. We cannot make comments with any great amount of accuracy without the current
report. The Rural Housing Authority has reached the stage where a reappraisal is needed
because the 1986-87 report shows 29 applications, and 19 approvals, with a total expenditure
of $241 000. In 1987-88, 40 applications were made and there were 27 approvals, with a
total expenditure of $ 1.1 million or thereabouts.

This year the Capital Works budgeted figure is $2.05 million, almost a 100 per cent increase.
The Government is suggesting that it will virtually double the program for rural housing in
this Financial year. My information is that the applications are not running as high as they
were at this time last year; it is not envisaged that that money will be spent.

Another interesting point is that the small budgeted figure for the administration of the
authority is $261 000. That takes into account five persons employed. If one wishes to
equate the number of persons employed to the 27 applications approved, the costing for
approval of each rural housing application totals $6 500. Bearing in mind that only 27
approvals were made last year, it is costing close to $ 10 000 to administer each loan to 27
people within the rural community.

[Questions taken.)
Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 pm

Mr LEWIS: The actual cost of each application to the Rural Housing Authority is about
$6 500, and the cost to process an approved application is about $9 600. If a private sector
lending authority had administrative costs that high it could not exist. My suggestion is that
having five people on the staff to administer a budget of $2.31 million in the aggregate - that
is, administration plus capital appropriation - is ridiculous and needs to be examined. It is
interesting to compare this situation with the previous Division, which referred to GEHA
housing, where 14 people serviced a total budget, including administration and capital works,
of about $54 million. That translated to about $3.8 million to $4 million per person. In this
Division five people service a total appropriation of $2.3 million, which works out at about
$460 000 for each person. With the total number of approvals at 27, and five people on the
staff, it would take one person 16 weeks' work to approve each loan. I make those
comparisons because this position should be examined and something done about it.

With the upturn in our rural economy and the increases in the prices obtained for wool, wheat
and other products, one would have expected more applications. I understand that
applications this year are running below the figure for this time last year. Why do we need an
increase in capital of around about 100 per cent? I accept that capital is not included in this
appropriation, but it is pertinent to make the point. Also, why do we need a 10 per cent
increase in the administrative budget, bearing in mind the amount of activity manifested in
the reports and the information to hand? Perhaps the whole operation of the Rural Housing
Authority should be looked at. I am not sure whether it is necessary to have separate office
accommodation, removed from the central Ministry, and whether it should run its own
department. T1he amount of activity generated by applications could probably be absorbed by
another department in the Ministry.
It is also appropriate to make a few comments on the suggested abolition of the Industrial and
Commercial Employees' Housing Authority. This body has been literally abandoned by the
Government. Last week I received a call from a person in Leonora who happened to be a
drilling contractor. He had three single persons on his staff who worked out in the field for a
week and were home for a week. Leonora was not their normal place of abode, but they were
working out of Leonora, and that was where they stayed during the week. The problem
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was that there was no Homeswest, private board, or other form of accommodation available
in Leonora. lHe accommodated his staff in caravans in a caravan park. H-e made the point to
me that he was not able to raise the funds to purchase a home - which could cost about
$80 000 or $90 000 - in which to house his employees. The butchers and the bakers in
Karr atha have to offer reasonable salaries in order to encourage people to go to Karratha to
work for them, but there is no accommodation available for chose employees. It becomes
prohibitive for the employers to employ those people when they have to pay $200 or $300 for
rental accommodation, because the profits are not high enough to provide the wages that need
to be paid, and to pay for the shelter that is part of the employment package.
The Government has made a serious error in abandoning the Industrial and Commercial
Employees' Housing Authority, because there is a genuine need within the major regional
centres for people to be employed, yet the employers are in the main small business people
who do not have the capital resources to be able to go to their bank and say, 'Please lend me
some money to build accornmodauion for my employees." I believe that [CE-A served a
necessary purpose within regional areas in providing finance for housing for employees. I
ask the Government how it sees that requirement now being fulfilled, bearing in mind that we
have made the commitment that on our return to Government we will reinstate ICEHA to
satisfy the demand for housing in areas other than the metropolitan region.

Mr TRENORDEN: We see that the estimate for total salaries is $158 000, arnd the estimate
for total contingencies is only $145 000, which includes an estimate for maintenance of
$1 000. I have received a number of telephone calls during this year and last year from
people who have expressed concern about the Rural H-ousing Authority and the availability of
housing. A number of these people are involved in small businesses in Karratha, and there is
no place in Western Australia with a tighter housing situation than Karratha. It seems silly to
me that the only function of the Rural Housing Authority is to maintain the existing houses,
and by "maintain" I mean "collecting rent", because there is not much provision in the Budget
for maintenance. I am wondering what the Minister sees as being the future of the Rural
Housing Authority. I agree with the member for East Melville that there is a demand for
housing in rural areas, and that it is a problem to establish a small business in some of these
communities.

Mr Wilson: But that is not to do with the Rural Housing Authority.

Mr Lewis: No; it is the Industrial and Commercial Employees' Housing Authority.

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, it is ICEHA. They are not related.

Mrs Beggs: The member for East Melville was making the opposite comment. His argument
about the Rural Housing Authority contradicted his statement about ICEHA.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Minister knows what I am saying.

Mrs Beggs: What you are saying is that more money should be provided for rural housing,
but the member for East Melville is saying no.

Mr Lewis: That is not so. You are distorting the facts.

Mrs BEGGS: I thank both members for their comments. The historical background of the
Rural Housing Authority is that it was put in place to provide assistance to people in the rural
community where there was a shortfall in the assistance they could expect to receive from the
normal lending institutions. The situation is that 70 per cent of the year's applications are
received in the second half of the year, because farmers traditionally wait until they receive
the income from their wool clip and harvest before determining their financial position and
deciding how much money they should commit to their housing needs. I accept what the
member for East Melville said in regard to the high administrative costs, as opposed to the
total contingencies. This year, due to a decline in the activities of the authority, there will be
a reduction in staff of two people. The Government has made a determination to keep the
matter closely under review. The Rural Housing Authority has indicated to me that it expects
to receive in excess of 40 applications ths year, which does nor make much of a difference to
the averages predicted by the member for East Melville.

All I can say is that they do give a very personalised service to rural people and that has been
seen as a social cost. It is simnilar to what the member for East Melville was saying about the
Industrial and Commercial Employees' Housing Authority. There are some specific
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problems for those people - their building costs are sometimes much more expensive and
their circumstances are quite different from those of people who jive in town communities,
and the authority serves a very good purpose. That is not to say that we will keep in place for
ever an authority that has served its purpose and is no longer needed. However, we have
given a commitment that it will continue for the next 12 months. We will keep it uinder
review and see what we can do to modify it in the future.
I think ICEHA is probably in the same situation as the member for East Melville outlined for
the Rural Housing Authority. The demand was not evident and there was no need for it to
have a separate budget, and it is possible that the needs of those people to whom the member
referred could be met by the normal institutions.
Item 1: Amount required for Services for the year -
Mr LEWIS: This appropriation is not current or correct. My information is that there has
been a reduction in staff to three.

Mrs Beggs: Yes, that is what I said. It has happened since the Budget was introduced.

Mr LEWIS: When there is a salary increase of 20 per cent - or not that much, but certainly
12 per cent - one wonders why there is an establishment decrease of two. I understand the
authority also shed one of its motor vehicles.
Mr Gordon Hill: Don't forget that these are estimates.
Mr LEWIS: Yes, I know that. I accept that it is only a very small item in the global
situation, but one should look at these sorts of things and ask whether it is necessary for the
authority to run two motor vehicles and have an executive and its own office and so on, when
every loan that is approved costs $ 10 000. It is a nonsense figure and the time has come for
the Minister to say. "Hang on, we must rationalise this situation."
Mrs Beggs: I have just given you a commitment. I know exactly what you are saying, but
we were not prepared just to cut it off, because we value the individual and personal service
and assistance given to rural people. We will monitor the situation this year to see exactly
what the demand is and how many applications are received, and we will review its
operations. That is the appropriate way to proceed. We could not just cut off an authority
like that when many people see a lot of value in it. Although the National Party seems to
have lost interest in it now - because none of its members is here - [ believe it would have had
something to say had the Governiment simply rationalised it, as the member for East Melville
says, dismissed the authority and taken it away altogether without giving some warning to the
rural community about what it intended to do. One has to come up with some son of
adequate system to replace it.
Mr LEWIS: I agree that there is certainly a requirement for a Rural Housing Authority and I
hope the Minister did not misunderstand me. I am not saying there is no requirement for it.
Mrs Beggs: We are not at odds with one another then; we are just wasting time, because I
have given you a commitment.

Mr LEWIS: The point I am trying to establish is that if the Minister had been on her mettle
she would not have increased the salaries and appropriation under this item, nor the capital
expenditure; and she would have had a reduced number of staff.
Mrs Beggs: Do you know anything about the Budget process?
Mr Gordon Hill: When was it printed - June or July? It is now November.
Mr LEWIS: Does the Minister want me to tell her what the figures were last year and the
previous year? In fact it was the same story. Nothing has changed except that she has jacked
up the appropriation and the capital expenditure and she thinks everything will be sweet. It is
just a waste of money.
Division 61 put and passed.

Division 62: Tourism Commission, $17 493 000.-
Mr MASLEN: While I cannot really identify the sections that pertain to expenditure on
encouraging toutrism to areas in the north west where we have such interesting attractions as
Mt Augustus, the dolphins at Monkey Mia, and the Ningaloo Reef Marine Park which the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management recently opened. I know there has been
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some debate and correspondence on the setting up of an international airport somewhere in
the north west. People have talked about Kununurra, Port Hedland, Broome -

Mr Hodge: Port Hedland already has an international airport.

Mr MASLEN: It has, if the Minister is talking about going to Bali, but it is not capable of
taking 747s or DC9s. If the Minister thinks people will come in on F28s from anywhere
other than Bai, I suggest he check the sizes of aircraft.

Exrnoutb al-ready has an international standard tarmac and airstrip. Because of the base at
Exmrouth the infrastructure for customs and so on already exists and I would like to bring it to
the Minister's notice that Exmouth should be considered as the other international airport of
consequence in Western Australia because of the cheapness in setting it up, and because of its
position, in relation to both international jet routes and Western Australian air routes, where it
affords access to other areas in the Stare. Tourist type development and accommodation are
going on at Vlaining Head with Mr Rosich and the Savage family, and the Burkeut family in
Exmouth itself. The town has the potential to accommodate tourists. Perhaps that potential
exists in other places but it is not likely to reach realistic fulfilment in those places in the very
near future, whereas Exmouth certainly has that realistic expectation. A visitors' information
centre has been opened, which is based on solar power and certain other non pollutant
phenomena. It has cost the taxpayers of Australia in the order of $1.7 million to set that up
and I think it would be a pity to keep it for the local clientele only. I request the Minister to
look into the potential of Exmouth as the second international airport for tourists coming to
Western Australia, particularly because of the cost factor, as the tarmac is the most expensive
part of setting up an airport. Exmouth is already capable of taking 747s;- it has done so in the
past. I am sure it would be a great boon for Western Australia.

Mr COURT: When commenting on this Division relating to the Tourism Commission, I
should be careful about what I say.

Mrs Beggs: I will not growl at you.

Mr COURT: My little brother is on the Tourism Commitission.

Mrs Beggs: I thought he was your big brother.

Mr COURT: I wish to make a point about the after-math of the America's Cup race and
Australia 11. Western Australia has missed a fantastic opportunity to ensure that one of the
State's greatest tourist attractions remains in this State. Australia 11 was the first yacht to win
the America's Cup from the Americans and it is a disgrace that it is about to leave this State
and become pennanently based in Sydney. We should do all we can - certainly the
Opposition will - to ensure that Australia HI remains in Fremantle.

The Government has made moves to purchase the Perie fianou and the Parry Endeavour,
along with other tremendous exhibits which will go into the maritime museum. However, the
No 1. exhibit, the No I draw card for tourism, is Australia 11 - just as similar yachts in the UK
are draw cards. It should remain permnanently in this State. The Australian National Museum
will be fortunate enough to have the yacht permanently displayed in Sydney at the new
Darling Harbour museurn which is now being built. The people who organised that thought
they had brought off a real coup; the WA State Governm-ent was not prepared to buy the
yacht and it was purchased for $2 million by Eastern States' interests. The taxpayers of
Australia have purchased the yacht, and the Federal Covernent should make the decision to
have the yacht kept in Western Australia. It is not the sort of exhibit that can be shifted
around the country; its permanient home should be in Fremantle. in years to come, Fremantle
will experience many more regattas like the America's Cup; it may take some time, but
eventually someone from this State will win the Cup again. All the action will return to
Fremnantle, but in the meantime Australia II should be the centrepiece of a major tourist
attraction.

The biggest problem facing the maritime museum at Fremantle, although it has many good
exhibits, is one of display. The problem is similar to displaying vintage cars. Yachts require
large display areas, high ceilings and, in the long term, properly designed areas with air
conditioning. Apparently nothing is being done by the Government to ensure that
Australia II remains in Western Australia. When the time comes for the yacht to go to
Sydney I hope that we will know in advance, because the people of Western Australia will
not allow the yacht to cross the border.
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Mr LIGHTFOOT: I wish to put to the House the alternative position to that advanced by my
friend and colleague, the member for Gascoyne - the future member for Northern Rivers.
The matter of an alternative to the international airports at Esmnouth and Meekatharra has
been raised. The Meekatbarra airport is an emergency strip in cases where jets from overseas
are not able to land in Perth due to inclement weather. It does not offer a great deal of
accommodation; however, it offers a great deal of interest in the countryside round because,
in effect, it represents the remnants of the real Australia.

Mrs Beggs: Your friend, Tammy, didn't like it.

Mr LIGHTFOQT: That delightful lady, someone with whom I had some empathy - I had no
empathy with her husband - did in fact say that the area was the end of the earth.

Mrs Beggs: You are a lady-killer!

Mr LIGH-TFOOT: I do not know whether the Minister means that in the colloquial sense or
in the literal sense. I assume she means the colloquial sense. I would not say that I am a
lady-killer; I just happen to be someone from the bush who happens to like Tamny Fraser.
She did say that the area was like the end of the earth; I do not agree with that, and I do not
think she meant that. The words were taken in a very light-hearted fashion by the people of
Meekatharra. A race was named the year after the comment; Tammy intended coming back
for the race but at the last minute it was cancelled.

Mr Troy: Because he lost his job.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: He lost a lot of support.

An alternative international airport is a vexed question. I hope it is not one merely of pork
barrelling. Notwithstanding the infrastrmcture already in place at Meekatharra which would
negate part of the cost, the Kalgoorlie-Boulder rea is an obvious alternative. The area is
growing rapidly and, to its advantage, early last Tuesday morning the Shire of Boulder and
the Town of Kalgoorlie voted to amalgamate, after 90 years of separate autonomy. That is a
historic agreement and something that perhaps escapes the people in urban areas. The
amalgamation has been a much vexed and heart searching question over the last couple of
decades, particularly with the decline in the 1960s and 1970s of the goldmining industry and
the ultimate decline in exploration; many people have questioned whether cost savings can be
made with amalgamation. The area has a large tourism potential, and an enormous tourism
industry has been established already. With the amalgamation of the two shires, the
provision of an international airport is only a matter of time.

Kalgoorlie offers something unique for people from overseas. It is a unique area, being one
of the oldest land masses in the world on a high plateau and, as often escapes Australians,
offers magnificent weather with many days of sunshine - well above those experienced in
coastal areas. As I have said before, the area is unique in that it is a remnant of Australia and
Australian people. One could walk down Hannan Street, Kalgoorlie, or Burt Street, Boulder
and see a couple of Crocodile Dundees any hour of the day or night.

Mr Taylor: I have taken Japanese people to the area and they are rapt; they say that it is like
the wild west because it is really different.

Mr LIGHITFOOT: I can understand that, because to people from overseas it would look like
the wild west. The architecture has been preserved, unlike Perth's architecture. But that is
another story.

Mr House: What do we have here? Two country cowboys vying for the biggest H-icksville in
Western Australia.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I do not think that was very kind to say "two country cowboys". Probably
the member for Kalgoorlie and I are poles apart - certainly politically we are. And I have not
been formally educated, as has been the member for Kalgoorlie - we certainly stand apart in
that field too. I take the member for Katanning-Re's comments about hicksville in a light
hearted manner. I will take those comments back to the people in Kalgoorlie-Boulder when I
next go there.

Mr Taylor: We are wondering whether you are following Graham Campbell with your
haircut.
Mr LIGHTFQOT: No, I assure the member for Kalgoorlie that he dyes his hair and has it
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penned. Just so that I do not stray too far from the subject matter, I think Mr Campbell is
also a tourist attraction. He has taken to wearing a fedora hat. I understand he is emulating
either John Curtin or Ben Chifley. The similarity ends there.
The international airport at Kalgoorlie-Boulder could be used also as an interstate and
intrastate airport. I mention this particularly because Western Australia has always been
isolated from the east. That is not a bad thing. In fact, I do rnot think the Nullarbor Plain is
wide enough. However, when we speak about airlines and road links, we should have at least
the same facilities as our cousins in the east. I did not say "brothers" because Hansard may
consider that sexist. T'hey are in touch with their capital city, Canberra.
Mr Schell: When we bring the water down from the Ord, we should cut Western Australia
off from the rest of Australia.
Mr LIGH-TFOOT: Perhaps we could, and if the easterners wanted to get here they could
swim, preferably under water. The other capitals are in touch with Canberra. It is easy to fly
from Sydney to Canberra, from Brisbane to Canberra, from Melbourne to Canberra and even
from Adelaide to Canberra. However, anyohie who wants to fly from Kalgoorlie-Boulder to
Canberra must fly to Perth and catch a flight to Melbourne or Sydney and then catch another
flight to Canberra. It is one heck of an impost, not just on politicians, but also on Western
Australians and that vast dollar earning area of Kalgoorlie -Boulder. One reason that we feel
a lack of empathy - in fact, antipathy - to Canberra is that we do not have links by road or air
and obviously not by sea. I think it would be simple if tourism planners provided an air route
from Sydney through Canberra to Kalgoorlie-Boulder and ultimately to Perth. I do not think
that is beyond economic rationale and I believe that it would not only attract a substantial
number of tourists by air from the Eastern States and also pick up tourists from overseas, but
also bring us closer to Canberra, a place that Western Australians mistrust and with which
they do not have any affinity. If we are to remain a federation, issues like this that may be of
little consequence to people in the east must be studied very seriously. We must ensure that
the decisions that are made are not made for economic reasons entirely but include
consideration of the benefits that are derived from a unification of the States and that
burgeoning sycophantic area of Canberra.
The other subject that I wish to mention is the state of our roads. If we are serious about
tourism, there is little point in our trying to expand inland regional areas unless the roads are
upgraded. We all know that the Federal Government takes billions of dollars in road taxes.
Not only is that unfair but it is also immoral of any Government, Federal or State, to take the
motorists' tax dollars by way of an excuse and a fuel tax and not spend that money on roads.
People suffer hardship because of the state of our roads. I drive about 60 004) to 80 000
kilometres a year. I am sure many other people do the same. Vehicles rapidly deteriorate on
bad roads, trips are uncomfortable and, worse, people lose their lives. There is no question
that roads are to blame for much of the loss of life.
Mrs Beggs: Which roads are you referring to?
Mr LIGHTFQOT: I will be specific because I am sure the Minister's interjection was
genuine. I refer in particular to the narrow bitumen road which was constructed in the 1950s
between Wubin and Meekatharra and on which there have been a number of fatalities. The
road from Paynes Find to the shire of Sandstone is a narrow, single lane bitumen strip and the
road from the shire of Sandstone east to Agnew is a dirt road. That road is over 300
kilomneires; of din long and it runs to the heart of the shire and services an area that produces
not only millions of dollars worth of pastoral produce, but also tens of millions of dollars
worth of gold, nickel and some other minerals. Those are some of the roads. The road from
Wiluna to Leinster is also dirt and carries a heck of a lot of traffic.
Mr Court: What about the Gibb River road?
Mr LIGHTFOOT: That is out of my area. I know it was opened a couple of years ago.
Mrs Beggs: You don't want the Clibb River road sealed, do you?

Mr UCHTFOOT: It would not hurt.
The eastern and north eastern goldfields area is of concern to me because not only does it
offer vast potential for tourism, but also it pays its way. That is why I think, with all of the
tax on millions of litres of fuel that is paid by vehicles using those roads, the roads should be
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upgraded. That would not only enhance tourism, but also cut down vehicular damage and
serious accidents which often lead to loss of life. I think that we should put pressure on the
Federal Government to do something about these roads. The Federal Government should be
sympathetic to the needs of the people who live in these areas. Country people should not
have to suffer any more than people who jive in the uraan areas. Tourists also should not
suffer. Often they are enticed to these areas by Government advertisements, only to find that
the roads are impassable. We take our lives in our hands on many of these roads by driving
at speeds greater than 45 or 50 kilometres an hour.
Mr SCHELL: Tonight we have heard interesting stories about the beautiful tourist attractions
of our State and I agree with the points raised by the two speakers. We certainly have a
wonderful State and a lot to offer tourists, not only from within our State and interstate, but
also from overseas.

I want to raise a few points about an area of Westemn Australia that does not receive much of
a mention as far as tourism is concerned. Certainly tourism has not been developed to any
great extent in the agricultural areas and, more particularly, in the wheatbelt areas of Western
Australia, I believe that those areas have a lot to offer tourists. First of all we have broad
acre farming on a scale which is seen only in a very few places in the world. I can imagine
bus loads of Japanese and American tourists coming to the wheatbelt area during the various
seasons, and especially at shearing and harvest time. We lead the world in broad acre
technology. Recently I was at Expo 88 in Brisbane. I was very proud of the Western
Australian pavilion. It certainly told an excellent story of Western Australia. However, I was
disappointed at the lack of information with respect to our great agricultural industries,
particularly wheat and wool. I think there could have been a bigger display on those
industries. I hope that Western Australia displays these industries at any future exhibitions,
perhaps at Expo in Spain in four years' time, and gives them the prominence they deserve;.

I turn to some further attributes of country areas. A few areas are opening up. Of course,
Wave Rock at Hyden has been a great tourist attraction for many years. -Recently an area to
the north of that and north of the Westonia Shire, an area called Jinindarra, has opened up. In
the eastern wheatbelt great flat rocks that are granite outcrops protrude. A couple of massive
ones look like mini Ayers Rocks. In fact, there is a wave rock at Jirtindarra which is even
larger than Wave Rock at Hyden. Last year with my family I toured through that area. At
the edges of the fanning area of the wheatbelt, to the north of the Westonia, Mukinbudin, Mt
Marshall and Dalwallinu Shires, the wildlife is really interesting. There is a lot to be seen by
anyone interested in this kind of thing. The area holds a great potential for tourism. It is only
three or four hours from the city, so it is quite possible for tourists to make a day or overnight
trip from the city.

The combination of these natural attributes and our magnificent broad acre fanning means
that the wheatbelt has a lot to offer tourism in Western Australia in the future. I would like
more cons ideration of the area to be shown by the Western Australian Tourism Commission.

The member for Murchison-Eyre mentioned roads. I would have to back up his comments.
Good roads are important for the industries operating in the area as well as for tourism. Good
roads are safer roads. It has been proved in the Eastern States as well as in Western Australia
that the number of accidents increases when a lot of tourists are on the roads, particularly if
they are city drivers driving on gravel roads in the country. Itris important that the funding to
maintain and improve our roads be made available.

Having worked locally in the tourism area as president of the tourist committee in the
Goomnalling Shire for a number of years, I have had a little bit to do with tourism. I am sure
that our area has a lot to offer tourists by way of farm holidays, nature tours and studies of
our industries.

Mrs BEGGS: I thank members for their contributions to the general debate on tourism.
There is no doubt that these days it is very difficult to find anyone in Western Australia who
does not think that tourism is a good idea. That means that we have come a long way in
developing a very important industry in economic terms for Western Australia. I feel a bit
tempted to sing a couple of verses of "Boats and Trains and Planes" as that was really what
the debate was about, mninus the trains. However, I have an interest in trains to the northern
suburbs so perhaps I could add that.
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Mr Cash: Do you think we will be riding those passenger trains in the northern suburbs in
the next 12 months?

Mrs B EGGS: I will ignore the member for Mt Lawley because he is just an opportunist. We
are talking about tourism.
Mr Court: Do you think we will be able to go up to the marina by train?

Mrs BEGGS: [ certainly hope so.

Mr Court: Within a year?

Mrs B EGGS: I certainly hope so.

Mr Cash: You hope so, but you know that it might not be physically possible.

Mrs BEGGS: Where there is a will there is a way. The member for Mt Lawley gets up in the
Chamber day after day. He seems to think that nothing is possible.

Mr Cash: One thing that is impossible is to get the northern metropolitan rail link in and
functioning, carrying passengers, within 12 months. I regret that that is impossible.
Mrs B EGGS: The member is a defeatist.

Mr Cash: I regret that the Minister for Transport the other day was electioneering when he
said that and he was caught out.
The DEPUTY CHAIR-MAN (Dr Gallop): Order!
Mrs BEGGS: I shall bring my remarks back to the general debate on tourism, Mr Deputy
Chairman. There is no doubt that because we have such a huge State, for tourism in Western
Australia to develop there is a need for provision of considerable resources in terms of
infrastructure, particularly in areas like the north west where the development of some
international terminals would be a great advantage to the tourism industry. That is not to say
that Kalgoorlie does not have a case.
One of the things that may deter the development of the tourism industry in the State will1 be a
parochial attitude to the industry. People involved in the Tourism Corruission say that one
of their biggest difficulties is that no matter what marketing plan they develop or what
strategy they put forward it only pleases one percent of the people because it might relate
only to a particular area. Even though all the research suggests that they should promote a
particular area, they will get criticism from people in other areas who will consider that
perhaps they are being ignored by the Tourism Commission. It is very difficult because of
that parochialism for the commission then to make sound decisions on what is in the best
interests of the whole of Australia.The industry and the community of Western Australia are
now mature enough in terms of their attitude to tourism not to continue with that parochial
attitude when it comes down to any decision about where the infrastructure should go in
regard to the development of the tourism industry.

Kalgoorlie can rightly put a case that it needs an international airport, just as Exmouth has the
natural resources to indicate that it will be a tourist destination of some renown in a very
short time. These decisions should be made on the basis of what is in the best interests of the
State as a whole. Everybody should then accept that decision without getting their parochial
attitudes in the way. Those decisions will be made in the most sensible way. The
construction of huge international airports is not cheap; it is very expensive. We should look
at what resources are already available to us and how we can share those resources, as the
member for Gascoyne said.

It is true that the United States and Royal Australian Air Force facility at Exrnouth could very
well be utilised for tourism purposes in future. The member for Nedlands raised the subject
of Australia 11. 1 share his enthusiasm.

Mr Court: You say that every year.
Mrs BEGGS: The member makes the same speech every year.

Mr Court: But the yacht is still going arid that's the problem.

Mrs BEGGIS: The yacht is still here; it has not gone yet.

Mr Court: What are you going to do about keeping it?
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Mrs BEGGS: The member for Nedlands has been very persistent in raising the matter in the
Parliamient every year. I will not give up either.

The subject of roads is always raised whenever tourism matters are debated. Considering the
distances between our population centres compared to those in other States, our road systems
are very good.

Mr Lightfoot: Minister, you are wrong. They are substandard.

Mrs BEGGS: I do not chink I am wrong.

Mr Lightfoot: Some of the outback roads are unsafe.

Mrs B EGGS: I have been on many of the outback roads and have not found that. As I said,
given the big distances between our population centres -

Mr Thompson: If you want to see a crook outback road, come and have a look at the road
that goes past our place in Bicidey.

Mrs BEGGS: The member is in a country seat; he has to expect these things.

[ make the point that from a general tourism viewpoint Western Australia is poised to take
advantage of an exciting future. I take this opportunity to place on record my thanks to the
Commissioners of the Western Australian Tourism Commidssion, both present and past, for
the excellent job they have done in difficult circumstances, and to al of the staff, who, with a
limited budget when one compares it with some other authorities, have spread their dollar
very wisely in the best possible interests of tourism.

Mr COURT: Could the Minister explain whether there is any provision in this item for
further upgrading of the approach to the international terminal at the airport? We came under
a lot of flak because of the way in which the termninal was constructed, and I think when the
Queen came here she had to drive down that poor road, which is a bit of a desert. Upgrading
of that road has commenced. [ have been critical of the international terminal because it has
no character. When a person lands in Western Australia he should walk into something
Western Australian and not a design that came out of the third drawer of an architect in
Canberra who is in charge of airports and probably designed it in 1960. Is this provision to
ensure that there is a better approach to the terminal? This is the entry point for most people
coming to the State and we need to provide a better first impression than we do presently,

Mrs BEGGS: It is certainly the entry to the State for people corning from international
destinations. I seem to be agreeing a lot with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition tonight. I
am pleased to advise that approximately a month ago the Federal Airports Commission
announced that it had allocated a considerable amount of money to upgrade the approaches to
the airport. There is no money in our Budget for this because the land belongs to the Federal
Airports Commission. I understand from discussions with people at the airport that this will
make a considerable difference to the approach to the terminal.

Mr Court: Are TAA and Anset" building new terminals at the domestic airport? They have
knocked down the old international terminal.
Mrs BEGGS: As fair as I know it is only Ansett.
Division 62 put and passed.

Division 63: Kings Park Board, $2 734 000 -

Mr COURT: I have a couple of general comments about Kings Park and then some specific
comments relating to the redevelopment of the old brewery site. Kings Park remains one of
the great parks of Australia, located as it is so close to the city. Some members of Parliament
enjoy that park by walking through it during the dinner suspension. We do not need a spa:.
we can just go for a walk through Kings Park. If members went out there tonight they would
find that only a handful of people use that park after 6.00 pm; it is virtually empty between
6.00 pmn and 7.00 pm and I do not know what happens after that. The park is a major asset to
the State; the team on the Kings Park Board are responsible for maintaining and upgrading
that park arnd I give them full points for what they do.

During the past year I have taken the opportunity to make a full inspection of the park with
the board because about two thirds of it is in the Nedlands electorate; the remaining one third
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is in the Perth electorate. I am not sure where the border will be under the new boundaries.
The board is proud of the fact that it has been able to upgrade the park gradually over the
years. It has a continuing problem with bush fires, which have destroyed some very
important parts of the park. Unfortunately, most of those fires are lit by vandals. It is
difficult for the park people to control that situnation. They also have a continuing problem
with young people using the park for drag racing and, sadly, a number of them have been
killed while indulging in that activity in the park, No matter what they try to do with regard
to policing, they are unable to stop irresponsible people carrying out such activities.

In recent years I have also visited the wildflower exhibition that is put on in the park. They
are proud of the fact that they have developed much expertise in growing a wide range of
wildflowers. We are fortunate that this is occurring in a park so close to the city. One of the
lessons that cant be learnt from Kings Park is that as the metropolitan area of the State grows
rapidly it is important that we put aside similar areas for parks so that a rapidly expanding
population many years down the track will have access to that type of facility. I know that a
debate is presently occurring in the Kwinana area as to whether certain land should be
developed for residential purposes and a local group wants to establish a large park to cater
for expected residential development in that area. It will show foresight if such an area is put
aside.

The main matter I will cover in this debate in relation to the Kings Park Hoard is the
redevelopment of the old brewery site. The Government knows only too well our opposition
to that proposed development, one of the main reasons for our opposition being that the
proposed redevelopment does not provide adequate parking for a commercial operation.
Those members who know the area well do not have to be too smart to realise that most of
the people who will attend the old brewery site will park in Kings Park. If members opposite
go to Kings Park on a Saturday or Sunday, no matter what the weather conditions, they will
find that it is full of people, and it is difficult to park anywhere. If a commercial development
is established on the old brewery site we will finish up with the same sort of situation as that
experienced at the Nedlands Hotel where a popular development attracted many people who
parked their cars wherever they could, picking the most unusual places to park them.

The small car park at the brewery site will take a certain number of cars, but nowhere near
enough for that development. The overflow will initially try parking around the river; they
will pop up on the foreshore in pants the bottom of Kings Park. But no matter how much the
area is policed -and there will be a huge policing effort to s 'top cars parking in these areas -
they will not be able to control it properly. Motorists will learn that they can park up above
in Kings Park and walk down to that development. Those families trying to enjoy Kings Park
at the weekends already have difficulty finding a place to park their cars. If licensed
premises are established where the brewery is, that much more pressure will be put on those
car parks close to the brewery development, and those are the main car parks around the
restaurant and the women's memorial fountain. I was told in answer to a recent question that
the car park at the old brewery site would accommodate between 200 and 500 cars. That is
an incredible range, because as I understand it a 200 bay car park is'a single floor car park. It
would be the area which nestles into Kings Park prepared for cars.

Mrs Beggs: While I have responsibility for Kings Park, I really cannot answer any of these
questions because they do not come under my responsibility.

Mr COURT: I am going to explain how this is part of Kings Park.

Mrs Beggs: I know it is part of Kings Park, but I cannot answer any of these questions
because they do not come under my responsibility.

Mr COURT: The point I want to make is that a 200 bay car park, as I understand it, is just
the car parking area on the land there.

Mrs Beggs: The brewery is not part of Kings Park property.

Mr COURT: I will explain where it fits in. A 500 bay car park would have to be a
multi-storey car park, which would involve digging into the side of Kings Park. I know
where the boundaries are. We were given an assurance that there would not be a multi-storey
car park in that area because that site cannot take that kind of development. We were also
told that it would not eat into Kings Park, yet in answer to the question it was said -
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A portion of a slip road in front of the Water Authority pumping station will impinge
on Kings Park land, requiring approximately 100 square metres of land to be excised.

I know 100 square metres might not sound a lot of land, but the point is that some land is
already to be taken. if the car park is proceeded with - which the Government said it would
not do - we will end up with the situation where it will be necessary to build in around the
slope of Kings Park As we suspected in the firs: place, the Governiment wanted to put in a
large scale commuercial development, but we opposed it. The Kings Park Board did nor want
the development, it wanted that land vested in Kings Park - which I agree with, it would have
been the most sensible thing to do - but instead, in typical Labor Party fashion, the
Government says one thing but does something quite different. It says it has scrapped the
idea of commercial development and will go ahead with an Aboriginal arts centre. But at the
end of the day it is the development which was going to be done in the first place. It is a full
scale commercial development which happens to incorporate an Aboriginal art gallery.
According to the answer to question 1842 -

Parking will be on the Kings Park side only in a car park. This car park size is yet to
be determined but will be between 200 and 500 bays.

Our worst fears are now confirmed. The overflow will go into Kings Park. The Minister far
Planning says that when that development is finished, people will say it is fantastic. I am
sure the development will be well done. With licensed premises there, I am sure many
people will want to drink there; but that does not mean that we do not stand by our original
argument that it is no: the right site for that kind of commercial development. That area
cannot take the kind of traffic which will be generated; it will become a traffic hazard, and it
will result in additional pressure on Kings Park, to which we are very opposed.

Returning to the operations of Kings Park, perhaps the Minister could explain the proposals
for the redevelopment of the Kings Park restaurant. Over the years it has been a major tourist
attraction. In fact I had breakfast there this morning with the Australia Day Council. The
view from the restaurant is quite spectacular, I am interested to know what development is
being proposed, how it will be funded and where it will be located in relation to the existing
restaurant facilities. Over the years Kings Park has come under extreme pressure,
particularly at weekends. I would like to think that this State plans ahead so that we have
other parks to take some of the pressure off Kings Park.

Mr Troy: When did you last go to Whiremans Park?

Mr COURT: Perhaps I am getting off the subject - that is the next section - but I agree that
Whitemans Park is the sont of location where one could do a first class zoo development, for
example. The point I want to make is, because Kings Park has a magnificent view over the
city, it will always be one of the major tourist spots, and it will always be one of the major
spots where locals want To go. I do not know whether the Minister went to the fireworks
display this year, but [ walked from where I live to Kings Park. It was crowded with people
from the university a: the side of Kings Park to virtually above the old brewery there. It was
absolutely magnificent, no: only to watch the fireworks display from the park, but also to see
the river below chock-a-block full of boats of all descriptions. That is the beauty of having a
park, elevated as it is, overlooking a beautiful river.

I would Lie to think, as Kings Park comes under more and more pressure with people
warning to use it, the proper resources will be provided so that the board can continue to
maintain its very high standards. One of the big problems is making sure of an adequate
water supply. Many areas are now grassed and most of the water is drawn from areas around
the old brewery site. One concern was that when the tunnel was dug, and if big excavations
were to be made for the car park. the water supplies around there might be affected. The park
board did no: want salt water encroaching on the water it used, because large quantities of
water are required to keep the park in the state we have become used to.

I conclude by complimenting all the people who are dedicated to looking after and
maintaining that park - the Kings Park Board and its employees - on the job they are doing
and continue to do. There is one black mark; namely, the old brewery site redevelopment,
particularly the car park, which will put increased pressure on the park to the detriment of
those families who get so much pleasure from that area.

Mr LIGHT'FOOT: Kings Park is the most important park in the metropolitan area and I have
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some concerns about it because of its importance, its high profile, its age and its position with
respect to the expansion of the city. Those concerns arise from cursory observations and are
from a layman's point of view. I do not have any pretence to expertise in respect of parks but
one aspect which concerns me is the proliferation of feral cats in the park. I have observed
feral cats in the park and I know them to be far more vicious in their ability to kill our native
fauna - our marsupials and birds - than domestic cats, which have the same background.
They are like a Kalashnikov rifle compared to a bow and arrow when it comes to killing
marsupials. They have a tendency to thrill kill; they do not kill just for food - they kill for the
sake of it. I would say there are few if any marsupials - I am not talking about birds - left in
the park. We need to try to rid the park of feral cats -

Mr Cowan interjected.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: That remark was not only facetious, it was a little on the coloured side.

Mrs Beggs: Not the Leader of the National Party - the occupier of the high moral ground!

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The high moral ground is a good point for me to continue from. That is
what one could compare Kings Park with. When I was wending my way home last night
through the park, as I generally do when leaving the hallowed halls of this place - I might say
that I go directly through the park; I do not loiter or do wheelies or take anyone for a drag - I
saw a fox on one of the lawns. It stood there for some seconds while I slowed down and put
the headlights on it. 'he fox was very much alive and scooted off into what remains of the
diminishing pristine part of the park. I find those two things quite distressing in a preserve
like Kings Park. However, the fox would not have a great deal of effect on nesting native
and other birds - I say "other" because there is an Eastern Kookaburra in the park, which has
usurped to some degree if not totally the silent Western Kookaburna which does not have the
ability to "laugh".

[ would also refer to what appears to me to be the inordinate use of domestic implements in
the park. By that I mean the use 'of small lawn mowers, small superphosphate spreaders,
small domestic rakes and so on. I am not suggesting that some of the slightly built men and
women employees of the hoard should have rakes and big machinery that require a rot of
physical effort. However, I suggest that the management of the park could consider firstly
that the lawns and gardening could be cared for by contractual arrangement with companies
that have the expertise and larger machinery to handle that, particularly larger lawn cutting
facilities; or secondly that larger facilities could be used by employees, If members care to
go through the park in the next week or so they will see small domestic lawn mowers being
pushed around. That seems to me to be a waste of money and the time of the staff. That
money comes from the public purse. I believe there is a genuinie case - unions
notwithstanding - for the equipment used to maintain Kings Park to be upgraded and run
more cheaply. I am not suggesting the maintenance could be done any better but it could be
done more cheaply and money could then be diverted to other areas of the park that need
attention. One of those areas is -curbing. Every time it rains, because of lack of proper
drainage, the roads are subject to sand and topsoil being washed across them. In turn that is
swept back by broom, which is a waste. I believe there is some cause for a rethink on
upgrading the edges of the roads not only to make them more attractive - and it is paramount
that they blend in with the park - but also to prevent the unnecessary use of labour which
could be diverted to other areas of the park.

Mrs BEGGS: Probably the only relevant point raised during this general debate on Division
63 was that of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who was concerned about the impact the
redevelopment of the brewery site would have on Kings Park and what pressure it might
bring upon it. The Kings Park Board, in its usual efficient way, raised matters it thought
were appropriate to be raised with the responsible people in respect of the development of the
brewery. I understand that all of the board's concerns have been dealt with and it is not
unhappy about any aspect of the matter. Certainly if at any time the board thought there
might be some difficulty with the development of the car park and/or the water supply, I am
sure it would come to me immediately for me to make representation on its behalf if it were
dissatisfied with the hearing it was getting from either the Minister for Planning or other
involved people.

The member for Murchison-Eyre thought that perhaps there could be some huge savings
made by the Kings Park Board. I point out that this year's Budget allocation to the board is
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$2.7 million. The board wans a very efficient organisation and I think it is a credit to the
members of the Kings Park Board and to its staff that, on such a small budget, they can run a
park which receives worldwide acclaim. There is actually 29 staff, including the director,
and the board has a lot of volunteers who put in a huge number of hours at the park giving
tourists and visitors information, taking people on tours themselves and, as they are there all
weekend, filling a big gap in some of the information which is unavailable in the city,
particularly for international tourists. I would like to pay credit to all those volunteers; they
do an excellent job in Kings Park and they are always friendly and happy. They do not seem
to have any concern at all about the way the whole operation is run. I suggest to the member
for Murchison-Eyre that perhaps all this high tech machinery may not be the answer for
Kings Park because of the noise factor and other things. When one sees such a successful
operation, one should not look at changig it but to preserving the way it is at this time.

Division 63 put and passed.

Division 64: Zoological Gardens Board, $3 263 000 - put and passed.

Division 65: Office of' Racing and Gaming, $3 849 000 -

Mr THOMPSON: Some people would say that the matter we are now discussing involves all
of the good things of life - racing, gaming and grog. I am not too sure that I share their view.
The Liberal Party has always allowed its members a ftee vote on questions relating to racing
and gaming -and liquor. However, we do nor have a laid down policy in those areas. I want
to take this opportunity, therefore, to make one or two statements that might be taken as a
guide on where the Liberal Party stands on these matters.

In the time that I have been a member of this Parliament I have observed that, during times of
Labor Governments, significant changes occur to the gambling and liquor laws. The Tonkin
Goverrnent introduced greyhound racing into the State. Also during the life of the Tonkin
Government, and influenced by one of the most colourful members ever to have served in
this Parliament. Herb Graham, a significant change was made to the laws relating to the sale
and distribution of alcohol. I think that Herb Graham had an impact on the liquor industry
that is still being felt. In fact, an embargo had to be placed on the issuing of liquor licences
because of the things that Herb Graham did while he held a position of influence over the
liquor laws of this State. I am speaking of his involvement not only as a Minister of the
Crown and Deputy Premier, but also as Chairman of the Liquor Licensing Court. Herb
Graham was very much opposed to the booze barns that were emergig at that time. Herb
was very close to some of the ethnic communities of the State, particularly the Italians. In
fact, he was so much involved with them that he leant Italian. Not only did he identify
closely with ethnic groups that were very prominent in his seat of Balcarta, but also he
travelled widely. When he did he used contacts that he had developed in Western Australia
to meet people in the countries that he visited. He was very impressed with the European
approach to the distribution and consumption of alcohol. Because of that influence, Herb felt
that the Australian and, more particularly, the Western Australian approach to the liquor
industry was inappropriate. He decided to do something positive about it.

Mrs Beggs: The steps he took were the right ones.

Mr THOMPSON: I think he was right, but I think he went overboard. I do not think that we
would have had any need for a moratorium on liquor licences if it was not for the
proliferation of licences that occurred during the dine that Herb Graham influenced the liquor
industry. Indeed, we reached a ridiculous situation of having liquor outlets in stores
everywhere to the point that people who were operating in that tightly controlled industry
were finding it hard to make a buck. It was necessary, therefore, for a moratorium on liquor
licences to be imposed to restore stability to the industry. I think we have moved beyond that
point now and stability has been established.

Certainly, the trends in the sale and distribution of liquor have changed. I am sure that
everyone in the industry welcomed the recent introduction of the liquor licensing legislation
into this Parliament. I do not believe that the Minister can persist with her threat that, if we
persist with our amendments to the legislation, she will not allow the legislation to pass.

Mrs Beggs: I have not threatened anybody. I have explained my position and the
Government's position and if we are not entitled to do that when you have the opportunity to
do it on a regular basis, something is wrong. If I accepted your amendment, the legislation
would be unbalanced and I do not think that is fair.
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Mr THOMPSON: People involved in the liquor industry also believe that a threat has been
made by the Minister that if the legislation does not pass in a form acceptable to her, she will
not allow it to be proclaimed. In the last few hours I have spoken to Mr Boyes -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order! I draw the member's attention to the
fact that we are not discussing the liquor legislation. Some of the points are relevant to the
general debate on the Office of Racing and Gaining, but I do not think a detailed discussion
of anybody's position on that Bill is relevant to this debate.

Mr THOMPSON:. [take issue with you, Mr Deputy Chairman, on that point. Although the
heading of the Division refers to the Office of Racing and Gaming, if you run your eyes
down the items -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We are not discussing items at the moment.

Mr THOMPSON: I know we are not discussing items but we are talking about the Office of
Racing and Gaming, which covers the liquor industry. Ft is wrong to refer to this Division as
just relating to the Office of Racing and Gaming because it includes the control of the liquor
industry and it is in that context that I have raised these matters. I do not seek to debate again
the provisions of the legislation. However, I believe I can canvass the wider issue of liquor.
You, Mr Deputy Chairman, should recall that in my introductory remarks I spoke about the
developments which have occurred in the liquor industry generally and for a very brief part
of my speech I have touched on the legislation which was recently before the House.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It was merely that interchange that prompted me to bring it to
the member's attention.

Mr THOMPSON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Chairnan.

The discussions I have had with people in the liquor industry in the last few hours indicate to
me that what the Minister said in this Chamber last night is not entirely accurate. She
suggested to the Committee that there was industry acceptance of the proposition that the Bill
which was before the Committee at that time should be passed in its entirety. That is not the
fact of the matter. Mr Boyce, who represents the Licensed Clubs Association and Mr Eakins,
who represents the Australian Hotels Association have said to me today that they are fully in
support of the stace the Opposition has taken. I have not spoken with representatives from
the Licensed Stores Association, but Mr Eakins has and he advised me the association
supports the stance we adopted. The liquor industry council has also expressed support for
the stance the Opposition has taken. The Minister will be acting quite irresponsibly if the
legislation, which is the subject of an amendment requested by the Legislative Council to the
extent of removing six or seven words, does not pass into law; she will be doing a disservice
not only to the industry but also to the State. The Bill is necessary to deal with the question
of regulating the sale and distribution of liquor.

I go back to the theme I was pursuing a little earlier; that is, that the industry found itself in
turmoil because of the approach adopted by Herb Graham who would have had delicatessens
selling liquor. It is not an acceptable proposition. I am prepared to accept that the attitude of
the Western Australian community in respect of the distribution of liquor has changed
dramatically in the last quarter of a century. However, it has not changed to the point where
it is considered that liquor should be freed up in the way in which Herb Graham who, as a
Minister of the Crown and more particularly in his capacity as Chairman of the Licensing
Court, tried to significantly change the direction of the manner in which the sale of liquor was
handled in this State. As the Liberal Party is preparing to go back into Government it will
monitor the liquor industry to ensure that the laws and their administration meet the
community's expectation. I believe that the view of the community with respect to the sale
and distribution of liquor is that it should not be freed up and be as liberal as it was under the
policy which was being pursued prior to the Government's. introducing the moratorium that
was in existence for some tune.

There is some concern in the community that perhaps the Minister may not proceed with the
legislation recently dealt with in this Chamber. I give the commitment that when we become
the Government the legislation that was considered and which is currently before the
Parliament will become law within the first few weeks of our assuming office. In so doing,
we will ensure that the 22 leets to which I referred last night will not be included in the
legislation.
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It is important for people in the community to know exactly where the Liberal Party stands on
the general question of liquor laws and their administration. It is important for people in the
industry and (he community generally to know that if the Minister does nlot see this
legislation passed into law in the next few weeks, in the few weeks which follow the Liberal
Party will certainly do that.

It is a sad fact that on the question of racing, gaming and liquor administration, Liberal
Governments in the past have been reactive rather than proactive. If I may for a slight
moment offer some praise for Labor Governments, they have been a little more adventurous
in the areas of racing, gaming and liquor administration than have Liberal Governments. As
we prepare to go back into office we need to recognise that in the past we have been too
conservative in those areas. In the next Liberal Administration I will ensure that we are a
little more aggressive in that area. It does not mean we will see a proliferation of gambling
and a proliferation of the distribution of liquor.

Mr Pearce: You will be an old man with a walking stick sitting in the Speaker's Gallery by
the time of the next Liberal Administration.

Mr THOMPSON: The Minister may like that to be the case, but he knows very well that the
events of recent days have sharply increased the prospect of the return of a Liberal
Government.

Mr Pearce: You have doubled your chances from 10 per cent to 20 per cent.

Mr THOMPSON: It depends on the base from which one starts when making that
assessment as to what the prospects are likely to be. [ am not one of those people who is
practising driving an LTD in the chance that we will be occupying the drivers' seats in the
near future.

Mr Canr: I remember that before the 1986 election you put your nose into the window of my
car and asked me to keep the car clean for you.

Mr THOMPSON: ( have gone one step further since then: I have had a drive in one of them
so that I will know how to drive it in a few weeks' time. Notwithstanding that fact there is
still a long way to go. I believe that if an election were held today the Government would be
in a great deal of difficulty. It may not be the case in a few weeks' time. However, we will
not make too many predictions about that. As the Liberal Party prepares to go back into
office it has to seriously think -

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I remind the member for Kalamunda that we are
debating the Office of Racing and Gaming Division.

Mr THOMPSON: The next Liberal Administration needs to be more responsive to
community attitudes on matters pertaining to racing and gaming.
Mr Pearce: When you said the "next Liberal Administration' the members of the National
Party were not looking too pleased.

Mr THOMPSON: I am fortunate that the Leader of the National Party is not in the Chamber.
I use the word "Liberal" loosely, implying that it includes our colleagues from the National
Party. The members of the National Party know that I recognise that the next conservative
Government will be made up of members from the National Party as well as from the Liberal
Party. I remember very well that when it was suggested to Robert Gordon Menzies that the
Federal Liberal Party had the prospect of governing in its own right, he was asked what his
attitude would be to the then Country Party. He said that even if the Liberal Party were to get
the numbers in its own right, he would invite the Country Party to join him in a coalition
Governiment. If ever the situation arose that the Liberal Party had the numbers to govern in
its own right in this State, I would use every endeavour to encourage the Liberal Party to
enter into coalition with the National Party, because although on an odd occasion the Liberal
Party may win in its own right, ;n reality it is more likely to have to rely on a coalition
Government. There have been great coalition Governments in this State.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order! Five minutes has been spent on this
debate and I implore the member for Kalamunda to return to the subject of Division 65. His
remarks are out of order.
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Mr THOMPSON: You, Mr Deputy Chairman, will be aware of how sensitive the members
of the National Parry are, and I do not want to rub them the wrong way.

I was one of the people in the Liberal Party who supported the introduction of a licensed
casino in Perth; I also applauded the decision of the Labor Government to license the iwo-up
school in Kalgoorlie. Those decisions have been welcomed by the community generally
although there will always be groups in the community who are upset by the legalisation of
gambling. Although those people are in the minority, their opinions should not be ignored.
At the same time it must be recognised that the majority of the people in our community
accept the existence of gambling. It has been part of this State from inception; in fact racing
and gaming were pant of the way of life in the various settlements around the Australian
continent when they were colonies of Great Britain. They have persisted throughout the 200
years' history of Australia. It is appropriate that in recent times the Government has
legislated in recognition of this industry, which legislation has also been of some benefit to
the wider community. The income derived by the Government from gambling and from the
distribution and sale of alcohol represents a significant part of its Budget. Therefore, the
wider community is reaping benefits from those activities.

Prior to the establishment of the Burswood Casino, gambling was rife in this town; blind
Freddy could have had a fling at the gaming tables in Perth. However, the community
derived no benefit from gambling in those days and the Government had no opportunity to
control the administration of that activity. I am not suggesting for one moment that because
somebody does something illegal, it should be legalised; but the general community accepts
that gambling is a fact of life and it is prepared to tolerate it. As members in this place are a
reflection of the attitudes of people in the community, it was appropriate for the Parliament to
legalise the gambling taking place in Perth. At the same time the State has benefited very
directly from the taxes imposed on that activity.

Turning specifically to horse racing, it has been part of our way of life from the early days of
settlement. Both racing and trotting have developed into significant industries. In more
recent times greyhound racing has been introduced in this State. I am not sure that the
growth in the various animal racing codes of the past 50 years will continue, because
community attitudes have changed and it is hoped that more people are prepared to
participate in recreational activities rather than be spectators. I believe that fewer people in
total number will support horse racing in its various forms, although racing and trotting will
continue into the future. Many people's livelihoods depend very directly on matters
associated with the racing of horses. For economic reasons, if for no other reasons, the
Government must ensure that a healthy climate prevails in which those industries can operate.
The recent period through which horse racing has passed has been very difficult. it was
absolutely essential that this Parliament recently directed its attention to the measures
contained in the Bill designed to improve the iancial viability of horse racing. Foul play
will always be suspected in horse racing, because of the colour and nature of the industry.
Indeed, in recent times we have read stories in our newspapers about some rather
unacceptable behaviour that has been attributed to the horseracing industry. I do not need to
remind members of the bashing of a horse trainer, who unfortunately died recently. It was
said that he did not die as a direct result of the injuries he received, but those who knew him
well felt that the trauma to which he had been subjected contributed to his death. I do not
condone that sort of activity. We have also seen reported in our newspapers the horrific
injuries which were inflicted on horses in a paddock in Armiadale, I think it was, which were
generally believed to be directly associated with someone wanting to get even with others
involved in the administration of the spant.

Mr House: Have those responsible been caught by the police?

Mr THOMPSON: No, I do not think they have.

Mr House: That was disgraceful.

Mr THOMPSON: Yes; I cannot understand how anyone could be so sick as to injure an
animal in order to inflict some suffering on its owner. It made me, as a horse lover,
absolutely sick to think that could have happened. I hope these things will not happen in the
future and that everything possible will be done to bring to task the perpetrators of that sort of
violent activity.
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I pay tribute to the committees of the Western Australian Turf Club and the Western
Australian Trotting Association for the tremendous effort they have made in recent times in
respect of the detection of drugs used in the horseracing industry. I believe both codes are to
be commended for their initiatives in this area. The nature of horseracing is such that it will
attract people who will endeavour to use unethical, illegal and unacceptable means of making
a horse go faster or, in some cases, slower, and it is important that the people who are
responsible for the administration of those codes do everything they can to detect such
unacceptable behaviour. The Turf Club and the Trotting Association - aided by the
Government chemical laboratory - have improved their technique of detecting the presence of
illegal substances in swabs taken from horses. I believe that Western Australia leads the
other States in its efforts in this area. We have seen in recent times during the Olympic
Games the misuse of drugs in sport, and the impact that the misuse of drugs is having on the
horseracing industry has probably led the field in terms of the misuse of drugs. I encourage
the respective administrative authorities to maintain their efforts to ensure that they stay one
step ahead of the crooks. I do not believe that anyone who patronises racing or trotting can
realistically expect that everything will be absolutely pristine in respect of the conduct of
those sports. My late father in law told me that not until they made jockeys ride with rubber
reins would he back a racehorse, because it was his view that while jockeys had weins that
were solid enough to pull up a horse, one could not guarantee that every horse would be
performing on its merits. 1 can tell members, as a person who rides horses, that I would not
like to ride a horse with rubber reins; horses need to be restrained at times. There is a general
acceptance that there will always be a certain element associated with horseracing which will
bend the rules, and I think that people who go to the races expecting everything to be squeaky
clean are living in cloud cuckoo land. However, I believe that the two principal bodies
responsible for the administration of horseracing in this State are doing as much as can be
done to clean up their industry, and I am confident they will continue to ensure that
horseracing is as clean as it can be.
I turn now to the activities of the casino. [ do not know exactly for how long the casino has
been in aperation, but we are now getting to the point where it has been in existence for
years, and I never fail to he amazed at the number of people who patronise that facility.
There has been a significant change in social behaviour since the casino was introduced. I
have noticed the tendency for theatre goers and party goers, and the like, to follow the
practice of terminating their evening with a short visit to the casino.

Mr Pearce: Are you filibustering in this debate?

Mr THOMPSON: No.

Mr MacKinnon: It is not very often that we get the opportunity to debate these types of
issues.

Mr Pearce: It is very good to see you back.

Mr Cash: We are using time management techniques, so you will see people coming and
going.

Mr THOMPSON: I am rather cut by the comments of the Leader of the House, because this
is the first speech I have made during the Budget debate.

Mr Pearce: I take it back. We were progressing reasonably well until about an hour ago.

Mr THOMPSON: I gave the Leader of the House a heck of a hand last night.

Mr Pearce: Yes. You are normally very helpful, so I am very surprised that it was you who
seemed to be filibustering.

Ms THOMPSON: Then do not stir me up, because I can be an ornery cuss if the member
wants.

Mr Troy: Are you as stubborn as your horse?

Mr THOMPSON: My horse is not stubborn.

There has been a significant change in social behaviour since the casino was introduced. I
certainly do not condone the activities of those who become habitual gamblers and I do not
subscribe to the view that by the establishment of that legal casino something unfortunate has
been done with respect to gambling. An opportunity existed previously for people to
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gamble, if not on the horses then at the illegal casinos, and those who had a bent that way
found their way into either the legal horseracing scene or illegal gambling. The casino has'
given people an opportunity to have a bit of a fling once in a while in a very comfortable and
pleasant atmosphere - to have a bit of fun and then go home. I think the casino has provided
quite a worthwhile opportunity.

I do not want it to appear as though I am winding my speech up because the Leader of the
House made his cutting comments. I was about to give it away in any event, because I have
covered the points I set out to cover. I will summnarise by saying that I hope the Minister will
not continue with what appears to be a fairly petulant approach to the treatment of her
legislation dealing with the liquor industry, and that she will see very soon pass into law art
amended Bill dealing with the industry. I hope it will not be very long before the legislation
that is currently before this Parliament dealing with racing anid trotting also passes into law
because an improvement is needed in the financing of racing and trotting. It is my view that
the next Liberal Governent will -

Mr House: Is that right?

Mr THOMPSON: I am sorry, the next conservative Government -

Mr House: It takes a tong time to get the message through.
Mr THOMPSON: The member for Katanning-Roe is making the point unnecessarily. I
clearly spelt out my view on that earlier.
Mr Pearce: They feel you will take them for granted when you say things like that. They
remember back to Sir Charles Court when he said things like that, and look what happened.
Mr THOMPSON: I certainly hope that the next conservative Government is not as benign in
its approach to things pertaining to racing, gaming and liquor and that we will be a little more
proactive in these. areas and not reactive as we have been in the past. In fact I do not think we
even reacted; that is probably part of the problem.
With those few remarks, I support the legislation before the Committee.
Mr TRENORDEN: I must admit I was a bit more impressed with the end of the member for
Kalamunda's speech than I was with the beginning of it. When he referred to the Liberal
Party's policy at the beginning of his speech, it was because the National Party and the
Liberal Party had very similar points of view about the Bill that we have a little bit of a
ruckus at the moment. 1 am glad that the discussion turned to a conservative or coalition
Government at the right time and that the National ['arty does have some recognition in the
system.
I do not intend to say much on this Division but will merely make a few brief points. First I
will mention country hotels. This is a very important issue, as the social climate in country
towns has changed. Even in my youth, which seems a long time ago, there were a great
many more meeting places than there are now. Country dances and balls and that type of
activity were very common 20 years ago; now they have virtually vanished. Indeed, about
the only real meeting place in many country communities is the local hotel or tavern. In
many cases the churches, church halls and church groups, and even sporting clubs, have
vanished ftom country towns because of the lack of numbers and the only real place for
social interaction is the hotel. If people could take the skin away from their eyes, and look at
what is happening in country towns, they would see that country hotels are definitely
developing into socially aware meeting places.
Many examples exist in my own electorate. The little community in Grass Valley uses the

-local tavern as the community establishment. If one goes there on a Sunday night one sees
whole families, including children, having barbecues. The activity of the hotel is not that of a
boozing establishment at all. It has a beautiful paved area under trees, and an area of seating
where people can go in for a short time and have the social discourse that must take place in
any community, then leave without worrying about the presence of drunks and all the other
unpleasant things people generally associate with hotels.
However, a much more importan thing is happening in my electorate. I am pleased the
Minister responsible for this area also wears the hat of the Minister for Tourism. She would
be aware that recently very substantial amounts of money have been expended on the
Imperial Hotel in York to replace its verandahs. The intersection on which the Town Hall
A65191- 10
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and the Imperial Hotel stand is now a very impressive corner. Those buildings are a real
credit to this State.

Mrs Beggs: I think York is a lovely place.

Mr TRENORDEN: It is. The Minister gets affected by York. I can remember her jumping
into Hon Mick Gayfer's arms there a couple of years ago.
Mr Pearce: That's nor affection, that's drunkenness.

Mrs Beggs interjected.

Mr TRENORDEN: I can testify that the Minister gets a little excited in York and I do not
blame her - I do too. It is a wonderful place.
Mrs Beggs interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Minister went straight into H-on Mick Gayfer's arms. I am not quite
sure whether it was an omen.

Mrs Beggs: That was before we had the drinks.

Mr TRENOR DEN: That is right, it was very early in the evening.

Mrs Beggs: It was actually midday.

Mr TRENORDEN: I thought it was going to end up being a very good day, and it did, but
from a different point of view.

Approximately $1.5 million has been spent on the Imperial Hotel in York. Settlers' House
and the Shamrock and York Hotels have formed one organisation called the Heritage Inn and
are raising $3.8 million to spend, on their establishments. They are not spending more than
$6 million collectively to build booze houses - far from it. They are really moving towards
what can only be described as a very important, responsible attitude in the entertainment and
tourism industry, but they are hard pressed in terms of liquor taxes and premiums on licences.
I hope that within a very short time the premiums on lic-ences will vanish - that will be a very
important factor. It is ludicrous that people can expend money to. improve their premises
only to pay a penalty for it in licensing. That is just not on.

Another matter which has annoyed country people is the irresponsible statement by a person
in the Police Department that country people drink three times as much as city people. That
is an absolutely stupid remark from someone who should know better. A constituent in
Northam the other day approached me and said that he had been stopped three times in one
day while driving around Northam. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services
admitted that when the random breath test legislation came into force Perth people would be
stopped possibly once in three years. However, in the main streets of Northam, Katanning or
Dowerin. or any other country town, the chances of being caught are substantially higher. I
have not been stopped by a random breath test block yet, but I have driven around three. I
have seen the lights in the distance and moved into a side street and driven around, just to see
what would happen. But nothing happens. No-one chased me, or tried to stop me. I came
out from the Northam races, after the Northam Cup, where several thousand people were in
attendance. A road block had been advertised within a couple of miles, so I drove around
that block. I do not know how many drunks did that. The point is that the block stopped a
large percentage of the drivers in the area and that is why the statistics are high. The police in
Northam were so embarrassed by the statement about drinking that they apologised on the
local radio station for the comments made by a person in the upper echelons of the Police
Department. It was a propaganda exercise; the difference between country and city drivers is
that Perth drivens have a better chance to avoid the road blocks.

I refer now to the racing industry. One area of concern is the inability of the Totalisator
Agency Board to function at a reasonable level within the business atmosphere of 1988. The
recent introduction of Sky Channel has been disgraceful. The promotion of the channel is a
perfect example of the lack of ability of the TAB to meet the requirements of the industry, If
the turnover of the TAB is to be lifted - which the Minister has been speaking about for some
time - the TAB should have a bomb stuck under it. Someone with the necessary expertise
needs to take responsibility for the promotion of the channel. The floating of Sky Channel
has proved beyond doubt the total inability of that body to promote the services it offers. I
became aware of Sky Channel when I walked through the door of a TAB on Melbourne Cup
day.
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Mrs Beggs: Was that a franchised shop?

Mr TRENORDEN: No, It is run by the board. Iarn not knocking the people who run the
establishment because it has three or four people who are very keen. A large amount of
money has been expended on Sky Channel but no promotion has taken place. Sky Channel
has been placed in shops with a certain turnover, but if the real interest is to raise the turnover
of the TAB3 the system should be placed in all TAB shops. The overall turnover would then
increase. Inscead, the channel has been focused in a few areas, without promotion of any
kind. Realistically, the TAB did a fantastic job in the 1960s and 1970s, but it has been left
behind in the 1980s. The system of promotion needs updating.

In relation to the Western Australian Turf Club, I am very pleased that a number of
amendments were passed in the other place. The result is that the Turf Club has been put on
notice in its dealings with country clubs. The Minister and her department should examine
the legislation which has come from the other place. The amendments represent exactly what
the country racing and ironting industries want, but do not represent exactly what the Turf
Club wants. If the change in the turnover tax is accepted, the Turf Club would be reasonably
happy. If the tax of five per cent is not accepted, the Turf Club will lose some of its income.
It would be heartbreaking for the department, the Opposition - particularly the National
Party - and the Turf Club. I disagree with the member for Kalainunda.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order! Before the member for Avon pursues
those remarks, I draw his attention to the Standing Order which precludes allusion to any
debate in the same session. Clearly the legislation mentioned is relevant to the area, and
cannot be discussed.

Mr TRENORDEN: I thank you for your indulgence, Mr Deputy Chairman. I wanted to
place those matters before the Minister. The-area of gaming and gambling is one in which
much activity has taken place and will take place in years to come.

I have been a supporter of the Minister in most of her activities. I cannot agree with her, in
terms of the legislation which comes from this place, but in her own personal efforts, in many
areas, she has carried herself very well in both her Tourism and Racing and Gaming
portfolios. We have had some arguments in this place over legislation, but that is to be
expected. I have been very impressed with her open-minded manner and the way in which
.she is prepared to listen to all matters to do with racing and tounism.
Finally, some time ago legislation was passed in relation to spontaneous gambling. Some
doubt exists in the community about that legislation. A senior policeman in my town said
that it was not operative. Would the Minister please comment on that legislation?

Mrs BEGGS: 1 thank both members for their contributions to the general debate on this
Division. No specific issues have been raised although philosophies have been put forward
in regard to the distribution of liquor in this State, and general comm.ents have been made
about tourism as it relates to liquor. The member for Avon has raised with me privately his
concern about penalties applied to people who are genuinely attempting to upgrade licensed
premises to contribute to tourism infrastructure in various country towns. I totally agree with
him; that is why premiums have been dispensed with in the legislation now before this
Parliament. The member referred to social gaming legislation, and that has been proclaimed.
The activity is legal as long as no profit is to be made.

Division 65 put and passed.

Division 66: Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare, $12 318 000 -

Mr BRADSHAW: I wish to comment on workers' compensation. Earlier this year, it was
reported that Rod Kemp, after a horserace accident, found himself not covered by workers'
compensation. His private health insurance also had run out. The sad state of affairs had
been reached where no-one wanted to give him health cover. He is now using his own funds
to pay his hospital and doctors' bills. It can be rather demanding. I know that the legislation
is causing this man's problem. He is not the only person who is experiencing these
difficulties. Recently I received correspondence from a woman who received injuries at her
workplace and is in a similar situation to Rod Kemp. She has been left with the problem
because she is not covered by anybody. The situation should be addressed in order to ensure
that people are not placed in a situation where they have to rely. on their own funds to pay
medical bills. Very often, people are not in a financial position to pay those bills. It is
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strange that people who have genuine workers' compensation claims reach a situation where
they do not receive any assistance.

I refer now to asbestos related diseases. A number of people have claims which have expired
and they have found themselves in an unfortunate situation because the Limitation Act
prevents them from receiving assistance. Recently there was a major breakthrough with
regard to claims because CSR agreed to accept liability. In the case of Colin Watson the
State Government Insurance Commnission appealed against the court's decision, but it lost the
appeal. It was a major breakthrough; CSR has admitted liability and it is now a matter of its
assessing claims which have been and will be submitted to it.

I know of a number of cases where people, through no fault of their own, failed to lodge writs
before the January 1987 deadline. Some consideration should be given to assisting these
people and they should be able to make a claim if they are suffering from asbestos related
diseases.

It is important that consideration be given to people like Rod Kemp who sustained injuries
when he fell from a horse. The family is faced with having to pay the medical bills, and they
are eating into their hard earned savings.

Mr TROY: I refer, first to the matter concerning Rod Kemp.

Mr LEWIS: Mr Deputy Chairman, I wanted to speak to this Division.

The DEPUTY CHAIR.MAN (Dr Alexander): By the time the member for East Melville
sought the call the Minister was on his feet. I have twice called for contributions to the
general debate. I allowed the member for Murray-Wellington to speak because he happened
to be out of his seat at the time I made the call. The Minister has the call in reply and that is
the situation.

Mr Lewis: There has been only one speaker.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The number of speakers has no relevance to the matter. The
Minister has the call.

Mir TROY: The problem experienced by Rod Kemp brings to mind a letter I received just
after taking up my ministerial duty. The letter indicated that some changes to the legislation
were imminent. If the member for Murray-Wellington contacts me later I will be happy to
follow up this matter for him.

The member for Murray-Wellington was correct when he said there are isolated pockets of
employment that are not covered by workers' compensation. The racing industry presents a
rare situation because there are a number of people in the industry. It applies not only to
workers' compensation, but also occupational health. Prior to the legislation changes
proclaimed on 16 September in relation to occupational health there was only a 40 per cent
coverage. J would see as a result of the occupational health legislation certain areas of
workers' compensation being addressed.

The issue of asbestos related diseases has certainly been one of great concern to the
Government and my admiration goes to those people who have been caught in a significant
legal bind yet continue their fight. While a number of people have suggested there were short
cuts to the process, what has emerged in the last two or three weeks is that CSR has accepted
liability. It was a major legal step forward. I hope that subsequent claims will be addressed
quickly not only because of that case, but also because of the State Government Insurance
Commission's case in termns of Government employment.

The member for Murray-Wellington and I recently attended a function and we heard that the
problems associated with asbestos related diseases now include people who are dependants of
employees who were living in an asbestos environment. That is the next stage of asbestos
related diseases and the Government has commenced an examination of this area. [ thank the
member for his contribution.

[tern t: Salaries, Wages and Allowances -

Mr LEWIS: I refer specifically to advisory, inspection and management services. [ advise
the Minister of a complaint I received from the Fremantle Chamber of Commerce which
relates to an application that it made to the Department of Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare. It wanted to extend the retail trading hours in the Fremantle area over the two
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weekends commencing I November to coincide with a festival. The complaint was that the
application was written on 23 August and as late as 17 October the chamber had not received
any response. As a result, from 17 October it rang the department every day to try to obtain
an answer. The position the chamber put to me was that it could not crank up staff overnight
and that adequate stock could not be put in place for Sunday trading at short notice. It is not
good enough that the department did not respond to an application after two months. It took
several phone calls before a decision was made. As I understand it, only 10 days were left
when the Minister made a decision in the negative. I do not question the decision; it is his
prerogative to make it. But I do question the dilatory attitude that seems to exist within the
department and the lack of courtesy in response to correspondents with legitimate requests
-made for legitimate reasons.

Mr TROY: I do not recall the particular application of the Fremantle Chamber of Commerce.
Certainly I will look at the time it may have taken for its application to be processed, but I am
not sure whether the member is aware of the process. A Retail Trade Advisory Committee
meets monthly. It makes recommendations to me and on those recommendations I make a
detenmination on the applications. I do not know whether the fact that its meetings are held
on a monthly basis had something to do with the time it took to process the application, but I
will check out the matter.

I appreciate the vigour with which the Fremantle Chamber of Commerce seeks'a seven day,
24 hour trading situation. However, we are quite clearly on record as having implemented a
very substantial change in retail trading hours. I am quite frequently asked by that group to
put its area of operation on a seven day trading basis. Unfortunately, that would contravene
the broad principles, but I do try to oblige whenever I have reasonable scope to do so. I will
follow up the particular application of 23 August.

Item 4: Factories and Shops -

Mr LEWIS: My comments relate to the proclamation of the Retail Trading Hours Act and
the undertaking by the Government that the satisfaction of the employers and the employees
in the retail industry would be ensured prior to the hours becoming law. The criticism that I
have is that the bringing down of the award was very much one-sided and short-sighted. No-
one considered that certain businesses traded after five o'clock on a Saturday afternoon.
Because the commission did not take into account trading after five o'clock on Saturdays, the
ludicrous situation prevailed in the pharmacy industry whereby a senior pharmacist received
$ 16-62 per hour in accordance with the award and a pharmacist's assistant - not a pharmacist,
but a senior shop assistant - received $26.70 an hour because of the nonsense situation of
double time and a half that prevailed. It should be appreciated by the Minister that all the
industrial matters to do with retail trading hours were not resolved to the satisfaction of the
employer retailers, and anomalies like this should never happen. After three or four calls
from people wanting to know what they should do about the anomalous situation, I was
somewhat confused and rather bewildered that in this day and age those sorts of things could
happen. I draw it to the Minister's attention that these things should not happen. The
anomalies should have been sorted out before the Act was proclaimed.

Mir TROY: The proclamation of the Retail Trading Hours Act was deferred for a
considerable period after the agreements made by the Retail Trade Advisory Committee. It
was further extended when the employers and the employees came to me and sought time to
resolve the industrial issues on a conciliation basis in an honest attempt on their part to
resolve differences that existed between them. To a very large extent, they resolved their
differences, but there was one particular sticking point. Although the Victorian decision
served as a reasonable model for both parties, one or two points of difference took it into the
commission for an arbitrated decision. The member's complaint about bringing down the
award is not so much one directed against the Government but one against the operations of
the WA Industrial Relations Commission.

The member should be alerted to the fact that the conmmission heard arguments from both
parties. It made an arbitrated decision, but left the parties with a fur-ther four weeks to have
negotiations and resolve their differences. They were not resolved by that date, which was
some time early in October, and when I checked last week the matter was still before the
commission for final resolution and a final arbitrated decision. Quite clearly the parties were
given ample opportunity to resolve the matter, but they were not able to do so. It then went
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to an arbitrated decision and has now joined other matters before the commission's listing
and will be detemined in due course. That has left a bit of a predicament in terms of the
exact rates. That has been of some concern to me because the Department of Occupational
Health, Safety and Welfare and the Office of Industrial Relations have been asked by many
employees what is the rate of pay. I am hoping the issue will be finalised in the not too
distant future as it has now gone on for some time. I share the member's concern that such a
situation can arise and I will1 look at how it can be overcome. In indicating some
preparedness to do that, I refer to the fact that the matter is listed before the commission and
will come out of that process in due time.

Division 66 put and passed.
Division 67: Office of Industrial Relations, $4 749 000 -

Mr THOMPSON: I take this opportunity to draw the attention of the Committee - not that it
needs its attention drawn to this - to the disastrous situation which prevails currently at Mt
Newman in the Pilbara with respect to the strike that is now, I think, in its third week.
Several months ago Peko Wailsend, the operators of the Robe River operation, went through
a fairly traumatic exercise designed to get rid of some work practices that had evolved there
over many years. which practices were resulting in the company finding it difficult to balance
the books. The problems Peko Wailsend experienced are not confined to that operation.
Indeed, it would appear that all of the Pilbara iron ore miners are facing a difficult situation
with respect to the financial viability of their operations. It is not without significance that
one of the central players in the current dispute at Mt Newman was a very vocal critic of the
approach adapted by the management of Peko Walisend when they confronted the issue
several months ago. Mr Freeman is on public record as having criticised the way in which
Peko Wallsend had gone about cutting back on work practices. It is something of an irony
that Mr Freeman trms out to be a casualty in the confrontation which has evolved at Mt
Newman.

Leaving that aside, I will address the general question of the viability of the iron ore
operation in the Pilbara and will examine just how that system has developed. Right from the
inception of the development of the iron ore mining industry in the Pilbara there appeared to
be a fairly liberal attitude adopted by management to the unions and to the work force
involved in those activities. Such were the profit margins in those days that the management
could afford to be fairly liberal in its approach. Another factor that I think contributed to the
situation was that the companies were prepared, almost at any price, to keep production
going. The nature of most of the operations up there renders it possible for any small group
of workers to hold up production. It is a single line process for the handling and loading of
iron ore, so there need be only a few people in any one part of the operation to bring the
whole project to a standstill: so it was not hard for some people in the union movement to
cause disruption to the operation.

It was against that background that many of the work practices that developed in the industry
were allowed to evolve. To some extent, I think to a large extent, management must share
the blame for that occurring. I think in many instances, in the interests of short term
expediency, the long term impact on the industry was ignored. Let us examine that for a
while. If one is faced with a situation where hundreds of people are likely to have to down
tools because a handful, say 10 or 12 people, in a key part of the operation decide that they
will hold out for some improved remuneration or work condition, then it is pretty easy to
mount a case for capitulating to their demands; so over the 20 years or so that the industry
has existed there has been a gradual build up of work practices, any one of which could
hardly be justified if one were to take a rational view of it, but nearly all of which were
conceded by management in the interests of keeping the operation flowing. However, while I
recognise the way in which those things came about, I still cannot accept that management
should have allowed those practices to be established.

In most cases - and I will not go as far as to say in all cases - those concessions were granted
without any reference to the Industrial Relations Commuission. I certainly know that in the
case of the Peko Wallsend operation at Robe River nearly all of the 100 or so work practices
introduced were not the subject of reference to the Industrial Relations Commission. It is
against that background that we have a serious situation developing in the Pilbara. Problems
are developing there which need to be sorted out smartly if Western Australia is to derive the
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benefits of that industry. It is not as though Western Australia is alone in its ability to
provide iron ore to customers. It is only in recent years that we have seen other countries
moving towards the development of iron ore resources in their country. We have tremendous
advantages in the case of the Pilbara. Certainly, the processes necessary to be employed to
exploit the resources are much more simple than those applying in other parts of the world.
The quality of the ores available is certainly high by world standards. We have many
advantages in the natural resources we have there. However, what we have not got right in
the 20 years or so that the industry has existed is the labour relations aspect. I believe that as
we go into the future considerable attention will need to be paid to thai aspect of the industry.
The present strike under way at the Mt Newman operation is a rather curious one and
highlights to me a deficiency in the laws in place to deal with industrial relations matters. It
amazes me that that a strike can continue into its third week with the Industrial Relations
Comm-ission issuing orders on at least two, and possibly thiree occasions that have been
totally ignored by one side of the equation.

I refer to the trade union movement. Although Mt Newman has not liked some aspects of the
orders issued, the company has complied with them. The union movement, by contrast, has
totally rejected the orders and has in no way attempted to comply with them. It is because the
union totally ignored all the commission's order that many people in the community are
questioning the effectiveness of our industrial relations system. I am not one of those who is
a knocker of the Industrial Relations Commission. I can see weaknesses in it; I can see
weaknesses in its administration which, in Government, we will move to address. But there
is a need for an Industrial Relations Commission. However, when the community sees that in
the case of this strike and in the case of other industrial disputes the commission is virtually
ignored by one of the parties to the dispute, it is easy to understand why those same people
question its effectiveness.

The question of the use of staff labour in the Mt Newman dispute appears, when reading the
Press, to be the major reason why there has not been a return to work. In point of fact it is
several days now since the company agreed to an informal request by the Industrial Relations
Commissioner handling this matter. It was not a formal order, but a formal request was made
by the commissioner that the company desist from using staff labour to keep the operation
going. As far as is practical, the company has complied with that informal request. One area
where staff are being used is to operate the power station. When we consider that the
operation of that power station is essential to ensure that the community can operate, one can
accept that that is a legitimate reason for the use of staff labour. Indeed, I want to say to this
House and to our community that when we retur to office we will be initiating legislation
designed directly to ensure that an essential service such as the provision of power will be
maintained. It is not unreasonable to expect the company at Mt Newman to use staff labour
to keep the power going. it must be irksome to that company to know that in keeping the
power going it is, in fact, providing the power necessary to make more comfortable the lives
of many in the commiunity who are doing their utmost to make it as uncomnfortable and
unpalatable as they can for the community. I refer, of course, to some of the striking people.

Among those who ame on strike are many who would prefer not to be. I have not visited the
communities involved in this dispute. However, some of my colleagues - Hon Gordon
Masters, the member for Karrinyup and the member for Gascoyne - have spent a considerable
time up there. [ have had reports from them, as well as discussions on the telephone with
other people who are very close to the situation up there. I am advised that many people in
the community would welcome an opportunity to get back to work. So another significant
part of our industrial relations policy which is soon to be released and which would have an
impact on that dispute - I refer to secret ballots - would be a practical way of helping to
overcome that type of dispute. When I visited Robe River while that dispute was on, I found
that many people who openly supported the strike then under way privately would have
preferred that it was not on. Given the opportunity to vote in secret ballot, they would have
voted for a return to work.

Mrs Buchanan: Most of that time it was a lock out situation, not a strike.

Mr Th4OMPSON: It was ultimately ruled by the Industrial Relations Commidssion to have
been a lock out, but for the balance of the time when there was no activity at those operations
in the mine and at the port there certainly was a strike, and it was during the time I was there
that many of the people would have preferred to go back to work. Had they been given the
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oppomxmry4 to express a view through a secret ballot there would have been a return to work.

Mrs Buchanan: In the case of the strike at Mt Newman I understand that at the weekend a
decision was made to continue the strike.

Mr THOMPSON: I appreciate that. In. fact I saw footage on television showing an
overwhelming number of people at that very public meeting who raised their hands in favour
of continuing the strike. That does not in any way dimrinish my view that if there were a
secret ballot a lot of those right hands which were raised at the meeting would be used to
push the pencil that wrote, "No, we don't want to continue the strike", given the opportunity
to do that in a secret ballot. I have been a member of a trade union; I[have been at meetings
where it was put that the members should hold a strike. The pressure on people to go along
with what is being advocated as a great thing is quite overwhelming, but at the back of one's
mind in that situation one is thinking, "What am I going to do about meeting the repayments
on my car?" At the time that was the only commitment I had, but how would I have felt had I
been the breadwinner, had I a mortgage to service or rent to pay, or had I three or four
children to keep at school? What would my reaction have been then? There is no more
democratic way of funding out whether people want to strike than by giving them a secret
ballot. Britain introduced the secret ballot and the experience there has demonstrated that it
works; certainly the industrial relations system there has improved. I would say without
equivocation that when we are returned to office - be it in a few weeks' time or a fewv years'
time - one of the first things we will do is enact legislation to enable the holding of secret
ballots. firstly to call strikes and secondly to bring strikes to an end. I recognise there are
some administrative difficulties in such a procedure. and I think it has largely been because of
the prospect of those difficulties that previous Governments have bauLked at introducing that
principle. However, I assure the Minister that the Opposition parties are united in their view
that there should be secret ballots to deal with strikes.

Mr House: You have a good memory.

Mr THOMPSON: [ have to have a good memory with you guys looking over my shoulder.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr THOMPSON: The Minister should not worry about it. The best Governments in this
State's history were coalition Governments.

Mr Carr: Who did you say was going to be the Deputy Premier?

Mr THOMPSON: If I were the Minister for Mines I would be brushing up on my classroom
skils.

The situation which prevails in the Pilbara is sad. I can understand the anguish felt by many
people in that community. In recent times we have become aware of some of the
intimidatory tactics adopted by some hotheads in the trade union movement. Some of the
activities being pursued at present by hotheads in the trade union movement are not
supported openly in the trade union movement and are causing considerable concern to the
people who live in those communities. I deeply sympathise with all people in that situation -
both those who are on strike and those who, for the benefit of the community, have returned
to work. I referred to people who are engaged in operating the power station. It is a very
divisive issue and one which does not easily fade from the memory of the people who live in
those communities.

The only influential body in the scheme of things, which has sat silently on its hands during
the whole of this time - although I will qualify that - is the Governent. The qualification is
that the Minister for Labour did venture to the Pilbara; he also went to the Mt Newman
operation, but he left without achieving anything. So much for the special relationship that a
Labor Covernment has with the trade union movement. The Minister achieved nothing and
indeed he has been publicly mute during most of the time this devastating strike has
continued.

Mr Mac innon: The sign of a totally impotent Government.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr THOMPSON: The Minister should bear in mind that the commission has issued at least
three orders dealing with that situation and those orders have been totally ignored by the
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unions involved in the dispute. How long will that operation remain idle before the Minister
does anything about it?

Mr Troy: Has the commission any power to take action?

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, the commission can do some things and, as [ said earlier, there are
some people in the community who are seriously questioning that institution as a result of
what appears to be a lack of desire on its pant to do something effective. I am not one of
those who publicly criticise the commission because I realise it has a difficult job. However
many people in the community are now asking, "What the heck is going on here?" Here we
have a Government that claims to have a special relationship with the unions and the strike is
continuing into its third week. Our Industrial Relations Commission operates under the best
industrial relations legislation in Australia, yet it appears that it is doing nothing to bring that
matter to a head.

Mr Troy: How many pantics are involved in the dispute?

Mr THOMPSON: There are several if the Minister wants to look at it in detail. However,
the fact is that the strike is continuing. I pose this question to the Minister: How long will he
sit mute while that strike continues? It is into its third week. Will he wait four, five or six
weeks while it continues? That community will tear itself apart unless something is done
very quickly. During the time I have had responsibility for industrial relations matters I have
been loath to make public comment that might result in a stirring up or an extension of a
dispute. However, we have reached the point where this strike is well into its third week
without there being any indication of a resolution to the problem. It was a rather serious
move, it seems to me, for Mr Freeman to resign his position. The question is being asked,
"Did he jump or was he pushed?' One remembers what happened to Mr Copemnan following
his strong stand in respect of Peko Wallsend and Robe River. There I think Mr Copeman
was pushed.

Mr Troy: North Broken HI could not afford him, nor could the Liberal Party. That is why
they dumped him last weekend. North Broken HI got rid of him.
Mr THOMPSON: I think that is true but perhaps it is a bit of a commentary on the point we
have reached in respect of operations in the Pilbara. As a result of a lack of resolve on the
pant of management to get things right, a situation has been allowed to develop where the cost
of operations has gradually escalated to the point where some of them must fast be
approaching the point of being unviable. In the interests not only of the many people who are
involved in those great industries, but also of the State and the nation, something has to be
done to bring that crippling strike to an end. All operations in the Pilbara urgently need to be
overhauled to get rid of the costly work practices which have evolved over the years so that
the security of the people engaged in the industry, as well as the flow of money that comes to
the community through royalties, taxes and the myriad other ways that the community
benefits from such an operation, are assured.

There was a very nasty development a few weeks ago when a handful of people involved in
the electricity generating industry decided to down tools, resulting in serious ramifications for
the community. What was perpetrated by those people was unacceptable. They are
employed in a critical section of our community and could, if they were allowed and were of
a mind, bring the community to its knees by pursuing their grievances and their greed. The
recent strike by State Energy Commission workers highilighted the need for legislation to
protect essential services in our conmmity. We have said for some time that, if we are
returned to Government, we will enact legislation to protect those essential services necessary
to provide for the community. I have noted that that proposition has been rejected by many
in the community and principally by those either in the trade union movement or close to it.
We will not be alone in enacting that type of legislation because at least two other States of
the Commonwealth have sirnilar legislation on the Statute books, so we will not be doing
something different to that which is being done by other Governments in Australia. Indeed, it
was a Labor Government that gave me the idea that we should move towards enacting
legislation to protect essential services - the Labor Government was that led by B airy
Unsworth in New South Wales. That Government enacted essential services legislation to
resolve what appeared to be a looming strike in the oil industry. In the dying hors of the lifei
of his Labor Government, Barry Unsworth did not use the legislation. All he had to do was
to threaten to use it and the unions backed off. If it is good enough for a Labor
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Goverrnent in New South Wales to use that facility to protect the interests of the
community, it is certainly good enough for a conservative Government in Western Australia
to resort to the same sort of provisions to protect the community.
Theme is no doubt in my mind that the Western Australia community is fed up to the back
teeth with having their essential services disnupted by a few cowboys in the trade union
movement. We have seen examples of essential services being disrupted during the life of
the present Government.

Mr Troy: On how many occasions in the SEC?

Mr THOMPSON: Twice, I think. However, there have been two disruptions to the
operations of Transperth. Transperib drivers brought people to work on two occasions in the
morning and did not cake them home at night.

Mr Troy: Do you classify that as an essential service?

Mr THOMPSON: Absolutely.

Mr Troy: And you will adopt the New South Wales definition of that when you return to
office?
Mr THOMPSON: No, not necessarily the New South Wales approach. We will have
effective legislation in place to make it very difficult for drivers who take people to work in
the morning and without telling them not take them home at night. The people in the
community who were hurt were not the well endowed people but the ordinary working men
and women, pensioners, and many other people who cannot afford their own motor cars.

Mr Troy: Did that happen in the case of the last two transport stoppages?

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, it did.

Mr Troy: I don't chink it did.

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, it did. The Minister was not on the end of a telephone line in my
office or in the Leader of the Opposition's office listening to people complaining bitterly
about it.

Mr Troy: Are you awart of the existence of a voluntary code?

Mr THOMPSON: What voluntary code was in existence when someone nearly died in the
Bunbury Regional Hospital? That activity is not acceptable. The Labor Party caucus gave
consideration to enacting essential services legislation at the time of the power strike but
backed down and did something else.

We will be dinkum. Whether we are returned at the next election or not, legislation will be
passed through this House to ensure the continuity of essential services. That legislation will
reflect the view held by the community, a community which has reached a point where it is
not prepared to accept that sont of activity. I believe that the community tolerated the trade
union movement more before that strike. However, the trade union movement has brought
itself into disrepute by the activities of a few cowboys who seem to gravitate to the top of a
number of unions.

I am sure that the present Government is as concerned as we are about the activities of Bill
Ethell He is not motivated by politics. I spent some time with him last year when I was
privileged to travel overseas with a group from ths State to look at industrial relations
developments in other pans of the world. I had the opportunity to gain a bit of an insight into
Bill Echeil's character. Indeed, I find his company quite pleasant, but 1 was also able to
observe that he is motivated by the view that would be more consistent with those people
involved in the industrial revolution. He is on a crusade; he does not care about the Labor
Party any more than he cares about the Liberal Party. He will pursue his commission
regardless of the political ramifications of his actions. That needs to be recognised by people
in this institution. Unfortunately for people in the trade union movement, he brings the whole
of the movement into disrepute. I have respect for the trade union movement. At those times
in my life when I have been in other work situations, I have always paid my membership
subscriptions - to the Electrical Trades Union when I was an electrician, arid to the Civil
Service Association when I was in the Public Service. I firmnly believe that every group of
people in the community needs to have an organisation to represent its interests; just
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as [ think every employer should be a member of an employers' association. I am saddened
daily when I am contacted by employers who are having hassles with the trade union
movement. Those employers choose not to be members of an association set up to represent
their interests, but they come running to politicians when they have problems. I then have to
say to those people that [ am not a practitioner in the field, that I cannot do much for them. I
recommend that they join an association so that they can receive representation.

Mr Trenorden: Make it compulsory, like they do in West Germany.

Mr THOMPSON: [ would not do that. That should not happen, any more than membership
of trade unions should be compulsory. Those organtisations should be able to demonstrate
that to belong to them is worthwhile. A sad indictment of our community is that so many
people - although they may be members of those organisations - leave the management of
them to someone else. 1n the case of trade unions, that someone else turns out to be one of
the Bill Ethelis of this world who bring those organisations into disrepute. We need to
recognise that.

Mr GREIG: [ wish to broadly address two matters under this Division. The first relates to
the issue of the Government's attitude to the building industry, and the building industry's
code of conduct. My concerns relate to the second subject which is the mailer to which the
member for Kalamnunda has alluded, and relates to the situation in the Pilbara as well. In both
cases, the issue of concern is the question of the Government's approach to industrial
relations, how the Government's special relationship with the trade union movement will be
conducted, and finally the place of the Industrial Relations Commission and how that body is
working. I will deal with the areas of the building industry and the iron ore industry as
examples of the concern which I bring to this place.

The building industry in which you. Mr Deputy Chairman, and I have had first hand
experience, has had a long history of volatile industrial relations, The issue of primary
concern relates to its incapacity to establish equality and fairness in the way industrial
relations conflicts are resolved. In August 1986, the present Premier - in his role as Minister
for Industrial Relations - with some fanfare launched upon the Western Australian public and
the building industry, the code of conduct for the budding industry. That code of conduct
was to be a panacea to solve all problems. The Minister for Industrial Relations issued a
Press release dated 1 August 1986, which stated -

The State Government's tough new Codes of Conduct for the BLE and employers in
the building industry were released today by the Minister for Industrial Relations,
Peter Dowding.

He described the introduction of the codes as a victory for commonsense in what is
traditionally a hard and tough industry.

I will not quote ad infinitum because the Minister would be aware of that statement. In
essence what was being presented to the industry - an acquiescent industry on both sides -

was a solution to all problems. The Minister had undertaken consultation with the industry,
the trade uniion movement, and employer organisations, and, with his code of conduct, had
supplanted the industrial disputes settling mechanism, which the Government was so keen to
have in other areas.

At its very base, industrial relations in this country have been conducted under a system of
compulsory conciliation and arbitration since 1904 in the Commonwealth area, and since the
late 1800s and early 1900s in the States. That was one dispute settling mechanism. At its
most fundamental, the Industrial Relations Commission and the Australian Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission have a mechanism, when settling disputes, in which awards are
made. 'he order which makes those awards is the settlement of the dispute. Capacity always
exists under the Act for conciliation and arbitration for the parties who have subsequent
grievances.

The building industry has progressed from that situation. In the late 1960s and early 1970s a
series of mechanisms were inserted in awards toughout Australia which were designed to
enhance the industrial relations system. The first building industry agreement was struck in
1956-57 in Victoria at the time of the building of the facilities for the 1956 Olympic Games.
flat arose because, under great stress, the industrial relations system was unable to cope in a
fair and equitable way with both parties in solving an industrial dispute. So the parties then
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established a pattern of going outside the system. That progressed to the point where the
Stare of South Australia in 1973 initiated and established a dispute sealing clause into its
awards for the building industry. A progressive pattern was established whereby if a dispute
was not solved between an employee and a supervisor, the matter was referred to a union
representative, to the engineer on the job and so on. TI ose dispute seatling procedures were
merely a commonsense progression: If problems cannot be solved between the parties,
someone is called in to assist. Those dispute settling clauses generally were introduced in
exchange for the settlement of another dispute, so the pattern progressed. A dispute would
arise in the industry, some money would be handed over - in the formn of an increased
allowance, and, the unions would recommit themselves to the same old hackneyed dispute
settling procedure clauses. Twelve or 18 mont down the track, a new log of claims or a
new issue would arise and again the dispute settling clause would fail. The Industrial
Relations Corraission would fail and the parties would bargain a settlement and would
recommit themselves to the same dispute settling procedure.

In 1975 in Western Australia, Federal awards were introduced into the building industry to
solve disputes. The awards included dispute settling clauses, and again they failed. In 1983
there was a recommittal of the same dispute settling system. Undertakings were given by the
then rogue union, the Builders Labourers Federation, which had been deregisrered in the
1970s and re-registered, about how good it would be. They continued to flout the objects,
both in spirit and law, of the Act, the awards in terms of dispute settlement clauses and the
objects of the agreements.

The point I am making is that where goodwill exists in the industry, disputes can be settled
regardless of the existence of the Industrial Relations Commission, regardless of the
acceptance of dispute settling clauses in awards, regardless of what this Government
introduced in 1986; that is, a building industry code of conduct. Two years later the code of
conduct was abandoned. I give credit to the Minister because in August this year he
recognised that th dispute settling code of conduct had failed, like the -industrial Relations
Commission had failed, like the dispute settling clauses had failed, and like the previous
building industry agreements had failed. It became a question of the exercise of power.
When a situation exists where one party has the power and the other party wishes to comply
with the law, inevitably the party that uses its power will prevail. Nothing will prevent the
exercise of that power. I give the Minister credit that he abandoned the code of conduct and
he abandoned the building industry employers and unions and left them to their own devices.
He said that it was the law of the jungle, and that the industry should go out and sort out
itself.

Mr Troy: Not quite,!I will add something to that.

Mr GREIG: The Minister may weli do that. Industrial relations in the building industry are
as bad, but no worse, as they were during the term of the code of conduct. There is always a
short honeymoon period and then the exercise of power is revealed in its raw manifestations.

The Government must understand that it can proceed down a particular track until it
ascertains precisely what is wrong with the industry and with industrial relations generally.
However, while it has a compulsory arbitration and conciliation process in place it will come
down to the test of power which is occurring in the Pilbara at the moment - I will come to that
shortly - because if one party is prepared to abide by the system it will be taken to the
cleaners by the other party which is prepared to exercise its power. History shows that occur
regularly. Problems in the building industry are continuing. Work on certain sections of the
Forest Place development has come to a standstill because of work bans.

Mr Court: It was meant to be finished when the Queen opened it.

Mr GREWG: Work is still proceeding on it. It might be flhished when His Royal Highness,
Prince Charles assumes the Crown. The Government has abandoned the building industry
and the law of the jungle still prevails. The Government and the system have proved to be
impotent. The special relationship this Government claims to have with the trade union
movement has never been able to produce the goods when the chips are down. The exercise
of the building industry's code of conduct has been another chapter in the failure of
compulsory conciliation and arbitration in the history of this country. Until we move away
from two parties being able to appeal to a third party and opt out we will continue to have
more chapters in the history of industrial relations like that.
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I refer now to what is occurring in the Pilbara. It is not my intention to traverse the history of
this matter which was outlined by the member for Kalamunda.

Mr Troy: Did Mt Newman take your advice when you visited the site two or three weeks
ago?

Mr GREIG: No.

Mr Gordon Hill:. Did they reject your advice?

Mr GREIG: No they did not seek it. In fact, I do not offer advice to people who do not seek
it. If the Minister wants advice I will give it. The industrial trouble in the Pilbara is a case
study of the difference between what happened at Robe River in 1986 and what is happening
now.

Mr Troy: It is a replica.

Mr GREIG: There is a significant difference.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr GREIG: I take the Minister's point. We both interjected on the member for Kalainunda
in relation to Mr Freeman.

We can criticise the managements of Robe River and Mt Newman for weak management and
the acquiescence of certain industrial practices. At Robe River the new management cook
one look at the management structure and held those people at the top of the organisation
accountable. They said, "You have presided over this gross abuse of the workplace and over
a heinous loss of production in the workplace." The services of the senior management of the
Robe River company were terminated. They did not resign; their services were terminated.
At that point one person came forward and said, "I believe in a fair day's work for a fair
day's pay." Hie copped vilification and abuse from the Government, the Press, the WA
Industrial Relations Comrmission and the trade union movement. But Charles Copeman stuck
by his guns through all of that. The supervisory and management staff, who had been so
abused by the union conveners on that project, were prepared to fall in behind him. They
said they had complained Long enough about what had been happening. Apart from about 14)
out of 140 who had never made the transition from trade union ranks, they fell in loyally
behind Copemnan and his new management. Consequently, for nearly two years there has
been an unprecedented improvement mn productivity and in the stability of management and
employee relations. I have been there and talked to people on both sides of the fence. When
we get away from the rhetoric of the union officials, we find that people are working on the
project very happily because they know precisely where they stand.

Mir Troy: When were you there?

Mr GREIG: I was in the region about three months ago. The position is that the
management proceeded down that track and a lot of union conveners have been running
around waiting for an opportunity to try to rebuild the ir power base.

The situation was different at Mt Newman. At the time of the Robe River dispute. Mr
Freeman got on the bandwagon and openly vilified Robe River. He said that his company
would work through the industrial relations system and the commission. That is the
difference. The present dispute at Mt Newman stared in December 1987. There were then
discussions about industrial relations practices. There was consultation about the targets that
would have to be achieved and there were commitments about the level of production that
would be comunitied by the work force and by the union conveners to meet the markets and
the contracts which Mt Newman had negotiated. The company went through the industrial
relations process of going before the commission. The commission was totally involved and
the industrial relations system worked as the words say they ought to work.

In July of this year the negotiation process finally came to an end. The hard core of the
issues had been reached: The exercise of power by union conveners and the question of
productivity practices as against the rorts that were going on in the workplace. Over six
months the decks had been cleared and the communication channels oiled. The process had
commenced to work. The parallel is that that had happened at Robe River. Three years
before 1986, Robe River went through three years of participatory management conferences
in which management put everything on the table. They held conferences and were taken to
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the cleaners. They tried the process of consultation at Robe River, camne to the end of the
line, and then there was a change of management.

Mt Newman followed the same practice until July 1988, when the commission ordered a two
month moratorium on industrial action in an attempt to get things on the rails. That lasted a
month. The matter has gone on from there. I will cover the matter quickly under the
headings of the role of the commission, the role of Mt Newman management, the role of the
unions, the role of the system and the role of the Government. In essence, the commnission
could not be better constituted. To my knowledge, in the last 10 years there would probably
have been no better qualified person to deal with that sont of dispute than Commissioner
Gregor. He had close managerial contact and experience in his prior employment. He had a
very good reputation with the trade union movement and high standing generally. He
understood the system.
Mr Troy: A very wise appointment.

Mr GREIG: Yes, it was. The commissioner was forced into the position of making at least
three orders, all of which were ignored by the trade union movement. He used the Act; he
asked the company to abide by certain things; he used the conciliation and arbitration process
and all the powers of the commission. The one thing he did not do was pull the trigger. The
Minister interjected during the speech of the member for Kalamunda to ask why the
commissioner did not do so. I will give him the answer. I have not spoken to Mr Gregor
during this dispute, but I can tell the Minister that I know the man well. The reason he would
not have enforced those orders was that to have done so would have been to say to the people
of Western Australia loudly and clearly that the system, with the very best of intent and will,
could not handle a situation in which on the one hand there was an exercise of power and on
the other hand a movement by management to say, "We cannot continue to operate profitably
while we have this abuse in the exercise of power in the workplace.' The commnission, as
constituted, has given it its very best shot. There has been silence from the commission in the
last few days following the resignation of Mr Freeman.

Mr Troy: Are you saying that the commission has been inactive for the last two or three
days?

Mr GREIG: I am just saying that it has been publicly silent in an attempt to see whether the
change in management might break a deadlock. I do not know whether that will occur.
There has been a change in management at Mt Newman. Mr Freeman has resigned. Some of
the trade union leaders on site apparently sought his head, if one can believe media reports. It
is my understanding that that was certainly not the aim of the president of the combined
mining unions' council, Mr Jack Marks. He was most conciliatory about Mr Freeman's role
and said that he had a good relationship with hint Hie was not critical. Nevertheless, Mr
Freeman, in the best of management traditions, probably saw himself as a stumbling block
and voluntarily resigned. That is so, notwithstanding the fact that his resignation was
portrayed by the media and by the trade unions as a sacking. I
Mr McDonald, with all his experience, is now trying to see whether he can find some way
through the dispute. In essence, the role of Mt Newman has been to play it absolutely
straight down the industrial relations system and it has been penalised for that. The goodwUi
and patience it has brought to the issue have not been reciprocated by the trade unions. I
have probably said enough about the trade unions, but I will add a couple of things. If this
dispute is not resolved favourably from the point of view of the union conveners, they will
see a major diminution in their role. They might have to go back and get a bit of dirt under
their fingernails. Had there been a properly conducted secret ballot in the early stages of the
dispute, or even before the strike started, there would not have been a cessation of work.

The industria relations system works for 98 per cent of workers and 98 per cent of Unions
and in 98 per cent of disputes. However, it does not work for those unions which are
powerful and using trailblazing tactics in the exercise of that power. When the chips are
down, the system fails. The Government's response is to release Press statements boasting of
its record in industrial disputes. The recording of industrial disputes is one of those areas in
which there are lies, damned lies and statistics. The more acquiescent a Glovernment is
towards the trade union movement, the more employers are prepared to concede quickly and
to buy their way out of disputes because they know the Government will not support them.
In those circumstances stoppages are of short duration and are not recorded. A stoppage
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must be of at least tO man days before it is recorded on the statistics for industrial disputes.
The Minister boasts about the reduced number of disputes, but they are decreasing because
people are not prepared to fight for a principle, as they know they will be shot down by the
Government. Therefore, they decide to give in and to get the dispute over and done with.
The special relationship, of the Government with the unions has clearly failed. The trade
union leaders, particularly the on-site leaders, openly flout orders made by the Industrial
Relations Commission and put it in a position where to proceed in an effective way would be
to shoot itself in the foot, if not higher. The Governiment has proved itself to be impotent. In
fact, it has not been able to bring commionsense to bear or to arrange the behind the scenes
discussions that usually take place and which this Government claims it can do. It has failed
miserably. The Government has proved to be impotent in overcoming industrial disputes
problems in the Pilbara and in enforcing the budlding industry code, and it lacks the will to
change that situation.

Mr TROY: I will keep my commentas relatively brief, but I must respond to one or two issues
I detected when the first speaker for the Opposition refenred to criticism of Mr Freeman. The
Western Australian Industrial Relations Commnission offers a very significant hope for
settlement of this dispute. It is not my intention tonight to address the Pilbara dispute in a
way that could have an adverse bearing on the possible outcome of chat dispute in the next
day or two, because it is very close to resolution. The Government is prepared to
acknowledge that Gordon Freeman had a unique style, but he was prepared to stay within the
industrial relations system. As a result he recognised that there was a chance of resolving the
dispute, both from a productive and social point of view, in a much speedier way-thani is the
experience elsewhere. It is only now that we see the actions in another Pilbara locality which
suggest that the price they paid is now being borne by them down the track. There is no
question that certain work practices at Robe River had to be changed. No-one disputed that
fact. The process by which that change was achieved is the matter of interest. Through the
lion Ore Industry Consultative Council the Government has been pasty to a very significant
improvement in industrial relations in the Pilbara; no-one can deny that. Even though the
Opposition may question the statistics, they are clearly indicative of a massive improvement
in the Pilbara. It is interesting to consider a more recent comment, putting the two styles
quite vividly into focus, which appeared in The Australian Financial Review on 15
November and stated -

Figures from the Department of Primary Industry and Resources show that
productivity in the Pilbara has. risen by 45 per cent since 1983. On a company basis
from 1983-87 the improvements are: Hamnersley, 57 per cent per employee; Robe
River, 43 per cent; Mt Newman 9 per cent; Goldsworthy, 6 per cent

Anyone who has had anything to do with management will be the first to acknowledge that
those productivity figures involve much more than the labour component. One can accept
that there is always scope for -improvement in work practices. However, other aspects of the
Mt Newman situation have not been recorded and should be put on the record. In 1985
Newman took the opportunity to extract a very high grade ore body on a very short term
consideration; in other words, the. mining practice of the time was very short term oriented
because of the financia]-position of the company. The member for Kalamnunda acknowledged
that the iron ore industry in this State is 20 years old and competing industries have been
established in other countries in the last five years which may have a quite different level of
efficiency as a result of recent changes in mining procedures and technology. The
productivity question involves not only work practices but also plant. Significant
investments have been made in the Newman area on the bill that have fallen a long way short
of the company's original intention; not to mention the mining processes which are now
taking three tonnes of overburden for every comic of ore. That is a significantly greater
proportion than that of its competitors, most of which deal with a maximum level of
overburden of 2: 1. That factor has not been given appropriate recognition.

I acknowledge that Gordon Freeman cried to improve the company's production, and in fact
succeeded to a large degree. It produced 34 million comics in 1987 and its current target is
36 million tomnes a year. To achieve that figure he ahied to improve the output per
employee from 9 000 tonnes to 14 000 tonnes. The output had increased from 9 000 tonnes
to 11 500 tonnes as part of the first year's operation. An article in The Australian Financial
Review of 15 November states that -
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It has done this through capital investment, through improved scheduling and already
to an extent (thanks to the second-tier trade-offs last year) ...

This involved mukti-skilling, particularly in the mine itself, which applied especially to truck
and shovel operators. That process has operated for three months with very significant
results being achieved in that time.

Quite clearly Mt Newman's goal of 14 000 tonnes per employee and a total of 36 million
tonnes is a possible production level at that mine, but whether due consideration was given to
the level of overburden can really only be resolved by examination of the internal reports,
which the company commnissioned about three weeks ago and which were undertaken by a
group including an independent party from BHP, so there is more in the Pilbara case than
meets the eye.

Mr Greig: On that matter I give the example of Robe River. They went there during that
dispute and increased the size of the buckets and shovels from heavy armour plated ones
because the ore at Robe River is softer than that at Harnersley and Mt Newman. They
increased the size of the buckets from 13 to 17 cubic metres. They had a light throwaway
bucket that meant they could load 30 per cent more in the same time at Robe, but that had not
been implemented prior to the Robe dispute because the trade union movement said they
would not allow them to do it. The Minister is talking of shovels, and I am giving hinm a
practical example of the situation.

Mr TROY: The member for Darling Range highlights that point but makes no mention of the
failure of trucks on the site. They had an almost catastrophic failure of a whole fleet of trucks
that were nearly two years old. The 190 tonne dump truck frames were breaking. There was
a four month period when the 200 tonners were unable to operate because the area was not
big enough for them to turn around in, so they took them out of operation.
Let us be fair about this; labour relations in terms of the Mt Newman problem are not the sole
issue and that has been recognised by the actions of BK? in the last few weeks. I want to
make clear that we give the company significant credit for staying in the industrial relations
system, and because of that the company will be able to solve this dispute in the next few
days and have the operation come back on full stream production soon. Thai will be a
significant advantage to them in terms of restoring matters. My visit to Mt Newman in the
Pilbara the weekend before last gave me great faith in humanity because I took the
opportunity to speak with both supervisors who had been stood down - dismissed - and also
to those still operating. There was a great respect for the positions of the respective parties
and if that does not auger well for the future of Mt Newman I do nor know what does. There
has certainly been a great level of spirit there that has not been conveyed publicly.

When people refer to rejection of the orders they need to bear in mind the staff involvement
question, which is a fundamental one. The dispute has probably had all the elements of
resolution except on that one point and the company, as the member for Kalamunda
indicated, made an offer to the commission which applied from last Friday week that they
would not pursue staff deployment within the mine over that weekend because on the
Monday the arbitration process was to commence in the commission. That certainly held up
during that time. However, on the Friday a standard understanding in relation to essential
services in Mt Newman was fractured by the company not discriminating between the
application of power within the mine site and the generation of power in the power station.

That meant that the blue collar people - who always during disputes in Mt Newman have
been prepared to provide the essential services - would not accept those conditions; that was a
company determination not to discriminate between one area and another. I have been able
to outline to the Committee that there is much more to this dispute than some of the one-sided
views uttered here tonight. I honestly believe, as I indicated earlier, that the dispute is very
close to being resolved and it is certainly the Government's wish that that is done in a short
time.

In relation to Government involvement I make very clear - and I have said this publicly on a
number of occasions - that it is not the intention of this Government to ride in over the top of
the Industrial Relations Commission. The member for Darling Range confirmed the
competency of the commidssioner handling this dispute; no-one could ask for a more
competent person to do this. He has handled the matter in an expert way, but there have been
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a set of difficult circurnstances, with a degree of provocation by both parties and if those
orders were not followed there were reasons why and why the commissioner was not
prepared to pursue other powers as a result of their being rejected. It is to his credit and
wisdom that he has not chosen to go down that path.
The end result will be a resolution of this dispute much more quickly. I guarantee to the
Committee that while we have been quiet about what we have been doing as a Government
we have had not daily but almost hourly contact with the parties offering whatever services
we could, but have left it with the pat-ties to demand something beyond that. We did not want
to be seen to be intruding on them or to be intruding on the Industrial Relations Commission,
but discussions and negotiations have taken place between the Government and the parties. I
would like to think they have served some useful purpose in resolving this dispute.

Another mahter raised was that of the SEC dispute and essential services. The member for
Kalamunda referred to an unacceptable action perpetrated by certain workers on that day.
Certainly, the Government was disappointed about the disruption to essential services, hut
again the full facts have not been revealed on the floor of this Chamber and it is not my
intention to reveal them here because there is a full investigatory review being undertaken by
an independent person from one of my departments who will report shortly on this dispute.
There is much more to this dispute than the question of disruption to essential services.
There is the question of a very serious and dangerous practice being pursued in relation to
one of the operators and that was not an isolated instance in terms of how that occurred.
Therefore, there was justification for concern in terms of occupational health and safety
raised by that issue.

It is fair to say in talking about the SEC that there have only been two instances since we
have been in Government where there has been a disruption of that order. We have certainly
attempted to put in place a guarantee of supply and it has been largely successful, except for
those two occasions. That is a very dramatic improvement when one considers what exists in
New South Wales. It is interesting to look at what can happen there under the definition of
"essential services". I think the Opposition must come clean on its intentions here and should
let the State know exactly what it has in mind because the New South Wales legislation -
which was slipped in with no comment about the position before the election, so they crept
up on the people in New South Wales - relating to essential services covers all or a number of
normal things that one would expect such as energy, power and fuel supplies, fire fighting
services, public health services, ambulances, pharmaceutical products and so on which one
would definitely define as essential services; but it goes further and at the end of that whole
range of things mentions that any service can be declared an essential service by the
Governor in Council - the Governor in Council being the Governor, the Premier and a couple
of senior Ministers - so they can determine that any service in New South Wales is an
essential service. The Opposition should come clean on this point about what it is offering
this State.

The people of this State want to know what the Opposition is all about on this issue. The
Government's view is that the need for essential services legislation can largely be avoided
by having effective alternatives, such as the disputes settling procedures we have developed.
There are now a number of examples of those procedures; the offshore agreement with
Woodside Offshore Petroleum Pty Ltd is a good example of how we can in almost all
circumstances guarantee the avoidance of disruption. If members opposite are asking
employees to ignore the situation where one of them is threatened by an action that bears
down on them in terms of occupational health and security, I believe they are asking too
much if they feel people will not take fairly strong action about that point of view.

Mr Court: Why did your Caucus debate the implementation of essential services legislation?

Mr TROY: Our Caucus is open to any option available. There is no problem with debating
the merits of implementing essential services legislation, but we do not believe we will. gain
any merit from having this legislation on the Statute book, and hanging it over the head of
every person involved in a dispute, because the history of essential services legislation is that
it will only prolong every dispute that takes place. Whether we introduce such legislation in
a crisis situation is another question. We need to keep the secrecy and surprise aspect of the
legislation available to us to act in those circumnstanees where we consider it necessary, but
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we should not put it in as a statutory provision which threatens every dispute which ever
comes up, and leave in it a provision whereby an Executive Council meeting can determine
any service in the State as being essential.
Mr Court: How are you going to introduce it?
Mr TROY. We will address the situation when it comes up.
Mr Court: You want to walk away from it.
Mr TROY: We. are not walking away from it. I am happy to let the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition see a copy of the report that will emerge from the State Energy Commission
dispute, so we can see where he stands and what commitment he will make on the report
when it comes out.
There is no question chat the building industry places the industrial relations processes -
which normally work in an effective way - under the maxinidm amount of stress, but there is
a whole set of circumstances surrounding that. People must realise that when one is building
a 50 storey building in a central business district, the component of labour cost is rather
insignificant in terms of the overall cost. If one increases the labour component by 20 per
cent and looks at it in relation to the total cost, it would be a fairly insignificant amount, That
clearly destabilises the industrial relations scene in -the buadding industry. We have allowed
the building code of conduct to expire because it had served its purpose. It had worked well
for at least 18 months when both parties had the goodwill to make it work. I believe from my
discussions since that time with employers and employees that there is still a level of
goodwill in the building industry, and that they desire a continuation of the disputes settling
procedure, which is just outside of the State Industrial Relations Commnission's normal
provisions. There are certain reasons for that in respect of the speed of settlement of
industrial disputes, and my office has been actively involved in a review of the
circumstances. An officer from my area has been chairing that review, at the invitation of
both parties. We see the disputes settling procedure as an interim measure, which is holding
together the building industry while we are pursuing a more detailed examination of it.
Members would be aware that there has recently been a Federal Government inquiry into the
building industry. The results of that inquiry have been examined, and we hope to be able to
overcome one of the very great weaknesses that we have in our code of conduct, where some
unions had Federal coverage and we were not able to bring thiem under that umbrella. It is a
volatile industry, which has for many years lacked stability. Some of the historical
phenomena of the industry are linked to the cyclical economic situation we have experienced.
which has borne down on the building industry to a far greater extent than on some other
industries. The building industry recognises that under this Government, there has been five
years of relative stability and growth, and the scenario is now better than it has ever been.
That provides the basis for a different approach to settling disputes. The Government has not
abandoned the building industry. Our examination will be thorough and will result in a
workable system that will be acceptable to both parties.
Division 67 put and passed.
Division 68: Industrial Relations Commission, $3 875 000 -.

Mr GREIG: I have been concerned at the balance of the commission as it has developed in
recent years. I preface my remarks by saying that these commenzs are not designed to in any
way reflect on the commissioners as a whole or on any individuial. commissioner. The
concept of the commission as it was established in 1964 was to reflect a tripartite nature.
Mr Marlborough: That did not happen uinder Sir Charles Court.
Mr GRLEIG: I note that the member for Cockburn believes he may have some expertise in
this area. If he will listen, I will outline the balance of the commission as it was structured.
Chief Commissioner Schnaars was appointed on 14 January 1964, as were the Senior
Commissioner, Eric Kelly, Conmmissioner Cont and Commrissioner Flanagan. At that time,
the Chief Commissioner - whose background was from the old tramways union - was sitting
with the three commissioners; one from Government, one from employer groups and one
from the unions. They were Commissioner Kelly from the Office of Industrial Relations.,
Conmnissioner Cont from the Employers Federation, and CommiAssioner Flanagan from the
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Omnibus and Tramways Union. Subsequently, when Commissioner Schnaars retired in
1968, Chief Commissioner O'Sullivan was appointed; he came out of the magistrate's area.
Again, during that period there was a chief commissioner and the tripartite nature of the
commnission was formed by the three other commissioners.

It is not my intention to take the Committee through this stage by stage, although I can do so
if that is necessary, but over an extended period the commission's numbers were expanded
and continued to expand. Over that time many highly reputable and excellent commissioners
have been appointed. In order of appointment they were, firstly, Commissioner Collier on 26
April 1971. He came from a Civil Service Association background, rose to become Senior
Commn-issioner and then Chief Commissioner, and retired in 1987. Commuissioner Gary
Johnson was appointed in Febmuary 1975. He camne from the Government side - from the
Office of Industrial Relations - and retired in December 1985. Commissioner Gary Halliwell
was appointed in July 1973. He is currently the Senior Commissioner and he also came from
a trade union background - from the professional engineers' association. In July 1974
Commissioner Geoff Martin came from the Employers Federation. Up until that time, with
those commnissioners, the balance of a tripartite approach was still continuing in that the
commissioners came from, if I can use the term, the public sector rank - out of the
magistrates' ranks or the Office of Industrial Relations - and from the union movement and
the employer side of things. It was a very necessary part of the harmony and balance that
existed within the ethos of the commission, particularly when it was constituted as a
Commission in Court Session.

Notwithstanding the oath that the commissioners make, they will all indicate that they are
unable to shed their roots and their backgrounds and they bring particular views with them to
the commission. That is a healthy thing in rhe concept of these industrial relations
commissions and much of the help that comes from that diversity of backgrounds arises from
the informal relationship they have in their off-duty moments which brings a balance to all
the comnmissioners and assists them in the pursuit of that open impartiality which they
display.

I want to describe the commission as it is presently constituted. I reiterate that I am not
making any special comment, although during the last Division I did happen to make some
plaudits about one commissioner. I will refrain from doing that and simply talk about the
balance of the commission and where its members come from. The commuission is currently
constituted in this way - and if the Minister wants to write them down it would be helpful.

The Chief Commurissioner. Commissioner Bill Coleman, was appointed in 1986 from an
industrial relations background. He came from either Government or employer ranks - he
had experience with the Office of Industrial Relations and then with the Australian Medical
Association. We have always held that the Chief Commuissioner sits there like the president,
remote from this tripartite balance, but we can call him either Government or employer
affiliated. The Senior Commissioner, Gary HalliweLl, came from the union side - he is from
the professional engineers' association. We then have Commissioner Geoff Martin who
came from the Employers Federation - that is one for the employers. He was appointed in
1974. In 1981 Commissioner Gavin Fielding came from the Government side of things as a
magistrate and lawyer, so we have another one sitting in that tripartite centre point.
Commissioner Owen Salmon was appointed in 1984 from the Hospital Service and
Miscellaneous Workers Union. Commissioner John Negus, employed in 1985, came from
the Teachers Union. Also in 1985, a couple of weeks later, Commissioner Jack Gregor took
up his position. He came from the Confederation of Western Australian Industry, an
employer representative. Commriissioner Sally Kennedy was appointed in June 1986 and
came from the Hospital Employees Federation. Commissioner Bob George, appointed in
December 1987, came from the Government side - from the Office of Industrial Relations.
Commissioner Tony Beech, one of the most recent appointments'who joined the commission
in October 1988, came from the Hospital Employees Federation. Commissioner Colin Parkcs,
also appointed in October 1988, came from the Confederation of Western Australian
Industry.

If the Minister tots up those he will see there is a commission of 10, of whom five clearly are
from the trade union movement; three - Commissioners Martin, Gregor and Parks - are
clearly from the employer ranks; and three come out of that centre, Government or tripartite
neutral stance - namely, Commissioners Fielding, Coleman and George. It is that balance I
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wish to draw to the attention of the Committee. I believe some of the must recent
appointments have been excellent. [ do not have any argument at all about their expertise or
their integrity, but it is a necessary part of this commission, if it is to continue to have
credibility and acceptance in the eyes of industry at large, that that tripartite balance be
maintained. I am aware that there has been a recent attempt to jettison that view - to abandon
the tripartite concept.

Mr Troy: Where did you pick that up?

Mr GREIG: I will explain it to the Minister and he will probably know where it came from.

Mr Troy. You're only guessing.

Mr GREIG: No, I am not. The Minister might say that there was a different system - that in
fact there was the private sector and the public sector so that we had people from the private
sector, one from a private sector union and one from an employer organisation, and that they
formed a balance; and on the other side we had one from a public sector union and one from
the Office of Industrial Relations, and the person from the Office of Industrial Relations or
from that sector which had generally been regarded as the Government, centre or tripartite
point was in fact deemed to be an employer. So, instead of there being a tripartite approach
there was really a two-pronged, four-legged approach. I think that is the best way I can
describe this latest view. I urge the Government to consider seriously having a look at those
details. I am quite happy to provide the Minister -

Mr Troy: I am aware of that.

Mr CIREIG: The Industrial Relations Commission has 10 members. I amn not certain whether
Commissioner Martin intends to retire but I understand that at one stage he was thinking of
retiring in the not too distant future. I do not know whether the Government intends to
replace him at that time and whether under those circumstances it would be a person from the
employer group, recognising that the last one who took up his appointment was
Commissioner Parkes; I think that was a week or fortnight after Commissioner Beech. It is
an issue of great importance. I repeat: I have no intention of criticising the commission, nor
am I suggesting that the commissioners lack competence or integrity. However, in my
judgment the Government needs to be very careful about how it intends to continue. It will
need to watch that very closely.

Mr TROY: I draw the attention of the member to the fact that he may have misunderstood
the cyclical arrangement that exists with appointments in structuring his table in the way he
has. in fact it is a cyclical or a rotation arrangement in terms of where the nominations come
from. it comes from the union movement, employers and the Government.

Mr Greig: It has not followed that.

Mr TROY: Yes, it has if one goes down the list and looks at it. The member is saying that
the roots of each person are in three respective areas. I am saying that the nomination comes
from the respective three areas. That leaves the Government to pick someone from the trade
union movement or from the employers' side or elsewhere, depending on who the
Government thinks is the best person for the job and what balance is required on the
commission at that time. In other words, the Government has a degree of flexibility that I
believe the other two parties do not have in their nominations. Tongue in cheek, I recognise
that the member for Darling Range probably will be interested in this himself when next year
things do not go too well in Helena; knowing the member's background, I am sure he would
be a very competent performer in that scene. That aside, if the member takes notice of that
cyclical arrangement, he will find it is linked to the nomination rather than the previous roots.
of the individual.

Mr Greig: If you continue the way you are going -

Mr TROY: if we continue the way we are going and look at the most recent appointments
they have been widely accepted by all sides as very competent and effective people. I have
been involved in three appointments in my time as Minister and that includes the more recent
nomnination, which I took to Cabinet, of the President of the Industrial Relations Commission.
I am sure that all of those three appointments have been widely accepted.

Division 65 put and passed.
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Division 69: Building Management Authority, $133 070 000 -
Mr FRED TUJBBY: I would like to mention three things in the general debate on this
Division. First, I would like to refer to the restructuring of the Public Works Department into
the Building Management Authority. A lot of good things happened in that restructuring, but
also some things happened which were not good for the morale of the people who worked in
that department. From memory there have been two work value functional reviews in the
department since it becamne the BMA.

Mr Troy: They have had one functional review but there is an ongoing performance review,
particularly with day labour, which they have targeted to achieve next year.

Mr FRED TUBBY: However, the department was restructured and after that they had a
functional review. After 12 months people had to then apply for their own jobs. I know that
many qualified people, who were experienced supervisors, were put aside, down graded,
pensioned off or had to reapply for their own positions in order co maintain their same job
level. That caused a great many problems. Because it was a full time occupation for many of
those people - it was their career - they lost their empathy with the department; they are now
simply filling in time. They turn up to work in the morning, do their job and go home. All
the goodwill which used to exist between the department and its personnel has been lost; the
personnel have lost their sense of ownership in the department. I think a rather big morale
problem exists there, particularly among staff at the supervisory level.

Secondly I wish to refer to day labour, to which the Minister referred in an interjection. Day
labour is not working as it affects the maintenance of public buildings, particularly schools.
Schools, apart from hospitals, are probably one of the biggest areas requiring maintenance by
the BMA. Day labour personnel sometimes come out to a job without even a ladder; they
borrow the ladder, they climb up on the roof of the building and look at it, and if it looks as
though it is going to be too difficult a job, or they do not have the materials for it, they go
back to the depot and return with a supervisor to look at the job to see what has to be done.
Half an hour before knocking off time they start packing up their tools, they put their things
in their van and they drive all the way back. They spend a lot of time driving backwards and
forward to the depot and not doing a great deal more than that. The public buildings, in
particular the schools, are not getting good service from the day labour which has been in
operation. I know there are some very good people working in the day labour area; however,
as a general rule in respect of all the public buildings I have come across people say to me
that day labour is simply not as efficient as the contract system that used to operate.

Mr Gordon Hill: You think it ought to go to contract?

Mr FRED TUBBY: Most definitely. There is a place for day labour, particularly in areas of
cyclical maintenance such as air conditioning and heaters, where the day labour can go
around from school to school, or even from building. to building, doing those sorts of things.
However where it is maintenance for problems that just occur, where one has to ring up and
report it and then somebody has to come out and fix it up, subcontractors would leave the day
labour for dead. Admittedly on the face of it one could say, "Day labour only costs us this
much to fix this particular job whereas subcontractors were costing X amount." If one takes
the whole thing into account it would not be much more expensive to get subcontractors to do
it. There would certainly be happier clients in the community, because. they know the job
would be done. I will give the Chamber an example: It took me three years at one school 1
was at in the metropolitan area to get a roof leak fixed. Every time it rained, the water used
to pour down inside the wall and flood across the floor. That happened without fail every
timne it rained. Almost with the first thunder storm that occurred in February or March in
1985 the roof leaked; finally three years later, at the end of 1987, it is with a great deal of
pleasure that I can say there was a thunder storm and that roof did not leak. However, it took
me three years to get the roof fixed. The roof had rusted out; it was obvious it had done so.
The BMA came out with some Silastik; we had empty Silastik cans clogging up the gutters,
which caused the gutters to overflow. We had internal gutters, so that caused another
problem. It took three years with day labour and in the end they got a contractor in and he
fixed it. He had to replace the sheets; he had to unscrew the sheets, lift them up, do a few
things and then replace them. The day labour was not interested in doing the job properly;
they were only interested in patching and of course the rust recurred and the water came in
again. This is one isolated incident, but it took three years to fix. I regard this
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incident as one of my major achievements in 1987 at that school. Those problems are still
being experienced with day labour, I urge the Minister to return to the contract maintenance
system.

I believe within the Minister's department a very professional section exists which is
itrmising Government expenditure in particular areas and is supplying chat information to
members of the Government and Government candidates. The information includes
expenditure on all large contracts around the State. The people in the section apparently are
researching the activities of every electorate and the information is being used for
electioneering purposes. Where does this section fit within the Budget? Is this a responsible
way to use taxpayers' funds? Will the Minister allow members of the Opposition access to
that information? Should taxpayers' money be used for such blatant political purposes?

Mr COURT: The change in the stmucture of the Building Management Authority created
some turmoil, with some professional people being retained, some being given early
retirement packages, and others being sent to the Department of Redeployment. [ have heard
that the situation has reverted over the past year and those people have been rehired. Many
of them have returned on contract. Can the Minister confirm that? The whole- exercise was
sold on the basis that the organisation would become a lean operation, able to compete with
the private sector. The organisation would become accountable and competitive. It appears
that the situation has now been turned around.

I refer now to mowing and gardening services and office cleaning and security. Are all
schools in the metropolitan area included in the mowing and gardening services? Prior to
athletic carnivals at two schools in my electorate, attempts were made to have the ovals
mowed. For some reason, the roster system did not allow the mowing of the lawns to take
place. At both schools, the parents had to mow the lawns to be used for the athletics
carnivals. The parents asked why the contract for the mowing was not given to a local
person. This seems to make sense, instead of the works being centralised by the BMA.
Mr Tray: It is not all centralised; some contracts exist.

Mr COURT: In this case, the Work is usually done by the BMA, but on this occasion the
opportunity was not taken. Does the cleaning of schools come under office cleaning and
security?

Mr Tray: School cleaning is split; some cleaning is under contract.

Mr COURT: Any school cleaning carried out by the Government's day labour force is
handled by the BMA.

Mr Troy: No, the department's cleaners are involved in some cases. I will have to check on
the proportion but there is a broad split - generally half to the private sector and half to the
Government.

Mr COURT: Is the Minister saying that the Education Department uses some of its cleaners
to clean schools and that the BMA also employs people to 'do that work?

Mr Troy: That is my understanding, but I am not sure of the split.

Wr COURT: The point I wish to make is that the private contractors have proved to be the
most efficient people. I would be interested to know if the Government is continuing its
plans to take contracts away from the private sector and place them into Government hands.

A footnote at the end of the Division reads -

1988-89 Revenue and Expenditure Estimates of the Building Management Authority
reflect changed accounting arrangements for Professional Services and Construction
Operations. The additional expenditure is mainly offset by cost recoveries shown
under revenue.

Does that mean that much of the work now being carried out by the BMA will be carried out
by professionals on contracts? In some cases, does that include people previously retrenched
from the BMA? I would also appreciate an explanation whether cost recoveries shown under
revenue include the expenses appearing in this Division.

Declaration as Urgent

Mr PEARCE: I move -

That the Bill be considered an urgent Bill.
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Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (25)
Dr Alexander Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Bertram Mr Grill Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Canr Mr Gordon Hil Mr P3J. Smith
Mr Cunningham Mr odge Mr Taylor
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Thomas

Noes (19)
Mr Blaikie Mr Cowan Mr Leis Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Grayden Mr Lightfoot Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Cash Mr Greig Mr Mensaros Mr Wiese
Mr Clarko Mr Hassell Mr Thompson Mr Masten (Teller)
Mr Court Mr House Mt Trenorden

Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr Tomn Jones Mr Watt
Mr Parker Mr Macainon
Mr Peter Dowdmng Mr Stephens
Mr Wilson Mr Crane

Question thus passed.
Mr PEARCE: I move -

That following the passing of this motion a total of not more than four hours shall be
spent in considering the balance of the Divisions of the Estimates of Expenditure from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund 1988-89, the Schedules and Clauses of the
Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill 1988 and all stages up to and
including the putting of the question for the adoption of the committee's report; and
not more than one hour for the Third Reading of the Bill.

That still allows five hours for the consideration of the Budget. That will almost double in
total the previous record time spent on the Budget. I urge members to ensure that, in dealing
with the subsequent Divisions of the Bill, they make sure they allow other members time to
speak on each Division which remains. That has been catered for in the time available, If
members seek selfishly to take up a large pan of the time - which to some extent has been
happening - they will exclude other members of the Parliament from properly considering
parts of the Budget which they may consider to be important.

Mr COURT: I take very strong exception to the inference that some people have been
hogging sections of the Budget.
Mr Carr You are not denying it, are you?
Mr COURT: Of course we are denying it. Without repeating the arguments that we went
through this afternoon, I think it is strange that the Government wants to restrict debate by
moving this motion.

Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The only voice I want to hear is thatof the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. I will not tolerate any interjections or smart little snipes after I have called for
order. I do not care from which side of the House I remove members.

Mr COURT: The Leader of the House said that, because of the time restriction, it is up to
members to ensure that they allow all Divisions to be debated. Ministers have said that
Divisions relating to their portfolios have taken seven hours and longer. We have still to go
through some very important areas, including education, employment and training, and
Aboriginal affairs. There are still 25 Divisions to be debated and we are being asked to
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debate those in four hours with one hour being allotted to debate the third reading. We object
to the time restriction because we believe this Budget should be fully debated. The crammning
of' the remainder of the Budget debate into four hours is unacceptable.

Question Put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (25)
Dr Alexander Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Mrs Watkin
Mr Bertramn Mr Grill Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Canf Mr Gordon Hill Mr P.1. Smith
Mr Cunningham W Hodge MrTaylor
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Thomas

Noes (19)
Mr Blaikie Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bradsbaw Mr Grayden Mr Lightfoot Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Cash Mr Greig Mr Mensaros Mr Wiese
Mr Clarko Mr Hassell Mr Thompson Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Court Mr House Mr 'Frenorden

Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mir Tomn Jones Mr want
Mr Parker Mr Macino
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Stephens
Mr Wilson Mr Crane

Question thus passed.

Committee Resumed
Mr TROY: In relation to the BMA day labour force not working, it was interesting to hear
members draw attention to examples that occurred two years ago. If there is any evidence of
day labour workers not working, I ask members riot to hesitate to make senior people in the
Building Management Authority or me aware of it and we will be happy to follow the matter
through. The practices referred to may not have been completely eliminated by recent
change. However, members need to be aware that there have been dramatic improvements art
day labour services over the past 12 months. I acknowledge that there are problems
associated with regional centres, particularly in remote areas, and the problem is being
addressed by the BMA. Members may have a philosophical belief about contract labour, but
in view of the current market situation a person may be in for a big shock if he requires the
services of a tradesman. This should be borne in mind before any decision is made on day
labour. 'The Government has, over a three year period, set certain targets for the day labour
service. After the first year of operation the Government is pleased that the service is
achieving slightly more than the targeted figure, and on that basis the Government will
achieve the necessary improvement it is seeking to the service. By the end of the three year
period I am sure it will be a well respected service. We must bear in mind that if an
organisation has, at some stage, not performed in a proper manner it rakes a long time for its
reputation to be restored. The current adverse comments about the BMA can be traced back
to its performance in previous years.

I anm aware of the new formatting of the construction program which is only in a draft form at
the moment. I can give a guarantee that the information has not been released. A sample of
the draft was forwarded to me a few weeks ago and it is not my intention to release it. It will
be made available to Ministers when it is in its final fonm. The format used follows the
format used by the Federal Government and it was the subject of debate at the construction
Ministers' conference earlier this year. This method allows for comparisons to be made
between the States. It is nonsense to suggest that the information has been provided to
candidates.
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I find the question asked about isolated contractual employment difficult to understand. Most
of the people involved received a redundancy payment and were not entitled to Government
employment until two years had elapsed. There may be isolated cases of people being
employed within that period, but I will examine the situation and advise the member
accordingly.

Mr Court: A lot of them did get contracts.

Mr TROY: Some did, but there were not many. The term of the contracts may have already
expired. Two different redundancy packages were involved and I do not have the details
with me but I am prepared to examine them and advise the member accordingly.

I refer now to the question of accountability. A number of client agencies in Government
departments have been carried by the BMA, with no accountability. As soon as client agents
make a determination about their maintenance level - what they contribute from their budget
rather than depending on contributions from a pool - the system will be more efficient.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred to the accounts and I advise him that there has
been a change in the method of accounting. The BMA no longer uses Treasury advance
accounts and the items are listed individually. That is the reason for the discrepancies in this
Division this year compared with last year.

Item I: Amount required for Services for the year -

Mr FRED TUB3BY: The allocation to Corporate Services has increased this financial year by
$2.5 million and the allocation to Professional Services has increased by almost $11 mill ion.
The allocation to Mowing and Gardening Services has decreased this financial year compared
with last year. The Leader of the Opposition has already said that the allocation to this item
was not very large last financial year and if it is less this year the level of service will be
decreased significantly.

Mr TROY: The Mowing and Gardening Services operate on the same principle as the day
labour service and improved levels of productivity are being achieved without a deterioration
mn the level of services. The service will improve arnd I can assure members that it will cost
less. The service will improve, for example, in the area of the planting of trees around school
yards. If the trees are planted in close proximity to one another it is impossible for a standard
tractor to mow around the trees and a smaller mower is required. This costs the BMA dearly
and, in my view, the cost should be met by the Ministry of Education. Trees should be
planted in such a manner that will allow the standard tractor to be used for the mowing.

The increase in Professional Services is the result of a change to the method of accounting
which I have already explained. The allocation this financial year has increased
$10.2 million compared wit last year's allocation.

Mr Fred Tubby: It is nearly $11 million.
Ms TROY:' As I said, it is because of the new accounting process and instead of the
allocation to this service being shown in the Treasury accounts it is now shown in the BMA
accounts.

The Corporate Services item has increased from $4.2 million to $5.9 million.

Mir Fred Tubby: I am referring to the Corporate Services item which is shown under the
heading of Salaries and Contingencies.

Mr TROY: The main movement in that $12 million to $15 million is tied up with a vehicle
replacement program in 1988-89, which accounts for the figure being higher than in the
previous year. Although it is under the broad classification of salaries and contingencies, it
refers to the vehicle replacement program.

Division 69 put and passed.

Division 70: Services, $35 194 000 -

Mr COURT: I comment on two items here. One is the Government's printing operations.
interestingly enough, the Functional Review Committee reported on the operations of the
State Printing Division and found that it did nothing that could not be done by the private
sector. Everyone thought the Government was moving in the direction of phasing out the
division's operations. The matter was controversial at the time because the printing school
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operated from the Perth Technical College site. There was a lot of talk about where the
printing school would be relocated. One of the options was to use part of the building in
which the State Printing Division is located. The interesting thing was that the private sector
was very critical of the sort of unfair competition it thought it faced. The State Printing
Division had a lot of equipment which made it capable of printing telephone directories for
Telecom. It had a very large contract from Telecom. It even lost that contract and was left
with a lot of very expensive equipment. Recently the Government has spent a great deal of
money on the State Printing Division. The Government has taken a direction different from
that which everyone thought it would take. The private sector printers are uptight about it
having gone the other way.

Mr Troy: What do you mean by "gone the other way"?

Mr COURT: The Functional Review Committee recommended that the State Printing
Division be phased out.

Mr Troy: I do not know where you got that information from. The Functional Review
Committee report set out a number of options.

Mr COURT: Would the Minister provide me with a copy of the report?

Mr Troy: The member knows the situation with Functional Review Committee reports. The
report is an internal document to be used for.Governent purposes.
Mr COURT: If the Minister does not have a copy, wecould give him one.

Mr Troy: You might not have the right one.

Mr COURT: Did the Minister confer with the private sector before putting into the State
Printing Division's item this large amount of capital expenditure? The Minister may not be
aware that the printing industry in this State is a very efficient and innovative industry which
has spent a lot of money on capital expenditure, making sure that it puts in equipment that
will keep up with the latest advances in the industry. The Minister will understand that in
view of the fact that its members have had to struggle to build up their businesses and put in
the necessary equipment, people in the industry get uptight when they see taxpayers' funds
going into an operation that will compete with them.

Mr Troy: They are not competing with them. I will give you the share proportions in a
moment and the h istorical rundown on it. You people have been on this track now for
several months, despite the fact that I have provided you with the facts.

Mir COURT: Is the Minister saying that the State Printing Division's share of printing has
not increased.

Mr Troy: That is right.

Mr COURT: Yet the Government has spent millions of dollars on the place. What an
admission'

Mr Troy: State Print was losing $3 million a year;, it will break even in June next year. That
is the result of staff and technology changes, but there has been no impact on volume.
Mr COURT: The Minister always says that the operation will break even next year. Is that
his best case scenario or his worst case scenario?

Mr Troy: You don't like the truth, my friend.

Mr COURT: Is the Minister saying that the State Printing Division has not picked up
anything in the market place but the Goverrnment has spent a lot more money?

Mr Troy: We have upgraded some equipment within State Print to make it more efficient for
the task that it has, but not for the purpose of market penetration and taking work from the
private sector.

Mr COURT: Does the State Printing Division print all the flash colour booklets that come
out about the family, crime and those sorts of things.

Mr Troy: State authorities spend just over $30 milion on printing. The private sector prints
more than half the work. I guess that State Print does something less than that.

Mr COURT: Is the Government using that office to print the propaganda that it is putting
out?
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Mr Tray: It is not propaganda. If you do not like reading facts, that is your problem.
Mr COURT: It is absolutely disgraceful (hat the Government misuses taxpayers' funds to pun
out glossy publications. Some of the material goes straight into pamphlets used by members
opposite and Labor Party candidates. If the Government continues to misuse taxpayers'
funds in that way, it will eventually be caught out. It might be clever to pump out all this
material, but it is at huge expense to the taxpayers of the State.

The other area to which I refer is item 4, Supply Services. Does this item cover the central
purchasing office of the Government?

Mr Troy: That is right.

Mr COURT: The Government established a new purchasing operation, did it not?

Mr Troy: We restructured one that existed and modernised it.

Mr COURT: So Government Stores, as it was known, comes under this heading?

Mr Tray: Yes.

Mr COURT: I make the point that the Government can do a lot to make it easier for small
businesses to share in same of the Government contracts that are let. It could break down the
size of those contracts so that some of the smaller businesses which would not be capable of
tendering for goods and services when they are put out far contract in a large slab could do so
if they were broken down into smaller sizes. A couple of years back, I visited the Small
Business Administration in the States. I was told that one of its most successful programs to
help small businesses was cutting down the size of the order to give more businesses access
to winning those tenders. Everyone said that it would cost more money by increasing the
administrative costs involved in handling those small orders. In fact, it saved the taxpayers a
great deal of money; although there was a greater administrative burden in breaking down the
size of contracts, the benefits from increased competition compensated for that. For example,
the company which won the tender to supply fighter planes would supply all the equipment
associated with those planes, including tool kits. When the policy was changed, splitting
these contracts into smaller sizes, many businesses were able to compete to supply the
different components and did so at drastically reduced prices. Previously some of the
companies which won major contracts charged inflated prices for goods and services. I ask
the Minister to explain whether a conscious effort has been made within the supply area to
allow small businesses to tender and get their fair share of Government Contracts.

Mr H-ASSELL: The recent and continuing controversy over the State Printing Division
began when the industry discovered that the Government was proceeding with the very
substantial purchase of new equipment amounting to $5 million or $6 million.

Mr Troy: It was less than $5 million; it was $4.4 million. It is much easier to tell the truth.

Mr HASSELL: I do not have the figure in front of me and I thank the Minister for correcting
the figure I quoted. It was a very substantial purchase for a printing operation by any
standards, and not many printing businesses in the private sector could justify such a
purchase. As has been pointed out, these purchases were made at a time when the State
Printing Division had lost its major external contract to print telephone directories for
Telecom. Business people in the private sector began to ask questions about what was going
on, why this money was being spent, and whether the Government intended to enter into
further competition with the private sector. I took a deputation of industry people to the
Minister, who was good enough to see them at short notice, because they were very
concerned. However, he gave them no comfort because he said the purchase would go
ahead - as it has - and the industry continues to feel very uncomfortable and dissatisfied about
it. In the earlier pant of the debate the Minister interjected to say that the State Printing
Division would break even by 30 June next year. Apart from the fact that it is a projection,
rather than something the department has achieved, what will it break even on? it will break
even at best on its operating expenses; in other words, the cash output to operate the State
Printing Division will be equivalent to the cash input for the work it does. No account will be
taken of the capital cost involved in this new equipment. What an extraordinary situation
when an organisationt that is supposed to be commercialised is operating on a non-
commercial basis. Whatever else the Functional Review Conmmittee said about the State
Printing Division, it said one thing very clearly: The department should be commercialised
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in the way it goes about its business, and it should flat be unrealistic. What is the first rule in
a commercial operation? If a company intends to buy new equipment it must justify the cost
of that equipment in terms of the return to be achieved from it.
Mr Trenorden: Unless it is WA Inc.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, and the Stare Printing Division is part of that. The Government is
responding to the demands of a union boss who is dictating to the Minister, and it is not
responding to its internal Functional Review Committee report which stated that the
performance of the SPD) was not good enough and continuation of the business in that form
could not Ihe justified.

Mr Court: The Minster may say that we have the wrong report, but he will not tell us what
the report is.

Mr HAS SELL: I do not think we do, have the wrong report, I think we have the right report.

Mr Tray: I know of only one report.

Mr HASSELL: On every test of the Government's report, what is happening now is wrong.
It is an inadequate response to a report from a Government committee - not an. Opposition
committee or some other outside body - that the State Printing Division has an inadequate
business operation and that the expenditure could not be justified. However, the expenditure
went ahead and the private sector has been stirred up, although nothing has been achieved,
The .reality is that a very healthy private sector printing industry is operating in Western
Australia. It is a small business industry, but it involves many mill ions of dollars. It is a very
important, efficient, innovative and modem industry. However, practically no business, if
any, could justify this expenditure, by favour of the taxpayers, at the State Printing Division.
I hasten to say when making these conmments about the way the Government is approaching
the problem, that the Opposition recognises that much good work has been done at the State
Printing Division, and that it has given good 'service to Parliament over the years, and
employs many good tradespeople who have great pride in their workmanship. The
Opposition is not talking about those people losing their jobs; it is talking about a structural
adjustment to an industry of a kind recommended by the Government's own report. Of
course, as a result some of those people will retire and some will move into the private sector,
which is quite capable of absorbing them.

Mr Tray: They do a good job of trainng.

Mr HASSELL: It is interesting to note how the Government becomes defensive and says
problems cannot be solved when it suits it to do so. When the Government is committed
ideologically to doing something it has all the excuses and reasons in the world why
something cannot be done in the right way. In the case of the State Engineering Works the
Government did things in the right way, made the right decision, moved out of the business
and managed to look after the employees, If the Government can do it at Fremantle with the
State Engineering Works, why can it not do it at Wembley with the State Printing Division?
That is the challenge to the Minister, because it was not the Liberal Government that closed
down the State Engineering Works, it was this Government in this term, yet the very reasons
which dictated that course of action taken in relation to the State Engineering Works apply
equally to the State Printing Division, yet in that area we have all these excuses from the
Minister; and why? For exactly the reason the member for Avon gave - because there is an
ideological direction coming from a union and the Government is not prepared to do
something about it. We have a private sector industry concerned about what is going on and
dissatisfied with the assurances given by the Government where there is a substantial
expenditure which cannot be justified on any test. More importantly, it cannot be justified on
the test laid down by the Government through its functional Review Committee. Therefore,
it is an appropriate matter to be brought up in an Estimates debate because we have here a
situation, where the Mfinister and the Government are shown to be not performing in a
supervisory function of Government. The Minister has seriously underestimated the strength
of feeling about this matter in the printing industry and has been unwilling to reconsider the
position. There is room to manoeuvre and for adjustment to be made. It does not necessarily
and absolutely involve the option of closing down the State Printing Division and walking
away from it, but what is being done is completely wrong, and wrong on the Government's
own test.
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Mr TRENORDEN: According to this section expenditure will rise something like $8.4
million. Income is down $600 million. One has to ask where that vanished to. I am told it
vanished because telephone books are no longer printed by the State Printing Division. The
result is that the division has to go out and look for business.

Mr Troy: Costs must be cut; that is what has been done.

Mr TRENORDEN: How is it that in the same ledger there is an increase of some $5 milion?
I think it is for school material printing.
Mr Troy: I will explain that in a moment.

Mr TRENORDEN: A couple of people came to me and gave me the atlas for young Western
Australians. It is a nice looking publication but it is useless because when one opens it it falls
to pieces. I am told this publication is to last schools for two years. Who is the printer? The
State Printing Division of Western Australia. Schools have been putting these alases in their
school libraries. They have been told they have to last for two years. They are worthless;
they are absolute junk! That is what the Minister is trying to establish. The schools are
coming to me and saying that the Budget is not saying that $5 million worth of printing will
be done by the same clowns who primted this atlas. There is also an increased allocation of
$200 000 for local government printing which has come out of the blue. Where did that
come from? Is that an avenue to move in on local government printing? I put the Minister
on notice that not only does he have people in the printing industry who are not happy about
this matter, but also a great number of people using the services of State Printing Division are
unhappy about its quality of work.

Mr TROY: I am grateful for an opportunity to explain once again the position with State
Printing Division which underwent a functional review in 1986. A number of options were
given for its rearrangement. At that time it was running at a loss of $3 million, which
included the major production run of the telephone directory in this State. That contract, as
previous speakers have indicated, was lost.
Mr Lewis: Why?
Mr TROY: Perhaps it was not able to compete; I do not know the reason, but it lost the
contract. In reviewing its operations, the State Printing Division was not interested in
pursuing that contract in subsequent years and a decision was made to dispose of the printing
equipment associated with it and other under-utilised printing equipment, which has
subsequently been sold over the past few months. Since that review, not only was the
question of technology at State Printing Division examined but also staffing levels, and an
arrangement was reached with fail cooperation of the staff and put in place resulting in a
reduction in the number of staff from 440 to 306 by December this year.

Int mnalking these adjustments consideration was given to the flow of work from all sources
within Government. As I indicated earlier, that totals just in excess of $30 million. That
work is split in the following manner: About $12 million goes directly from Government
departments and agencies to the private Sector for their direct involvement; of the remaining
$ 18 million, part is undertaken by the State Printing Division and part is sent out to the
private sector - in fact, a proportion of the work dealt with by the State Printing Division is
sent out to the private sector; and in the last year that was of the order of 34 per cent. That
figure is increasing.

So that there is a relevant comparison I have excluded the telephone contract but I can give
both figures relating to the amount of work. I will give first all the figures including the
telephone contract. In 1982-83 the value contracted to private printers from that work
handled by State Printing Division was 20.9 per cent; 1983-84, 17.3 per cent; 1984-85, 21 per
cent; 1985-86, 24.9 per cent; 1986-87, 24 per cent; and 1987-88, 25.4 per cent. The value
was $5.8 million. Excluding the telephone contract and comparing the figures from there on,
which is the real future trend, one sees in 1982-1983 it was 23.6 per cent; 1983-1984, 21.5
per cent; 1984-1985, 26 per cent; 1985-1986, 32.8 per cent; 1986-1987, 32.3 per cent; and
1987-1988, 34 per cent.

In my discussions with PATEFA on a subsequent occasion to the meeting, when the group
was introduced to me by the member for Cottesloe, I gave an undertaking - and I did not have
these figures then - that the Government component of work would not be reduced to them
and would be at least 25 per cent. Our figures subsequently showed that we have
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moved from 23 per cent in 1982-83 to 34 per cent of work going back to the private sector
out of that work that comes to State Printing Division for it to coordinate. The private sector
work has certainly increased with that trend pattern. The point that PATEFA has not been
able to understand is that in an effort to speed up the payment of accounts, while the State
Printing Division has been coordinating the work and placing the order, the accounts have
gone back to the department.

So in 1986-87, the accounts that were received from private work and which went back to the
State Printing Division peaked at $6.2 million. They went down to $5.8 million in the
subsequent year. The Minister for Small Business will be interested in this because he will
recall that when I was the Minister for Small Business, the issue of speeding up direct
payments was considered, and some undertakings were given to improve the performance of
account payments. This figure of $5.8 million - a reduction firom $6.2 million for the
previous year - is the result of the direct payment of accounts, but the work has increased
from 32.3 per cent to 34 per cent of the total.

The Government has been selling under-utilised plant in the State Printing Division, and has
used the resulting funds to purchase certain capital equipment, which forms part of the
upgrading process at the State Printing Division. The Government is of the view that the
State Printing Division performs an effective role for a number of reasons, such as security,
and has determined that it be given the opportunity to perform on an economic basis.

Mr Court: What do you mean by "security"?

Mr TROY: Can the Deputy Leader of the Opposition name one State Government in
Australia which is not operating with a State printing service?

Mr Court: You said security.

Mr TROY: Answer the question. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition cannot name one
State Government.

Mir Court: Are you saying that the private sector is not secure?

Mr TROY: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is saying to the people employed in the
State Printing Division that they will be thrown out onto the street, and their work will be
given to the private sector. The private sector already has a good share of Government work.
That share will not decline, and there will be no intrusion by the State Printing Division into
that volume of work. That undertaking has been given, and it will be given again if
necessary. So there is no point in the Deputy Leader of the Opposition distorting the truth.
One would like to know what this group is paying into the member's campaign funds,
because he is really working hard for it.

Mr Court: What an allegation that is! Are you saying that if you were in the private sector,
and you had a go at a Government printing service, you would then be accused by the
Government of paying funds to a political party?

Mr TROY: Why do they continue to go down that path when I have given them concrete
evidence, both in terms of the percentages of work and an explanation of the dollar value -
because tt was not being paid by the State Printing Division but directly by the agency - and
they just ignore those facts? The reality is that last year, the private printing works in this
State engaged in a very capital expansive program, and they were printing an enormous
amount of material. The member can go to any printer in this State, who will tell him that the
annual reports for last year were glowing and glossy documents. This year things are
different, and they are being hard hit. They want the share of Government work to
supplement that decline, and members opposite seem to be hell bent on supporting them.

Item 3: Printing Services -

Mr COURT: I Find the Minister's performance absolutely amazing, and it is appalling that he
can make those allegations against the printing industry. He is getting stuck into the private
sector because it is trying to point out to the Government that it can do the work, save the
taxpayers a great deal of money, and guarantee the employment of all the people involved. I
would have thought that the Minister would sit down and listen to what they are saying,
particularly when the Government's Functional Review Committee report has suggested that
the work should be carried out by the private sector. There is no function being carried out
by the State Printing Division that cannot be carried out by the private
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sector. The industry will look very closely at the wards said tonight by the Minister, and for
him to use scare tactics and to say that we want to throw printers out onto the street is far
from the truth. If the Governent wants to use scare tactics, we might have a look at the way
it fumbled and bungled around when it was handling the State Engineering Works, and when
it left people in the lurch for more than a year-, they did not know what was going on with
their career paths. I am sure the people in the printing industry will read with great concern
the comments we have just heard from the Minister.

Mr TROY: [ reiterate that the share of Government work that is enjoyed by the private sector
will not decline.

Division 70 put and passed.

Division 71: Water Authority of Western Australia, $29 806 000 -

Mr COURT; The area of water. resources and the operation of the Water Authority of
Western Australia - known as WAWA - is one of the most important portfolios in the
Governent of this State. This Stare needs, as does any other State, a combination of energy,
water and skilled people in order to develop its economy. Water -will always be a major issue
in a State the size of Western Australia, and it will Always necessitate some imaginative
solutions, and a lot of money being spent on capital works. It is for that reason imperative
that we take a long term rathec than a short term approach to the water situation. That may
require us spending money in the short term on capital works for the benefit of a future
generation. The money spent on building that type of infrastructure will be money well
spent. [ made a statement during the, period between Christmas and New Year, expressing
concern that the Government was not showing enough long term vision, and that there was a
need for us as a State to consider some bold plans to solve our water problems. I said that
development in this State was being restricted by our not having a longer term look at the
water situation. Over the past year I have visited many places, and I use as an example Derby
and Broome.

Mr Trenorden; Wanneroo?

Mr COURT: No; that is in the metropolitan area. The Minister was aware of the comments I
made in those places. I got quite a quick reaction from the Minister's representatives, saying
there were no problems in Broome or Derby that could not be resolved. That is quite right -
they can be resolved; but Broorrie is the classic example of a town that has become a very
popular place for people to live in and visit. Tremendous tourist growth is occurring in that
town but its development is restricted by the ability to get adequate supplies of water into the
town. It is a town where, as part of the character it is building up, the people want a lush,
tropical environment with big palm trees, lai'ns, and so on. A major development such as
Lord McAlpine has undertaken at Cable Beach - and I will leave the Western Australian
Development Corporation out, because I do not believe it should be involved in that
development - has had to put in large desalination units. For them to consider putting in a
grass golf course they have to put in even more desalination units. I would like to think that,
instead of whether or not they have enough water always being on the minds of the
developers and the residents in that area, in a situation such as Broome or Derby we must put
in the capital works to ensure a surplus supply of water for the town. It is the old story:
Once it is there it will be used up by the developmzent in the town. It is like the gas pipeline
that came down from the north - once it was in place it attracted the industries-

When I made a statement about the situation last Christmas the Minister camne back very
quickly and said I was using scare tactics, that there was an adequate supply of water for the
city and there was no need to be talldng the way we were. My comment was reported in the
Press in a relatively small article, and, the Minister responded; but the reaction I received to
that relatively small article was quite amazing. Members should remember that this occurred
between Christmas and New Year and during the week after New Year. For that couple of
weeks we were inundated by people who wanted to talk about the schemes they had to solve
the water problems of the State. Every imaginable scheme - some were completely way out
and crazy - was presented to the office; in fact I spent the next month listening to these people
as they came ina with their proposals. I know the member for Floreat, who has also been the
Minister responsible for water resources in this State, has had these schemes put to him as
well, and has considered them. I found it a fascinating exercise. It really brought home to
me just how much importance people place on our water supplies.
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The Leader of the Opposition, the Leader of the Opposition in another place and I spent
January travelling through the State as part of the campaign we do every year before we
come back to this Parliament. Wherever we went in the State water problems were presented
to us; in fact, the three main issues we discovered both this year and last year were water.
road funding and law and order. Water is certainly something which is on people's minds
throughout the State and it is interesting that the Minister and his departmnt, who were so
quick to ridicule some of the proposals we put out, have changed their own thinking in the
last year.

Mr Bridge interjected.

Mr COURT: All right, not ridiculed, but I was told I was using scare tactics.

Mr Bridge: In the case of Broome and Derby the evidence still substantiates our position.

Mr COURT: I have done a lot of work since in Broomie and Derby. I went to a seminar held
in West Perth recently, at which very good speeches were made outlining the specific
situations at Derby, and I have taken the trouble to talk to a number of hydrologists who have
worked in that area. When I was up there a couple of weeks ago we also looked at some of
the sites where the drilling has taken place and the water reserves have been identified, and to
me it is no big deal. I can understand the problems they have from drawing too much water
from the sites closer to town, but it is the old story: Further out of town where there are some
large reserves it is a matter of providing the capital expenditure to get that water into town.
In the case of Derby. of course, the water goes past where they want to build a tourist
development catering specifically for caravans and coaches and past very small agricultural
lots before it goes into the township itself; but the Minister has now realised that a lot of
feeling exists in the commnunity about that situation and, instead of being critical - and
certainly the Water Authority used to be very critical of some of these proposals - he is now
considering some of them, including the question of bringing water down from the north of
the State.

It was interesting that of all the proposals put to us the most com-mon was for bringing water
down from either the Pilbara or the Kimberley region. That is easier said than done. From
an engineering point of view there are no problems, but it is a case of putting together a
scheme which will be able to justify' itself to the taxpayers of this State, who would be
expected to put out a lot of money for such capital works.

This year the Liberal Party has held a number of seminars on the question of water
resources - Three very successful seminars have been held at Wanrteroo, Donnybrook and
recently at Kalgoorlie. I take this opportunity to thank all those people who have participated
in those seminars, including the representatives and officials of the Water Authority, the
members of the private sector, the hydrologists and other experts who have given their
expertise. Besides those seminars we have travelled to different parts of the State specifically
to look at the water issues affecting towns and regions. The officials from the Water
Authority have been not only cooperative but also very frank in joining in these discussions
and I hope they have benefited as much as we have, as we have listened to people expressing
their problems and the way they see some of those problems being solved.

I turn briefly to the problems facing people in our rural sector. Again, this is an issue
foremost in people's minds, especially in (hose rural areas which are not on scheme water and
have to rely upon catching their own water on-farm, or those people who are on schemes or
close to schemes who have problems such as the flow of water they get during the height of
the sumnmer season and the quality of the water they receive. As the Minister knows, there
have been some real problems with water quality in the great southern area. I hope those
problems will be overcome by the introduction of the supply from the Hanris River Dam and
by the fact that I understand the winter rains we have had this year have enabled the Water
Authority to do quite a bit of flushing at the Wellington Dam to solve some of the salinity
problems.

Mr Bridge: In addition to that is our extension of the rural strategy, for example, in the
Pingrup area, which will result in some 300 farms directly benefiting.

Mr COURT: It is important that more of these rural areas are put onto the scheme. It is good
that the Government is gradually adding towns to the scheme. I think the way that some of
those towns have been able to have these extensions put on is a step in the right
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direction. The people themselves have been able to contribute in some cases by, for example,
providing assistance with earth moving equipment and so on in order to help extend those
schemes. We are all grateful for that. However recently I was at a rural water council
meeting at Westonia, along with members from the National Party and Hon Jim Brown from
the other place. At that meeting the comment was made that the Government has a budget of
$7 million, which is specifically to help with the extension of schemes to those towns, but it
would be great if, instead of spending that $7 million a year, the Government spent
$20 million a year over the next three or four years. That would mean that we would be able
to put most of the towns, which have been fighting for scheme water, onto schemes.
However Governments are always short of money. It is all very well to say we will go from
$7 million to $20 million but country people have seen this Government spend millions of
dollars on things such as the Rothwells rescue, Teachers Credit Society, Swan Building
Society and so on. Would it not have been a far better investment to have all those hard
earned taxpayers' dollars which have gone down the gurgier going into infrastructure such as
extending the water scheme?

Mr Bridge: Just as a point of interest, the figure suggested to you that they would like to see
spent - $20 million over the next three to four years -

Mr COURT: I think the Minister has confused my meaning. They said $20 million a year
would enable them to solve a lot of these problems. We have heard a lot of talk over the
years about the Agaron water scheme, for example, and the rather imaginative proposal to
bring water from the coastal strip through the northern wheatbelt area to connect with the
Kalgoorlie line. That would cost a lot of money and people are now asking, "How come we
cannot get that started when you are able to find millions of dollars for those other
proposals?" In fact we found today that this Government is able to get $86.1 million which is
not in the Budget -

Mr Trenorden: That does not matter; it is coming.

Mr COURT: The Government was able to find that money, which could have gone into
something more productive. I understand that $86.1 million is actually interest which will be
earned next year on the short term money market. The Government was building that money
up for a couple of years; however, over the past year the Government has had such massive
losses with all those other things that it is running out of money to the point where the
promise made today is going to be paid for by future earnings which are already committed.
When we become the Government we will be lumbered with that commitment. I am sure the
Minister would agree that it would have been far better if the taxpayers' money - and our
mining industry is currently enjoying good commodity prices for its products and that is
creating increased revenues for the State - were being put into infrastructure. Instead of the
Government's greatly increased taxation take being blown on all these crazy things, it could
go into infrastructure for water or energy.

To finish up on the area of rural water supplies - no doubt other members will want to
comment on this important area - there is no doubt we should look at ways of encouraging
fan-ners by the use of taxation incentives or assistance with loans specifically to help them
improve their on-farm. storage. When we were discussing the Geraldton Mid-West
Development Authority I made the point that we tend to have short memories. Only a couple
of years ago many farmers in this State were in a dire predicament. A combination of bad
seasons and low prices with high input costs saw the very sad scene of farmers having to
walk off their land. Many farmers faced financial hardship at that time. With some good
seasons and with quite an increase in prices for some of their products things have improved.
in better times it is important that farmers and the Government make sure they use the
resources available to them to help improve things such as the water supply to farms. It is too
late when we are facing another couple of bad seasons and things are not too good in the rural
scene because the money is just not around. It is important in good times that we look at
those proposals and Governments, both State and Federal, assist by making sure that
incentives are there for those things to occur.

During this Estimates debate I wil not deal with the question of the salinity problem in
conjunction with the water problem. Instead I will move on to the question of ground water
being used in the metropolitan area. In recent years we have become more dependent upon
ground water supplies for both residential and industrial use in the metropolitan area. There
"S181- II
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is a limit to how many streams and rivens we can dam in the hills and in the south west to
supply both the metropolitan area and areas further south. Therefore we have become more
dependent upon ground water. In respect of dams [ know the Minister, at the request of the
member for Floreat, recently spoke to the people in the north Dandalup area about the dam
which is to be built there. The Liberal Party is very concerned about that damn and whether it
is the right thing to do or whether alternative means could not be found to ensure the
provision of a plentiful water supply for the metropolitan area and the south west region of
the State. The Liberal Party is addressing that particular issue in its policies. I think it is
important that the Minister does niotrtush ahead with the proposal to build the dami. I realise
that people love building dams. When one sees children playing in a stream, the first thing
they want to do is dam them.

Mr Bridge: The member for Floreat sought my interest some time back. I gave an
undertaking then and that undertaking remains.
Mr COURT: We appreciate the Minister's doing that. We would also appreciate hearing the
Minister's viewpoint on the dam, and whether the Goverment will proceed with that
proposal. The Government's economic statement said that the Premier's vision for the future
included that dam. I wonder whether the Minister will have second thoughts and consider
alternative supplies. The demand projections, with the rapid industrial and residential
growth, show the need for more intense capital expenditure programs. The temptation for all-
Governments is to forgo capital expenditure, and sometimes not to carry out works, so that
the water charges look good in the short term. If the situation is explained to the public
correctly, the increases in water charges will be accepted, especially if the public can see a
Capital Works Program in place to ensure an adequate water supply in years to come.

Projects such as the pigment plant and the petrochemical plant proposed for Kwinana will be
large users of water. Can the Minister indicate whether those proposed industries will be
supplied with water by the authority without, for example, the Government's going ahead
with the North Dandalup damn?

Recently some experts visited Perth to speak at a seminar to explain the problems that occur
above ground water supplies. We should protect those water supplies. A controversy raging
at the moment in the south of the metropolitan area is whether residential development should
take place on the Jandakot mound. I have asked a series of questions on this matter, but I
would appreciate it if the Minister could explain whether the Water Authority is keen for that
development to go ahead.

A Bill was introduced in this place yesterday in relation to Wesply's new timber plant. The
timber will be supplied through the thinning of the pine forest in the Wanneroo area over the
Onangara mound. The concern is that the pine trees have been drawing too much water from
the mound. Could the Minister comment on what type of development he considers suitable
over these ground water areas?

Over the past five years, as mentioned during the energy debate, there has been a decline in
research into solar energy. It is interesting to read about the breakthroughs in the use of solar
power for the pumping of water. Today I attended the opening of a solar energy display.
The member for Welshpool turned over the earth to lay the foundations for this operation. I
spoke to a number of people in the industry who explained their involvement in the
development of water pumping systems. Apparently it is now quite common for solar power
to be used instead of windmills. However, a breakthrough is needed in the design area.
Problems are not faced with pumping water on a reasonably flat surface but a more efficient
pump is needed to bring water up from bores. In some parts of this State, powerful pumps
are required to bring the ground water to the surface. The use of solar energy for pumping
water is an area in which more research is needed; this will enable extensions of supplies to
the more remote pants of the wheatbelt.

Mr Bridge: Research is being carried out in that area.

Mr COURT: A number of private sector people are involved in that. The reason for the
function today was that those people are feeling lonely. The area has been neglected, but I
will not go into that. The Government has neglected the solar energy field. However, the
people at the function today were very enthusiastic. In a couple of weeks, Japanese experts in
the field of solar energy and its application to the pumping of liquids will visit Perth; I have
aranged to meet with them.
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The Government recently announced that there would be no increases in water charges this
year. Notices were sent out by the Water Authority along those lines. The Government then
undertook an advertising campaign which stated: For a start, there will be no increases in
water or power charges this year. I watched that advertisement for a week or so arid thought
it was rather strange because people had been phoning me to say that their water charges had
gone up. In answer to a question on 24 August, I was told that in fact increases had occurred
in both residential and commercial water charges. The Government tried to defend that by
saying that if a household used a certain amount of water an increase would not occur. That
is not the point. The Government clearly spelt out that for a start there would be no increases
in water or power charges this year. When I raised the matter on a number of occasions, I
received comments from the President of the ALP who is responsible for the advertising
campaign saying that it was not a bona fide complaint and that I was being frivolous.
However, the Goverrnent had told a blatant untruth.

An Opposition member: A lie!

Mr COURT: It was a lie, if the member wants to use that word. When I complained that the
Government was not telling the truth, I was told that I was being frivolous. What really
makes me laugh is that if I were a small businessman and I made untruthfu~l statements, I
would be dragged over the coals.

Mr Trenorden: Not if you were a big business called WA Inc.

Mr COURT: No, I would be dragged over the coals for misleading the public and for trying
to rip them off. Is it not funny when the Government of this State can tell untruths. I
complained about it and have been told that I am being frivolous and that my complaint is not
a bona fide complaint. This guy Gear runs around with his price watch campaigns hitting
doctors and little supermnarkets over the head for charging too much for a pound of butter, yet
this Goverrnent cannot get its story straight about water charges. That is absolutely
incredible.

I could not get arty satisfaction for my complaints to Government departments. I wrote to the
Ministry of Consumer Affairs which wrote back to me saying that it was not its affair. I also
wrote to the advertising standards people responsible for television advertising who wrote
back telling me that they were investigating the complaint. No doubt they will tell me I am
right because I have the facts.
Mr Bridge: What did I say?

Mr COURT: [ wrote to the Minister. I fact, I wrote to everybody on the same day.

Mr Fred Tubby: Is it not a $50 000 fine?

Mr COURT: No, they have ignored me. It is a case of double standards,

Mr Bridge: I would have explained to you the rates that we would have agreed on.

Mr COURT: In question 940 I asked -

(1) Have water charges increased in 1988-89 for residential consumers using
more than 350 kilolitres?

(2) If yes, what is the increase in charge for water in excess of 350 kilolitres?

(3) Have water charges increased for commercial users?

(4) If yes, what has been the increase?

The Minister replied -

(1) Metropolitan Yes.

Country South Regions No, up to 400 kilolitres.
Yes, thereafter.

Country North Regions No, up to 600 kilolitres.
Yes, thereafter.

The answer to the second part of the question spells out the percentage nominal increases in
residential water bills at various consumption levels. The answer to the third question was
yes, and the answer to the fourth question was, "Four per cent on average."
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Mr Bfidge: I told you about the actual structures in my answer. There is no good your
telling me that I did not tell you the truth.
Mr COUJRT: I received that answer, but the Premier said on television that there will be no
increases in water or power charges this year when there have been increases. I called for
those advertisements to be withdrawn. The Government's response was to double the
exposure of the advertisements on television. It is an example of false advertising. Before
members opposite and people like Gear run around ts town saying that the private sector is
ripping off consumers, I suggest the Government get its house in order. Is it not interesting
that Gear is attacking people for price increases but not attacking the Government for its
increases in prices?

Mr Trenorden: It is kicking the prices up all the time.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Alexander): Order! The member for Avon is out of order.
ile is out of his seat.

Mr COURT: lHe might be out of order, but he is definitely correct in what he said.

The last issue [ want to raise relates to the different conservation programs that are required
in this State. There is no doubt that water is a valuable commodity and with demand
increasing we have to continually monitor ways to better conserve water, whether it be for-
residential use, industrial use, for recycling purposes, or for catching storm water in places
which have difficulty obtaining good quality water. I would like to think that we can
introduce programs that make people aware of the need to conserve water. The Minister
might be interested to know that when I went to America two or three months ago with the
petrochemical crew, glasses of water were no longer placed on tables in restaurants. It was a
tradition in American restaurants to place glasses of water on tables. Now restaurants place a
little sign on the table saying that, because of the need to conserve water, patrons must ask for
a glass of water.

Mr Bridge: Restaurants do that in Cairns in Queensland now because Americans who travel
there insist that that should be so.

Mr COURT: Is that so?

Mr Mertsaros: That happened in 1978 and 1979, particularly in San Francisco.

Mr COURT: It was a complete turnaround because water used to be freely available.
However, the restaurants had educated the public to the point where American tourists were
expecting the same treatment in Cairns. Hotels also had notices in all of the rooms advising
of the different ways to conserve water. Some large users of water, including the horticulture
industry, have to find ways to conserve water. They may have to move their industries under
cover. I know that flower growers use very sophisticated ways of conserving water.

My further remarks relate to the quality of our water supplies. I have already mentioned the
concerns about ground water and the possibility of its becoming polluted. That is a great
concern, particularly where industry is based on top of ground water supplies. It is
imperative that we put the proper controls in place. It is fascinating that, in some of the
highly developed industrial countries in Europe and in the United States, they have been able
to upgrade the quality of their water supplies over the last 20 years to a commendable level.
Twenty years ago there were some real disaster areas caused by pollution which affected
water supplies. However, strict environmental pollution controls have been implemented
enabling. the quality of water to be dramatically improved.

The work being carried out by the geological survey people and private interests in the
mining sector is extremely important. However, we need to have a better understanding of
the water resources available to the State. We are developing atbank of knowledge in relation
to underground water resources so that, in addition to the work we do with programs such as
desalination and water catchment on the surface, the operations of the geological survey
teams are most important- I hope that the resources that are available to those teams are
continued so that we can better understand the water resources available to us from under the
ground. Our water resources are one of the most important areas of Government control and
the future development of the State is very much dependent on Governments of the day being
prepared to put capital expenditure into this resource to ensure that we have adequate supplies
for both industry and residential development.
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Mr MENSAROS: Even though I am not the Opposition spokesman for water resources I
think I can be excused for speaking to this Division because I do have an interest in water
resources. Water is something which effects everyone and there is not one person in the State
who would not be interested in it. Water also affects community groups in different ways.
From that point of view and from other points of view which I will explain briefly, we should
develop a bipartisan policy on water resources - there is no issue more important than water
resources. That is the only reason that [ am sorry that l am not the Opposition spokesman
anymore because, with the current Mlinister for Water Resources, I know there would have
been a good chance of developing such a bipartisan policy . Unless we can work in the area
of water resources in a bipartisan way - taking away politics from this primary human need -
we will not achieve what we want to and, if we do achieve something, the achievement will
not be as great as it could be.

I want to mention something which is very important to me and which has been mentioned
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition;, that is, the North Dandalup dam. Consideration of
this dam could be dismissed by someone who has read some of the reports and who does not
know personally the situation. The dam was recommended by the Water Authority in its
newly edited five year plan for the last five to six years. The damn would affect an area
which, if it is ruined, would involve a number of Ministers, but by the time they became
involved it would be too late for them to do anything about it. No-one would suggest that
explosives be used under a dam that had already been built. The Ministers with the
responsibility for the tourism, environment, housing, regional development and local
government portfolios and others would all be affected. The magnificent area of the
Serpentine and Murray River delta and the upstream parts of that river would be entirely
muined because of lesser and stale water. Furthermore, the algae which is causing a danger to
the estuary would proliferate further.

I will not spend time explaining the origin of the algae proliferation, but if the algae are
subject to a strong flush of fresh water once a year it takes away the nutrient and disturbs its
further development. In addition to this the method of getting rid of the algae by the use of
machinery is continuing. If we take away the one remaining source of water flushing which,
as a result of the rains, is flowing down the Murray River there is no end to the proliferation
of algae regardless of the number of canals dredged from the ocean to the river. These, like
the Dawesville cut, would have an effect only on the immediate vicinity and not on upper
reaches of the river. Ft is not a substitute for the water flushing that flows from the river.

I, like the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, would like to express my appreciation to the
Minister because he has taken note of my previous warnings and examined the area in order
to ascertain whether there was any truth in what I was saying and he has spoken to the people
in the area. The Minister for Water Resources is the only Minister who takes this Parliament
seriously. He responds to questions which are raised in this place and if he is not in the
Chamber at the time the questions are raised he responds to the member concerned in writing.
It is the way in which the business of Parliament should be conducted.

I come back to the argument that because everyone is aware of the need for water there is no
reason to prevent the building of a dam. According to the figures provided by the Water
Authority, if this damn is built its full capacity, at the very best, would be 25 million cubic
metres of water. The aggregate of all the darns supplying water to the metropolitan area
including the South Dandalup Damn and excluding the Mundaring Weir, which supplies water
to the Goldfields, is 550 million cubic metres. The North Dandalup Dam's gross capacity is
not more than five per cent of the aggregate. One must think in terms of saving an area
which, if it is muined, would cause enormous problems before providing an additional five per
cent of water.

I refer now to the ground water situation. The vision of bringing water from the Pilbara is
commendable, but it would be extremely expensive. It does not mean that consideration
should not be given to the proposal. However, before consideration is given to this proposal
we should make use of the available ground water.

Perth has two characteristics from a water consumption point of view. First, it has the second
highest per capita water consumption in the world, after Southern California. Secondly,
Perth is the only place where the surplus ground water is not chemically over treated. People
talk about the chemical treatment of water being harmful. In the United
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States, particularly in Texas, there are huge reservoirs which, to anyone who does not know
their origin, look like natural lakes. The water is used for all water sports and is treated. In
Perth we do treat water in a small way. No-one would argue that it is more healthy than
treating water chemically. Therefore, the policy surrounding ground water usage should
remain one of nor treating the water.

Another very important aspect of ground water is that in built in areas where the Water
Authority does not draw water from underneath, Goverrnents so far have always allowed
people to draw their own water. This will remain the policy of Governmrents in future if they
are thinking properly. The reason for allowing people to draw their own water is very
simple. The more water these people draw from something for which the Water Authority
would not have any use, the less water they purchase from the authority. The less water they
purchase the less capital expenditure is needed to extend further water supplies. Therefore,
the charges can be correspondingly lower than they might otherwise be.

That leads me fintally to the discussion of charges. It should be stressed that water resources,
perhaps more than any other area, should be a bipartisan political area. It is nonsense and
does not serve the interests of the people for the Government and the Opposition to argue
about which Government increased water charges and which did not. It is absolutely against
the interests of the people to keep the charges artificially low. That might sound like a
politically stupid statement, but it is not. I will tell the Chamber why it is not a stupid
statement. First, if charges are kept down, maintenance is neglected. At some time in the
future the authority would then be faced with a huge, unexpected expense. It would either
have to borrow money to cover the expense, in which case it would have to service the
capital, or it would have to somehow cover it with its ongoing expenditure, in which case it
would have to increase charges enormously.

There is another matter which nobody as yet has mentioned. One hears about it very seldom.
I refer to the enormous indebtedness of the Water Authority. The other utilities such as the
State Energy Commission, Westrail and almost every other utlity are also in a position of
indebtedness. Much outgoing expenditure goes to the servicing of loans for interest
payments. From memory, I think the percentage is about 40 per cent. If charges are not
raised, the only alternative is for loans to be increased. Unfortunately, loan interest rates are
again becoming very high. The gumus convinced even our Government and, of course. more
so this Government, that centralised loan borrowing through the Treasury authority is better
and cheaper than borrowing by independent authorities separately, which I would prefer. I
do not believe in centralism because there is no competition. There cannot, therefore, be
anything cheaper or better. Nevertheless, whoever issues the bills or bonds for the loans will
have to pay almost 20 per cent in costs and interest for the loan. I know it is less than 20 per
cent, but, for the sake of a very simple example, let us use 20 per cent.

If we borrow 100 units a year, we pay 20 units for it the first year. The second year we have
to borrow another 100 units for our needs and we pay 40 units because we pay for the first
one and for that one. So the fifth year we pay 100 units for the 100 we have used. But in the
sixth year we pay 120 units for the 100 we used. It would therefore stand to reason that one
should try to be self financing as much as possible. Some of the Government utilities in the
Commonwealth have taken this very commendable route. Telecom, for example, has done
so. I admit that its circumstances are different-

Again, this demonstrates the need for a bipartisan policy. If the Government - whatever
Government is in power, whatever Opposition sits on the left hand side of the Chair - did not
have to be afraid of being attacked immediately by the Opposition, it would not ignore the
responsibility of planning for tomorrow. Otherwise, it takes measures that are very much for
today only: It borrows money which somebody will later have to repay, and it does not do
proper repairs.

Self financing would hurt originally, but in five or 10 years it would be of enormous
advantage to the consumer because the consumer would pay less in charges as a result of self
financing of capital works. That also goes for more equitable charges. Commercial non
residential charges have been a problem for a long time. The Minister has been concerned
about the problem, as I was bothered by it when I was in charge of water resources.
Commnercial non residential charges are way out of balance. Users in this category represent
no more than 15 per cent of consumers, yet they pay more than 50 per cent of total charges.

5386 [ASSEMBLY)



[Wednesday, 16 November 1988]138

So their position can be seen to be utterly inequitable when compared to that of domestic
consumers.

The situation has come about because commnercial users pay charges on the basis of property
values. Every Government's announced plan is to make them pay for the services and the
use of water as they use ii. But they cannot implement that plan. Why? Because to
implement it from one day to another would bring such an enormous imbalance some people
would pay only one-twentieth of what they paid in the past. Businesses like Myer are sited
on the most expensive ground in the city, but use very little water, They use water only for
flushing toilets, making tea and using air conditioning. On the other hand, a Coca-Cola plant
on less expensive land'uses a lot of water, yet pays very little for it. If we wanted to
introduce from today to tomorrow a pay-for-servjice, pay-for-use charge, Myer would
suddenly have to pay approximately one-twentieth of what it paid in the past and the Coca-
Cola people would pay 10 or 15 times as much. No Government could afford chat. If there
were a completely bipartisan policy, in 10 years that could be phased in. It would be much
more equitable and acceptable to everybody. So it is only criticism and, let us face it, most of
the timre the criticism is not seriously founded. It is criticism on the surface where half truths
are told and alleged.

My final warning in this debate on the Water Authority and water resources expenditure is
that both sides of the House should endeavour to have in this area a bipartisan policy which
would be of enormous advantage to the consumer community.

M~r LEWIS: I draw to the Minister's attention an area I see as being extremely badly
managed at the Water Authority. I have come to this conclusion after two separate incidents
within my electorate of East Melville. The first one goes back probably 18 months. It
manifests a situation whereby a computer spits out an anomaly. An officer, acting by rote,
gives a direction and someone goes out and changes a water meter because the computer
figures do not stack up with what the water meter should read on previous averages: For the
benefit of the Committee I will quickly run through it. About 18 months ago one of my
constituents decided to instal a fresh water tank to collect water from his roof, to put filtration
on his bore, to not use the water supply of the Water Authority, and to disconnect the meter.
When he received his annual account a statement was included indicating that as the meter
was found to be faulty, the reading had been averaged on the previous years' consumption to
a formula worked out by the authority. He approached me and I wrote to the General
Manager of the Water Authority explaining the situation. The account was adjusted and
everyone was happy. Three or four months later he told me that the Water Authority had sent
someone to change his meter. When he approached that person he was told that the meter
was faulty and had to be replaced because a direction had been received from the head office.
The constituent explained that he was no longer using the water supply, but the meter was
still changed. Six months later the meter was renewed again. The bottom line is that when
the meter was read showing that no water had been consumed, that information was punched
into the system, the computer determined that the reading should be similar to readings for
previous years and, as it was not, the meter was faulty. Therefore, a direction was sent to the
relevant section to replace the meter. That has happened to my constituent on three
occasions. I wrote to the Minister and either he or the general manager replied that some
action would be taken. That satisfied everybody.

In February this year one of the mare distinguished former members of this Parliament, Sir
Crawford Nalder, told me that he had bought a property in December and had had his meter
read in March. The meter had been renewed and the account he received indicated that it was
an average of previous years' consumption. Sir Crawford Nalder lives alone, but the
property was previously occupied by five adults. Therefore, there was a considerable
difference in the amount of water consumed. I immediately contacted the parliamnentary
liaison officer of the Minister and explained the situation, and an adjusted account was sent to
Sir Crawford. Last week he rang me again and said that the Water Authority was replacing
his meter, and that he had been told his water consumption was extremely low. He told the
person changing the meter that he was living alone and that there was nothing wrong with the
water meter. The chap renewing the meter agreed with Sir Crawford that the water meter
was probably not faulty but, as he had a direction to renew it, he continued to do so.

Some computer at the Water Authority is providing information on previous average
consumption and if that does not stack up with the current consumption, the imrmediate
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assumption is made that something is wrong with the water meter. I suggest to the Minister
that perhaps before a person is instructed to renew a meter, one of the many inspectors or
meter readers employed should approach the consumer to ascertain whether changes have
been made which could affect water consumption. It seems to be too hard for the authority to
adopt that course. It does not tell people that their meters will be changed; the first
knowledge they have is when they look out of the window and see the work being carried
out. The consumer is not given the opportunity to read the meter before it is changed.
People changing their residences have their electricity meters read and their telephone service
transferred, and they are aware of the readings. However, the Water Authority does not
follow that course. No record of consumption is kept when the meter is changed and the
consumer is not able to challenge the reading taken or the assumption that the meter is faulty.
These two completely separate cases occurred within my electorate within the last 18 months.
Obviously some administrative action should be taken to ensure that this does not happen.
Hundreds of these cases must arise every year and if that is not bad management, nothing is.
I ask the Minister to take some action in this matter.

Mr MASLEN: I wish to place on record a problem that I have experienced with the Water
Authority in Carnarvon and its policy for the State on the installation of deep sewerage
systems. It seems that the policies of almost all Government departments are formulated for
urban situations, and the remote or unique areas of this State are expected to comply with
those requirements, without variation. This case relates to the consistency of the soil in the
East Camarvon development and its suitability for septic tank systems. I am aware that a
report will soon be made by the Water Authority, which is awaiting a report from the
Department of Agriculture, which is probably waiting for information from somewhere else.
I believe the release of that report to the Minister is imminent and it will advise the Minister
on whether the soil is satisfactory for a septic tank system or deep sewerage. 1 anticipate that
the report from the Water Authority will state that the soil is unsatisfactory for a septic tank
system, even though the Department of Agriculture report may indicate that it is. With a
change in the wording, the Water Authority will justify requirements similar to those for
developments in urban areas. It is a case of policies which are just directions that should be
the servants of authority becoming the masters of authority regardless of the ramifications for
the area they are being imposed upon.

I make those observations because I am aware that the Shire of Carnarvon has asked the
Department of Agriculture in Camarvon to conduct soil tests regarding the suitability of
septic tank systems. I know the report they got indicated the soil is satisfactory with small
unsatisfactory pockets. I hope the Minister will soon be in a position to make an
announcement for the benefit of the Shire of Carnarvon and developers in east Carnarvon,
which has been covered for flood mitigation by a fairly extensive levy system in the past few
years, so that development may proceed in that section of Camnarvon. We are waiting on land
releases and the local authority is anxious they proceed. People have money tied up in
projects and are extremely anxious about them. Mr and Mrs Lang have reached a position
that is so bad that the bank is bouncing their cheques. They went into this development in
good faith because the area was covered for flood mitigation. Now the authority is blocking
their development because of a policy that has become master of its direction. I implore the
Minister to reconsider this matter and to make an announcement one way or the other that
will clear the way, or close it, so there is no doubt for the people in the area or the Shire of
Carnarvon.
Mr WIESE: I thank the Minister on behalf of the National Party for the job he did through
the south west last year in one of the worst droughts we have ever suffered. The Water
Authority did a magnificent job getting water to drought stricken farmers; we canted and
pumped a lot of extra water, but it was the Minister and his department that should be
thanked, and I do so for a job weUl done. We also thank the Minister for his mural water
strategy. We would like more, as we have heard tonight, because that is human nature. The
rural water strategy is working and making a contribution to certain areas. We are seeing the
extension of scheme water into areas that were without that supply for many years. I
commend the Minister for his efforts in that area. I hope we can keep the rural water strategy
going and get more funding into it because it is desperately needed. There are many areas
throughout the State in need of a better, more reliable and decent water supply, which is what
the rural water scheme is about. It worries me when I hear of our water problems as Western
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Australia is a dry State. We see water being sucked from underground aquifers and cannot
help but wander, particularly in the south of the country where people know that water is in
poor supply, whether we are drawing more from the aquifers than is going back into them.
The Minister is aware of this problem and it is something on which we must keep a close
watch.

If the effects of the ozone layer come true and the portents of gloom are correct and our
rainfall continues to drop, we have a potential for major problems in the metropolitan area
where the majority of our water is used. This is something that we must be aware of in future
planning. I aim sure the Minister and those advising him are aware of this. I have spoken to
the Minister privately about an extension of the water supply scheme at the lower end of the
great southern to the Marribank community. It is a problem of which I have spoken before.
There are 70 or 80 people who rely on 12 000 gallon tanks to supply their houses. They suck
water from the creek or river pools nearby so they can have working toilet systems arid when
their tanks run out they are back to using muddy water from the damns and soaks around the
farms. Those dams are fu~ll this year for the first time for five or six years, but inevitably they
will have water supply problems again at Marribank, so we must keep pushing to establish a
permanent water supply there.

The people are doing a magnificent job.. They have established an Aboriginal cultural
resource centre, and on Saturday I attended its opening, which was extremely well done. The
Marribank cultural resource centre was opened on Saturday, not by Ken Colbung as reported
in The West Australian but by Alan Boulton, a local Aboriginal leader. The opening included
the planting of seven or eight shrubs outside the cultural centre and I could not help
wondering what was their chance of survival because there is no water for trees or a lawn. In
three or four months those shrubs may well have died because of a lack of water. These
people need encouragement for their work and I hope we eventually get a water supply there.
I commend the Minister for the work he is doing.

Mr FRIED TUBBY: I. was interested to hear the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and other
speakers mention different ways of providing water, particularly for the metropolitan area.
There are parts of my electorate which will become metropolitan soon and which have no
scheme water. There is no scheme water where I live; we must provide our own. The houses
have at least a 90 000 litre tank and, with the hills rainfall, that is sufficient for our household
of four people and a little gardening. Bores are not reliable there and tend to peter out in late
February or early March if there are no sumnmer thunderstorms, but they supply extra water
for gardens. What we need to do in future, particularly in urban areas, is look at one of the
things done in European countries where they put a tank under the house pad before they
build the house. Ir is easy to have three or four tanks where I live but if a 20 000 gallon tank
were put on a fifth of an acre or quarter of an acre block there would be no room for anything
else. It may be in the interests of the State to subsidise the construction of these tanks. [ do
not know how much it would cost to dig a hole for a tank but, when roofed, the tank would
cost between $3 000 and $4 000. The pad could be over the top. I know that in the urban
areas the pollution from vehicles is supposed to pollute the rainwater coming down onto the
roof, therefore it should not be used for human consumption - or that is the theory - but I can
tell members that a lot of people in the hills have no alternative but to use that water for
human consumption. If it is a problem in the urban areas, then we carn perhaps utilise that
water for gardens, which would in the long term reduce the tremendous drain on the scheme
water.

I turn now to the matter of drainage. I have been in touch with the Minister about the
Serpentine-Jarrahdale drainage district, but 'this is not the only area experiencing problems;
there are also problems in the Busselton area. In my area there seems to be no rhyme or
reason for determining which blocks are rated for drainage. I believe there is some rhyme or
reason in Busselton: Rating is based upon whether a person lives in a Labor or a Liberal
seat! My area is not as cut and dried as that, and there is a differentiation between blocks. It
is as if someone has sat down, looked at a map, drawn a line on it, and said1 "Everyone on the
right of the line will be rated, and everyone on the left of it will not."

Mr Gordon Hill: You are too young to be cynical.

Mr FRED TUBBY: The Minister should go down to Busselton and ask the people. He will
find that the people who live in Labor areas do not pay drainage rates, and those who live in
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Liberal areas do. One constituent springs to mind whose property is right on the edge of
Mundijong. The Minister, is probably aware of this matter because the constituent has been
reported in the Press a few times and has written a few letters. This chap has been rated for
the last four years, yet the water is actually stored on his property, and in the middle of winter
the water is three or four feet deep. He has sent to the Minister an invoice for the storage of
the Minister's water because he believes that rather than him paying rates, the Minister
should be rated for the storage of the water because it flows in from all around the area onto
his property. The problem was caused by moad works, but the road was there before his
property was rated, so it was a case of no local knowledge, and people just sitting in an
office, over a map, drawing lines on a piece of paper, and stating which areas would be rated.

I know that the member for Vasse has done a tremendous amount of work in this area,
particularly in the formulation of the Liberal Party's policy. I was pleased to hear the
announcement that country drainage rates will disappear during the first term of the coalition
Government. That will be a good thing because, and I do not care where one draws the lines,
most of the water drains away to the sea. So instead of having some areas which are rated
and others which are not, the first step would be to either rate the entire population, or rake
the money out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

The final matter I wish to raise concerns the amount of water that comes down from Crown
land in the hills and which causes problems in the built up areas. These areas are being rated,
and the people who live there have to cope with water that often is no concern of theirs. It is
grossly unfair to rate those people when the drainage system they have in their suburbs can
handle the amount of water that falls in the suburb, and the flooding problem is be ing caused
by water coming from Crown land further out. They should not be included in the rating
system to get rid of the run off from that Crown land.
Mr BRIDGE: 1 thank the members for their contributions to the debate. It is fair to say that,
apart from one or two areas of concern, there has been support in principle for a strong
commitment by the Government to the provision of water in the State. and particularly to the
rural sector, which has been identified as a water deficient area. The Government is
endeavouring, through the rural strategy, to address that problem. The Leader of the
Opposition said that the provision of water was such that the portfolio of Water Resources
was one of the most significant portfolios in the Government. We all agree that the
availability of an adequate supply of water must be the most important responsibility of any
Administration. The funding aspect of tackling that large area of need is a matter with which
Governments will have to come to grips.
Theme was a period of time in the 1940s when we had the development of a comprehensive
scheme, and the extension of that scheme into mural areas was a major attempt to deal with
those water deficient areas of the State. There was a period of time in the 1950s when that
scheme ceased to operate. It was recommenced in the early 1960s; it was abandoned in the
late 1960s; and there was no continued extension of the comprehensive scheme until last
year, when the Government picked it up as part of its rural strategy. There is a strong
commitment to the further extension of the comprehensive scheme into the agricultural areas
of our State. One area that comes to mind which has already experienced the benefits of
being provided wit an extension to the comprehensive scheme is Lake Grace - taking in
towns like Nyabing and Pingrup, which will be provided with an extension of the scheme
from Kattanning; and some 200 to 300 farms en route will directly benefit from that scheme.
Another area is the Mukinbudin area in the eastern agricultural region. Other small towns,
such as Miling, Bindi Bindi and Lake King, have also been part of this scheme. We are
looking at 29 projects being committed over the three year period of the rural strategy. There
is in addition a commuitment to the Hamrs River Dam, which will ensure that the great
southern area has an adequate supply of water. Our policy and commitment accords with the
general views of members opposite in advocating the prominence of such a commitment to
the provision of water in this State.

In respect of Derby and Broome, to which the Deputy Leader of the Opposition made
reference, my information is that we are currently in a position to provide adequate water for
their current needs and future development.

Mr Court: In Broome?
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Mr BRIDGE: Actually in the town of Broome. When we consider places like Cable Beach
and the Twelve Mile, and horticultural areas out of Broome, it is a different matter. That is
where we have some problems.
Mr Court: You don't have a problem at the Twelve Mile because they provide their own
water.
Mr BRIDGE: There are some limitations on it.
Mr Court: They have their own bores; but Cable Beach is pant of Broome - you cannot
separate them. It is basically residential between the old town and the resort.
Mr BRIDGE: Nevertheless we are continuing to look at the provision of additional sources
and that is an ongoing policy which is carried out on a yearly basis.
In regard to the pipeline concept to which the Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred. I
think the Commirttee is well aware that last year I commissioned the Kimberley Regional
Development Advisory Committee initially to carry out an examination of this project. That
was followed by engaging a firm of consultants, and the Water Resources Council also
participated in that examination. That information has been made available to me and I have
continued to explore the potential of that project. Just for the interest of the Committee I
advise that tomorrow I will be leaving here and attending a meeting with the Minister for
Water Resources in South Australia to discuss with her a national grid concept which is
enshrined in that tota package. What we are working up currently is a pipeline that talks
about Western Australia in isolation and another project - the national grid concept - with a
spur line going across to South Australia. That has national significance and it is on that
basis that the South Australian Government is keen to look at it. That will occur in the next
day or two; so we are certainly looking at the project in all seriousness. I am not sure what
all of this will1 amount to in the end. We are well aware of the fact that there is a very
sizeable cost associated with it. There has never been any disputing our technical and
engineering capacity to put the project in place: it is always the dollars that have been the
limiting factor. I hope the cost and benefits component of this project might in the end
measure up pretty well.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition spoke about the Agaton scheme and how funds could
well have been utilised in the development of that project. I do not have any difficulties with
that view. The only departure from that approach I have embarked upon since I became
Minister is that I could see that if we were to dwell for a long time on a single major project
such as Agaton - where we were looking at $10 million - we would spend a lot of time and
probably not commit the money; whereas if we looked at a number of smaller projects with
smaller commhiments we would be able to commit them, and we have done that. However,
we have not in any way abandoned the potential to look at the Agaton and other schemes as
part of a total, long term proposal. Schemes such as Agaton remain on the drawing board but
in the meantime large numbers of small towns and large fanning areas have been
accommodated with our limited funding.
A similar situation applies in the case of on-farm storage. We are always looking at how we
can encourage and assist the farmers in the provision of on-farm water. Of course, I have
some bias against it because in my days in the bush and on stations - and I think the member
for Gascoyne will echo these sentiments - we found that when we played around with little or
diminishing supplies in the sense of provisions for stock we invariably ran into disaster.
Therefore, I have a tendency to look at the safer yields being made available to farmers; that
is, the provision or expansion of scheme water wherever we can. That provides a permanent
safe supply and the seasonal factor in the end does not amount to much.
The salinity problem was referred to briefly by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and is an
ongoing problem to which all Governments will need to continue to commit funds in order to
overcome it.

In respect of the underground water in the metropolitan area, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition did ask how the Water Authority felt about some of the developments that are
likely to take place. I indicated in answer to a question in this place the other day that it is the
policy of the Water Authority always to highlight the need for very sensible planning and
management to occur where developments are allowed to proceed, where those underground
sources are established and identified. It seems to me that in many instances, so long as
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sensible plans and safeguards are undertaken or taken into account in the orderly preparation
of the release of land, it is capable of enabling the development to occur. However, the single
most important feature which must always be considered is the careful assessment of the
impact and management of the development so that, whatever the impact may be, it is
controlled and does not impinge on the underground sources. We will continue to have a
generail policy that always requires developments by Governments and other agencies to be
discussed with the Water Authority in this context.
The North Dandalup, project is one which has been canvassed by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and, of course, the member for Floreat. It is one in which I have recently taken a
special interest largely as a result of the interest of, and the request which came to me some
time ago from, the member for Floreat. That matter currently is being attended to. I have
sought hither information, which I am now obtaining, to be able to assess just what it
amounts to. My personal observation of the project has occasioned me some concern, and
that came as a result of the inspection I undertook on my visit to that area. As a result of my
personal concerns I want to be assured, or at least fully briefed, by people from the Water
Authority and the Environmental Protection Authority, as to how the project could proceed
without impacting on the estuary and the river system that leads into it. That matter is
currently under review and I will certainly keep the residents of that area informed as to how
I might deal with the additional information that comes to me.

The idea about the development of and support for the solar energy concept has much merit.
I have already had the opportunity of examining a couple of small projects that have been
developed in Western Australia, and while they are very exciting and have a tremendous
potential in rural areas of the State as an alternative method of water supply, it seems to be in
the early stages of development, and additional funding and commitment by Governments
will need to be an ongoing part of that program.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition and I have talked about the mailer of increased water
charges which he taised with me. I think in our discussions we did clarify that.
Mr Court: You did not clarify the Government's continuing with its advertisement saying
there was no increase in charges. It was false advertising and the Government did not
withdraw it.
Mr BRIDGE: Yes. When I clarified the matter in my reply -

Mr Court: I asked the question specifically because the ads kept running. All you did was
verify what I was worried about.
Mr BRIDGE: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred to the water conservation
program. We tend not to acknowledge the extent to which the public contribute to water
conservation. Last year we found that when there was a need to impose restrictions that
program was successful to a large extent because of the cooperation of the public. That
conservation program saw a marked reduction in water consumption, and that occurred
despite the fact that last summer was both hot and prolonged. With things such as tree
planting, the public education program and other conservation methods, the appeal to the
goodwill of the public should be considered and encouraged. In my view it has worked and
is continuing to work.

The member for Floreat talked about the importance of a bipartisan approach to water policy
in this State. If ever that became a reality, I would be the first person in this Chamber to
commnit myself to that path. The member was completely correct in his view. The difficulty
is that when we try to set in place that bipartisan approach to matters of public importance
there seems to be a breakdown. Unfortunately politics becomes a factor and the viral
commitment we initially sought to serve seems to become a diminishing feature of the
debate. There should not be anything controversial about the provision of water as a service
to the public; we should be in the business of a sane and sensible bipartisan approach to water
policy. If we had such an approach, it would certainly be beneficial in the areas the member
for Floreat talked about, particularly in respect of policies and the approach to things such as
the pay for use proposal. As the member quite rightly pointed out, it is very good to utter
words of wisdom about this but we must have the ability to put that bipartisan approach into
place, particularly when one considers the difficult matters with which we must deal.
I am grateful to the member for Floreat and thankful that he was able to mrange the visit to
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North Dandalup, so that I could look at the area where the damn is proposed to go. [ also
looked at the estuary and the surrounding areas, and I attended a meeting arranged by the
residents of that area. I restate my commitment: [ am currently reviewing the matter. [ hope
the information I have sought will be forthcoming soon. The member also referred to the use
of private bores, which are an important and integral part of the provision of water. It
certainly has a continuing place in the way in which we deal with the need to accommodate
the public, particularly in Western Australia where, as the member indicated, there is a high
consumption ratio. For that reason every endeavour should be made to utilise sensibly and
wisely the sources available to us.-

The member for East Melv ille referred to a couple of issues. In respect of meter reading, the
approach the member spoke of is certainly not supported by the Government. From time to
timne I am told of such incidents by people ringing in and I have a very strong message for
officers who deal with such delicate matters. That is, they should do so without causing
embarrassment or displeasure to the people who are having their meters read or examined. I
certainly would always be very keen to learn of the occurrence of such matters. I give the
undertaking that in the event of being told about them [ would be keen to pursue such matters
to ensure that such conduct is not repeated. There is no need for it; we are not in the business
of upsetting anyone. Meters can be checked with the full and proper cooperation of the
householder as part of the normal business of the authority.

The member for Gascoyne spoke about the sewerage system for East Carnarvon. He sought
my assurance that [ would make an early decision as a result of obtaining from the
Department of Agriculture's soil division a report on the suitability or otherwise of the soil in
that area to take septics. I assure the member that I am keen to do that and hopefully I should
be in a position within the next week to make an announcement. I certainly take his
comments on board. I appreciate the importance of an early decision to the Shire of
Camarvon and, indeed, to the residents of East Carnarvon because of the uncertainty and the
problems this matter is causing.

I thank the member for Narrogin for the way in which he referred to the rural strategy and the
assistance which has been made available. Actually, we were able to provide people down in
that area with a pretty good year. I think the people in the south west should be pretty
satisfied - a lot of green grass and fat cattle can be found down there.

Mr Wiese: I thought only Bob Hawke could say things like that.

Mr BRIDGE: As the member rightly pointed out, the rural strategy is having a clear effect. I
would be happy to take up the matter of the Manibrook community to see whether we can
earmark funds for an early resolution of its water problem. The member has raised this
matter with me previously and I will be only too happy to take it up.

The member for Dale said that his electorate did not have things such as scheme water, and
that alternative methods, such as using tanks and so on, should be considered by the Water
Authority. I am not sure what sort of ideas the member has in mind but in that context
perhaps he could write to me and highlight those alternative methods. Ilam not sure how far
the scheme is from the member's electorate -

Mr Fred Tubby: We don't want it.

Mr BRIDGE: I would certainly be keen to talk to the member about the alternative proposals
to which he referred. The drainage concept to which the member referred as having some
impediments associated with it is something with which I agree. It is a difficult and complex
matter. The Government has certainly tried to work through it in order to accommodate the
many people who have concerns about the drain, wherever it might be put - whether that is
Busselton or somewhere else - but it is a very difficult matter. When I went down to the
Busselton area early in the piece, as the member for Vasse knows, I was taken for an
inspection of the area by the farmers and the shires.

Mr Blaikie: Organised by the member for Vasse.

Mr BRIDGE: Yes. I was shown the area which could be referred to as high country. People
had said that the farmers were being charged unfair rates which should not have been applied.
I agreed, and subsequently I removed that charge, only to find that people in other areas made
the same claimn.
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Mr Blaikie: The person who stated that the rates should be disposed of was Malcolm Lee.
The Minister has acted, in pant, on his report.

Mr BRIDGE: No. The day I looked at the high country with the farmers was the day I was
convinced that they had a justifiable argument.
Mr Blailcie: You did not abolish the charges until the Lee report camne out.

Mr BRIDGE: The idea was in the Lee report, but that does not mean that I did not take the
point of view that there was unfairness towards chose people.

Mr Blaikie: That unfairness will be abolished when we return to Governmnent.

Mr BRIDGE: Maybe that will be the member's course of action, if he seeks the total
abolition of drainage. That is a sentiment of which I am weUl aware.
Mr Blaikie: You cannot treat the people in one town in one way when people are getting off
scot free in another area - as in Bunbury.
Mr BRIDGE: From day one, I would not buy into that in respect of the drainage situation in
Busselton. That has been made abundantly clear. Unfortunately, that mailer has been a
feature of the debate surrounding the issue, since taken up in debate by the member for
Floreat, in regard to consolidated water resources. Members saw what happened. Debate
was extended over several hours because people brought in politics. Unfortunately, that is a
feature of the drainage debate in Busselton. I thank members for their contributions. I will
be happy to follow up on their queries.

Division 71 put and passed.
Division 72: Small Business Development Corporation, $2 717 000 -
Mr LEWIS: I draw the Minister's attention to three or four items, the principal one being the
late payment of commercial accounts by the Government. Many words have been spoken
about the Government's getting its act together; that it now pays commercial accounts within
30 to 40 days. I suggest that that is not necessarily happening; Government departments are
still very tardy in paying their accounts. Recently, a serious situation was brought to my
attention. I wrote to the Minister a week ago about the attitude of the State Government
Insurance Commission and how it handles payments to panel beaters and tow truck operators.
The situation has been reached where the Western Australian Owner Drivers Association,
Tow Truck Div. Inc., has told the SGIC that no more credit will be extended to the
corporation and that all pick ups will be cash on delivery. The section of the Motor Trading
Association dealing with tow truck operators is also of the opinion that the situation has gone
too far and something needs to be done. It is interesting to note that the main competitor in
the tow truck and panel beating areas, and the main competitor with the SGIC, is the RAC.
Over a long period, the RAC has paid its accounts within 30 days. Currently, the SGIC takes
up to six months to pay panel beaters and tow truck operators. I do not know what happens
but this phenomenon has occurred over the last 12 months. Perhaps the SGIC is more
interested in wheeling and dealing in big business, and is not worried about its grass roots
customers - the people who need their motor vehicles repaired after an accident. The attitude
which has been expressed to me by the WA Owner Drivers Association, and by the panel
beaters, is that there seems to be deliberate stalling by officers of the corporation; that is, they
are told that either the assessors cannot be found, or invoices are lost, or some other trivial
excuse is made about why accounts rendered have not been processed and paid. Maybe the
cash flows of the SGIC have been so extended in recent times that the word from
management is to slow up payments to creditors, and thereby increase the cash flow and give
the corporation more liquidity. I know that is a rather harsh thing to say but the facts cannot
be denied. It has been brought to my attention that certain officers of the SGIC, when talking
to panel beaters and tow truck operators about why accounts are not paid, take the attitude,
"We cannot help you; we do not have the paper work in hand; assessors are missing; we
cannot find the files." The attitude is that, more or less, they have been told to slow down the
process; if people are patient they will be paid in due course. Yet these same people tell the
panel beatens and tow truck operators, "Don't wait for the SGIC; go and see a company that
factors the debt for a fee."

Mr Trenorden: Not the SGIC debt!
Mr LEWIS: It sure is. For a fee of four per cent or five per cent, a company called Panel
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Factors operates within the industry to factor the debts of the SGIC. The staff of the SCIC
are telling the creditors that they can factor their debts because they will then receive payment
quickly. For a payment of the fee to Paniel Factors the debts are paid within 30 days. The
word on the grapevine is that the company is paid within 30 days as well.

I am not making accusations but things do not seem to be quite right. Either the management
of the SGIC has passed the word down the line that the process needs stalling and payments
are to be delayed, or maybe internal fiddling is occurring with officers involved in kickbacks
with creditors being advised to have debts factored because liquidity is needed. I do not think
that is on. For the record, I will read a letter from the Western Australian Owner Drivers
Association addressed to me in my capacity as Opposition spokesman on small business. It
states -

As Chairman of the Western Australian Owner Drivers Association (Tow Truck Div.
Inc.) I am writing to you to request your assistance on a matter of great concern to
members of our industry.

The liquidity problem of our members is being greatly aggravated by what appears to
be deliberate stalling tactics by the State Government Insurance Commission in the
payment of accounts rendered which sometimes take as long as six months to finalise.
As you will be aware, credit is not available to small businesses past thirty days whilst
payment from the SOGI.C. is a midnimumn of ninety days.

The Minister and the Government boast that they do not have any dilatory accounts and that
they pay all their debts in 30 days.

Mr Trenorden: But the SOIC is a private business, too.

Mr LEWIS: It is a Government agency.

Mr Trenordlen: Only when it suits it.

Mr LEWIS: Exactly. The letter continues -

This is an appalling situation when you consider that their major competitors are able
to process and pay accounts in thirty days.

That happens to be the RAC. The letter continues -

Although there is an avenue for complaints supplied by the Government, the members
of our industry are loathe to avail themselves of this facility for fear of being
discriminated against by the State Government Insurance Commission.

In other words, if the word gets back to the SCIC that certain tow truck operators have been
whingeing or complaining, they feel they will be discriminated against and not get any work.
They have therefore complained to me through the association. Obviously, itris a real fear.
The letter states further -

This problem is not confined to our industry as we know of small panel-beating
concerns who are similarly placed - having large amounts owing to them by the
S.G.I.C. for long periods and who can say nothing for fear of loss of favour.

If you are able to assist us in any way with a resolution to this problem, we would be
greatly appreciative. We look forward to hearing from you in the near future.

I then wrote to the Minister. I think a disgraceful situation exists and something has to be
done to sort out why it is happening. We have to find out whether kickbacks are being paid
to officers of the SOIC or whether the SGIC has liquidity problems. In any event, it is
wrong.

The next matter with which I wish to deal relates also to prompt payments. I know of a small
businessman who owns a lawn mowing round and does contract work for Homeswest. He
complained to me that, as a small businessman, he was being inconvenienced because his
accounts were not being paid within 40 days. He was owed $5 000 and, being a small
businessman, could not obtain a facility from the bank to keep his cash flow going to enable
him just to live from day to day. Claims that the Government is ensuring that it pays its
accounts promptly are fallacious. Many people are not being paid within the 30 days
undertaking Liven by the Government and the Government has again to consider the matter
of prompt payments.
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I asked a question the other day of the Minister for Transport relating to the construction of a
new rail bridge over the Subiaco subway. The Minister may be aware that a national
directive has been issued and supported by the Prime Minister recommending that, whenever
possible, endeavours should be made to purchase and utilise Australian made goods and
professional services. Westrail, in cohorts with the Main Roads Department, went to
Stuttgart in West Gennany to obtain the services of a firm of consulting engineers to design a
rail bridge over the Subiaco subway. We have a huge amount of talent in structural and civil
design and in architectural design in this State. Professional consultants have complained to
me about this matter. Obviously Westrail and the Main Roads Department are oblivious to
the fact that we have engineers in this State capable of designing such structures. Either that
or again we have this nudge, nudge, wink, wink situation of people going to Stuttgart to seek
professional advice on building a bridge over the subway.

In answer to my question the Minister said that the Government had a policy to foster and
support the use of Australian goods and services in Government and semni Government
projects. He said also that the new Subiaco subway would be designed and constructed as a
joint project by Westrail and the Main Roads Department. He said the form of the bridge
selected had not previously been built in this State and the necessary specialist design
experience was therefore not available locally. What absolute nonsense! The Governent
people had to travel to West Germany to find a firm in Stuttgart to design a bridge over the
Subiaco subway. The Minister should embrace the philosophy of fostering and supporting
Australian industry, commerce and services and should immediately ask why this has
happened. We have the technology and expertise in Western Australia to design and
Construct a Structure of this type. Three or four finns in this State could do it standing on
their heads.

I note that the total costs under contingencies in the vote for the Small Business Development
Corporation have increased by $371 000, which represents a 24.5 per cent increase on last
year's figure. That -is an appreciable increase and we need to be given reasons for the
increase when the inflation rate stands at about 7.4 per cent. I do not like to be unkind but
one of the SBDC's major functions is seen as being an organiser of luncheons, seminars and
the like. Is it a function of the corporation to use these luncheons and seminars as vehicles to
promote the Minister and the SBDC? If the Small Business Development Corporation is
dinkumn it would ask what it is achieving and whether the vote allocated to it is justified-. The
corporation needs to look inward and should not give itself congratulatory slaps on the back.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Minister deserves some praise.

Mr Bridge: You got a service in Northam and you should be happy about it.

Mr TRENORDEN: The Minister has done well in providing water to water deficient areas
and I agree with his attitude that those people who help themselves are the first to receive
assistance.
The debate on the Small Business Development Corporation should be put in its right
perspective. The budget of the corporation is two thirds the size of the South West
Development Authority's budget. Of course, that does not mean anything to the Labor Party.
It is ridiculous to say that this Government has any interest in small business. The South
West Development Authority receives one third more funding for the development of
Bunbury and its surrounds than the Small Business Development Corporation receives for the
entire a rea of Western Australia. It is a criminal situation. I agree with the remarks of the
member for Melville about the Small Business Development Corporation and what it is
doing. When one considers its budget and the task it is expected to undertake one realises;
that it is a ludicrous situation.

Last year I visited Great Britain and I received an invitation to investigate what the British
Government is doing for small1 business. Many people are critical of the stand taken by
Margaret Thatcher, and two years ago more than one million people in that country were out
of work. As a result of that Government concentrating on small business 1.7 million jobs
have been provided. The Government concentrated on the important areas such as training,
education and resource capital. The Governiments in this country have always paid lip
service to small business.
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I know that taxation is a Federal issue but I put it to the Minister that in Great Britain, if a
person invests $90 000 in an unlisted company it is treated as a taxation deduction. The
money invested in small business is venture capital and because it is a taxation deduction
people are prepared to rake the risk. That does not happen in Australia. Governments in
Australia have always crowed about the benefits of small business. In Great Britain a scheme
operates under which banks can supply venture capital. The only time a simnilar situation
prevailed in Australia was when the Burke Government propped up home buyers some three
years ago.

The banks in Great Britain originally lent money at 2.5 per cent above the going rate over a
period of 20 years instead of over five years. The increased interest rate is not a burden on
the borrower because he has a longer period in which to pay back the loan. T1he extra 2.5 per
cent interest pays for the businesses which fail. The scheme has been in operation for a
decade and the additional 2.5 per cent interest has been reduced to 1.5 per cent. It is reducing
because the system is running weUl and there are fewer failures. This scheme is tied into local
enterprise schemes which provide the training and education small business requires to allow
them to operate.

The Department of Regional Development in Western Australia is spending taxpayers'
money on useless ventures. It is running a scheme which was tried throughout the Western
world 20 years ago and it was abandoned. The only way the scheme can work is to offer-
individuals the chance to enter small business. To do that they must have venture dollars and
people must be prepared to lose their money. The best way the scheme can operate is to
provide a 100 per cent taxation deduction. Taxpayers prepared to invest in small business
provide funds for enterprising Western Australians to create activity for the Stare. The
Government should consider this proposal instead of considering deals like the petrochemical
plant and the activities at Burrup Peninsula. Tens of thousands of people in this State would
be prepared to go into a business venture.

The Government has introduced Saturday afternoon trading and has said that by doing so it is
providing a service. The rumour circulating this State is that only one Coles outlet is making
a profit out of Saturday afternoon trading. A deliberate attempt was made to squeeze small
business in order that Coles could take over its six or eight per cent of the market. The
Liberal and Labor Parties created the market for Coles last year and said what a wonderful
thing it was for private enterprise. People in private enterprise are going down the gurgler.
They have to compete with Coles which has 17 year olds on the check-outs. The system is
loaded against small business.

We talked about deregulation. We actually reregulated the marker so that big people have an
added advantage in the system. Government after Government, including this one, has said
that it supports small business. The Minister put an article in the paper the other day about a
group of people coming to Western Australia to do a survey for the Federal Government.
Submissions were invited. I will put in a submission to that group. I will tell it basically
what I am telling the Minister now. We have to give real substance to small business.

We have heard a great deal of rhetoric about how we can stimulate Geraldson and other
country areas. A Labor Party candidate is running around in my electorate with 20 year old
stuff, ridiculous stuff, saying how he will get the area going. The only way we will get it
going is by getting existing businesses cranked up a little better. We need to provide more
education, training and other support and let small business people take it from there. We
should take the handbrake off small business enterprises by reducing taxes and charges and
unshackling them so they can employ people.

Agricultural produce will this year earn megadoilars for Western Australia. How many of
those megadollars will remain in Carnarvon, Northamn, or Narrogin? How many of those
dollars will remain in such towns so that small businesses can employ people and get the
towns going? It is not as if the services of people such as mechanics and painters are not
required in those towns. This Government and the 10 before it have deliberately milked these
people. They then come out with some rhetoric about allowing them some sort of system of
work. The Minister has run several businesses in a tough part of the world; he knows how
tough it is. He knows that the best way to get a business operating is to give the operator
some freedom by taking away restrictions. Why should there be different power and water
charges for city and country people? Because of unnatural restrictions placed on
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people, anyone thinking of starting up a business in Narrogin, Northam or Gingin is likely to
move to the metropolitan area.
The Government is full of rhetoric about the great job it has done in setting up the Small
Business Development Corporation. It has thrown the corporation two shillings and sixpence
and told it to make some noises. The member for East Melville is right. With the amount of
money allotted to the corporation, it can do little else but make a few noises, run a few
seminars and open a first base centre. I am not arguing against those actions. Information is
good and the corporation is good at providing it. One of my ex in-laws has just started a
business. He went to the corporation and got the information he needed. However, the
corporation only has enough money to provide information. The same types of agencies in
England give people a substantial listing of education courses business people can undertake
over a number of years. They suggest that after the business has been running for a while
people come back to do a night course, a one week course or whatever, on computers,
accountancy, stock control and the like. Our people could provide the same sort of service,
but they do not have the funds to do so.

One thing I will say for the Small Business Development Corporation is that it has a free
enterprise spirit. However, it also has chains around its ankles. The Government has said
that the Small Business Development Corporation is worth only two thirds of the South West
Development Corporation. That is ridiculous; it is stupid. The corporation is getting peanuts;
when one throws peanuts one gets monkeys. I get very frustrated about the position. The
way things are going the people could trust us with the Treasury bench at the next election. I
would dearly love to get into the Small Business Development Corporation arnd the regional
development corporations and sweep them all out. I am not talking so much about the
individuals within those organisations, but about the stupid ideas they have. Their ideas are
20 or 30 years old.

If I were in CGoverment I would take a few people to Europe, America and Canada where
such corporations are putting life back into country areas which have fallen on hard times.
Many cities in Europe have had factories employing between 2 000 and 3 000 people closed
down. The people who lost their jobs found their own skills and started their own small
businesses. I could take people to cities like Cologne and show themn what it is possible to do
if individuals are given some money and allowed to run with an idea. That generates
employment and wealth. That is what Western Australia should be all about. We should
forget about the petrochemical plant. I am not saying that it is a bad idea, but we do not have
to have a mentality that says we must chase such projects. I do not understand the notion that
we are not developing the State if we are not building aluminium smelters and petrochemical
plants. Such a notion is a lot of rubbish. Our main resource is the enterprise of our people,
yet we suppress it. The Budget provides the evidence that the Government is paying no more
than lip service to the department.

Mr MAS LEN. I feel a little at a loss, following the member for Avon. [ congratulate him on
his excellent address; he went astray a little only once. But, of course, the National Party
does not make mistakes. In any case, the member covered most of the points that I wanted to
raise. I just point out to the Minister that this is one of the more obvious areas where the
Government could save itself $2 717 000 with the stroke of a pen. As the member for East
Melville said and the member for Avon so eloquently said, we do not really need another
little quango to tell people how to get into small business.

Self-motivated people go out and get the information they need to set themselves up in a
small business, or any other business for that matter. No-one will tell someone to go into
business and after the person has gone into it give him more help. As the member for Avon
said, we need to remove some of the restrictions on small business people. Government after
Government has slowly built up the number of restrictions for as long as anyone here can
remember. It seems that as soon as anything gets going, we have to burden it with
restrictions, obstruction or taxation. If we can remove some of the obstructions, people could
get on with the bureaucracy and be encouraged to venture their own money and their
abilities, thus making a better life for themselves and those around them.

Governments, whether Federal, State or local, should not get involved in any business,
whether big, small or indifferent. The business of Government is to provide services
essential for the running of our society. In other words, the Government must do the things
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that it is not profitable, but very necessary, to do. That is why Governments raise Taxes from
the population and have done since civilisation began. That is a philosophical view. I
believe it runs along the lines put up by the member for Avon and the member for East
Melville.
Technical and further Education colleges provide training. There are also various incentive
programs for young people to go into all sorts of career paths. We must put our effort into
motivating people to use their own initiative and to berrer their lives of their own volition.
Giving them the training and removing some of the obstacles which prevent them from
getting ahead, will be a natural progression towards a better State.

Mr BRIDGE: It is rather unfair that the Small Business Development Corporation should be
subjected to unfair criticism, and I will explain that statement at a later stage. The member
for East Melville referred to prompt payment of accounts as a policy of the Government; it is
true that the Government has a policy with which all Government agencies are required to
comply. The Governent encourages and welcomes infonnation on any Government agency
which departs from that policy, and it promptly follows up any complaint to ascertain the
circumstances and the reasons associated with any such departure. I cannot speak directly to
the matters raised by the member for East Melville because I have no knowledge of them.
However, there is no doubt that the Government wants all Governtment agencies to comply
with that policy. I am not sure where the SCIC fits in, but I would have expected it to have a
similar policy with regard to prompt payment. However. I cannot be sure.

The member for East Melville read to the Committee the letter of the owners and drivers'
association. It is a significant feature of the SBDC to follow up these inquiries, and it
regularly addresses inquiries from clients around the State. Those inquiries are followed up
on behalf of clients and it has a very good record of facilitating prompt payment. Perhaps
that information should be provided to the association, and if it approaches the SBDC with its
concerns regarding late payment, I amn sure that it would not be prejudiced in any shape or
form. That would apply also to the two matters raised by the member for East Melville
referring to the small business person who was not in a position to carry a debt and sought
assistance from his bank for that funding. I can only say that the SRDC is the appropriate
body with the capacity to assist that person. He need only approach the corporation.
I presume that the member wanted to put his comments about the railway at the Subiaco
subway on the record, and I understand that he has already raised this question with the other
Minister.

Mr Lewis: I asked a question but the reply was not satisfactory.

Mr BRIDGE: I am not in a position to respond.
Mr Lewis: You are the Minister for Small Business.

Mr BRIDGE: The member asked what my position was with regard to Australian industry
working for Australia. There is no doubt about my position;, I strongly support that concept.
If that means anything to the member, I am happy to say it.

Mr Lewis: Would you take those comments to your Cabinet?

Mr BRIDGE: I have noted the member's comments and I will take the matter on board.

The member for Avon was rather unfair about the SBDC, as was the member for East
Melville, when criticising it for its preoccupation with lunches and the like. There is clearly a
need to raise the profile and the support structure of the SBDC; this is supported by local
groups, such as the chambers of commerce and local government organisations established in
manty rural towns, who consider that the SBDC should be established in their areas. In order
for that to occur it is necessary to lift its profile, and I think that has been successfully
achieved. There is strong support from industry groups a-round the State for a coordinated
approach by the SBDC and other associations in providing a support. structure for business.
It is all very well to say that people in small business need some freedom and no
impediments, and that they will make things work. However, it does not work likce that. I
learned from hard experience because I did not have professional guidance to help me when I
was in business- Although I worked 24 hours a day my management ability was not crash
hot. Through the provision of a professional organisation to support the small business sector
the Government is expanding the network around the State. It has recently provided a
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service to Northamn, and last week it expanded into Camarvon. Things are progressing
satisfactorily with the limited funds available. With regard to the so-called impediments, I
assume that we would all like to abolish taxes for small business; that is a wonderful concept,
but the reality is that it cannot be done. We have to consider other ways of overcoming the
problem. I thank members for their contribution.

Division 72 put and passed.

Division 73: Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority, $13 574 000 -

Mr BL.AJKIE: In my comments. on the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority, I will include
comments on the Aboriginal Lands Trust. I trust that will meet with your approval, Mr
Deputy Chairman, in view of the lateness of the hour and the limited time available. There is
disquiet in the Aboriginal community with regard to the administration of Aboriginal affairs
in this State. A number of questions have been asked in the Federal arena, an inquiry is
under way by the Senate into the administration of Aboriginal affairs, and recently Mr
Charles Perkins either resigned or was sacked from - I am not sure which is the case - his
position as under secretary to the Minister. All of this is centred on a series of investigatory
questions that the Federal Senate has asked. It is believed that there is a degree of
maladministration of funds and there is concern about what has happened to taxpayers'
funds. Although that is in the Federal arena, Aboriginal people in Western Australia have
expressed concern to me about what they believe is the unfairness in the application of
funding through the State office.

I place on record that the reason, Aboriginal people tell me, is that the Government has lost
touch. It made a series of promises, commitments and election policy statements in 1982
which were continued in 1985 and continue today, not having been revoked. They told
Aboriginal people they would have self determination. The Aboriginal people tell me that on
the one hand the Government says they can have self determination, but when it is applied it
is self determination provided it is in line with the Government's policy and agrees with it. If
it does not agree with the self determination requirements of Aboriginal people it rejects
them. On the other hand, the policy of self determination was a way of buying votes. The
second part related to land rights and the claim that Brian Burke, as Leader of the Opposition.
was at the infamous meeting at the Claremont showgrounds. in 1982 when people from all
pants of the State were brought to the city for the first time. I have met people from the
central desert area who came in good faith, listened and believed what the Labor Party told
them. Burke said, "You vote for the Labor Party. Trust me. The Labor Party will give you
land rights. I give you my word." They took his word and over a five year period have been
shattered because the Labor Party, both federally and in the State, has not only failed to
deliver but also has broken every promise it ever made. That is part of the frustration that
Aboriginal people tell me about.

When they ask, "What is your policy?" I say, "First, we do not agree with land rights. It is
not part of our policy. We do not accept compacts or treaties because we see that creating a
separatist Australia. We do not believe that there should be a separatist movement mn
Australia with Aboriginal people as one part of Australia and caucasian Australians as
another part of Australia. We do not agree with that. We do not go along with that."
Aboriginal people say, "Thank you for being honest. At least we know where you stand."
They still return to the point that they were made promises by the Australian Labor Paity, this
Minister, die present Premier and the former Premnier, the Federal Minister and the former
Federal Minister, and Primne Minister Hawke, and those promises are not worth the words
spoken. They have been let down and are dejected.

Aboriginal people across the State indicate that not only has the Government lost touch but
also that they will take action against it. A few months ago in Derby in the Boab Babbler of
Friday, 25 March a headline appeared that the Aborigines and Labor had fallen out over land
issues and the article went on to say that the Labor Party could no longer be assured of the
traditional Aboriginal vote in the Kimberley following a fall out over land rights issues.
There are a series of matters involved in that, but the message is clear: Aboriginal people in
that pan of the State reject the Government for not honouring its promises.

Some 12 months ago I raised the matter of an inquiry which was subsequently carried out by
State and Federal police into the activities of the Aboriginal Advisory Council. It was alleged
that there was a critical misappropriation of funds and much concern that people
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were illegally trying to sell off Aboriginal property owned by the council in Beaufort Street.
Mr Bridge: Have they sold it off?

Mr BLAEKIE: it was no doing of the Minister that it was not sold.

Mr Bridge: And it was no doing of yours.

Mr BLAMICE: I have news for the Minister.

Mr Bridge: It was neither you, nor 1.

The DEPUTY CIAIEMAN (Mr Thomas): The member for Vasse should address his
remarks to the Chair.
Mir BLAMKE: I have news, not only for the Minister but also for the House. It was a very
astute group of Aboriginal people who got expert legal advice and put a caveat over the land,
thus preventing it being sold. There was a subsequent police investigation. In the middle of
that trauma was one of the key figures, an officer ensconced in the Minister's office who was
the Chairman of the Aboriginal Advancement Council. People who were complaining about
the activities of Brian Wyatt and appealing to this State Minister for assistance were fobbed
off because, on the one hand, the Minister was protecting his officer while, on the other,
ignoring the pleas of Aboriginal people for sonic formn of action to he taken.

The chairman's role was subsequently taken over by Mr Neil Phillips, who made extensive
remarks to the media about what he saw as a black Mafia operating in Western Australia.
Those comments were not made by me but by Neil Phillips, again indicating the concern of
Aboriginal people. There have been charges, and challenges of nepotism and special benefits
by the Minister federally. Aboriginal people in Westemn Australia relate to me that they have
the same concerns that certain Aboriginal people in certain areas receive favours from the
State Minister and his department while other Aboriginal people do not. Whether that is
factual is too difficult to prove at this stage because the Minister will not provide information.

Part of the information which he will not provide, and which would allow the Parliament to
carry out an adequate scrutiny in a sirnilar way to the one carried out in Canberra, is not
available because there are no annual reports of the department available for previous years.
Therefore, members are not in a position to examine the affairs of the department for the
previous 12 months. We are not able to examine what happened in depth for the previous 12
months and cannot look at the affairs of the Aboriginal Land Trust, yet a week does not pass
that people of the Nyoongah commnunity complain to me that they are being disadvantaged by
this Minister while he advantages people in the northern areas of the State. Those are the
matters raised with me by people who say they are concerned about what is going on. More
importantly, they are concerned that they are not getting an appropriate level of funding for
Aboriginal people in this State.

Mr Evans interjected.

Mr BLAMKE: I would provide specific details, but I assure the member that this Minister
does not provide the information to the Parliament, so the Parliament is denied the
opportunity of having a proper scrutiny.

Mr Evans: Back that up.
Mr BLAMKE: The annual reports of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority and the
Aboriginal Land Trust have not been made available, so how can the Parliament have a
proper scrutiny?

Over a period I have asked a series of questions of the Minister, and the answers have been
less than satisfactory. Nine months ago I asked the Minister a question on notice, which was
finally answered on 31 May 1988 -

(1) How many people are retained, employed or contracted from time to time as
consultants by the -

(a) Minister; and

(b) Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority?

(2) In respect of each consultant, what is the -
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(a) name of each;
(b) qualification or area of expertise for each;

(c) basis of employment of each;

(d) basis of payment for each; and

(e) area involved?

(3) In respect of each, how much has been paid in this financial year as -

(a) retainer;

(b) salary;

(c) consultancy fees;

(d) travelling expenses;

(e) motor vehicle expenses; and

(f) other?

(4) (a) Were consultancy requirements advertised; and

(b) if yes to (a), would he provide detail: and

(c) if not. why not?

(5) What reports have been completed by each in this financial year?

The Minister replied -

As such information will necessitate a considerable amount of work, I am not
prepared to divert the resources required to research the data requested.
However, should the member have any specific queries. I would be happy to
make the relevant investigations.

Mr Bridge: Did you write to me?

Mr BLAIKIE: I asked that question -

Mr Bridge: You know you did not.

Mr BLAIKIE: I1 did not write to the Minister, but 10 days ago I handed that to him and said,
"I want the full information prior to the debate on the Budget relating to the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority." I asked the question because I had received queries from people
who were concerned that a number of jobs had been created within the Minister's office and
the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority which had been offered to people who were not
qualified, or which had been offered on the basis of some extended benefit by the Minister. It
is now history that the Minister has not provided the information which I sought, so the
Parliament is being denied the opportunity of carrying out an investigation to determnine
whether there was any misappropriation. The Minister's office is a public place, it receives
public funds, and the information should be available for public scrutiny. There are a number
of matters that I would have liked to pursue, but I cannot do that because the Minister refuses
to provide the Parliament with the necessary information to enable an adequate scrutiny of
die functions and admintistration of his departmnent.

[ return to one point: The lack of annual reporting. I place on record that the Minister and
die Chamber must be very conscious that, at the Federal level, adequate scrutiny has now
uncovered matters that have concerned not only Aboriginal people but also the wider
community in respect of the proper allocation of funds to Aboriginal people. The Senate
commnittee investigating the application of Federal moneys uncovered a Pandora's box. It is
important that, at the end of the day, the funds go to Aboriginal people and are properly
spent. I find that an increasing number of people are complaining to me that different parts
of the State are being created in different ways. The Aboriginal people of the southern and
metropolitan areas tell me they believe they are not getting a fair and adequate share of the
funding available for Aboriginal people.

Mr Gordon Hill: You do not have any evidence to back that up.

Mr BLAJXIE: Of course we do not have the evidence because the Minister will not provide
any annual reports, and he will not answer questions.
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Mr House: He will nat have the opportunity of answering questions because this debate will
be gagged in about six or seven minutes.

Mr H-assell: A third of the Budget has not been debated - education included.

Mr BLAIKIE: My next point relates to the Aborigintal and Tonres Strait Islander
Commission legislation. Members will recall that almost 12 months ago - I(think it was 14 or
15 December last year - the Federal Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Gerry Hand, indicated
that the Federal Government was going to implement such legislation. That legislation, while
setting up the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission, would also abolish the
Aboriginal Development Corporation, the Aboriginal Hostels Association and a couple of
other organisations. This Minister was the only State Minister in the whole of Australia to
come out and support it; not only did he support it but also he committed his Government to
support that legislation.

Mr Bridge: I did not.

Mr BLAKIE The Minister did so.

Mr Bridge: No, I didn't talk about the legislative support at all.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister can worm and twist as much as he likes. The Minister came out
in support of the compact, which was the preamble to the ATSIC legislation, and that is what
he supported. We find the following in a media statement of 3 December 1987 -

Mr Bridge said after careful thought he had concluded that such a compact was a fine
ideal and the Commonwealth had his support in proceeding to draft it.

He made the comm-ents to a meeting of the Australian Aboriginal Affairs Council.
Mr Bridge is the A.AAC Chairman.

At the 4arne timne the Minister also made a submission in the Parliament saying that he
thought the compact was the most important thing for Aboriginal people. It is now history
that not only does the compact look very shaky but also it is certainly very clear that a
number of people in communities throughout Western Australia have questioned this
compact. The National Farmers Federation has questioned it and Aboriginal people have
questioned it. In an article dated 3 October in The Australian a headline read "Aborigines
look certain to reject compact". Lo and behold, a fortnight later a headline in The West
Australian on 13 Qctober read "New body worries Bridge". The reason the new body
worried Bridge was that Aboriginal people were rejecting the compact and the ATSIC
legislation because they had not had sufficient time to understand the full implications of it.
They did not understand all the ramifications and although the Federal Minister had gone
around Australia meeting with Literally hundreds of people, Aboriginal people needed time to
understand the legislation. All I can say is: T7hank God we have a Senate, because it was the
Senate that decided to have an inquiry and put a brake on the legislation, to at least give
people an opportunity to understand what the legislation was afl about. Otherwise that
legislation would have been rushed through. The Senate has performed its role extremely
well.

The National Farmers Federation has made a series of submissions to the Senate and it is
quite concerned about the implications of the ATSIC legislation. One of its principal
objections is that while both the Federal and State Governments were busy consulting with
Aboriginal people no other land users were consulted at all. A second objection was that the
ATSIC legislation would have a profound effect on land users because - and this Minister and
this State Government were aware of this - the setting up of the commission would be a way
of imposing a land rights regime based in the Commonwealth but with the support and
connivance of the State. It would provide a de facto land rights regime over the whole of
Australia. I am very pleased that that has been thwarted and I will be interested to see what
comes out of the Federal Senate inquiry. A great many people right across Australia are very
thankful that the Federal inquiry is under way and still proceeding. As I have already
indicated, while that ATSIC legislation was being proposed and supported by this
Government, it had no regard for Aboriginal people, or other land users.

Mnother matter which also requires a full scrutiny by the Parliament concerns the
Government's decisions to provide land for Aboriginal people. While the Government may
believe it is satisfying a need, in fact it is creating divisions between Aboriginal people. The
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Nyul Nyul Aboriginal Corporation, which is made up of members of the Ny-W Nyu] tribe, are
traditional landowners in the Beagle Bay area. They were recently given a grant by the State
Government for a portion of land west of Beagle Bay. This was supposed to have ended
several years of conflict between the Beagle Bay community and the Nyul NyuI people, but
instead it has ensured a far wider conflict between the Beagle Bay community and the Nyul
Nyul people because the Nyu] Nyul people have received no funding for water or electricity.
If the Minister wants to indicate chat is wrong, he may say so, but it is the absolute fact.

Mr Bridge; I do nor know where you get your infornation from.

Mir BLAIIE: This is part of another conflict that is occurring between these two groups of
people.

Another group of people, the Thursday Island community, is seeking to harvest trochus, shells
in the same area in which the Indonesians are fishing in the north of the State. When I first
heard of the project it sounded a very sensible one. Indonesians have been coming down and
causing great havoc to Australia, and the Thursday Island community wanted access to the
area to take the trochus shells. While taking them, they would also act as part of a
surveillance group. They have been awaiting answers from this State Government for
literally six or eight months now, without result.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Thomas): Order!

Mr BLAEKIE; In recent months the Government has moved -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The member will resume his seat. In accordance with
the -

Mr BLALIE: I have not finished yet.

Expiration of Time Allowved for Debate
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The member will resume his seat. In accordance with the
resolution of the Commnittee agreed to earlier this evening I will put the question that the
Estimates Divisions 73 to 94, schedules I arid 2, clauses I to 4 and the Title of the Bill be
agreed to and that I do now report to the House. The question is that that motion be agreed
to.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (25)
Dr Alexander Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Tray
Mrs Beggs Mr Evans Mr Marlborough Mrs Watkins
Mr Bertram Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Read Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Burktt Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper
Mir Canr Mr Gordon Hill Mr P1J. Smith
A& Cunningham Mr Hodge Mr Taylor

Noes (17)
Mr Bradshaw Mr Greig Mr Measaros Mr Wiese
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Mr Thompson Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Clarko, Mr House Mr Tirnorden
MW Court Mr Lewis Mr Fied Tubby
Mr Grayden Mr Lightfoot Mr Reg Tubby

Pairs

Ayes Noes

Mr Tom Jones Mr Want
Mr Parker Mr Macnnon
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Stephens
Mr Wilson Mir Crane

Question thus passed.
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Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading
MR PEARCE (Aimadale - Leader of the House) [4.22 arnj: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.23 am]: Members opposite
should be ashamed of the way they have ended this Budget debate.
Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: Members opposite can interject as much as they like but they cannot hide these
facts - firstly, the Treasurer of this State is not here while the third reading of the State's
Budget is going though Parliament; secondly, it is an unprecedented action for this Budget to
be guillotined in the fashion it has been today. Some 21 Divisions of this Budget have not
been properly debated. That represents more than $1 billion of funding which has not been
allowed to be properly debatied in this Budget.
Mr Gordon Hill: That is because of your filibustering.
Mr COURT: T7here has not been a filibuster. One point I want to make very clear -

Mr Grill: Sit down.
Mr COURT: I will not sit down. The Opposition is going to debate this Budget in the hour
that remains for the third reading. I suggest that the Minister for Agriculture stay in the
Chamber for this debate. I want to make it clear that the reason the Opposition opposed this
move was that it is opposed to the procedural motion to have the guillotine applied to this
Budget.
Mr Hodge interjected.
Mr COURT: We did not. We voted the way we did because we were voting against the
procedural motion moved for this Budget debate to be guillotined. We are witnessing a
Governent on the run. At a timne when it is mouthing all these words about how it will be
accountable, we saw the Government's accountability package come into this House. Last
week when the Government introduced that package it admitted it was rotten and had not
been accountable to the people of this State, and therefore it had to bring in an accountability
package. At that time the Opposition made it clear to the Government that the body it has to
be accountable to is this Parliament. One week later we are wimnessing the situation where
the Government has seen fit to guillotine this Budget - more than $1 billion worth of
expenditure, including one of the largest Divisions, that of education in this State, which has
not been debated.
Mr Pearce: You put up the member for Vasse to filibuster.
Mr COURT: That is an insult to members on this side of the House. The Government's
Ministers spoke as often as we did tonight.
Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr COURT: The Governiment wants to cut short the debating process, so the Leader of the
House should not say we are filibustering because the Ministers of the Government spent the
same amount of time -

Mr Pearce: You could have spent four hours on education.
Mr COURT: We are witnessing both inside and outside this House a Government in a state
of crisis. I point out to the House that most of the backbenchers. opposite do not know what
exactly is taking place with this Government. They are not fully informed of the seriousness
of the situation into which the Government has got itself. This State is facing the most
serious political and financial crisis it has seen in its history.
Mr Cart: Rubbish.
Mr COURT: The Minister for Mines says that is rubbish. While the Budget has been
debated - and I might say this Budget debate has become a farce - we have seen WA Inc and
all its miserable, grubby dealings explode. It has blown up on the Government. The
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Government has been keeping it under the carpet for the last few years but during this Budget
debate it has all started to explode.

Mr Hassell: The WADC even had to sell its art collection to get in a bit of cash.

Mr COURT: It is getting that bad. We have seen the grubby deals surrounding Rothwells
and its associated companies, and the Government's involvement in those dealings have all
started to blow up in its face. We have the $15 million cheque from Western Collieries.

Mr Clarko: Where is it?

Mr COURT: No, we do not have it. A deal was done; there was a secret meeting at night;
the deal was done - 'We will pump another $15 million in", but the cheque has gone missing.
Yesterday in the other place a statement was made in respect of $86.1 million which is to be
paid out as part of the Teachers Credit Society rescue in this Budget year. There is no
allocation for it in the Budget. In the very Budget we are now debating we are told that
$86.1 million is to be found. Where will it be found from?

They are going to pay for that out of unearned income from the short term money market
investment. In one year we have gone from the situation where chat money has not been
spent for a couple of years to a situation where it has all gone. Today the Government
committed future earnings; that is how serious the financial situation is in this State.

Mr Hassell: That money has come out of capital works funds, and schools and hospitals will
not be built.
Mr COURT: It is interesting that the Premier of this State did not have the guts to make the
announcement in this place about the funding for the Teachers Credit Society.

The Goverrnent is running out of money. More seriously, we are witnessing a campaign of
misinformation by the Government; a major cover-up is taking place. We are debating the
Budget in a climate of deceit, cover-ups and confidence tricks. The $175 million, which was
supposedly going into the petrochemical project. represents a confidence trick. That $175
million went straight into Rothwells; it has gone down the gurgler, and the taxpayers of this
State do not have any part of a petrochemical plant for their money. That money has been
completely wasted.

Mr Lightfoot: They have a block of land.

Mr COURT: No. Perhaps members opposite should be asking - while the financial scandals
are being brought out into the public arena - why a proper investigation into Rothwells and
the associated companies is not being carried out by the Corporate Affairs Department. Is it
not strange that if Corporate Affairs, in its normal day to day proceedings, finds something
wrong inside a corporation, it moves in straight away and carries out an investigatory
hearing. In this case, the matter has been on the front page of the newspapers in this State
and around Australia - particularly in the financial newspapers - for at least four weeks. But
we do not see anything happening in this State. Does that not seem strange to members
opposite?

Mr P.1. Smith: If Corporate Affairs had thought that, it would have moved in already.

Mr COURT: I will explain to the member what an investigatory hearing is. The Corporate
Affairs Department has the power to carry out an investigatory hearing into the financial
controversy surrounding companies under section 7 of the National Companies and Securities
Comnmission (State Provisions) Act, in conjunction with section 16A of the Companies
(Western Australia) Code, together with the powers provided under section 12 of the
Companies Code and section 8 of the Securities industry (Application of Laws) Code. That
is, without being directed by the Attorney General, the Corporate Affairs Department can go
in and carry out an investigatory hearing. For the benefit of the member for Bunibury, this
enables Corporate Affairs to seize all necessary documents to carry out an investigation.
Witnesses can be called and, at a later stage, if there is to be a full investigation, the material
required is already available. Under section 29 of the Companies Code the Attorney General
can request the Corporate Affairs Department to carry out a special investigation into the
operations of companies. The normal procedure is that when something is wrong in a
corporation, Corporate Affairs immediately goes in and carries out an investigatory hearing.

While debating this Budget, we have been told that the taxpayers will lose more than $400
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million in Rothwells; $125 million in Teachers Credit Society; and $15 million in the Swan
Building Society. Yet the Government is sitting back and nothing has happened.

Mr P.1 Smith: You said that Corporate Affairs can investigate without any direction if it
considers that something is wrong. Obviously it does not think that something is wrong.

Mr COURT: The member thinks that nothing is wrong. I have said that this matter has been
run on the front page of all major newspapers throughout Australia, but the member says that
nothing is wrong.

All the Treasurer can say is that a provisional liquidator has been put in and the provisional
liquidator will find out these things. The provisional liquidator is not carrying out an
investigation; that is not his function. Do members opposite understand why the Governmrent
does not want a Corporate Affairs Department investigation?

Mr P.J. Smith: Why do you assume that the Government does not want that?

Mr COURT: Because some members opposite are facing some pretty serious charges.

Mr Pearce: That is untrue.

Mr COURT: I will tell members why.

Mr Cash: It is k bit like the Govemnment saying that people in Teachers Credit Society will
not be charged.

Mr Pearce: I said that a person would be charged and acquitted, and he was. [ was 100 per
cent right.

Mr COURT: Section 229(4) of the Companies Code states that an officer or an employee of
a corporation shall not make improper use of his position as such an officer or employee to
gain directly or indirectly an advantage for himself or for any other person or to cause
detriment to the corporation. The penalty for that offence is $20 000 or imprisonment for
five years or both. The amount of $15 million was paid out by this Governiment as a result of
Ministers of this Government saying that a payment should be made to Western Collieries for
some coal.

Mr Clarke: For future coal.

Mr COURT: For coal in advance. That money has never reached Western Collieries; this
has been going on for weeks. We have reached the situation where Corporate Affairs should
have moved in weeks ago to find out what happened to that money. That is the taxpayers'
money. Because we are debating the Budget at the moment, we should find out what has
happened to the $15 million. If that amount has gone elsewhere, that is a very serious
offence.

Mr Pearce: You cannot connect any Minister of the Crown with that.

Mr COURT: I put to the Minister that if two4 of the Ministers were involved - and I am not
saying they were - they would have committed a violation of section 38 of the Companies
and Securities (interpretation and Miscellaneous Provisions) Act; they would be guilty of
collusion. That is the seriousness of the situation uinder corporate law. Under criminal law,
those people would have conspired to defraud the public of this State under section 8 of the
Criminal Code.

Mr Lightfoot interjected.

Mr Pearce: The cheque did not go to Rothwells.

Mr COURT: How does the Miister know?

Mr Pearce: Because the passage of the cheque has been fuilly discussed in this House
already. You know the circumstances.

Mr COURT: The Deputy Premier does not know where the cheque is.

Mr Pearce: The Deputy Premier said that it was paid by the SEC to Western Collieries: that
is the end of the Government's involvement with the cheque.

Mr COURT: That is the beginning of the Government's involvement. We are talking about
a Budget which approves expenditure of taxpayers' funds for the year 1988-89. This is a
Budget that is not taking into account all the expenditure. The Budget should have been
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amended to take into account the lasses by Rothwells, and the losses faced by the Teachers
Credit Society and so on. The Ministr of Consumer Affairs has not investigated what has
gone on because of the very serious consequences for members opposite who have been
involved in the dealings that I have outlined. Criminal charges could be laid under the
Companies Act and under the Criminal Code. This is a very serious situation, not unlike
what happened in New South Wales, when, after years of corruption, Ministers, including the
Minister for Corrective Services, were put in gaol.
Mr Pearce: Books are being written about a former Premier.

Mr COURT: I do not want to be diverted to talk about Brian Burke in this debate.

This Government's monumental financial mnismanagement will see it thrown out of office by
the people of this State. Its continued bypassing of this Parliament will see it exposed for
what it is. It has attempted to say to the people that it has made a lot of mistakes, that WA
Inc has been a bad thing, that it has had problems, but that it will resolve those problems and
come clean leading up to the next election and be open and accountable. That lasted for a
week. Now we see this Government guillotining the Budget debate.
Mr Ripper: After a record debating time.
Mir COURT: The member' should not talk about a record debate; we have hardly sat this
year. We sit for one week and take a week off. We have hardly been in the House. [ make it
clear to this House that, as a responsible Opposition -

Mr P.J. Smith: Which you are not.

Mr COURT: - we will not stop in our campaign to make this Government accountable to the
taxpayers of this State. It can guillotine matters in this House as much as it likes but we will
continue to ensure that it is accountable. There was a ine when Governments were proud of
the fact that they were fully accountable for every dollar of taxpayers' funds that they spent.
This Governmnent has reached the stage where it does not care if it receives a $5 000 donation
from the Teachers Credit Society or whether it blows $400 million on a Rothwells rescue.

Mr P.J. Smith: Where do you get the $400 million from?

Mr COURT: It comes from $175 million that has already gone down the gurgler and has
been lost in Rothwells, money given by the R & I Bank and the SOIC totals another
$ 100 million, and this Government is still liable for the guarantee of $150 mill ion.

Mr Pearce: This is all rubbish.

Mr P.1. Smith: You have gone over $400 million.

Mr COURT: I am sorry that I did not reach the exact amount.

Mr P.J. Smith: No wonder you are out on the Budget; you can't even add up.

Mr COURT: I apologise that the figure totalled $425 million and not $400 million.

The Government is munning away from the real issues. It wants to get out of this Parliament
as quickly as it can. The last thing it wants is for us to debate these matters which is our
right. It is an absolute disgrace that the Premier and Treasurer of this State has decided not to
be here for the summing up of the Committee stage and for the third reading of this Bill. He
is the chief Minister of this Government and should be here to carry out that function.

More than 20 different Divisions involving more than $1 billion of taxpayers' funds have not
been debated. It is an absolute sc~andal and members opposite should be ashamed of
themselves.

MR HOUSE (Katanning-Roe) [4.44 am]: On behalf of the National Party, I also protest
this Government's gagging of the Budget debate. We have still to discuss a number of
Divisions including employment and training, consumer affairs, sport and recreation, lands,
and particularly education.

Mr Bradshaw: And finish debate on the police Vote.

Mr HOUSE: Yes. Those matters are important to the people of this State. I do not think
there is one taxpayer in fths State who would not want to see this Parliament not debate those
issues. I do not think any of us here tonight and some of us who are not here would deny that
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we need to change the rules under which we debate the Budget. Clearly, from the debate
over the last few weeks, we need to sit down and examine closely how we should debate the
Budget in the future so that accusations of filibustering cannot be made against members of
the Opposition and so that we can debate the Budget in a proper fashion.
Nonetheless, the Government, in its gagging of this debate, set a precedent that no-one should
be proud of. We have heard much about the number of hours that we have debated the
Budget, but the fact remains that we have sat for only 41 days this year out of a total of
approximately 320 days. I do not think that 41 days is an excessive amount for this
Parliament to sit and I do not think the people we represent would think it is excessive. I do
not think it matters how long we take to debate the Budget; it is important that we debate it
properly. We should not bide behind excuses.
I acknowledge also that the Government has control of the business of this House. I
acknowledge also its right to guillotine debates if it sees fit. However, the people of this
State will make a decision about whether its decision tonight was right or wrong. I fee!
confident they will agree it was wrong because they believe that we should have debated the
issues that we have not had an opportunity to debate. The National Party does not approve of
what happened tonight.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [4.48 am]: The Treasurer, who is responsible for a Budget of
more than $4 billion, is not in the House to deal with the third reading debate. In fact) only
one Minister is in the House at the moment. That is a disgrace.

It is funny that one does not find out about the finances of this State by debating the Budget.
but by reading a national magazine. I picked up the latest issue of The Bulletin today and, in
going through it casually, discovered under the heading "A job lot of Nolans" the assertion -

The Western Australian Development Corporation is flogging off its Sidney Nolans in
a job lot by Sydney art dealer, Dents SaviJI. Buy 15 and get one free.

That is the way the finances of this Stare and the WADC are being run. The article states -

The WADC, in more prosperous times, commissioned Nolan to do a series of 20
paintings of Fremantle to celebrate its America's Cup battle. Five of the 20 have
already found homes. The remaining 15 are being sold "in one line" as they say in the
trade. For $550,000, you can have the lot, but the offer stands for one week only.

We find out that information from a publication, not from the Budget debate.
Mr Pearce: Why should WADC selling its Nolans appear in the Budget?
Mr H-ASSELL: I make the point that in the debate on this huge Budget of the State there has
been no explanation from the Treasurer about the WADC's activities, its financial health or
otherwise. The sudden sale of its paintings is not the only current activity of WADC which
indicates that it is particularly anxious to obtain cash. That is what the article is about. The
reason the WADC is interested in obtaining cash has not been explained to this House. Other
deals involving the assets of WADC are taking place at the moment and it is keen to obtain
cash. Something is going on in the WADC and we have not been told about it. The last
place we would expect to be told would be in the Budget. The Leader of the House should
mark my words that the Leader of the Opposition, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition or I
will be disclosing it in the next few weeks. It will come out; it always does when the
Goverrnent tries to hide things.
Mr Pearce: It will be another innuendo; another smear.

Mr HASSELL: I am nor making another allegation except that the WADC is anxious to
obtain cash and I want to know the reason. We should have been told in the Budget debate.
Mr Pearce: All you know is that you read in The Bulletin that it is selling some of its
paintings.
Mr HASSELL: It is anxious to obtain cash.

I turn now to the overall issue of the Budget debate. It would have been expected that as
approximately $500 million of the taxpayers' money has been committed, in the course of the
past 12 months or so, to the rescue of financial institutions and the bailing out of financial
disasters, that there would have been some recognition of it in the Budget. As has been
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mentioned there has been the i-escue of Teachers Credit Society. the rescue of Swan Building
Society, the rescue of Rothwells Ltd, the State Government insurance Commission money
that has gone into Rothwells, the State Superannuation Board money that has gone into
Rothwelis, the R & I Bank money that has gone into Rothwells and the Petrochemical
Industries Company Ltd money that has gone into Rothwells. The money inivolved amounts
to approximately $500 million, yet this Budget debate -

Mr Mensaros: That is only what we know.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, it is only what we know. I put questions on the Notice Paper yesterday
relevant to the Budget and about the money that the SOIC has in Spedley Securities Ltd. I
did not receive an answer today. Why were the questions not answered today? What was the
big deal about obtaining an answer regarding the amount, if any, the SGIC has in Spedleys?
My understanding is it is approximately $5 million. Why is there such a big deal about
whether that money was put in Spedleys on the basis of a back to back deal. I have said all
along and we have known all along, that there were back to back deals with Government
money being put into institutions around this town with the intention of it being invested in
Rothwefls. That is exactly what happened to the $15 million. The money was drawn out of
the State Energy Commission, under the direction of a senior Minister, after a night time
meeting at which those directors were told in unmistakable termns, as was the Treasurer, that
the company was insolvent. At the meeting that occurred on the night of 20-21 October they
were told that Rothwells Ltd could not pay its debts as they fell due. It created a legal
situation and there were special obligations on all those who took part in the meeting. The
directors had special obligations not to accept further deposits. As I have already made
public, at least one person I know had a huge sum of money invested in Rothwells - over
$200 000 - and was permitted to make a deposit of $20 000 on Friday, 21 October. The
Treasurer and the Minister for Agriculture were tied up in those transactions. The Leader of
the House does not know the facts -

Mr- Pearce: You are not exactly well inormed.

Msr HASSELL: I am very well inform-red. The Treasurer and a Minister are looking down the
barrel of a serious situation under the law. That is the situation and that is the reason the
Government is trying to suppress the truth.

An investigation is not being conducted as should be the case. The Government has not
taken any action because it does not want the truth disclosed. The State Corporate Affairs
Department has become a political football of this Government and it is not acting in the way
it should with regard to what is a major financial crisis involving this State and. indeed the
nation.

Mr Court: And the taxpayers. It is our money that is being thrown away.

Mr H-ASSELL: Yes, $500 million of taxpayers' money is on the line and it has not been
mentioned during the Budget debate.

Let us define the Rothwells' crash and what it represents- Three elements are involved.
First, it represents the greatest financial and political scandal in living memory in Western
Australia. Do members opposite say it does not represent a scandal?

Mr Cordon Hill: Yes, I do.

Mr HASSELL: Does the Minister for Employment and Training say it is not a scandal?

Mr Gordon Hill: Yes, I do.

Several members interjected.

Mr R-ASSELL: Let us run through this: The Leader of the House said it is not a scandal.
The Government has been totally involved with Rothwells since October 1987, if not before
in terms of deposits - at least since October 1987. As has been said by the Deputy Premier in
this House, the Rothwells' rescue was conditional on the Government appointing a director to
look after the Govemmnent's interests. That director was Tony Lloyd. He became the
managing director and he ran Rozhwells.

Mr Court: He got $1~5 million too.

Mr HASSELL: He was the man who got the $15 million cheque. He was the man who
deposited the cheque with Spedley Securities.
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Mr Court: It will be like the $5 000 cheque from TCS. The Government will try to tough it
out and at the last minute the truth will come out.
Mr HASSELL: To try to distance the Government from Rothwells is a futile exercise. Not
only was $150 million put in in October 1987. back to back deals were organised around the
town. The Minister for Agriculture has admitted that he tried to get a number of shires to
deposit their money in Rothwelis. Between January and June of this year $49 million from
the State Superannuation Board was deposited in Rothwells. There were other rescue
arrangements: the PICL deal; the SCIC purchases and deposits; and the R & I Bank deposits.
The Government is in Rothwells up to its neck and over its head. That is what should be the
subject of a proper Budget debate.
Let there be no denial, however weak and wimpish, from the Government that this is the
greatest financial and political scandal in living memory in Western Australia. The scandal
has national and international ramifications for the State and the nation.
Mr Gordon Hill: It would have had if it had collapsed in October last year, and you know it.
At least the National Party had the guts to say we made the right decision.
Mr Court: You made the wrong decision and we have said that all along.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: Members of the Government should pop up to the library and get hold of a
copy of the Business Review Weekly of I11 November and read Robert Gonhliebsen's
"Comment" column, titled "A letter to Alan Bond".
Mr Cour: I will give a couple of copies to members opposite so they can read it.
Mr HASSELL: They need copies of the article because it will tell them about matters of
concern. The article tells a few home truths. It states -

Burke was an ambitious, average, politician, but it was your example that gave him
the vision of a magnificent brand of socialism that would bring business profits to
financially benefit the whole state.
When it all started to go wrong, we had the pitiful sight of the elected democratic
Government being forced to make decisions to cover its mistakes, with the real
prospects of huge losses as it doubled its bets. I do not normally forecast elections,
but I think even you would not like to have investment riding on that next West
Australian election - although in fact you do.

Of course, we all know about the wonderful reference that Mir Burke gave to Mr Connell and
the wonderful reference he gave to Mr Maumill; they were so overflowing it is a wonder they
did not slurp off the paper. The other paragraph of particular interest reads -

Ir is true that ConneUl and his friends had the ear of Premier Brian Burke, but Burke
would never have got so deeply involved in business had it not been for the example
you had set. (Indeed, Brian Burke was always worried about being caught between
Connell and a bag of money.)

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The background chatter is getting a little too heavy.
Members should nor make signs or funny faces. The only voice I really want to hear is that
of the member for Coutestoe.
Mr HASSELL: The Rothwells scandal has done immeasurable damage to the reputation of
the State that will take many years to repair when the process of repair can be started. The
Rothwells scandal reaches to the very heart of Government, Cabinet and parliamentary
responsibility and accountability. It involves Bond Corporation and has tremendous
ramifications for that group. It will unavoidably materially affect the outcome of the election
and it represents the end of an era of corporatism. corporatism which the Leader of the House
praised so fulsomely in the book written by John Ham-ilton entitled Burkie. John Hamilton
was the man who came to Western Australia as a senior assistant editor of The West
Australian newspaper and was given leave of absence to write the biography of Brian Burke.
It has never been disclosed who the sponsor and patron of that biography was. John
Hamilton is now a director of the Western Australian Development Corporation.
The Rothwells scandal touches the issue of legal responsibility for regulatory enforcement
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and has already identified a serious weakness in showing that proper investigation is
dependent on political decisions by politicians directly interested in avoiding the disclosure of
truth and the due process of law. It is a scandal that has already shown how the Governent
has used the assets of the State as part of its personal estate. The Ministers have thrown
around tens and hundreds of millions of dollars of taxpayers' funds as though they belonged
to them personally, except that if they had they would nor have been so reckless.
At the end of the day the Rothwells scandal involving the petrochemical deal will lead to a
simply massive public debt for substantial direct losses which will be overshadowed in
multiples in the petrochemidcal project, the financial viability of which has been placed
permanently in jeopardy by the $400 million up front payment. The role and duty of the
House is to demand every bit of exposure of the truth that it can muster in relation to this
scandal. That is what we will continue to do. There will be a continuing and strident demand
that the whole mauth be told by those responsible for telling it; members of the State
Government. There will continue to be unrelenting pressure for the proper investigation of
the whole affair by a person with the independence, resources and legal authority to gather
evidence, untrammelled by any claim of Crown privilege, with the authority to report
publicly and to prosecute where justified. Let it be clear that there is every reason to believe
on the basis of what has been published that there should be certain prosecutions.
Mr Pearce: That's mubbish! That is headline seeking rubbish. No evidence!
Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the House says it is rubbish because he wants to prejudge the
issue. He does not want to appoint someone to carry out the investigations. I will tell the
House who believes there may well be need for prosecutions - the National Companies and
Securities Commission.
Mr Gordon Hill: It will make the judgment itself.
Mr HASSELL: When it is given the opportunity by having the investigations that it needs a
ministerial direction to carry out.
Mr Court: The investigation has to be carried out by the State Corporate Affairs Department
and that is not happening. The weeks are ticking by and they should have been in there. It is
an absolute disgrace.
Mr HASSELL: The Corporate Affairs Department is not in there because the Governiment
does not want it in there-, it is trying to cover up, to hide and to protect. This time the
Government is not only trying to protect its mates, it is trying to protect itself politically and
the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture from investigation for the potential of serious
offences. [ do not say those offence!s have been committed, but those matters are due to be
investigated on behalf of the thousands of innocent people who have lost money as a result
of the actions of this Government. Te Government has been running Rothwells for more
than a year and it is responsible for every cent of the losses. The Government's man, Tony
Lloyd, was in that organisation, and he was the Government's choice. The Government
made him Managing Director of Rothwells on its behalf and it is responsible for what has
happened. The Government is accountable and all the people who have lost money are
demanding that this matter be investigated and that the people who have committed offences
be brought to justice. The Government is blocking the investigation and will continue to do
so for as long as it can, just as the Queensland Government did. However, at the end of the
day the truth will out. In a free society the truth cannot be blocked and will eventually
emerge. The longer this matter is left, the worse it will be for the Government. Let me tell
Government members about politics: If the Government had appointed someone to
investigate this matter properly, that investigation would be going on and the Government's
response to every new allegation and every new revelation would be to tell the person who
made it - whether an Opposition member or a member of the public - that an independent
investigator is in place and he has the power to act and the complaint should be taken to him.
At the moment there is no-one to whom the Government can direct people who have
complaints because it does not want those complaints dealt with; it is frightened, covering up,
and protective. What is the Government protecting? The Government used to be protecting
its friends, but it is now protecting itself. It is trying to protect not only its political hide, but
also its legal liability for having mislead the public of this State. Yesterday I received a letter
written by a lady on behalf of a small group of people in an association. When I received the
letter I thought somebody was having me on because I had never heard
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of the association concerned. I thought somebody had set up a joke, but when [ read the
letter I realised how pathetic it was.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: Government members can sling off if they want to. The Deputy Premier of
this State said that the people who left their money in Rothwells had to be blind, deaf,
illiterate, or living in another country. 'What did the Premier say? He said that the people
were warned. That is the level of the Government's concern about the little people;
Government members sling off at the people writing to me expressing their pitiful dismay.
The writer of the letter said that the members of the association did not know about chest
things; they thought it was all right because the Government had been backing it all along and
it had said that everything was all right, Thousands of people who left their money in
Rorhwells are in that position.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: Government members can yell and scream all they like and well they might,
because the backbenchers know that their seats are on the line as a result of the antics of the
members on the front bench, and the funny money deals done by Kevin Edwards, Tony
Lloyd, and Darcy Farrell, who is on the board of Rothwells. The back bench members know
that their seats are on the line because the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture attended a
secret meeting in the middle of the night and were exposed in this House because they tried
to keep it secret. They are now trying to keep other things secret but they all will emerge bit
by bit, drip by drip, and drab by drab, as we approach the election; and back bench members
will have to try to win their seats. The simple answer is to appoint a special investigator
under (he provisions of section 291 of the Companies (Western Australia) Code and let the
job be done as it should be done by an independent person who has the power under the Act.
The Government should allow its job to be done by that person acting with proper legal
advice, within the law and with the necessary resources.

In conclusion, I will deal with only two comments. The first is that the member for
Welshpool, who is not sitting in his seat but keeps interjectirng, is perpetuating the grossly
misleading statement that has been cooked up by the Treasurer to get him off the media hook
he is on;, that is, the provisional liquidator and the liquidator will investigate. The prime
responsibility of a liquidator is to get in the assets and to realise the assets for the creditors.
His prime responsibility is not to investigate; if he sees things as he goes along he has a*
secondary obligation to report them. Only then will an investigation start, and only if
somebody makes a decision. When dealing with a scandal of this magnitude the initiation of
an inquiry is required.

My second point at the end of this Budget debate is that the Government is desperately
pushing through the Budget, and it will be quitting Parliament by the end of this week
because it is desperate to get away from any questions and any accountability. It wants to
escape the scrutiny of this Parliament. It is desperate to get out of Parliament before another
report is made by the provisional liquidator dealing with the Rothwells scandal.

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) f 5.09 am]: The comments made in the
last half an hour have demonstrated the complete lack of truth in the earlier speech made by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. He said that the Opposition had been crying out for
opportunities to discuss important Budget matters, such as education.. It then had an hour in
which to discuss that important matter in the third reading, if it was as important as he said.
Instead, we have heard the samne things we have heard week after week in this Budget debate;
that is, all the old speeches, the old claims, and even the old abuse regurgitated. They have
been raised by the Opposition's chief regurgitator, the member for Contesloe. If the
Opposition were serious about wanting to discuss important matters in the record time we
have spent on the Budget debate, it would have addressed itself to the Budget. The member
for Cotresloe demonstrated that the Opposition tactic has been to not let the Government deal
with its business, but to filibuster and take every opportunity of using parliamentary privilege
to make allegations about criminal conduct or alleged criminal conduct which it would not
dare to make outside this House.
That is why the Opposition needed to keep the Parliament sitting long past the time set for its
465161- 12
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sitting - because it needs cowards castle, this Parliament, in order to make these kinds of
claims, If they want to read magazines, go to the library; let the audget debate be for those
members who warnt to address the Budget seriously. This Government has given more
opportunity for the discussion of the Budget than has ever been given in this Parliament
before and we will have none of this nonsense that we have sought to limit debate; we have
sought to ensure that the Budget is passed for the benefit of the people of Western Australia.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition might have thought he was making a silly point about
procedure an hour or so ago, but he voted against having 500 extra teachers in Western
Australian schools and we will make sure that the people of Western Australia understand the
extent to which he has sought to make this Parliament a farce and unworkable for his own
ends. Do the job members are paid for; come here and legislate for the people of Western
Australia and pass their Budget.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In accordance with the resolution of the Committee agreed to
earlier this day I put the question, "That the BW be now read a third time."
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

ADJOURNMENT OF THlE HOUSE: SPECIAL
On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the 1-ouse) resolved -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Thursday, 17 November, at 2,15 pm.
House adjourned ar S.23 am (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PORTS MND HARBOURS -BOAT HARBOUJRS
Curtis Bay, Dunsborough -Location Decision

1707. Mr BLAJIKE to the Minister for The South West:

(1) Has the Government made any'decision regarding the location of a boat
harbour at Curtis Bay, Dunsborough, and, if so, would he provide details?

(2) Further to question (1), has the Government received the approval of the Shire
of Busselton to proceed?

(3) Further to questions (1) and (2), has the Government or the shire had
discussions and sought approval of the Dunsborough and Districts Country
Clubs to relinquish the land leased by the clubs adjacent to Curtis Bay?

(4) What undertaking can he give that will ensure community participation before
any final decisions are made by Government?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No. Both the Leeuwin-Naruraliste stage I plan and the Naturaliste policy area,
planning statement, point to the potential for some sont of boating facility at
Curtis Bay, subject to the conclusion of further study.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) The Government has not had discussions with the Dunsborough and Districts
Country Club. I am not aware if the shire has had any discussions.

(4) Community consultation is already taking place in a number of ways. The
Leeuwin-Naturaliste region plan, stage 1, was open to public participation. In
addition, any development such as a boat harbour would be. reviewed by the
relevant planning authorities and the Environmental Protection Authority -
through statutory procedures which require public consultation. Also, the
Dunsborough structure plan includes a public consultation component.

AGRICULTURE - SOWL CONSERVATION DISTRICTS
Numbers Created, Cost - 1987, 1988 to Date

1709. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) What is the number of soil conservation districts created in the financial years
ending -

(a) 1987; and

(b) 1988 to date?

(2) During the same period, what has been the annual cost?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) (a) in the financial year 1986-87, 13 soil conservation districts were
formned; and

(b) in the financial year 1987-88, four soil conservation districts were
formed. In 1988-89, four have been formned to date.

(2) Annual costs associated with formnation. of districts is the part salary of a
clerical officer with the Department of Agriculture, approximately $4 000 per
annum. In addition, field staff of the department spend a variable amount of
time with the committees in their formative and operational stages -

1986-87 $202556
1987-88 $222300
1988-89 $244000

The total amount of expenditure allocated by the Department of Agriculture
for soil conservation in 1987-88 was $8 607 000.
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AGRICULTURE -PESTICIDES

Land Adversely Affected -Recompense Program
1816. Mr BLAJIKIE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) What is the total amount of land, and by shire area, that has been determined
adversely affected by pesticides?

(2) Does the Government have any program to recompense affected landowners?

The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 586]1

AGRICULTURE - NATIONAL FARMERS FEDERATION
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders Commission Legislation,

Federal Proposal - Concern

1819. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(I) Is he aware of the concern of the National Farmers Federation and affiliated
State bodies over the proposed Federal Government's ATSIC legislation?

(2) What action has he taken and would he provide details?

(3) Does he support the ATSIC legislation?

Mir GRILL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 1 have had discussions with the National Fanners Federation - NPF - and the
Pastoralists and Graziers Association. As a result my concern in respect of the
proposed legislation has been conveyed to the Premier's office, which has
taken it up with Canberra.

(3) I agree with the NFF that it would be inappropriate for the legislation to
proceed in advance of the report of the Senate comm ittee. I understand that
the legislation will not now be submitted to the Senate this session.

DAIRYING -BUTTER

New, Zealand Export Reduction -Australian Industry, Effects

183 1. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Agriculture:

Following reports that the European Economic Community wil reduce New
Zealand butter exports to the commnunity by 25 per cent over the next four
years -

(a) what effect does he see this having on the Australian dairy industry
with an ongoing effect on Western Australia; and

(b) what action has he taken either individually or in concert with the
Federal Minister to ensure the nation's dairy industry is not unduly
affected?

Mr GRILL replied:

(a) Any reduced European Economic Community access for New
Zealand butter is likely to increase competition for the Australian
dairy industry; and

(b) I have publicly released the report of the ministerial committee
established to review dairy industry regulation and the discussion
paper which was prepared to assist the committee. It details changes
taking place in the local industry's marketing environment including
the potential for increased competition in the future due to closer trade
ties with New Zealand, and I have sought comments from interested
parties on the options considered and courses of action recommended
by the commnittee to help the industry meet the challenges which lie
ahead.
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ABATlTOIRS - NMATWORKS
Broome - Operative. 1988-89 Season

1832. Mr BLAIIE to the Minister for Agriculture:

What action has the Government taken to ensure the Broome nieatworks will
be operative for the 1988-89 killing season?

Mr GRILL replied:

A major factor affecting the management's decision to open in 1989 is the
amount of quota it is allocated by the Australian Meat and Livestock
Corporation for the United States market. I have been in close consultation
with the management of the abattoirs and a joint company-Governuent
submission will be made to the Federal Minister for Primary Industries and
Energy concerning quota allocation.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY - PASTORAL LEASES
Transferred - Numbers by Region

1833. Mr BLAIUE to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Will she provide details of the number of pastoral leases, by region, that have
been transferred in each year since 1 January 1986?

(2) Further to (1), can she provide details of whether buyers were -

(a) Aboriginal;
(b) Western Australian;

(c) interstate; and

(d) overseas interests in each category?
The answer was tabled.

[See paper No 587.]
HOUSING - JANDAKOT MOUND DEVELOPMENT

Rezoning - Hectares, Lots
1857. Mr COURT to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Is the Government preparing to rezone as residential an area of land located
over the Jandakot mound east of Thompson's. Lake that is presently zoned
rural?

(2) How many hectares are to be rezoned?

(3) What number of housing lots are involved?

(4) When are these housing lots expected to be released?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) A proposal to rezone land has been advertised for public submission. This
land falls within the boundary of the Jandakot water control area.

(2) An area of 458 hectares is under consideration for urban development with
approximately 50 per cent of the area being downstream of fuxture proposed
western bores ites. An area of 273 hectares is under consideration for urban
deferred zoning with approximately 60 per cent of the area being downstieamn
of future proposed western boresites.

(3) Total lot yield is between 3 500 and 4 000.
(4) Subject to rezoning, the land has potential for release approximately mid 1989.

PLANNING - REZONING
Jandakot Mound - Proposals

1859. Mr COURT to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Is it a fact that there is a proposal to rezone as residential an area of land
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located over the Jandakot mound east of Thomsons Lake that is presently
zoned rural?

(2) If yes. how many hectares are to be rezoned?

Mr PEARCE replied:

I refer the member to my response to question 1857.

CONNELL, MR ft. - WESTERN AUSTRAUIAN MEAT COMMISSION
Board Member - Meetings

1866. Mr LIGHTFOOT to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Is Mr R.L. Connell still a board member of the Western Australian Meat
Marketing Commission?

(2) H-ow many board meetings were held in 1986-87 and 1987-88?
(3) How many board meetings did Mr Connell attend?

(4) What salary and other benefits are attracted to the position in (1)?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No.

(2)-(3)
Metingsti Meetings attended

1986-87 10 8
1987-88 10 5

(4) An amount of $7 500 per year. plus $600 per year expense allowance.

SPORT AND RECREATION - SAILING
Viking Class Yacht Construction - Government Assistance

1868. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Has the Governent directly or indirectly contributed to the financing of the
construction of 10 Viking class yachts for international racing?

(2) If so. in what way has the Goverrnent contributed, and how much?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1)-(2)
A grant of $500 000 has been approved towards the establishment of the
Western Australian Yachting Foundation to conduct the inaugural World
Match Racing Championships off Fremantle in December this year and the
construction of 10 Farr class yachts to be used for this event arnd other
subsequent activities. The Premier announced this initiative on I11 July 1988.

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - INVESTIGATIONS
Balao Food Corporation - Company Liquidator Report

1873. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Adverting to his reply to question 1788 of 1988. is the report from the
liquidator of Balato Food Corporation among -

(a) the 16 awaiting allocation; or
(b) the 63 still1 under assessment; or

(c) the 63 held pending further reports from the liquidator?

(2) When was the Balato report received from the liquidator by the Corporate
Affairs Department?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) (a) Yes; and

(b)-(c)
no.
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(2) 30 August 1988.
ROADS - 'PILBARA ROAD DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY 1988"

Distances, Value, Construction - Priorities A, B, and C
1874. Mr CASK to the Minister for Transport:

Referring to the "Pilbara Road Development Strategy 1988", what are the
distances, value of proposed works and construction timetable of the roads set
out in Priorities A, B and C of the departmen's publication?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The Pilbara road development strategy outlines the relative priorities for future
roadworks in the Pilbara region. As explained in the report the actual
timetable for construction will depend upon the availability of road funds.
The lengths of roads and the cost of upgrading works has not been detailed
because a firm alignment has not been determined for many of the roads.
However, I can advise that the Government has decided that the Paraburdoo,
spur road - Rocklea to Paraburdoo - a length of 51 kilometres, will be
upgraded to a sealed road over three years commencing in 1988-89. The
estimated cost of this work in today's prices is $10.5 million.

ROADS - "PILBARA ROAD DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY 1988"
October - East-West Link Relocation

1875. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does the October 1988 Main Roads Department publication "Pilbara Road

Development Strategy 1988" show the proposed east-west link road from Tom
Price to the national highway as having been relocated northwards from its
previous more southern alignment, which traversed a route from just north of
"The Governor" across to Tom Price?

(2) If yes, can he advise why the proposed alignment was changed and whether
there were discussions with the local authority and other interested community
groups?

(3) Is a more southerly route feasible and economically more viable?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(3)

Page 11I of the report sumnmarises the advice received from the local
community and CALM in relation to the location of this possible road. The
reasons for preferring the more northerly alignment include -

It follows the line of gorges which are the main tourist attraction of the
area;
it assists better and easier park management; and
it would provide access to the Marandoo iron ore deposits.

TRANSPORT - AIR
Airports, International - North West Location

1876. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does he support the location of another international airport in the north west

of the State?
(2) If so, has he given any encouragement to particular interests or commnunity

groups on having an international airport in various different locations?
(3) If yes, will he advise of the various locations he has suggested to daze?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) No.
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(3) Not applicable.
TRANSPORT - AIR

Airports. International - North West Location

1877. Mr CASK to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has a commuittee been set up to consider the possible location for an
international airport in the north west of the State?

(2) [f yes, who are the members of the commu-ittee and what are the tenns of
reference or objectives of the committee?

(3) Is the Western Australian Development Corporation to be a member or to be
represented on the committee and, if so, for what reason will it occupy such a
position?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(l)-03)
A transport strategy commuittee set up under the Transport Co-ordination Act
will investigate and make recommendations on the most appropriate locations
for international airports in the north west. While the final composition of this
transport strategy committee has not yet been decided, we will be inviting all
relevant local government authorities in the Pilbara and Kimberley regions to
participate in it. The terms of reference and final composition of this transport
strategy committee will be revealed when I make my formnal announcement on
this matter.

HEALTH - DECEASED PERSONS
Public Hospital Posi Mortems - Clothing Disposal Policy

1879. My MENSAROS to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it the policy of his department that clothes of deceased persons who are
consigned to a public hospital for post mortem examination are destroyed even
if the circumstances of the death could possibly wan-ant an inquest or any
other legal examination and, if so, why?

(2) Is the policy not to return clothes of deceased persons mentioned under (1)
above to the next of kin, even if this is requested and, if so, why?

Ms WILSON replied:

(1) The clothes and property of deceased persons undergoing an inquest or legal
examination are the responsibility of the police. The Health Department does
not become involved with patients' property under these circumstances.

(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION - TECHNICAL AND FURTHER EDUCATION
Students - Graduate Tax

1880. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Employment and Training:

Does he support a graduate tax on TAFE students as reported to be considered
by the Federal Government?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

No.

TRANSPORT - AIR
Airports - Broome

1881. Mr CASH to the Minister for Transport:

Is he aware of any discussions to dare which suggest that the existing airport at
Broome may be sold to a private developer and a new airport established at an
alternative location near Broome?

Mr PEARCE replied:

No direct approach has been made to me on this matter. The airport at
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Broome is a facility which is owned and operated by the Commonwealth
Government.

EDUCATION -PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Three Springs -Special Support Class

1883. Mr REG TUBBY to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is it a fact that the special education support class at the Three Springs Primary
School is being considered for transfer to Carnamah?

(2) If yes, what is the reason for the proposed transfer?

(3) How many students are in need of special education at Camainah and how
many are now attending at Three Springs School?

(4) What is the attitude of the Three Springs community, which was instrumental
in setting up this special support class at Three Springs?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) More effective use of available teacher.

(3) Four primary and nine secondary aged students have been nominated for
education support at Camamah. Five primary aged students are enrolled at
Three Springs.

(4) One correspondent has expressed concern.

CRIMES (CONFISCATION OF PROFITS) BILL - CLAUSE 3
Serious Offences/Serious Drug Offences - Regulations

1890. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) When is it expected that regulations will be brought down based on the
provision in (b) of the definition of "serious offences" and 'serious drug
offences' in clause 3 of the Crimes (Confiscation of Profits) Bill?

(2) In order to be able better to assess the Bill described in (1) above, will he
enumerate the proposed serious offences and serious drug offences referred to
in question (1)?

Mr GRILL replied:

If the need arises to prescribe "other offences" this will occur only after the
legislation has been passed by Parliament and in consultation with other
States.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE - KUNUNURRA
Magistrate - Surrender Suggestion

1891. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) In view of his reply to question 1789 (2) of 1988, was it according to legal

requirements and/or Governiment policy that the Kununurra magistrate wrote
to one of the justices of the peace in Kununurra, suggesting that it would be
appropriate to surrender the IP's commission because of business
commitments since it was difficult for the JP to meet obligations connected
with the office, and asking for an early decision so that he could notify the
under secretary as he is required to do?

(2) If not, will he instruct the magistrate to refrain from exercising his imaginary
power in similar ways in the future?

Mr GRILL replied:

Appointments to the commission of the peace are made only where a need is
established. Appointees are required to give an undertaking to participate in
court proceedings when necessary. Any reluctance to participate increases the
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burden on willing justices. Justices in country areas are encouraged to
undertake cairn duties, and it would not be unusual for such encouragement to
come from the local magistrate. In doing so, the magistrate assumes no
power.

EDUCATION - NON GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS, RURAL
Bus Service - Operational Details

1894. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minster for Education:

(1) Adverting to question 1761 of 1988, when does she expect the operational
details to be developed?

(2) Will she notify me of those details when they have been developed?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) 1 expect the operational detaisto be developed prior to the commencement of
the 1989 school year.

(2) Yes.
EDUCATION - STUDENTS, RURAL

Assistance For Isolated Children, Auseudy Asset Test - Change
Effects

1895. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Education:

(1) With respect to recent changes by the Commonwealth to the assistance for
isolated children (AIC) scheme and the introduction of an asset test for
Austudy, has she made a formal submission to the Commonwealth pointing
out the effect of the changes on students from remote and rural areas?

(2) If yes, what response has there been to the submission?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes, a submission was made to Mr Dawkins, Commonwealth Minister for
Employment, Education and Training, on 13 September 1988.

(2) There has been no response received at this stage and a follow-up request was
sent on 10 November 1988.

HOUSING - HOMESWEST
Jurien Bay - Waiting List

1896. Mr SCHELL to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Further to question 1549 of 1988 relating to public housing in Jurien Bay, how
many people are currently on the waiting list for Homeswest accommodation
in Jurien Bay?

(2) How many of these have been on the waiting list for more than six months?
Mrs BEGIGS replied:

(1) There are currently two applications on the waiting list for Homeswest
accommodation in Jurien Bay.

(2) Only one application has been listed longer than six months; that is, lodged on
2 July 1987. The remaining application was lodged on 6 October 1988.

HEALTH - SPINAL MANIPULATION
Medical Practitioners - Training

1897. Mr SCHELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Further to question 1720 of 1988 relating to spinal manipulation, does the
Minister's answers to parts (4)(a) and (5)(a) mean that a medical practitioner
must undergo training as an orthopaedic specialist before performing spinal
manipulation for a fee?

(2) If yes, how does he explain his answer to part (8)(a) in which he states that the
Medical Registration Board has no separate standard that is required before a
registrar may perform spinal manipulation for a fee?
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(3) How does the Medical Registration Board ensure that registrars practise only
mn the field for which they are qualified?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No. My answer to 5(a) of question 1720 refers to training that can be received

by general practitioners.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) The Medical Board as a statutory body verifies and registers medical degrees
and training. It has no policing role but may investigate complaints made in
the form of a statutory declaration and take action if necessary.

ENERGY - POWER STATIONS
Kwinana - Capital Works Budget, 1988-89

1913. Mr COURT to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) What is the budget for the capital works at the Kwinana Power Station for the
year to 30 June 1989?

(2) What are the running costs for the Kwinana Power Station to 30 June 1989?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The approved budget for capital works at the Kwinana Power Station for the
year to 30 June 1989 is $5.9 million.

(2) The approved budget for running costs at the Kwinana Power Station for the
year to 30 June 1989 is $97.9 million.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION - TRANSMISSION LINES
Muja-Perrh - Upgrading

1915. Mr COURT to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) Is the SEC planning to upgrade the transmission lines from Muja to Perth?

(2) Have all the approvals been given for this upgrading?

(3) Will the construction of new transmission lines require new easements over
private and Crown land?

(4) If yes, have negotiations for these easements been completed?
Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) Yes.

(4) No. All shire and town councils have been advised of the proposed route, as
have all. the landowners. Negotiations on easements have not been completed.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - ROTHWELLS LTD
Inquiries - Special Investigator

353. Mr COURT to the Premier:

Is the State Corporate Affairs Department currently investigating Rothwells
and associated companies through either a special investigator, which must be
requested by the Attorney General, or under its own powers which enable it to
carry out an investigatory hearing without a request from the Attorney
General?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

The Corporate Affairs Department of this State and I hope the corporate
affairs departments of other States do not inform either the Attorneys General
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or Premiers of their activities or of investigations. I have no doubt that, if the
State department believed there was a need for further action to be taken at
ministerial level, the Commissioner of Corporate Affairs in this State would
make that reference to me. However, I am quite confident that we can rely on
those officers to carry out their functions in an appropriate way.

STATE FINANCE -BUDGET

Reasonable Time Discussions -Opposition Parties
354. Mr RIPPER to the Leader of the House:

(1) Did the Leader of the House discuss with the Opposition pantics the question
of an agreement to deal with the Budget in a reasonable time?

(2) If so, what was the outcome of those discussions?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Immnediately upon the vote to insert the new Sessional Order, I convened a
meeting with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy Leader of
the National Party to see whether we could reach a consensus on a reasonable
timetable in which the Budget might pass the House. I have made it clear
already that, from the Government's point of view, a reasonable time has
expired for discussing the Budget. We have devoted over 56 hours to the
debate compared with an average of 24 hours over the last eight years.
Nevertheless, I sought from both representatives an indication of what they
saw as a reasonable time to deal with the remaining Divisions of the Budget to
be debated and to see whether an agreement behind the Chair could be made
to ensure that the Budget progresses according to that timetable.

The Deputy Leader of the National Party, who is a new boy at these meetings,
handled himself extremely well. He had already checked with all of his
members to see which Divisions they wanted to debate, and how long they
wanted to speak on them. He was able to indicate the time that would be
needed to finish the debate.

I then asked the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for a similar rundown from
his members. He was not able to indicate any period that might be
considered -

Mr Court: Quite rightly. We want the Budget debated properly without your
guillotining it.

Mr PEARCE: All I asked the Deputy Leader for was an indication of a reasonable
rime for members of the Opposition to properly debate the Budget in the way
they saw fit. He was able to tell me nothing.

Mr Hassell: If you are going to do a good job, you have to take time.

Mr PEARCE: That is the point. It is an indication of how sincere members opposite
were in the debate that has already taken place, because at the rime they
agreed that the Budget had to be passed and they were prepared to cooperate,
but when it caime to the wire, they were not prepared to make an arrangement
to help progress the matter.

Mr Court: After your performance this. aftemnoon, we will make no arrangement.

Mr PEARCE: I suggested that, if we cannot work through tonight to finish the
Budget, that we sit late tonight and take a break and come back tomorrow
morning and arrange to have the Budget finished by 3.00 pm. The
Government is keen to have the Budget passed this week - two weeks past its
schedule for passing it - because it has to go to the upper House which will
need a week from the time the Budget is introduced there before it is
considered and members of the upper House will then want the same
opportuinity to debate the Budget as members of the lower House have had.

I have instituted the practice of notifying members up to a year in advance of
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the dates for the sittings of Parliament. Members know that this session is due
to conclude on 8 December. Members, including many Opposition members,
have made commitments in their electorates.

Mr Court: We have committed ourselves to stay in this Parliament until Christmas
time.

Mr PEARCE: Opposition members may not tell the Leader of the Opposition how
long they want to take to deal with the Budget, but they come to see me and
ask me firstly whether I can guarantee -

Mr Court: Name them?

Mr PEARCE: Of course 1 can name them, but I am no Don Lane. Mr Lane could
name 14 and I would go fairly close, too. Opposition members also want to
be sure that the House will rise on the date set down. [ also receive many
approaches from Opposition members asking me to do something to curtail
the rambling rarbags of the Opposition because not all of them go borne,
though most do.

The proposition that I put to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the
Deputy Leader of the National Party was that we should try to debate the
matter for a reasonable time to get the Budget into the upper House by the end
of this week. That would allow all members the opportunity to speak on the
Divisions which are of interest to them. The Government would be prepared
to accept that arrangement.

The Deputy Leader of the National Party indicated that his party was prepared
to go along with that arrangement as long as his party's legitimate interests
were accommodated. I assured him that they would be. The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition absolutely refused to make any kind of arrangement.

Mr Court: We certainly won't any more. We want this Budget properly and fully
debated.

Mr PEARCE: I suggest to -the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that we would like to
see the Budget debated properly, too. One of the reasons we have spent 561
hours in Committee is because the Budget is not being properly debated at the
present time. Instead of addressing themselves to the items and to
expenditures, Opposition members have taken the opportunity at the
beginning of each Division to regurgitate old speeches.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, there are three reasons why you should stop the Leader

of the House from continuing this barrage. The first is that he is not
addressing his remarks to the Chair as you have required on many occasions;
the second is that, inconsistent with your rulings in question time on a number
of occasions, he is making a speech and not addressing his answer to the
question; and the third is that the speech is tedious repetitionpof a matter that
we debated in this House earlier this -afternoon.

The SPEAKER: I do not think his comments are tedious repetition. There is some
validity in the member's comments on the other two points. However, I felt
sure that the Leader of the House was drawing his answer to a close and that
he was about to turn, face me and do that.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, your perception in these matters is always exemplary.

The fact is that, despite the failure of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to
enter into any arrangement whatsoever about the passage of the Budget which
shows his insincerity and the insincerity of his colleagues in their remarks in
the debate earlier, I am not proposing at this stage to apply the rights which
the Governmrrent has under the new Sessional Order.

In fact, the progress on the Budget since that debate has been quite good. If
that flow continues, there may well be no problem. Had we had in the first
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place the cooperation we have had from the Opposition in the last hour, we
may well be two thirds of the way through the Budget by now. However, if
the Opposition returns to its former intransigent position on these matters,
obviously we will have to take other steps.

ft & I BANK - TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY
Assets and Liabilities - Losses

355. Mr COURT to the Treasurer

Should the R & I Bank end up losing money on its acquisition of the assets
and liabilities of Teachers Credit Society purchased for $107.6 million -

(1) Will these losses be made known to the taxpayers?

(2) Will the taxpayers pick up the cost of those losses?

The SPEAKER: Order! The question is out of order.

HOUSING - SHAVE, MR DOUG
Hoineswes: - Rent Increase Claims

356. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Housing:

Has the Minister seen an article in the Canning-Melville Times in which a
Liberal endorsed candidate, Doug Shave, claims that H-omeswesr has
increased rents by 20 per cent and that furthermore this contradicts the
Government's commitment not to increase Government fees and charges?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

I thank the member for the question. I am painfully aware of the article. It
gives me no joy to have to stand in the Parliament again to reassure people in
the community that the rantings and ravings of Doug Shave should be ignored.
It is the second time in recent weeks that taxpayers' money has had to be
allocated to reassuring some of those concerned people, particularly
Homeswest tenants, that the distortions and claims of this candidate have
absolutely no basis in truth. It may be a very cute political ploy to stir up as
much concern and anxiety as possible among Homeswest tenants, potentially
disadvantaged by his allegations of massive rent hikes, but it shows no
genuine concern for the distress such claims may cause. I will explain the
facts, and members will then be able to judge for themselves the level to
which some people are willing to stoop for that perceived little extra political
advantage.

MIr Lewis: Have you increased rents?

Mrs BEGGS: I am just about to explain the facts. The member may care to calm
down. I know that he is very excited today; the heat must be getting to him.

It is no secret that Homeswesr recently advised its tenants that it would have
to increase rents by three per cent.

Mr Lewis: There weren't supposed to be any increases in charges, were there?

Mrs BEGGS: That is not correct. Homeswest had to increase its rents by three per
cent to comply with the requirements of the Commonwealth- State Housing
Agreement. In real terms, the rent increase for a three bedroom home would
be a maximum of $2.40 a week, bringing the maximum rent to $81.90 per
week. That compares very favourably with rents in the private rental market
where rental on a very modest home can begin at well over $100 a week. The
Government has abided by its commitment that there would be no increases in
State charges and fees. The increase with respect to H-omeswest rentals is a
legal requirement of the Commonwealth Government to cover the increased
costs of providing and maintaining houses.

Mr Lewis interjected.

Mrs BEGGS: The member can laugh, but what would his party do in the unlikely
event it one day ends up in Government?
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Mr Lewis: You people said you didn't increase any rents for houses.
Mrs BEGGS: The member for East Melville is the shadow Minister for Housing.

VWhat will he do when he is in Cove rnment?
Mr Lewis: You are answering the question.

Mrs BEGGS. The member does not want to answer the question. He does not even
understand that we had no option but to increase rents. He would have to do
the same if ever he is in Government. I doubt very much whether that will
ever be the case. If he did not increase the rents, he would lose
Commonwealth grants totalling millions of dollars.
In is attempt to exploit the situation for some political advantage, Mr Shavce
has deliberately overlooked the fact that when the financial circumstances of
tenants improve and household income increases, the level of Homeswest
subsidy must drop, Regardless of increases, no tenant will pay more than 25
per cent of income in rent and the vast majo 'rity of Homeswest tenants will pay
less. In surmnazy, the maximum increase is $2.40 per week and the maximum
rental on a Homeswest house is $81.90.
I do not want to divulge the personal details of the case being exploited by Mr
Shave for his own ends, but he has all the pertinent details wrong. In this case
he has the income and the income increase wrong. He also has the rent and
the rent increase wrong. Members should watch this space, because I am
absolutely convinced that Mr Shave is learning very fast from some of his
colleagues here and he has no interest in the facts, only in causing a great deal
of unwarranted concern in the community. I do not expect Mr Shave to
change his ways. I just hope that people in the comnmunity take no more
notice of him.

ROTH WELLS LTD - PREMIER
Funding Commitments - Decisions Responsibility

357. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:
(1) Does the Premier recall stating on the radio program "Drive" on Monday 14

November that the decision he had made in relation to Rothwells was to refuse
to commit further funds to Rothwells, thereby seeking to distance himself
from previous decisions?

(2) Does the Premier claimn that he was not part of the Cabinet which made the
decision in October 1987 to rescue Rorhwells and subsequent decisions on a
number of occasions to support Rothwelis in various ways?

(3) Does the Premier claim that he was not responsible for the decision to
purchase an interest in Petrochemical Industries Company Ltd for
$175 million to provide funds for Rothwells?

(4) Does the Premier deny his responsibility as a Minister, and subsequently as
Premier, for a whole series of Government decisions in relation to Rothwells
and the support of that company?

(5) Or, does the Premier have a very bad memory?
(6) Alternatively, does the Premier now wish to say to the House that all the

decisions he made with Mr Butke and others were Wrong, and that he is very
sorry for all the millions of dollars that he and his colleagues have cost the
taxpayers of the State?

Mr Lightfoot: Good question.

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(04-6)
The member for Murchison-Eyre thinks it is a good question. I do not think
that is a view shared by members even on the other side of the House. I do
not remember the questions in order, but in answer to the fourth question I say
that I take absolute responsibility for all the decisions that I have made. I
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have also said publicly on a number of occasions that the thought of a major
financial institution in Western Australia, no matter how good or bad it was,
failing over at a rime immediately post crash or while the implications of the
crash were still reverberating around the financial markets and institutions in
Western Australia, was an absolutely horrific thought. Just as the Liberal
Government supported the Manjimup cannery for strategic reasons because
the thought of its falling over at a time when employment opportunities in the
Warren area were likely to be very adversely affected by its demise, just as it
sought to give support to a range of other companies which had either failed or
were on the verge of failing, so the Government made the decision in October
last year to give some broad support to that company. The decision was made
publicly and openly for a series of publicly stated reasons. If members give
consideration to the implications of perhaps 6 000 or 7 000 jobs flowing from
it, they will understand that a lot of people in the com-munity breathed a sigh
of relief when it was done. A lot of very big business people also did just that.
In relation to that decision the reasons for subsequent actions being taken were
clearly set out in the statement that I made to the House and the statement that
I made publicly. I think that the member for Cortesloe, in his gleeful vendetta.
to try to rake up some political muck in order to get him and his colleagues
elected at the next election, and in his gleeful vendetta against all of those
actions, is demeaning of a political parry. My constant view has been that we
accept responsibility for the decisions that have been made. We have made a
full statement to the House about those decisions and the sooner we can get
through the business of sorting out, through the provisional liquidator's
inquiry, all of those ends that need to be sorted out and get some of these
businesses back on a productive road, the better.

POLICE - TRUANCY PATROL
Forrestfield - Progress

358. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Would the Minister please inform the House of the progress of the recently
Conned Forrestfield truancy patrol?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I am delighted to inform the House of the current situation in relation to the
truancy patrol in the Forrestfield area. As members are probably aware, the
Minister for Employment and Training has had a great deal to do with the
success of this truancy patrol and I am sure he would be pleased to hear the
current situation, if members opposite are not.
The patrol commenced in early August of 1988 with a staff of two officers.
Thie objective was, as with all truancy patrols, to reduce the level of daytime
breaking and entering in the areas covered by the patrol, and particularly in
residential areas. The very nature of these patrols has been quite a great
success as far as the police are concerned. From what I am about to say it will
become obvious that the Forresrfield patrol has been very much a pant of that
success.

Mr Peter Dowding: The individual officers, I might add, give every reason for
confidence in their capacity.

Mr TAYLOR: They do. The officers involved have been positive about the outcome
of this sort of preventive policing. Prior to the commencement of the truancy
patrol in the area an assessment of breaking and entering was done over the
month of July and revealed a fairly high incidence of day time, and night time
breaking and entering offences. In order to combat that they implemented the
truancy patrol and the first month of its inmplemnentation saw a reduction in the
day rime offences in comparison with other months, from I I over that period
to seven.

In order to combat the change an analysis was made to see what happened at
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night time while the truancy patrol was running during the day time. There
was then revealed a need to put the patrols on night duty as well as day duty
on Thursday, Friday and Saturday evenings to concentrate on follow up
inquiries relating to the contacts they made during the day. Those follow up
inquiries were mainly to contact parents of truants who were not at home
when their children were taken home so they had to get in touch with them of
an evening when, hopefully, they were at home, to explain the circumstances
under which their son or daughter had been found.

What has emerged for September as a result of char extra effort in contacting
parents is that the daylight breaking and entering has falen dramatically and
has continued to be held at the lower level. There was also a dramatic
decrease in the number of night time offences of breaking and entering. Int the
initial two months of the patrol 164 contacts were made and of those, 31
children were actually playing truant. In all, 15 charges were laid of which 12
were related to breaking and entering of property.

It is interesting that in the adjoining suburbs of High Wycomnbe and Maida
Vale the same level of decrease in offences has also been apparent. There is
no doubt, according to advice that I have received from the police, that the
effectiveness of this patrol justifies not only its implementation but also the
continuation of this strategy. It is a very positive thing for the people of that
area.

The fact that this patrol is working is in keeping with what has happened in
other areas, not only in Plerth but throughout the State where police have taken
the initiative and set up truancy patrols. Break and enters in the areas involved
have decreased dramatically. This is part of the police "beat crime campaign"
and the determination of the commissioner and his officers to get involved in
crime prevention because it is recognised that the preventive approach is far
better than the reactive one.

EDUCATION - MOTION PASSED
Federal Minaister's Response

359. Mr SCHELL to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has she received a response from the Commonwealth Minister for Education
to the motion passed in this House with all party support on 19 October?

(2) Can she advise whether the Federal Minister has indicated that he is satisfied
that the current amnalgamnation proposal satisfies the conditions that he has
imposed on the universities in order to get the level of funding outlined in the
white paper?

(3) Can the Minister confi-rm that the proposal is for the amalgamation to become
effective from 1 January 1990 and not 1989 as reported in the Press?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) I thank the member for his question. Yes, immediately upon the motion being
passed in this House we sent copies to the Federal Minister and. asked for his
comment. Although I have not received written comment, I have spoken to
the Federal Minister and explained to him in more detail than appeared in the
motion the views of this House on some of the issues. We agreed to disagree,
but [ think that the Federal Minister is in no doubt about the views of this
Parliament.

(2) The Commonwealth has attached no conditions at this stage because there is
no body to which the Commonwealth can relate its dealings except the
institutions. Members would be aware that the Commonwealth has passed
legislation, or is about to pass legislation, which will give effect to those
numbers of students and capital allocations that were reported in advance of
those allocations to The Australian. They will be to each of the institutions
separately and any funding of an amalgamated institution will depend on the
actions of this Parliament.
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(3) It is clear that the starting date will be at the beginning of 1990, if this
Parliament agrees that an amalgamation should take place.

EMIPLOYMENT AND TRAINING - COMMUNITY EMPLOYMENT PROGRAMS
Progress

360. Mr DONOVAN to the Minister for Employment and Training:

Can he advise the House of the progress of the community based employment
programs?

Mrt GORDON HILL replied:

The Government believes that the most effective way of tackling the problem
of unemployment in our community is by involving the community at large in
partnership with the Government, the industrial sector, and unions. We have
been in Government since 1983 and since then have developed a number of
programs which go towards involving the community in partnership with the
Government to meet the needs of the unemployed. I refer particularly to the
JobLink and Jobmate programs. I announced this week the re-funding of 21
Joblink programs and four Jobmate programs.

Joblink programs are managed by a whole range of community groups from
church organisations, local government authorities to the Confederation of
Western Australian Industry, which is involved with one Joblink program.
We have in this year's Budget allocated $1.2 million for Joblink and $250 000
will be provided by community and business sponsors. We expect in the
1988-89 financial year to assist over 10 000 people through the loblink
project. There are four Jobmate projects costing $104) 000 and involving
approximately 420 voluntary mentors who are trained to link with
unemployed people in the community to assist them, particularly in the long
term. We are expecting that this year approximately 250 long term
unemployed people will be assisted through that project.

It is because of the way in which the Government has worked with community
organisations to assist the unemployed in our community - both short and long
term unemployed - combined with other successful projects that we have seen
a tremendous drop off in unemployment in recent times. I hope the
Opposition acknowledges that the approach taken by the Government
involving the community in these projects has been a successful one.
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