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THE SPEAKER (Mr H-arman) took the Chair
at 10.45 a.m., and read prayers.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I.- Pay-Roll Tax Amendment Bill.
2. Pay-Roll Tax Assessment Amendment

Bill (No. 2).
3. Financial Institutions Duty Amendment

Bill (No. 3).
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Brian Burke

(Treasurer), and read a first time.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) DILL

Second Reading: Budget Debate
Debate resumed from 7 November.
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [10.49 am.]:. I

would like to make a small contribution to this
debate and take this opportunity to refer to some
of the problems within my electorate.

I draw the Government's attention to the prob-
lems that will be created with the application of
the assets test. I know that the assets test is a
Federal matter, but every member of this House
would be fully aware that the State Government
made strong representations to the Federal
Government with regard to Aboriginal land rights
and has claimed a degree of success.

We must bear in mind that the State Govern-
ment claims to have a good relationship with the
Federal Government and I would hope therefore
that the State Government would take notice of
some of the things I will say and make represen-
tations to the Federal Government with the same
strength, and, I hope, with the game degree of
success, because when the assets test is applied to
the farming community it will have a devastating
effect which will be equally serious, if not more so,
as the problems the farming community faced
with the application of probate.

That action affected the farming community
more harshly than it did other sections of the
community, largely due to the value of the assets a
farmer has and the very poor cash flow and poor
return he receives on those assets, which com-
pounds the problems of the farming community.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is a lot of noise
going on around the Chamber. I can hardly hear
the member.-

Mr STEPHENS: Most farms in the State and
c ertainly within my electorate are family units. In
many instances a son will grow up and work on the
farm and marry and become part of the family
operation. Frequently the qwnership of the farm
stays with the parents so the situation arises where
two families 'are living on the farm. When the
parents get to retiring age they either continue to
live there or retire to a nearby town. Up till now
they have been able to get their pension
supplemented from the farm incorme, but it is
really only a supplementary allowance.

The hardship will come when the provisions of
the assets test are implemented because the
parents will not be able to claim any pension. So a
farm which really produces a living for only one
family will be forced to try to keep two families, or
alternatively the parents will be forced to sell the
farm which will lead to the breakup or further
weakening of the family farming unit. That in
general terms is the situation which -will exist
when the assets test is applied to family farms.

I will be a little more specific and refer to an
article in The Weckend Australian of L 3-1t4
October. This article which is headed "Assets test
'threcatens family farms' ", contains a number of
figures. Much reference is made in it to a Mr Jim
Hayes who is a member of a northern New South
Wales accounting firm. With that accounting
background I think we can rely on the accuracy of
the statements he makes. The article states-

"in the last Five to 10 years it has become
increasingly necessary for retiring members
of rural families to organise their affairs so
their income did not impinge on their ability
to obtain the age pension.

Further on it states-
Mr Hayes gives the stark example of some

family farmers who came to see him in
Tamworth last week.

The article goes on and uses fictitious names to
hide the identity of the family. It says the value of
the property was £3 10 000 and i n th e six yea rs to
30 June this year it yielded an averageearning of
£14 000 ' or only 4.5 percent. The article goes on to
point out that the parents in this family farming
unit had a joint pension to 30 June of $5 720. This
coupled with the earnings from the farm which is
being worked -mainly by their married son, gave
them a disposable income toi- the year of $20 220.
I point Out that that was to maintain two families,
not one.

Under the assets test proposals, a married
couple with joint assets of $3 10 000, excluding the
$50 000 house on the farm, will lose their pension.
They will have only about $14000 to live on. 1
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repeat that that is for two families. The article
goes on to say that where the net value of the
family property exceeds $170000 no pension is
available, which will force elderly farming couples
to live on the farm income along with the children.
The article points out that under the assets test
proposals farmers who are not eligible for a pen-
sion because of the value of the farm may seek a
payment on a similar basis to the pension under
what will be known as the pensioner loan scheme.
Thai does not help the family in the farming situ-
ation one iota. At best it delays the day on which a
very harsh decision will have to be made, possibly
to sell the family unit.

The accountant goes on to point out-and I
emphasise he is using actual figures for a family
farm-that if a 70-year old farmer lved for nine
years on the loan scheme, on his death he would
leave the children a debt in excess of $80 000 on a
property which will be yielding a net return of
only $16 000. One does not need to be much of a
mathematician to realise the problems which
would be left for the son and his f amily in trying to
continue to work the farm.

With those few examples I hope the State
Government will make strong representations to
the Federal Government for a review of the assets
test in its entirety and, certainly a review in re-
lation to the family farm. If it does not I think we
could see a further reduction in the number of
family farms in this State. Members who served
on the rural hardship committee will know the
family farm already faces sufficient problems and
stress without their being added to by legislation.

I would like to turn briefly to the tuna industry
in Albany. I say "briefly" because I am aware that
the member for Albany who shares my concern
spoke at some length on this matter, and I do not
intend or need to repeat that which has been said
previously. It is unfortunate that the economic
potential of Albany appears to be facing a further
decline. We all remember that years ago the
whaling industry operated out of Albany very suc-
cessfully and contributed largely to the economy
of the town. It was closed down largely as a result
of pressure from the conservation movement,
which pressure was acceded to by the then Liberal
Party Prime Minister (Mr Fraser).

The problem with the tuna industry, to some
extent, is arso brought about by environmental
matters. However, I think all those .involved
acknowledged that, in order to have a sustainable
yield in the tuna industry, "a management pro-
gramme was necessary. Unfortunately, this man-
agement programme is managing only one part of
the industry and the Japanese, who take the tuna

in the adult stage, are not in any way affected. I
believe that, once again, the State Government
should keep the pressure on the Federal Govern-
ment to see whether the Japanese tuna industry
can be brought under some form of management.

I am not in any way critical of the State
Government's involvement in the negotiations in
relation to the tuna industry in Albany. I think it
has done almost all that could be expected of it. I
was quite pleased to see it make money available
so that quotas that are becoming available could
be bought under the management scheme that is
an operation. I think it is regrettable that some of
the tuna fishermen have been very quick to sell
their entitlements to the Eastern States' industry.

Mr Evans: Within two days.

Mr STEPHENS: Yes, within two days. I am
not denying the fishermen the right to make their
decisions, but the member for Albany and I made
representations on behalf of the fishing industry to
retain that industry for the welfare of the region
and, of course, for the welfare of the individuals
involved in it. I do not think it would be too much
to ask the fishermen to have at least delayed for a
little while their decision, so that hopefully the
decision to sell a quota could have been made in
the interests of the Town of Albany and of the
State in general.

I think those fishermen who have sold so quickly
to Eastern States' interests have done a disservice
to the Town of Albany and to the State because I
am afraid the effects of that decision will flow-on
to the processing industry. Two firms are
processing tuna and other fish and, with a re-
duction in the supplies to those firms, there will be
a flow-on effect to the economy, the town and the
State in general.

I wish now to mention the Albany Port Auth-
ority, while I am handing out bouquets to the
Government. I congratulate the Government on its
move to write off the debt of the port authority. 1,
and others, have mentioned this over a time. I was
rather surprised to read in the Albany paper an
article put out by the Leader of the Opposition,
that the debt relief was overdue. It is no wonder
that the public becomes a little cynical about poli-
ticians when we have the situation that a Govern-
ment had, over 12 months, to make a decision to
write off that debt and, when a change of Govern-
ment occurred and the debt was eventually written
off, the Opposition, which was then the Govern-
ment to which I was referring, comes out and
welcomes the Government's decision but makes
the claim that the decision was long overdue and
even goes further to say that the Opposition is
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pleased that the Government yielded to Oppo-
sition pressure.

I have the report and assessment of the Financial
burden of the Albany Port Authority
administration dated March 1982. It is pointed
out, on page 31 of that report, that if a capital
debt of $3.5 million were written off, State loan
fund interest would be reduced by $315 000 and
the loan repayments by the State by $18 000.

In its report, the authority referred to the need
to write off the debt. In conclusion it said-

The foregoing Report has been considered
and approved at a meeting of the Albany Port
Authority on Monday 15 March, 1982.

It was agreed that the Report be submitted
to the Albany Port Authority's Minister, the
Minister for Transport, for his consideration
and to enable frank discussions during his
forthcoming visit to Albany.

It was also agreed that it should be
recorded that the Albany Port Authority has
stated the facts previously both in correspon-
dence and during meetings with the Minister
and/or his advisers.

This report was made in March 1982. It clearly
points out that most of the contents of the report
had been communicated to the Government at an
earlier date.

I think it is rather unfortunate that the Oppo-
sition could not have just congratulated the
Government on writing off the debt, which obvi-
ously was of great assistance to the port authority
and of benefit to the whole region.

While I am talking about the port authority, I
would like to make some reference to live sheep
shipments. I know the Government has always
tried to encourage the use of Albany for the ship-
ment of live sheep, as did the previous Govern-
ment, and as has the member for Albany. How-
ever, if we are to do anything about decentralis-
atiorn, the time is approaching when perhaps the
Government should give consideration to banning
the shipment of "sheep out of Fremantle. I think
the Government would have good reasons for
doing that, if only on health grounds.

Mr Evans: You are opposed to the live sheep
trade, are you?

Mr STEPHENS: No way. If this trade were
directed through the outports, it would be of
tremendous assistance to the autports, while the
loss of that trade to Fremantle would hardly be
noticed. I think the Government would be hard-
pressed to argue that it would disadvantage the
rural community by utilising outports for the live
sheep trade. A person on the great eastern line

havi ng to send his sheep to G era ldton or to A lba ny
is no more disadvantaged than a person in Albany
having to send his sheep to Fremantle. The situ-
ation would be the same, except it would affect a
different group of farmers. However, it would not
seriously disadvantage a new section. I think the
Government should look at this in order to help
the outports.

Albany has another problem, of course, with the
handling of wool. We all know that there was a
threat to the wool stores in Albany with the advent
of sale by separation. Fortunately, with the pub-
licity and the farmers' support, that sale by separ-
ation has not, in any way, lowered their returns.
The farming community has continued to support
the wool stores in Albany. However, there is a
threat at the moment related to the idea that the
land leg be separated from the sea leg in the
costing of freight.

If the wool industry proceeds with that idea it
could result in the death knell for Albany as a
wool handling centre and it would be a further
economic blow to the town. I would be the first to
oppose any direction in this respect, and I hope
that the State Government will commence a pub-
licity campaign to encourage the farming comn-
munity to send its wool to Albany thus increasing
the quantity that goes through Albany so that
shipping could take place out of Albany. This
would obviate the necessity to freight wool from
Albany to Perth. The additional cost to farmers
would be considerable if the wool cannot be
shipped out of Albany. Under sale by separation
the farmers realise that by sending their wool to
Albany they also have to bear the cost of sending
it from Albany to Fremantle.

1 draw the Government's attention to this mat-
ter and I hope it will take the necessary action to
overcome the problem. We all know by the way in
which this State has been developed, that by the
year 2000 we will become a city State-about 90
per cent of the population will live in the metro-
politan area and the other 10 per cent will live in
the country. Under that situation I cannot envis-
age country people receiving any consideration at
all1. Any move the Government can make towards
decentralisation is absolutely essential. While on
the subject of decentralisation, the Deputy
Premier, and of course the Government, have gone
to great lengths to promote Technology Park and
this in itself is a good thing. However, I often
wonder, if the Government is really committed to
decentralisation, why it did not develop Tech-
nology Park in a place such as Albany or
Geraldton. Of course, I am representing the
southern region and naturally I speak for that
region.
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With modern communications I cannot see why
it was necessary to develop Technology Park
within the metropolitan area. As I nientioned, it
could have been developed in many other parts of
the State. Had the Government proceeded along
those lines it may have convinced the public that it
is interested in decent ralisation. They would have
realised that we had a Government that not only
talks about decentralisation, but also practices it.
As one moves around the country he Finds people
have come to the conclusion that successive
Governments only talk about decentralisation;
they do not practise it.

I refer now to facilities for children. I am aware
that the Education Department has a policy of
installing air-conditioning in schools which are
north of the 26th parallel. I believe consideration
should be given to the special conditions that pre-
vail on the south coast and perhaps in the south-
west corner of Western Australia during the win-
ter season.

The south coast enjoys an excellent climate and
it is a wonderful place in which to live, Of course,
it has plenty of rain and with the new type of
facilities the Education Department is
constructing in schools today, children are placed
in the situation where they have to walk from one
group of classrooms to another and they should be
protected by Covered ways. I hope the Government
will give urgent attention to ensure that sufficient
protection is provided in order that children are
sheltered from the rain and the cold winds that are
experienced during winter. Such a provision is just
as essential as is air-conditioning for schools in the
north.

Mr Wilson: Only in the winter?
Mr STEPHENS: The summer and spring cli-

mates are pleasant; of course rain is still experi-
enced, but the temperature is not as low. I do not
denigrate the climate on the south coast because
the people who live in that area enjoy it, but allow-
ances must be made for the wet weather.

Mr Wilson: It is lovely and cold.
Mr STEPHENS: It would be remiss of me if I

did not make a brief reference to the Mt. Barker
hostel. I know that I mention the hostel every
year, but I feel the people in Mt. Barker have been
seriously disadvantaged by successive Govern-
ments. This matter has been brought to the atten-
tion of every Minister since I have been in Parlia-
ment and on each occasion I have met with the
same negative result. However, the people in Mt
Barker have been disadvantaged by the Govern-
ment's decision. Mt. Barker has a ive-year high
school and a hostel is required. The community
has repeatedly been refused such a facility, but on

its own initiative and with the support of the
Plantagenet Shire Council it has succeeded in pro-
viding a hostel which accommodates about 16
children. Unlike most other country hostels it is
paying its own way, but it requires revenue for its
upkeep and maintenance and Government assist-
ance would be welcome. Assistance would also be
appreciated to further develop it. The hostel has
been so successful that there has been a demand
for increased accommodation which is beyond the
community's capacity to provide.

The Government has made money available to
many country hostels in other parts of the State
and it should give some consideration to the people
of Mt. Barker who have shown initiative and done
something for themselves.

Some time ago when the reorganisation of
Westrail was taking place the National Party
opposed the concept of Total West. I believe that
opposition was well-founded and the problems
that have been encountered by the company
justify the National Party's opposition. During
that debate the National Party pointed out that
there should be an amalgamation of the Depart-
ment of Transport and the Transport Commission.
At that time, our suggestion was overlooked, but I
am pleased now to learn that the Government has
announced that it intends to merge the two depart-
ments. I congratulate the Government on its ac-
tions and the members of the National Party are
pleased with the contribution they made towards
policy implementation. Another National Party
policy has been implemented from the
crossbenches.

We also mentioned during the debate that
Westrail's accounting system should be revamped
in order that its true costs can he reflected. I do
not know whether the Government has proceeded
along these lines, but I draw its attention to this
Matter.

Mr Grill: Negotiations arc taking place with the
Treasury at the moment.

Mr STEPHENS: I am pleased to hear that.
The Budget speech consisted of 19 pages, but

only six lines of the speech related to agriculture.
It may reflect the fact that on the Government
benches there are no active farmers and it might
also indicate that insufficient attention is paid by
the Government to the problems of the farming
community. Let no-one underestimate that the
agriculture and farming community has serious
problems at the moment.

I was amazed to hear the Minister for
Transport talking the other day about concessions
and subsidies granted to the farmers. I am not
aware that the concessions and subsidies amount
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to much in total and they certainly do not compen-
sate in any way whatsoever for the disadvantages
suffered by the farming community.

Mr Grill: We have removed several subsidies.
Mr STEPHENS: That is only adding to our

problem.
Mr Grill: 1 do not think so. We have removed

them only in areas where competition is healthy
enough to allow a competitive rate to apply.

Mr STEPHENS: I understand that with the
reorganisation of the Westrail set-up, although it
has benefited certain towns, those areas with in-
sufficient throughput are at a disadvantage. We
pointed .that out during the debate. In some areas
which have less-than-container-loads freight has
increased by up to 500 per cent.

Mr Grill: I misunderstood what you were say-
ing. We have not removed subsidies in that area.

Mr STEPHENS: I think we misunderstood
each other. I thought the Minister for Transport
was referring to the freight situation.

The previous head of Treasury (John Stone)
certainly opened the eyes of many people when he
delivered his paper in Western Australia. I quote
briefly from a report of his comments as follows-

Stone pitched his great attack on three fun-
damental weaknesses of our economy today:

massive and swelling Government
borrowing which is sapping the lifeblood
of productive industry,
protect ionism-and the destruction it in-
flicts on efficient industries like
agriculture, and
a seriously distorted and undermined
labor market caused by excessive wage
rises, and the "criminal" mass youth un-
employment it has brought about.

Stone's parting shot was devastating not
only for the economic policies of the Hawke
Government-it was also a round condem-
nation of previous Liberal/NP and ALP
governments.

He was not aiming at one particular Government
but at successive Governments that had failed to
address the problem. The three points I have
mentioned all adversely affect the agricultural
community. Further on it is stated-

Quoting Shann: "The increased costs laid
on Australian industries by (tariff) policies
are more deadly than the drought. These have
their compensations when the drought
ends-but since federation there has been no
breaking of the tariff.

Tariffs are one of the heavy costs inflicted on the
farming community. This was pointed o 'ut in
another article in the National Farmecr. I quote
from that article as follows-

The cost of tariffs to the average
wheatgrower, for instance, are calculated as a
$32 penalty on every tonne of wheat he
grows. The super bounty, in contrast, gives
him a pitiful 50 cents a tonne
,.compensation".

For the benefit of the Minister for Transport and
in connection with subsidies or assistance given to
farmers, it has been computed that the cost of
tariffs is $32 for every tonne of wheat, yet the
super bounty amounts to a pitiful 50c a tonne. The
article continues-

For a woolgrower, the burden borne is
probably around S90 for each bale of wool he
produces. For the export cattle producer 30
cents a kilogram at the saleyard.

The tariff is probably the biggest inflator
of farm costs. Because it is imposed on farm
inputs when they land in Australia, its effects
are automatically multiplied by all the sub-
sequent charges on the prod uct-dealers'
markups and commission, freight charges,
sales and other taxes or levies.

Tariffs are a significant contributing factor to the
problems of the farming community. They are in
place to protect the unreal wage situation in
Australia. Under the present wage structure the
costs are eventually borne by the productive indus-
tries-the producers of the initial
wealth-because they cannot pass those costs on
to anyone. That is a problem to which both the
State and Federal Governments must address
themselves very seriously because if the rural in-
dustry collapses it will be calamitous for the whole
country.

In connection with wage systems, I was pleased
to note the Liberal Party's recently announced
policy advocating the introduction of negotiable
contracts of employment. We were very pleased
with that announcement because it follows
National Party policy. We have supported a policy
of a two-tiered wage structure for some years. We
believe that the centralised wage-fixing system
does not suit everyone in Australia. A two-tiered
wage Fixing structure in which a minimum wage is
granted would guarantee that the worker was free
from any exploitation but, on an industry by in-
dustry or Firm by firm basis, wages could be
negotiated on the basis of that industry's or firm's
capacity to pay. That type of wage system would
be of benefit to the whole nation and certainly of
benefit to the unemployed. If we changed the
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wage Fixing structure in Australia the level of em-
ployment would rise and young people would ben-
efit most from that. I had intended to deal with
this subject at greater length but as time is run-
ning short 1 shall move on to the next topic.

With reference to unemployment and the im-
pact it has on the younger people in the com-
munity, I hope the Government will give consider-
ation to a scheme which has been very successful
in Canada; that is, a scheme in which national
projects are undertaken on a contract basis. The
people involved in the scheme are provided with
free accommodation, which may be camping-type
accommodation; they are contracted for a period
of three or six months;, and, they are under the
supervision of trained operators. On completion of
the contract they receive a bonus and are free to
enter into further contracts. This mechanism has
proved successful and it has enabled the Canadian
States to carry out worthwhile national projects.
The same system could be very profitably entered
into in Western Australia. It would have to be a
voluntary scheme, of course, because the work
could not be carried out successfully if the scheme
was compulsory.

In the Budget the Premier pointed out that the
community employment programme funds had
been increased by $9 million to give a total of $32
million and with the State Contribution of $25.9
million, an additional 2 600 jobs would be created
in addition to the 4 000 already in existence.

I believe that the Government would have scope
with that sort of money to make funds available
for a scheme. The first scheme 1 would like to see
implemented would be a State tree-planting pro-
gramme open to volunteers. They could be
provided with accommodation, they could con-
tinue to receive unemployment benefits, they
could be contracted for three or six months, as the
case may be, and at the conclusion of the contract
they could be given a bonus.

The incentive to join the scheme would be free
accommodation during the period of the contract
and the bonus at its conclusion. This would give
them something over and above the unemploy-
ment benefits they receive.

There would be tremendous benefits to the
State. It is essential the scheme be voluntary, and
be well managed. I hope the Government will give
serious consideration to implementing a scheme
along those lines.

There are many areas in which people could
work to the benefit of the State, and certainly to
the benefit of themselves. Nothing is more soul-
destroying than being unemployed for long
periods, In the group situation I have outlined the

people involved would have personal benefits from
the social side in such a scheme.

With those remarks I once again ask the
Government to give consideration to the various
points I have brought to its attention.

MRS BEGGS (Whitford) [11.33 a.m.: I was
not going to participate in this Budget debate as I
did not think it was necessary, since the main
opponent of the 1984-85 Burke Budget is the Op-
position, but I want to take this opportunity to
speak about something 1 mentioned in this Parlia-
ment a few weeks ago in regard to the activities of
laundry recycling in Leederville and Wembley. At
the time I mentioned a gentleman by the name of
Michael Cole. A newspaper report of my com-
ments a t tha t t imie resulIted i n my receivi ng a spa te
of telephone calls in my office from people who
had been caught in this web of deceit and conning.

I am extremely angry. It seems as though, re-
gardless of our company laws and consumer laws,
some people in our society continue to rip people
off day by day.

The complaints I received varied. On Monday
of this week 15 people met in my office. This was a
small sample of the people who had been conned
into replying to advertisements in various news-
papers in this State to take out franchises. Those
people effectively had lost somewhere in the vicin-
ity of $55 000, with no hope of recovering their
money, or of receiving any return on their money.

The Department of Consumer Affairs, and now
the Trade Practices Commission, have become
involved in this matter. No doubt, if justice can he
done, it will be done, and these people will perhaps
receive some gratification. I doubt very much
whether they will get their money back, but I hope
the activities of these people, whom I will name
shortly, will be curtailed somewhat, and other
innocent people in Western Australia will not be
conned again. However, that process will be long
and laborious, and that is why I am taking this
opportunity this morning to bring the matter to
the attention of the people in this Parliament and
to warn people in Western Australia that before
they become involved in any of the advertisements
which have been appearing in the Press, they
should make sure that they thoroughly investigate
the activities of the people concerned.

Just prior to rising to speak I was contacted by
another person who, six weeks ago, responded to
one of the advertisements in the paper. I will tell
her story in a moment. Regardless of my bringing
it to the attention of people in Western Australia,
these people continue to operate. I want to do
everything' I can to ensure that this practice
ceases.
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The Department of Consumer Affairs has done
a search of the companies I named in this Parlia-
ment some weeks ago. The interesting thing is that
the names of the principals of these companies
continue to change.

Mr Michael Cole is a man of dubious character.
Perhaps this morning, when I name other people
who are directly or indirectly connected with him,
I may be mentioning people who, through no fault
of their own, have become entangled in this web.
If that is the case, I apologise to them.

A few weeks ago The Midweek Times covered a
story, the headlines reading "Victims Lose Thou-
sands in Rag Business".

As a result of that article, many people
contacted the journalist and informed him that
they also had been victims. I am quite convinced
that the net has caught as many as 400 people.

This morning there appeared in The West
Australian two advertisements. One reads-

AGENTS required for complete home
Laundry service, exciting new concept in
WA. Ring 381 6403 for initial information.

Another reads-
INCREDIBLE opportunity

investor $500 (full and final
sures an income of $35 a
381 2941 for details.

for the small
payment) en-

week. Ring

Unfortunately one of the numbers used in that
advertisement is actually the number listed in the
WA telephone directory as Aboriginal Self Help
(Inc). Aboriginal Self Help was convinced, when
speaking with some of the people involved with
these companies, that it would be able to partici-
pate by placing its name and telephone number on
bins circulated throughout the community. As a
result of that people would put their old clothing
into the bins, it would be collected by various
persons and taken to franchises. Those people
would return it to either Hygienic Laundry, Home
Laundry Service, Nappy Happy, or any of those
companies which had been involved with Aborigi-
nal Self Help, which would get something out of
it.

That never occurred. Pamphlets were
distributed from Aboriginal Self Help by the
people who bought the franchise.

I will table this pamphlet in a moment. The
leaflet was printed and asked people to place rags
and clothing on their verandahs. This would be
collected and it would give help to the Aboriginal
Self Help organisation.

The telephone number listed is the same num-
ber which was used to promote Nappy Happy, or
the Aboriginal Self Help programme. That phone

number is often answered by Mr Michael Cole,
Mr Colin Minson, Roger Mychailuk or Kevin
Dean. I do not think it has any connection with
the Aboriginal Self Help people who are trying
very hard to do a good job.

Since I first spoke about this in Parliament I
have received several anonymous phone calls. As
recently as two days ago I was told to keep my
head down, and people who have called me have
been told not to contact me; if they do, they will
suffer the consequences. The people who have
been taking out the franchises are dealing with a
lot of people who are unsavoury, to say the least.
They are continuing day after day to place adver-
tisements in the newspaper and to take money
from innocent people who are in no way able to
help themselves.

I cannot state too strongly that I want every-
body out there who is unemployed and who is
desperate enough to think that they can buy them-
selves a job please to make some contact with the
Department of Consumer Affairs before they
hand over any money whatsoever.

It is very difficult today for people to be able to
determine what is and what is not a legitimate
business practice. While we all applaud the initiat-
ive of people seeking to get themselves off the dole
queues, this is a most unsatisfactory way for them
to do that because it does not work.

I am confident that the Department of Con-
sumer Affairs and the Trade Practices Com-
mission will be able to collate the stories of all
these people involved so joint action can be taken.
If there is anybody who has not contacted the
Trade Practices Commission or the Department of
Consumer Affairs I suggest they do so as quickly
as possible so information can be collected.

Prior to my rising in this House to speak today,
a woman contacted me and my colleague, the
member for Bunbury, took the details from her.
Some six weeks ago she responded to an advertise-
ment in the newspaper which said she could be a
franchise holder or could collect laundry or rags
from people's homes and deliver them to Home
Laundry Service. She paid a sum of $1 500 on a
$6 000 contract. She never signed the contract; it
was left for her to peruse. However, she had
already handed over the $1 500. At the end of the
week she decided she did not want to be involved
in the contract and telephoned to say that she had
changed her mind. She said she had not signed the
contract and would like her money back. Mr
Michael Cole called at her home and said she
would have to sign the contract. He said he had
received legal advice on the matter, and he could
not return her $1 500 unless she signed the con-
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tract. He said he had to resell the franchise for her
to get her money back and if she did not sign the
contract he would not be able to refund her
money.

This woman has given Mr Cole until Friday to
come up with her money. This lady has also
contacted Mr Kevin Dean who I believe owns the
premises in Hood Street, Leederville and
Roydhouse Street, Wembley. I do not know what
his connection is with the company. The activities
of these companies are registered businesses and
are so diverse that it is very hard to get a clear
picture of exactly what they are doing. The only
thing that is really clear to me is that their busi-
ness practices are unsound. Hundreds of people
have lost thousands upon thousands of dollars with
absolutely no return and that is going to continue
unless the public are made aware of it.

Many of the people to whom I spoke on
Monday have had contact from Mr Michael Cole
who has sent them a letter. I would like to now
read that letter which states-

Dear Sir/Madam
I am aware that you have had contractual
arrangements with Hygenic Laundry which
were arranged by Mr C. Minson, Yule In-
vestments Pty. Ltd., the Selling Agents.
Whilst I do not accept responsibility for these
contracts, I am prepared to assist you.

That is very big of him! To continue-
I am prepared to offer in lieu, of funds out-
standing, a shareholding in 'The Home Laun-
dry Service' on the basis of an active or silent
basis.
This offer is made in good faith and in a
genuine effort to resolve the current situation.
Please contact the writer for further details
on 381 9900.

Many of my constituents did contact the writer of
this letter. H-e said he was only trying to get Mr
Minson and Mr Manuel Barnis of Yule Invest-
ments out of the difficulties that they were in and
what they should do was contact Mr Colin Minson
or Manuel Barnis of Yule Investments Pty. Ltd.
and they would explain how the deal would work.

I suspect neither Mr Minson nor Mr
Barnis-nor indeed Mr Cole-have any intention
of assisting these people. They are stalling for time
so that the individual people wilt not take legal
action against them. That is exactly what will
happen with some of those people. They will con-
sider it is a genuine offer because they are desper-
ate for the return of their $6 SOO; they have
borrowed from the bank and they are faced with
repaying the loan while unemployed.

I am horrified that this is continuing to happen
and feel distressed that I am powerless to help
these people. I urge other members of the House,
if they have any contact with people who come to
them asking for advice about the matter to urge
their constituents to go to the Department of Con-
sumer Affairs.

I will not take any more time of the Mouse but I
hope the Trade Practices Commission and the De-
partment of Consumer Affairs are able to find a
way to resolve this situation.

MR URETHOWAN (East Melville) [11.45
a.m.J: 1 firstly want to raise a matter which is in
the consumer affairs area and touches on a simi-
lar, though not quite as serious a matter, as was
just raised by the member for Whitford, I think it
is clear at present that at a time of widespread
unemployment, many people of their own initiat-
ive are seeking to gain skills in order to provide
themselves with an opportunity to gain jobs in
future employment. Unfortunately, there are also
people in our community who take advantage of
the very desperate need felt by people who are
without employment.

Both the Treasurer, in his capacity as Minister
for Tourism, and the Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs are aware of the matter I raise, and have
given very sympathetic hearings to approaches
made to them, but at present there appears to be
little that can be effectively done about it.

I have had contact with the Western Australian
Tourism Commission over this matter, which re-
lates to advertisements and a training course that
is run in the tourist area.

The course is run by an organisation calling
itself Perth International Travel Training School
whose principal is one Mr Tony Gentile. Adver-
tisements have appeared regularly offering train-
ing in the area of tourism with free job assistance
following successful completion of the course.

I would like to read to the House extracts from
some of the promotional material used for that
course. This is from a promotional letter that is
supplied to applicants following contact after
reading the advertisement which appears fre-
quently in The West Australian, I now quote from
that letter-

We use the latest IATA/UFTAA diploma
course from Switzerland as a course
guideline, which is recognised World wide.
Our course has been especially designed to
train you to be skilled and effective using the
latest up to date Techniques covering Body
Language, Personal Development, Oral and
Written Communication and the Psychology
of Selling. You also will be trained on how to
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do domestic and ZATA Ticketing. Having
done a survey of other travel courses and cor-
respondence courses, we have put together a
formulae to ensure you excellent value for
your money. On completing our course, you
will receive a diploma that will enable you to
seek employment in the Travel Industry any-
where in the World. We will be implementing
a portion o the advanced IATA course in our
1984 programme.
We will teach you how to save money on
future Travel. Some of our students have
saved the cost of our course on just one trip.
The cost of our course will be going up in
1984 to $225, but enrol before that date and
you, will receive our end of year discount of
$175.

This was sent out late last year to one of the
applicants. To continue-

Western Australia is now on the World map
and has created World Wide interest due to
the success of AUSTRALIA 11 in the
America's Cup. A definite BOOM is
expected in the future of the tourism and
travel industry. Because of this, we anticipate
setting up 'On The Job Training Pro-
grammes' with top hotels and restaurants for
people who have done our Travel Consultants
Course. This will improve their employment
opportunities in the future expanding travel
and tourism industry.

Don't you miss out-nvest in your future
now and prepare yourself for the many
opportunities which will soon be created.

One of the people who applied and paid $175 to do
this course, because he sought to prepare himself
for employment in the travel industry, wrote the
following comments-

I have recently completed a Travel Con-
sultants Training Course at the Perth Inter-
national Travel Training School. Suite 8, 2nd
floor London Court, Perth. Director Mr.
Tony Gentile, who advertises ,egularly in The
West Australian in the Employment & Em-
ployment courses sections.

I paid $175 (supposively discounted) from
$225 as an end of year discount which still
exists to date ..

This letter was written in March of this year. To
continue-

afor a seven week course, 2 days per
week (Monday and Wednesday) 10 a-in. to I
p-m., as in enclosed brochure. 1, as well as
others who have completed the course were
dissatisfied with services for the amount paid.

Only on two occasions during the course did
my class stay the full time. On most occasions
Mr. Gentile dismisged us between 12
p.m.-] 2.30 p.m., and on one occasion at 11I
a.m,

In the First 2 weeks or 4 lessons of the
course Mr. Gentile played 2-3 video tapes per
lesson, and appointed an unqualified student,
who was in our class as teacher. We had very
little tuition from Mr. Gentile.

The books supplied for the course by Mr.
Gentile were all outdated and of different
issue, which subsequently means that one
quarter of the class would obtain the same
answer as Mr. Gentile and the other three
quarters unsure of their answers.

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you know that Mr Gentile
is also involved in relaxation therapy?

Mr TRETHOWAN: I do not know. I am refer-
ring purely to his national travel school.

Mr Gordon Hill: H-e has a history of such deal-
ings.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That may well be. My
conqcrn is that the matter I am raising appears not
to be able to be easily dealt with and I thought it
best to raise it in this House, particularly as it
concerns the travel industry and people who want
to work in that industry. They see this school as
one of the means of gaining a qualification. The
experience of those who have in fact attended the
course appears to be very disillusioning.

In relation to this matter, I shall continue to
read from the letter which has been supplied to
me. Relating to the books supplied for the course
being of different issue, the letter goes on to say-

When queried on the matter he claimed he
.didn't have time to go through, it. Training
editions of these books are used at Perth
Technical College, where I am currently
studying an A.F.T.A. course.

This person subsequently took the technical col-
lege course to train in a qualification for the tour-
ist industry. To continue-

In regards to Ticketing and Fares in the
course I found that a great percentage of
techniques and methods taught to us by Mr.
Gentile are totally false and contradictive to
what I am learning by qualified lecturers at
Perth Technical College.
*I have enclosed copies of brochures which

are readily .available to any member of the
public who enuquires about the course. There
is also another brochure which is only obtain-
able after a deposit, and must be returned
when the course starts. I found this brochure

3791



3792 [ASSEMBLY]

to contain false and misleading information,
as did the brochures enclosed in the envelope.

The Diploma presented to students after
completion of the course is not recognised in
the Travel/Tourist Industry,

In support of that, 1 shall refer to a letter sent by
the WA Chapter of the Australian Federation of
Travel Agents in which it states quite clearly that,
as outlined in the letter I have quoted, the WA
chapter indicates that the Australian Federation
of Travel Agents does not recognise that diploma
for employment.

The letter goes on to say-
I have also outlined in green the subjects

and items which were given little if any infor-
mation or definition. Also about 50% of the
subjects and items outlined in green entirely
contradict and differ from the method and
tuition taught at Perth Technical College.

The writer of the letter also goes on to say-
1 have also been in contact with two other

people who completed the course and were in
the same class as myself, and they both agree
with all the above statements and I have their
full support in writing this.

A great majority of the students that were
in the same course as myself were unem-
ployed and I as well as others believe that Mr.
Gentile publishes false and misleading infor-
mation in regards to his course in the
enclosed brochures to entice young people on
the prospects of employment.

As I have said, I understand that both the WA
Tourism Industry Association (Inc.) and the WA
Chapter of the Australian Federation of Travel
Agents have approached the Minister for Tour-
ism-the Premier-and the Department of Con-
sumer Affairs concerning this matter. Both those
organisations have received sympathetic hearings
and an understanding of the concern that both
these bodies which represent the industry have
expressed about the course. However, it has been
found that, at present, there are few grounds
within the current State Acts to take action.

As has been said previously, the important thing
is that anyone who wishes to qualify for employ-
ment within an industry and wants to look forward
to the possibility of obtaining a job, should ensure
that he is attending a course at an institution that
is generally recognised, such as the Perth Techni-
cal College or one of the tertiary institutions, in
which a person can be relatively confident of the
standard of the diploma he will receive, or, if he is
attending a private course, it would be appropriate
to check with the Department of Consumer Af-

fairs or the relevant industry association to ensure
that that course will meet the needs of the industry
and the needs of the kind of job that he will seek in
the future.

So I recommend anyone who wishes to obtain
training in the travel or tourism industries to
check the nature of any course with either the WA
Tourism Industry Association, which can be
contacted directly through the WA Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, or with the WA Chapter
of the Australian Federation of Travel Agents.

Good advice will be received from both those
organisations. Alternatively, the Department of
Consumer Affairs could be contacted regarding
the experiences other people have had with those
courses.

One of the problems associated with buying
something like education or training is that it is
not like buying a product which one can check out.
It is not like buying a motor car which one can
check with a certified mechanic and obtain an
opinion as to its roadworthiness; it is not like buy-
ing goods that one can examine with an experi-
enced person and obtain a feeling as to whether
one is getting a fair deal.

One does not know how good an educational
course is until one has participated in it. By that
time, to a certain extent, it may be too late. There-
fore, it is important to try to seek out other
people's experiences with these training pro-
grammes and to ascertain from the industry itself
the courses it would recommend to people who
want to enter the industry.

I now turn to a matter which is of very great
concern in my electorate, particularly to parents of
young children, and that is the imminent crisis in
early childhood education that is likely to be faced
by many young families in the Melville area gen-
erally. I do not want to cause the Minister for
Education to become unduly worried that the pre-
schools within my electorate are Cast running out
of places, because they are not. Some of the pre-
schools have reasonable numbers for their sizes,
while others have very low numbers, because most
of the pre-schools in my area are at about one-
third of their designed capacity.

The crisis relates not to the provision of edu-
cation for those children in the year they turn five,
because there are adequate places and facilities
available for them. The crisis occurs with pre-
school facilities currently available in my area for
children in the year they turn four.

Mr Pearce: You will excuse me for laughing
ironically, because it was your Government which
cut out funding for Four-year-olds.
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Mr TRETHOWAN: I am not suggesting that
the responsibility should be taken over by the Edu-
cation Department; nor is that suggestion being
made by the majority of the parents involved. The
crisis involves two private kindergartens, one of
which has existed for 15 years and one for four
years. both with very high degrees of parental
involvement. They are operating very successfully
at present. One, as the Minister for Youth and
Community Services would be aware, is situated
at Bridgewater, and that is the Bridgewater Kin-
dergarten. The other is the Blue Gum Montessori
Childrens Centre, which is operating in a church
hall within the City of Melville.

Both kindergartens are facing the possibility of
not having any premises in which to operate from
the commencement of 1985; this has happened at
the one time. At present, Bridgewater has 80 chil-
dren attending and it has a waiting list for the
current year of 40, giving a total of 120 children
who would like that form of facility available to
them. It has 112 children on the waiting list for
1985 whose parents cannot be given an assurance
of their children's continuance or placement. It
even has parents of children applying for places in
1986.

The Blue Gum Montessori kindergarten at
present has 40 children and a waiting list of at
least 20 for 1985; there will be 20 continuing from
the current year because Blue Gum Montssesori,
being a Montessori-type kindergarten, has parents
who would choose that form of education above
that supplied through the pre-school centres that
are available and attached to pre-schools funded
by the Education Department.

The situation is that the Government has de-
cided to sell Bridgewater, and I understand that
the department made arrangements with those
people who had children in attendance there late
last year and at the commencement of this year on
the basis that it would be for only 12 months. All
the parents knew that. However, in this case, the
kindergarten, which has been operating for 15
years and which is looking to place those children
wanting to attend next year, is in a position where
it has no alternative place to go.

Bridgewater is looking at a number of solutions,
and one is to inquire at the city and also at the
Department for Community Welfare whether the
proportion of the Bridgewater site on which the
kindergarten is actually situated-that is, in the
centre of the Bridgewater site-is able to be
excluded from the development as part of the 10
per cent public open space requirement to be
vested in the city upon planning approval for re-
developmnent-rezoning of that area.

1 understand also that they have approached the
Department for Community Welfare, knowing
that the sale of that particular area, which is cur-
rently zoned "hospital", will require rezoning and
that the process of rezoning will take a consider-
able time, probably at least 12 months, to see
whether that is possible for at least whatever pro-
portion of the time remains for them to be able to
continue to use that facility.

Mr Wilson: Do you realise it will be necessary
for them to have that facility free? It is only
putting off the evil day.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am not sure that they
need to have it totally free. I understand they
could not afford to pay the proportional price of
the land in that area that would be required
should they have to purchase that proportion of
the site, because the land is extremely valuable.

The proposition put to the city, and I under-
stand to the Department for Community Welfare,
is that 10 per cent of that site would have to be
vested in public open space, and the question was
raised whether part of that 10 per cent could be
the area upon which the kindergarten now stands.
That would also depend on how that would affect
the development of the site; but it is an option that
could well be explored because there is a great
need for a facility of that type within the area.

I understand that the fees being paid by parents
sending their children to Bridgewater are the
equivalent of any other fees at private kindergar-
tens in the metropolitan area; in other words, they
pay a significant amount of money, and some of
those families make a considerable sacrifice to
allow their children to attend that kindergarten
because of the advantages of socialisation and cre-
ative development that that environment provides
for the children prior to their attending one of the
very good pre-school centres within my electorate.
I indicate to the Minister for Education that it is
my impression that these pre-school cenitres within
the East Melville area are of an extremely high
standard and provide a very good service to the
community.

Mr Wilson: Those fees are paid only for this
current year. Previously they had access-

Mr TRETHOWAN: They had limited access
because the Department for Community Welfare
took a considerable number of places. The parents
are not complaining about the fees they pay; they
are prepared to make that sacrifice in order to give
their children that sort of education.

Mr Wilson: When you talk about the 15 years'
life of the kindergarten, that was made available
to those parents at a reasonable charge.
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Mr TRETHOWAN: It was really made avail-
able to other parents, and not to the current group,
although some of them had children there pre-
viously. During those 15 years a large number of
places were taken by external children, In some
cases all the places were taken by the Department
for Community Welfare's children who were be-
ing assisted through that kindergarten.

Mr Wilson: I honestly hope that it can be
preserved and that the subdivision can be devised
so that the facility can be kept.

Mr TRETHOWAN: The other matter 1 will
comment on is that the potential closure of
Bridgewater is occurring when 80 children will be
attending next year-actually 112 are on the
waiting list-when, at the same time, the Blue
Gum Montessori kindergarten finds itself in the
same position. Blue Gum Montessori faces the
situation of not being able to go on after the end of
this year. It has 40 children involved and, again,
their parents have made considerable sacrifices to
allow the children to have that form of early edu-
cation. Again, those parents do not query that this
should be the case; they do not seek to become a
free kindergarten. What they are seeking are suit-
able premises in which to continue the kindergar-
ten. They have done a lot of searching and both
kindergartens find themselves in a position where
it is extremely difficult to find suitable premises at
a price they can afford within the area south of the
river bourfted by the Canning and Swan Rivers.

I understand that Blue Gum has considered, for
instance, a site for a pre-school in Booragoon but
the cost involved is over S$100 000 for the land only
and this makes it extremely difficult to justify in
relation to the costs which will flow through to the
parents. I want the Minister for Education to con-
sider the under-utilisation of some pre-schools
within my electorate. I have the following figures
of children currently attending those pre-schools:
one pre-school has an attendance of 46 children,
another has 56, another 52 and another 38 and yet
another one has only 23 children. I understand
attendances are at that level only because of an
unexpected intake of some overseas children at the
commencement of the year. All of those pre-school
centres can handle at least 60 children. They are
very well set up and at some stages they have had
large numbers of children attending them.

Mr Pearce: If I could interru~it there, if they are
double units they can in fact cater for 100 children
at four sessions a week, so it is quite possible that
something could be done along those lines if you
want to put a proposition to us.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I will write to the Minister
to ask. him to consider that matter because drop-

ping primary school numbers reflect in dropping*
pre-school numbers. Because of that, Blue Gum
Montessori and Bridgewater are racing the need to
move to smaller premises. The costs can be carried
from the teacher subsidy which the Education De-
partment provides in regard to the cost of running
the pre-schools for the year in which those chil-
dreni turn four. I indicate perhaps with a certain
amount of satisfaction chat two of the p re-school
centres in my electorate are seeing arn increase in
numbers which is making the primary schools very
happy. Demographically the area has started to
billow out and we are seeing younger families
moving into the area. I certainly welcome that
trend, but attendance levels at pre-.schools are a
long way below the level desired.

In fact, one of those schools has 347 children
attending and a little over 12 years ago over 1 000
children attended it, so a tremendous amount of
excess capacity is still available in those schools. I
repeat that it is my impression that those schools
are extremely well run and the education that is
received in those schools is of an extremely high
quality. It concerns me that the parent-run kinder-
gartens which are currently providing very good
education for children in the year they turn fouma
will find themselves without premises at the com-
mencement of the next financial year.

My other request in relation to Biridgewater is
as follows: I know the parents there have
requested that the equipment that is currently in
use at chat centre, a lot of which has been
homemade, may be able to be transferred to the
kindergarten's alternative Premises at the end of
this financial year when that kindergarten closes
down and that will become the nucleus of the
equipment that they will have. Unfortunately this
matter has received very unfavourable hearings.

*Recently the Community Welfare Department
indicated that it would not allow that community

*kindergarten to transfer the equipment.

That is a matter of concern and I hope the
Community Welfare Department will be prepared
to reconsider that situation and do something
abobt it in order to allow-should the Bridgewater
kindergarten have to move from the premises it
now occupies-at least the teachers to be able to
take with them the equipment that is currently in
use at that kindergarten. I will follow up this mat-
ter by writing to both the Minister for Youth and
Community Services and the Minister for Edu-
cation. I hope that some sort of accommodation
may be able to be found to allow these two very
good early pre-school kindergartens to continue to
operate, not only in 1985, but also in the following
years.



[Thursday, 8 November 19841 79

I raised this next matter in the Address-in-Re-
ply debate this year and am raising it again now
because it is a matter of great concern not only to
the people in my electorate but also to people
throughout Western Australia. It deals with the
problem facing Martindale Hospital in
Booragoon.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr TRETHOWAN: As I have said pre-

viously-i want to underline the
point-Martindale Hospital is a unique institution
in Western Australia, and perhaps in Australia. It
is an "A"-class hospital which specialises in the
treatment of alcoholism; in other words, only those
who suffer from alcoholism are treated at
Martindale Hospital. Everything within the
hospital is geared to successful treatment patterns
for patients attending that hospital. On Tuesday
night I was fortunate enough to be able to attend a
meeting which was held at that hospital princi-
pally by ex-patients because of their concern about
the imminent closure of that hospital. Martindale
Hospital is a private hospital and since the intro-
duction of Medicare it has progressively lost large
sums of money per month in operating costs be-
cause the subsidies provided have been insufficient
to meet the existing cost structure.

The hospital has operated for I1I years and the
first time it has found itself in this position fol-
lowed the introduction of Medicare. The patients
who attended the meeting on Tuesday night had
some very significant things to say about
Martindale Hospital. Many of them said that had
it not been for Martindale Hospital they would not
be in the position that they currently are in. Many
of them had attended other facilities in this State
treating patients for alcoholism and, unanimously,
they said that the difference between those treat-
ment facilities and the facilities offered at
Martindale Hospital was very significant. People
who attended the meeting came from all walks of
life-people in senior positions in business, pro-
fessional people, people who run their own small
businesses, people working in every capacity of
employment. These people now all have successful
family and business lives because they are no
longer addicted to alcohol. The breaking of that
addiction and their ability to have completely nor-
mal lifestyles is due to the treatment that they
received at Martindale Hospital.

Martindale Hospital provides not only a
detoxification programme for those people who
are severely addicted to alcohol-and that
detoxification programme takes between three and
12 days and is available at Martindale with inten-
sive nursing care-but also full pathology facilities
and medical supervision which one would expect

from an "A"-class hospital. In addition,
Martindale Hospital runs a four to six week ther-
apy programme that follows the detoxification
programme. It is the combination of the
detoxification programme and the therapy pro-
gramme which leads to high success rates. I
understand, as I have mentioned before in this
House, that of the patients attending Martindale
Hospital one-third had only one visit and after
that visit they remained sober from that point
onwards; another one-third achieved that sobriety
after two or three visits while, unfortunately, a
further one-third just keep coming back and have
never managed to control their alcoholic depen-
dence. However, those people who have controlled
that dependence have changed their lives. In many
cases they came to Martindale Hospital at the
point of entering skid row and had very little to
look forward to; their families were breaking up,
their friends had left them and they were either on
the point of becoming unemployed, or were unem-
ployed because they were absolutely unernploy
able.

As a result of the treatment they have received
at Martindale they have managed to Fight their
way back to holding steady jobs and having good
family relationships. It is no wonder that these
people feel very strongly about the preservation of
that institution.

Applications have been made on two grounds to
the State and Federal Ministers for health for
assistance. One is to have the hospital
recategorised to at least a category 2 "A"-c lass
hospital and the other is a request that perhaps
half the beds in the hospital be taken over as
public beds. The reason for the latter request is
that during the whole existence of the hospital,
although it has been a private hospital, many
patients who have been seriously ill have been
accepted as patients of the hospital, even though
they were not covered by private health insurance.
There have always been people at that hospital
who have not been able to pay the full cost of the
bed. That has been one of the criticisms levelled at
the hospital by the Federal Department of Health.

It would seem logical to ask, if that situation is
to continue, that the public should finance the cost
of those beds. From the taxpayers' point of view
that would be a very good deal. The cost of a bed
in the "detox" area of the Royal Perth Hospital is
between $200 to $400 a day. That is the cost in a
teaching hospital. The cost of a bed in one of the
peripheral regional hospitals, such as Bentley Hos-
pital, would be about $120 a day. The Govern-
ment subsidy for a bed in Martindale Hospital
would be $80 a day. That would mean that it is
not only providing better treatment for those
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people, but also those people suffering from al-
coholism would be taking up a proportion of the
public beds within the Martindale Hospital.

I understood from those people I spoke to on
Tuesday night, who had attended other treatment
facilities in this State, that none of the other treat-
ment facilities compared with Martindale. In most
cases the other facilities were purely related to
detoxification. This was done with drugs, under
the supervision of nursing staff. That is the easiest
way to overcome alcoholism, but it is more diffi-
cult to overcome the psychological dependence of
people on alcohol and to encourage people to
adopt a feeling of self-worth so they do not have to
resort to the crutch of alcohol. That is precisely
what Martindale has done. However, hundreds of
thousands of dollars has been lost on the hospital
since the introduction of Medicare and the time is
fast running out when the hospital's banker will
allow the hospital to run further into debt. I
understand that if the hospital had to be sold
virtually the whole of the capital value of the land
on which the hospital exists would be swallowed
up to pay the debts incurred in the running of the
hospital since the introduction of Medicare.

It seems to me that the ignoring-that is the
only way I can put it-of this problem by both the
Commonwealth and State Ministers is the
ignoring of a real problem faced by alcoholics in
our community.

Whenever the Federal Minister has been ap-
proached he has said that the matter is the re-
sponsibility of the State Minister and that he has
to get back to the Federal Minister to recommend
what he wants him to do. When the State Minister
has been approached he has said that it is the
responsibility of the Federal Minister to make a
decision in that regard and that the State does not
have the funds to do it.

They are unsatisfactory answers, especially
when it concerns a unique treatment facility for a
serious social problem in our community. It is a
concern that is widespread. I know that extended
facilities are being supplied by the ADA and I
know that there is some Controversy at present
over the Mt. Lawley annexe of Royal Perth Hospi-
tal becoming the future treatment facility of the
ADA.

The ADA does basic detoxification work. it
does not do the work that Martindale does by way
of backup.

Mr Gordon Hill: Have you been to the ADA?

Mr TRETHOWAN: I have spoken with people
from the ADA and that statement was made to
me by people who have received treatment at
many facilities in this State.

Mr Gordon Hill: You should visit Ord Street
and Ashton Hospitals.

Mr TRETHOWAN: How many days on aver-
age do patients stay at those facilities?

Mr Gordon Hill: I am not aware.

Mr TR.ETHOWAN: I think the member will
find that the work is basically detoxification.

Mr Gordon Hill: I think it is eight to L2 weeks.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am certainly not aware
of that; the information I have been given by
patients who have attended the ADA facilities has
been the reverse.

Mr Gordon Hill: That is just the Ashton Hospi-
tal. I am suggesting that you go to the other places
and check for yourself.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am talking about the
Martindale Hospital in my electorate and what
the patients have told me. The fact is that there
appears to be little wish on the part of the State or
Federal Governments to reach an adequate sol-
ution in regard to the Martindale Hospital. I can
assure both the State Minister and the Federal
Minister for Health that if the determination of
those ex-patients, which I witnessed when
discussing this matter on Tuesday night, is rep-
resentative of the actions they will take, I suspect
Martindale will be saved and that someone along
the line will realise that public opinion is such that
the Governments cannot help but take notice and
cannot ignore the needs of the community which
are being overlooked in relation to Martindale
Hospital.

I wish to raise one other matter which has
caused me continual concern and which I have
raised in this House before. I have received many
representations from my constituents about the
lack of effective action by the Government with
regard to pornographic material in our com-
munity. The action the Government has taken so
far with regard to X-rated videos appears to be
ineffective.

I have been asked whether more will be done
about this problem, because it was my understand-
ing earlier this year that something would be done
to stop pornographic material coming into this
State. All the arguments we have been through
are still relevant and the greatest concern
expressed to me by my constituents is that this
material, in the form of video Films and printed
material, is still finding its way into the hands of
people of a tender age.

There still appears to be little control of videos
and R-rated films that are available in video shops
for people to hire. People of a young age are hiring
these videos. I am aware that some proprietors
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take this matter seriously, but the fact is that the
films are still coming into the bands of people who
should not receive them. This matter should be
seriously addressed by the Government, otherwise
many people in the community will accuse the
Government of breaking its promises.

The action of the Federal Government in re-
moving extreme violence from category 2 X-rated
material has done a little, but very little, to rectify
the situation. It still seems to me that both State
and Federal Governments are condoning
Australia's being used as a dumping ground for
the pornography which is increasingly being
excluded from markets in the United States and
Europe.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [ 12.31 p.m.]: I
would like to discuss a couple of topics during the
course of this debate. One is probably an old
favourite of many people here, and I have heard
many views expressed on it, including those gener-
ally in the community, and that is Rottnest Island
and what is to become of it and how it should be
tackled from now on.

Look as I might into the many statements that
have been made by environmentalists and
developers and all sorts of other people, I have
failed to see yet a proper appreciation of what has
happened and what will happen to Rottniest; in
other words, they have been quite unreal in their
approach to Rottnest. It is a very fragile type of
environment and is somewhat similar to our
coastal environment. Members will have seen
what has had to be done to overcome the problems
of people living and using the facilities at beaches
such as City Beach and others where sophisticated
methods have had to be adopted to retain anything
that was there originally-the sand dunes, the
type of vegetation on them, and so on. There have
been many changes in that environment along the
coast and many of them were necessary.

One needs only to look at what is happening at
Rottniest to realise that sophisticated solutions are
required which people are inclined to run away
from. They say, "Leave it as it is, it should remain
as it is". That cannot be done because before long
we will have a million people within a stone's
throw and more and more people parking boats in
bays every time there is a holiday, and they will
spoil the environment. They are doubling in num-
bers every couple of years as it is now, and there is
not enough room in the bays which are open, so
they find access in other bays. It means the bays
become polluted to some degree; people who have
holidayed there recently and walked along the
beaches will have seen milk cartons and other
disposable items washed up in great numbers.

They have been tossed overboard carelessly or
deliberately by the people on those boats.

Most of those boats have toilets but very few
have sealed sewer tanks on board so that they can
take the sewerage back to the mainland and dis-
charge it properly. Instead they discharge it in the
bay where they moor with the result that every-
thing in the tank is inclined to be washed ashore
and it makes things most unpleasant. That is in-
creasing and will continue to do so.

People are not supposed to take dogs to
Rottniest, but I was there at Easter and it seemed
that every second boat parked in the bay had a
dog on board. First thing in the morning, the chil-
dren of the owners or somebody from the boat
would take off with the dog and run along the
beach and through the sandhills and shrubbery,
making another path as they went and allowing
wind gusts to go through and disturb the natural
vegetation. It will continue to go that way until we
finish up with a heap of rocks with some sand on
them.

We can do better than that. We must sophisti-
cate Rottnest heavily and lay down the pathways,
sandhills and areas which people are allowed to
use, as has been done on the beachfront near the
metropolitan area and at some southern
beachfronts where excessive use has caused the
local terrain to begin to move because it was never
intended to be used in that way.

Of course it will involve a considerable cost, but
I am not one who wants to see international hotels
and that sort of thing on Rottiest. However, I will
be realistic; I first went to Rottniest in about 1929
as a child of about ive, and I did not enjoy it
much. All I can remember is that it was a rough
day and the Zephyr plunged about and I was not
too interested in Rottnest or anything there; I was
interested in getting home. Since then I have
visited the island on a number of occasions and
seen what has happened. The excessive sophisti-
cation I am suggesting is the only way to maintain
the island. It will not be what people knew some
years ago when yachtsmen used to go there with
kegs on their boats to have a happy weekend. It
will not be that sort of island any more and it
cannot be because of the city, being so close to it,
unless we are prepared to put restrictions on
people going there in their own vessels and that
would cause a considerable furore among the
boating fraternity.

The whole island must be properly pathed and
laid out and people must be prevented from walk-
ing on the vegetation right around the island.
People will say it is not like it used to be and that
they cannot go here and there, but it is necessary
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if the island is to be retained as something worth-
while to visit, either to stay or on a day trip.

One of the failures in the past has been of the
Rottnest Island Board itself to appreciate the vari-
ous parts of Roitnest. Older people going there or
those with children used to have one of the most
delightful walks on a nice day around Thompson
Bay on the bank above the bay. Now when one
goes for a walk one looks at brick back fences all
the way. One cannot see the scenic beauty of the
bay because it has been destroyed, and it has no
peer close handy. There is nowhere else to go to
get the same sort of experience without having to
travel a considerable distance. That was a failure
on the part of some members of the board in
allowing that building to occur some years ago.

Many things will have to happen , and I am i n
favour of ultra-sophistication. What I am about to
suggest will probably cause half the State to want
to drag me off the rocks at Rottnest and into one
of the deep pools. I suggest good reasons exist for
establishing some sort of permanent settlement on
part of Rottniest. It would not be hard to establish
such a settlement with a development, say, in the
Parker Point region. I know they have had a look
at this in the past; it is a question of leasing to
people who want to build private properties-it
should not be sold to anybody-and the matter
could come back to the board in 40 or 50 years, or
less.

At present, the people with the wherewithal[ go
to Rottnest to use the island and they moor their
boats and do what they will. They climb all over
the island and expect service, but give nothing
back to it. It would be far better if such money as
is available in the community were ploughed into
such a settlement.

It is true that many people would want to take a
boat to Rottnest to fish off the island, but they
would be happy with a smaller sea-going boat than
the big ones they now need to take to the island to
live on.

If we could provide the board wit'Wscme finance
from those properties, the board in tuft, would be
able to develop the areas that should be protected
in a sophisticated manner, as has been suggested.
We would then ensure that something is prese~ved
for posterity.

In the making of an area like that available fot*
development, a price would have to be paid by the
developer. I suggest that the price could be the
provision of the water pipeline from the mainland
to the island. Probably other factors could be
taken into consideration for the making of an area
of land such as that available.

The development would allow more people to go
to the island. The permanent residents of the
island would then have other people to associate
with so that they are not living in one another's
pockets. That would make life more pleasant for
the permanent residents. Regular airline services
could also be provided although, I know that, to
some degree, those services are provided now.
People could reside on the island and commute to
the city regularly.

All of that will tend to be an improvement on
what is on the island at present. Some of the bays
around the island could be prohibited for the use
of vessels to avoid pollution problems.

Those are my suggestions for what they are
worth. I tried to ind a solution to the problem by
reading all material available on the subject and I
am still not convinced that those who are pursuing
a particular line in relation to Rottnest Island are
going in the right direction.

The other matter I wish to raise relates to the
issue raised last night by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. He referred to the company, F. R. Tulk and
Co. Pty. Ltd. at Osborne Park. He maintained,
from the way he spoke, that there is something
terribly wrong in that company. I got the im-
pression from what he said that Mr Tulk is so
much in the right in what is happening that he is
standing at the Pearly Gates beside St. Peter and
is allowing people into a better world. He
suggested that nobody could find anything wrong
with Mr Tulk. He claimed that Mr Tulk had been
subjected to considerable intimidation.

After just scratching the surface, I have found
that it is a case of the intimidated being the intimi-
dator. It is no wonder that, when the vote was
taken at that company, the result was 101 against
and four in favour of union membership in that
factory. A new employee at that company is
required, in the first place, to complete a question-
naire. I know that is quite commonplace in many
firms in Australia. However, on the questionnaire
are very obvious questions relating to trade union-
ism. Is it not passing strange that if two or three
people apply for the one job, the person who
expresses certain opinions about trade unionism
may or may not get the job?

Mr Tubby: Hear, hear! That is the way it
should be.

Mr McNe: Farmers do that.
Mr JAMIESON: No wonder the vote was 101

against and four for. It is interesting that the vote
was not taken while the union representative was
there, but as far can be ascertained, Mr Tulk
requested the meeting. When Mr Tulk called the
meeting, he did not require that a secret ballot be
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conducted, as is generally required these days. I
understand that the employees were required to
show their hands. When a union organiser goes to
the factory to meet and talk with the men, I
understand that he is required to talk out of the
side of his mouth, with employees saying "For
goodness sake, do not let him see me talking to
you, otherwise I might be in trouble with the
firm".

What sort of a position is the Leader of the
Opposition putting us in? Why does he not tell
both sides of the story. It is interesting that he has
told the story the way he has. This bloke, Tulk,
even pays overaward wages. Sometimes he pays
$10 or $15 over the award but there are a lot of
other things he forgets to do, and so the situation
probably evens out. As soon as he finds out that an
employees has joined or is associated with a union,
that employee loses his overaward wage.

Mr McNec: So he should.

Mr JAMIESON: That is lovely. People such as
the member for Mt. Marshall take everything
from the community in the form of subsidies.

Opposition members interjected.

Mr JAMIESON: If this Government did not
keep the railways running, Opposition members
would be in a lot of trouble.

Mr McNee: We have been ripped-off by this
Government.

Mr JAMIESON: The member has not been
ripped-off, and he knows it. Tulk seems to make
his own laws to suit himself in his own time. Be-
cause things start to blow up, he approaches the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Tubby: Those employees were happy not
being members of unions.

Mr McNee: I know the type you are: You
would make them join unions by belting them over
the head with a pickhandle. I would belt them into
doing a day's work.

Mr JAMIESON: Even now, even allowing for
my age, I could work alongside the member for
Mt. Marshall and leave him for dead.

Mr Tubby: The idea is to get good workers and
then to look after them.

Mr JAMIESON: Never mind about that. Let
us have a look at some recent happenings in this
case. Tulk makes the law to suit himself. He has
some apprentices working for him. He put them
all on four days a week. He has said that he is
down on work and therefore can employ them for
only four days a week. That may be all right, but
there is a correct procedure to follow. He should
have obtained permission before doing that.

Mr Trethowan: How many other apprentices in
that industry have lost their jobs completely?

Mr JAM IESON: Their employers have had to
go to the correct authority.

Mr Trethowan: How many?

Mr JAMIESON: There is a number. That
brings me to the point of an employer ascertaining
whether an employee is a member of a trade
union. I think he is adopting standover tactics by
giving the impression that that employee might
lose -his job if he is associated with a union. What
is this country coming to? Members of the Oppo-
sition talk about freedom.

Mr McNee: Where are the standover tactics?
Mr JAMIESON: He is a standover merchant.

Mr McNee: Tell us of one instance.

Mr JAMIESON: The member gabbles along
like a harvester going through a paddock.

Mr McNee: Have a look at the transport indus-
try.

Mr Clarko: What about Ethell and building
sites? If he does not get his way he breaks down
the walls himself.

Mr JAMIESON: The member probably went
out there and helped him.

Mr Clarko: It is happening on building sites all
the time.

Mr JAMIESON: Does the member know that?

Mr Clarko: You won't accept it.

Mr JAMIESON: The member has no proof.

Mr Clarko: It is virtually a daily occurrence.

Mr JAMIESON: There are 365 days in the
normal year and members opposite cannot tell me
that there have been 365 occurrences.

Mr Clarko: That" is what unionism is
about-intimidation a nd bullying.

Mr JAMIESON: Nonsense; the member for
Karrinyup does not understand unions.

Mr Clarko: Of course I do, I was a member of a
union.

Mr JAMIESON: What union was that?

Mr Clarko: The Federated Clerks Union of
Australia.

Mr JAMIESON: I thought so!

Mr Clarko: I was a member of the Teachers'
Union also. Are you going to laugh about that?.

Mr JAMIESON: That is laughable also be-
cause it has some peculiar members.

Several members interjected.
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Mr JAMIESON: They will be going a long
time after members opposite because the Oppo-
sition sucked them dead with rural subsidies.

Mr Clarko: That is what your unions do.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Karrinyup. A little more order, please.
Mr JAMIESON: It is based on a fair go for

all-not just one-sided which results in someone
running to the scaly Leader of the Opposition to
whisper something in his ear and then in turn the
Leader of the Opposition stating it in this House
as being the facts and saying that the last bastion
of democracy is being overthrown by actions taken
by a union. That is not the case.

Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: I have spoken to enough

people to know what 1 am talking about.
Mr McNee: Tell them to get to work. That

would be a change.
Mr JAMIESON: The member for Mt.

Marshall does not know what work is. At one
stage I accused him of being a silvertailed farmer.
Some time later I happened to visit his area and I
was told that I had nailed him correctly and that
mny description was accurate. He is not very well
thought of.

Mr McNee: It came from your mates, and they
would not know a lot about it.

Mr JAMIESON: They were not my mates, but
they were farming people who knew the member
for Mt. Marshall quite well and they had him
nailed properly. There is no need to worry about
that.

Mr Clarko: Produce the evidence.
Mr McNee: The next day's work you do will be

the first one. Do not make any mistake about that
because you would not know.

Mr JAMIESON: The member For Mt.
Marshall says, "You would not know".

Mr McNee: Not like the parasites with whom
you associate; they would not work in an iron lung.

Mr Trethowam: Most weeks of the year.
M r JAM I ESON: Some weeks.
Mr Clarko: Forty-eight weeks in the year.
Mr JAMIESON: Some weeks-members op-

posite are not fooling anybody.
Several members interjected.
Mr McNee: If you do niot know that that is true

you should ind out.
Mr JAMIESON: It is not true.
Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! This is not a
competition to see who can interject the loudest. I
am sure the member for Mt. Marshall would win
that contest; and, having awarded victory to him I
would now like to listen to the member for
Welshpool.

Mr JAMIESON: If members think there is
something astray about this situation I call upon
them to move a motion for a full inquiry into
it-not just a one-sided inquiry, but one which will
show up their great champion, Mr Tulk for what
he is.

Mr Clarko: H-e is a fine citizen.
Mr JAMIESON: He has done well, and I give

him credit, but he must obey the law as well as the
union.

Mr McNee: So should all unions.
Mr JAM I ESON: Why does not Tulk obey the

law?
Mr McNee: Is he breaking the law?
Mr JAMIESON: All right, members opposite

say that he does obey the law, but he does not.
Mr Clarko: Which law is he breaking.
Mr JAMIESON: I told the House a while ago

about a law that he has specifically broken in
connection with apprentices.

Mr Clarko: Apprentices? Is he not paying
award rates?

Mr JAMIESON: No. Half the time the mem-
ber for Karrinyup is looking at something else and
is not taking any notice of what I am saying and
then he wants to buy into an argument.

Mr Clarko: I was listening to you.
Mr JAMIESON: It was long before that. The

member for Karrinyup was just not listening.
Mr Clarko: They voted 101 to 4 that they did

not want to join the union.
Mr JAMIESON: I told members about that,

did I not? I suggest to the member for Karrinyup
that he should not point and carry on like a
girlish-

Mr Clarko: That is how unions are run.
Mr JAMIESON: It is not how unions are run

and the member for Karrinyup knows that. I ask
him whether his union was run like that?

Mr Clarko: When I was a shipping clerk I went
to the wharf every day of my five years there and
the lumpers union ran its meetings like that all the
time. It was intimidation.

Mr JAMIESON: What does the member for
Karrinyup think that Tulk did in relation to this
case?

Mr Clarko: You are complaining about it.
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Mr JAMIESON: Of course I am complaining
about it. Under normal circumstances the election
of balloted positions in trade unions is conducted
by secret ballots.

Mr Clarko: Do you believe in secret ballots be-
cause the union movement has changed?

Mr JAMIESON: I believe in it as far as the
appointment of officials are concerned.

Mr Trethowan: How many site employers hold
secret ballots?

Mr JAMIESON: Do not start that nonsense. If
one was to go to a meeting of the Liberal Party
and the meeting is asked whether it agrees to a
certain proposition they are not issued with a bit
of paper and asked to write whether they agree.
They are asked whether they agree with it and
they put up their hands accordingly. They will not
start screaming about that because that is the way
meetings are run.

Mr McNee: There are no pick handle politics
either.

Mr JAMIESON: No, and there are no barbed
wire whips like members opposite use.

Mr Clarko: A member for Adelaide was one of
the vigilante officers who used to go around belt-
ing up the people who were on the wrong side.

Mr JAMIESON: I do not know about stormy
Normy. I did not have much to do with him. He
went the way he did.

Mr Clarko: That was what his job was. He was
a vigilante officer.

Mr JAMIESON: He did not catch up with the
member for Karrinyup, which is a shame. He did
not carry out his job properly.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr JAMIESON: If there is intimidation in this

commnunity the person who is claiming to be
intimidated is fully aware of what it is all about
because he has been indulging in that practice for
some time.

I say nothing about his capability because from
the evidence I have received I understand he does
an excellent job with his workshop and to his
credit, as members opposite have been howling
out, he has built it up. He must agree that he must
obey the law and he cannot go his own way with-
out respecting the laws of this land.
Unfortunately, he chose not to and when he got
caught up with another issue on the basis of a
unionist who is entitled, as organisers are, to go on
to premises that person was clearly stood over. Mr
Tulk said he was not wanted and he was to be put
off the premises. Under the Act the union has a
right of entry and Mr Tulk should not indulge in

that practice if he wants to come screaming and
howling to the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Clarko: I1 doubt whether that is true.

Mr JAMIESON: I am telling the member for
Karrinyup that it is. The Leader of the Opposition
would have us believe Mr Tulk is standing at the
pearly white gates assisting St. Peter in opening
the gates to a better land. That is just not the case.
Not only I suspected that this was wrong; many of
the members of the Press gallery also said that
there was something wrong with the Leader of the
Opposition's story because it did not ring true.

Mr Clarko: The company has been blackmailed
into accepting it. It has has a total ban put on its
work in the Pilbara.

Mr JAMIESON: Who is that?

Mr Clarko: F. R. Tulk and Company.

Mr JAMIESON: The people in the Pilbara ap-
preciate trade unionism.

Mr Clarko: They are bully boys.

Mr JAMIESON: They work in conjunction
with them. They are not bully boys.

Mr Trethowan: I appreciate the fact that the
member for Welshpool supports secondary boy-
cotts and I would like members to know that-

Mr JAMIESON: What is the member for East
Melville defining as "secondary boycotts"?

Mr Trethowan: You know very well what it is.

Mr JAMIESON: I know what I think is a sec-
ondary boycott, but what does the member for
East Melville think?

Mr Trethowan: A secondary boycott is defined
under the Trade Practices Act.

Mr JAMIESON: If members are going to delve
into the definition of the Trade Practices Act I am
not prepared to argue with them, but in any cir-
cumstance where a person claims intimidation and
he has been guilty of intimidation himself, he de-
serves all he gets.

Sitting suspended from 1.0010o2.1IS p.m.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [2.15 pm.]: The
Liberal and National Country Parties recognise
the 272 recommendations of the Beazley com-
mittee report and we recognise that it contains an
overwhelming proportion of recommendations
which we regard as being educationally soundly
based. However, we do not think this report is
sacrosanct and we know that the Minister does not
either, because he has on a number of occasions
indicated that he does not accept or that he rejects
individual recommendations either in part or in
whole.

3801



3802 [ASSEMBLY]

It is also true tbat the Director General of Edu-
cation, a person whom I admire and respect, said
the following-

The majority of the recommendations ap-
pear to support, improve and extend initiat-
ives that are under way in our schools.

I think that is very precise. One of my former
colleagues who holds a senior position in the Edu-
cation Department said that he had worked out
that something in the order of 150 of the 272
recommendations of the report were matters
which were already in train. He also quoted others
which Were about to be implemented. Relatively
few recommendations remained. This is a major
report. I disagree with the Minister's statement
that it is accepted by the public of Western
Australia as being a concise and precise document.
In fact, under the Minister's statement headed
"State Government's Response to the Beazley and
McGaw Reports" he said the following-

The Government's response is framed in
the knowledge that the report reflects the
views and aspirations of the West Australian
community.

I do not believe that the Government has any basis
to support that. In fact, the report reflects the
views of many groups involved in education in
Western Australia. However, I do not believe it
reflects the views of Western Australians at large.
In fact, Western Australians rarely put forward a
concise view or objective in terms of what they
seek from the education system. They generally
take their guide from the professionals.

The committee states quite conclusively that it
did not have enough time to carry out this study.
Approximately half a dozen references are made
in the first 20 pages of the report to the fact that
the committee did not have sufficient time to look
at certain matters or to carry out sufficient re-
search. The report states quite specifically that the
committee did not have time to look at the cur-
riculum of TAFE. The Minister would agree with
me that that is a very important area, yet the
committee was not able to address this important
issue. Its importance is particularly relevant in
1984. Therefore, I do not think the report should
occupy the position that some of its supporters,
and perhaps the Minister, have claimed. I am not
sure that it will be the blueprint for education in
Western Australia until and into the next century.

As was stated in the report, it is some 15 years
since the Deitman report was made in 1969. 1
remind people in Western Australia that many
items in that report have been specifically rejected
by the Heazley report of 1984. 1 am sure the
Minister had some doubts about the Dettman re-

port at the time it was issued. I certainly did. I was
never happy with the Achievement Certificate and
I said so at the time of its proposed introduction.

Many other people now join me in that opinion
and, as the years roll by, those people who are
prepared to accept some of the key matters of the
Beazley report will in time say, "I do not think we
should have done that".

It is disquietening to read the following in the
Beazley report-

The whole issue of basic skills and their
acquisition is central to a good education and
the committee regrets that time was not
available to the commission to research proj-
ects in schools.

Therefore, the Beazley committee itself is not
totally happy with what was to be done. In many
cases the recommendations covered matters which
were already in operation or were about to becput
into operation. I do not wish to cavil too much at
the report because it is useful to have hundreds, if
not thousands, of people in Western Australia
spending a year addressing themselves to the
future and the proposed courses that we should
embark on in education.

I want to touch on the controversial fact that
Mr Kim Beazley Snr was the chairman of the
committee. I said I thought it was inappropriate to
have as the chairman of such an inquiry a person
who was committed to a partisan political point of
view, as Mr Kim Beazley is. I said it very clearly
and very strongly. At the same time I said em-
phatically I regard Mr Beazley as a man of con-
siderable distinction in political life, both in West-
ern Australia and in Australia. Despite the fact I
said that, I still stick to my argument he was not
the appropriate person to be chairman of that
committee. We should have had as the chairman a
person without political affiliation, someone of
high educational status and competence.

The very doubts I expressed when this com-
mittee was put together nearly 18 months ago
have now come to light. This is emphatically
illustrated when one reads what Mr Beazley said
in his introductory remarks to his report. He
said-

The fiercest criticism of Australian high
schools is that they teach working class chil-
dren failure. They are unable to cope with
what comes easily to their better-off peers.

In my opinion, only a socialist would have used
those words. It shows that Mr Kim Beazley was an
inappropriate person to chair that inquiry.

I reject out of hand the view that people who
come from families with low incomes are seriously
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disadvantaged by our education system. If one
looks at the people in this Chamber and if one
wants to use the phrase "working class", which I
absolutely reject, I wonder how many people are
not what people who use that term would describe
as "working class"? I think you, Sir, are working
class. I take it the Minister for Health is working
class.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: The member is certainly not
working class because he is the son of a politician.
The Premier is not working class.

Mr Brian Burke: I was the son of a truck driver.

Mr CLARKO: I thought the Premier's father
was a politician.

Mr Brian Burke: He then became a politician.

Mr CLARKO: The term "working class" is a
useless description. It does not add anything ex-
cept to those who want to argue, as do members of
the Labor Party and socialists, that there is a class
division in our society in Western* Australia and
various people should be fighting with each other.
That is the only reason to use the term "working
class". So in relation to the expression used by Mr
Kim Beazley, a man I admire, he was an inappro-
priate person to be at the head of a commission
like this.

Every person born into an Australian household
has the capacity to become Prime Minister, a
wealthy entrepreneur or whatever he likes if he
makes his chances and takes them.

One general point, before I move specifically to
the items of the report, is that I want to refer to
the Minister's comments when speaking of West-
ern Australia's education needs for 1983. That
was on 28 April, only a few days after the Beazley
committee had met for the first time on 12 April
1983. The Minister for Education said, before the
report had been put together, before the year of
study had taken place, that this report would not
be left to gather dust on the bookshelf.

Many Ministers in various Governments in
Australia have said that when reports are put
together they will not be left to gather dust on
bookshelves, but surprisingly many of them have
done that. The Minister has indicated that $8
million has been allocated in this year's Budget,
and another $1.3 million is allocated but not for
specific items-that is, $9 million in all-in a
budget for the Education Department of nearly
$700 million. That is minuscule in the extreme, as
the member for South Perth would say; about one
per cent. That does really indicate that this
Government has picked up from the Beazley re-
port.

The main criticism made by teachers and the
Labor Party when it was in Opposition was in
regard to class sizes. This Budget does virtually
nothing about that. As I have indicated, it says
there will be 14 fewer primary schoolteachers in
this current financial year than there were last
year. This is the Labor Party, which has so
strongly criticised us; yet there are to be 14 fewer
primary schoolteachers.

The other thing about this particular report is
the suggestion that parents should be more
involved in our schools. During the time I have
been closely interested in education in this State at
a representative level-it goes back quite a
while-I have found that the parents of children
in our Western Australian schools have over-
whelmingly voted with their feet not to attend P &
C meetings to discuss education matters. When
the Scarborough High School was a big school
with about 1 400 pupils, obviously hundreds of
parents were associated with those pupils. A
special meeting was held; two notifications of that
meeting were sent out separately through the chil-
dren, and I think 18 parents turned up.

So when we see in this report that the aim is to
involve the community more and to have more
parent committees, councils, or whatever in our
schools taking part in their administration and
preparing the curricula, it is clear the people of
Western Australia have shown for a generation or
more-probably since the inception of the edu-
cation system-that they do not want to be part of
that. I accept a problem exists there.

Some people involve themselves in school activi-
ties, but they are mainly involved in fund raising
and providing extra facilities. I indicate to the
Minister for Education that the Karrinyup Pri-
mary School has a very strong P & C which has
raised a great deal of money that has been spent
on the school. At the moment the P & C is desper-
ately trying to obtain more facilities for the school,
but so far it has been unsuccessful. This school
was built at a time when economies were applied
and it does not compare with the new schools in
my electorate, such as the Carine school. The
Karrinyup Primary School now finds that it can-
not obtain the support of the Government to ob-
tain what are basic items in the newer schools.

Mr Kim Beazley Snr, the chairman of the
Beazley committee, was reported in the Weekend
News of 14 April this year. He said that he had
travelled widely around the State, and he
expressed shock at the level of parental neglect of
children in Western Australia. So we are moving
on now from talking about parents involving them-
selves in schools in a positive way-something
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which has not worked-to go further, to say that
parents neglect their children.

Mir Kim Beazicy Snir is reported as sayi ng-
My main impression in travelling around

Western Australia is not the failure of schools
but the failure of parents.

If we take the words of Mr Beazley as accurate, I
do not think the propositions which are put for-
ward in this report which relate to greater involve-
ment of parents, will be fruitful throughout most
of the schools in the State. Parents at some schools
will be involved and, if parents are involved in
certain areas, they might put forward an edu-
cational bias inappropriate for their children.

I turn now to the sum of $100 million per an-
num which I am told will be the estimated ad-
ditional cost of implementing the
recommendations of the Beazlcy committee. In
the coming year the Minister has said he will
spend $8 million or $9 million in respect of those
recommendations.

The Teachers' Union was reported in The West
Australian of 28 August 1984 as follows-

State school teachers agreed yesterday to*
campaign against the Government if it failed
to finance recommendations in the Beazlcy
report.

You. Sir, must understand that the members of
the State School Teachers' Union these days, par-
ticularly at the executive level, are regarded by
most as being very close friends of the Govern-
ment, so it is very interesting to read that they
plan to campaign against the Government if it
does not sufficiently finance the Beazley
recommendations.

According to the newspaper report, the Presi-
dent of the Teachers' Union, Mir John Negus, told
delegates that-

.. teacher support for the Beazley
recommendations depended on government
funds to cut class sizes and compensate
teachers for duties outside teaching time.

He goes on to say-
"There is much professional extra-

curricula work in Beazley to which teachers
will freely contribute," he said.

"We would be foolish to swallow the medi-
cine without the sugar coating of the funds
for class sizes and duties other than teaching
time."

The Minister expressed his disappointment at that
statement by the representative of the Teachers'
Union. However, this Government, and to a fair
degree this Minister, were closely involved in

strongly criticising my party when it was in
Government for failing to make sufficient funds
available for what needed to be done. Now that
members opposite have the bat and they are
coming in to face the bowling, we find that their
performance does not compare to our performance
when we were in Government. I said that a year
ago when the Budget was introduced.

Mr Pearce: You were wrong then too.

Mr CLARKO: I pointed out then that,
expressed as a percentage of the total Budget, the
amount allocated to the Education Department
was less than what we had spent the year before.
Further than that, when the Minister said, quite
reasonably, "Do not compare our estimate with
what you have spent. You must compare it with
your estimate", and we compared the Govern-
ment's estimate to our estimate, it was clear we
had allocated a bigger proportion of the total
Budget to education than had the Government of
the day. The Minister tried to wriggle off the hook
and say, "You should take out the approximately
$50 million for the diamond mining venture"
That was quite wrong.

I asked the Premier whether, in the past, people
had worked out percentages by taking out certain
figures. He failed to say, "Yes" or "No", but, in
truth, he indicated that it had never been done
before.

Now the Government wants to take credit, be-
cause it has taken a few bob out of the diamond
venture which shows in fact that sum should have
been left in.

The Labor Government promised a great deal
more for the Education Department. However, in
reality, as a percentage of the total Budget, under
this Government the figure set aside for the Edu-
cation Department was less than the amount we
spent and, indeed, this Government's estimate was
less than our estimate when we were in Govern-
ment.

The next page in the book unfolds and it indi-
cates that the Government failed to reach its
estimated expenditure on education. In fact it
spent $3 million less than the estimate, so when,
using the positive side of the argument, the Minis-
ter said it was unfair for us to compare the
Government's estimate with what we had spent,
because the Government might spend more; in
fact the Government spent $3 million less than its
estimate, so its position last year compared to our
position when we were in Government is even
more inferior.

I estimated that last year the Government
allocated $15 million or $16 million less to the
Education Department than we did in equivalent
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terms when we were in Government. However,
that figure must now be increased by $3 million,
because the Government spent less than the esti-
mate. Therefore, the Government spent
approximately $18 million or $1 9 million less than
it should have when compared with the amount we
spent on the Education Department when we were
in Government.

Mr Pearce: That is nonsense.

Mr CLARKO: Those figures are an indictment
of the Government and they indicate that its ef-
forts last year in regard to the Education Depart-
ment were deplorable compared to our efforts
when we were in Government, because we spent
between SIB8 million and $ 19 million more. How-
ever, the Minister is now saying he will spend $8
million or $9 million this year as part of the extra
$100 million required to implement the Heazley
recommendations.

I am glad the Heazley committee was estab-
lished, although in many ways a large proportion
of its recommendations were a restatement of
what the Education Department is doing already,
nevertheless it is useful to have it. The Director
General of Education said that was what had
happened. According to the Sunday Times of 16
September 1984 under the beading "Education
reports 'ill timed' "-that is an unfortunate head-
ing-

Mr Pearce: The director general told me he was
very badly misquoted.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister can tell me where
he was misquoted, because I think it is a fair
statement, and I indicated at the start that I did
not think the heading was very fair, but the direc-
tor general is quoted as saying-

The work done by the committees was
brilliant but needed a lot of polishing.

Mr Pearce: That is true.

Mr CLARKO: I do not think the Minister or I
would deny that. Therefore, anyone who tries to
swallow the Beazley report in one hit would need a
big mouth-he would need to be a huge pelican.
However, there we have the chief executive officer
of the Education Department saying. these
recommendations need polishing.

Last year this Government cheated the people
involved in education in this State of $19 million,
not the S16 million which I thought the figure was
going to be.

The Minister has indicated he intends to spend
$8 million or $9 million in respect of the Beazley
recommendations, so it is clear the Government is
still cheating education of about $9 million just to
get square for last year, and as far as I can see it

has done nothing about addressing the problem of
class sizes in primary schools.

If we look at the last Budget document of the
Tonkin Government in 1973, we see the pupil-
teacher ratio for primary schools was 29:1. While
we were in Government I was under the im-
pression that by 1982 the ratio fell to 21:1, but I
read a document recently which indicated it was
20.7:1. In the next few weeks I would like the
Minister to tell us the pupil-teacher ratio under
the Burke Government and what it will be next
year.

What has the Minister done about that figure of
20.7:1 to which we reduced the ratio over the nine
years we were in Government, bearing in mind
that we were castigated and criticised by the then
Opposition members for not doing enough? We
would have loved to have done more. That is a
good record; but, as everyone knows, it still left us
with probably the worst position in Australia,
something which the present Minister was happy
to ram down our throats. He said then that we
probably had the worst situation in Australia, but
now the matter is in his hands, which are shaking
like a pound of jelly, we find the situation is no
different. In fact, as I read the Budget document,
there will be 14 fewer primary teachers this year
than there were previously.

Mr Pearce: And there will be I 400 fewer
students.

Mr CLARKO: That is the very point; there will
be 1 400 fewer pupils.

We tried to reduce class sizes over the nine
years because in the earlier times of our Govern-
ment, as members know, we had this tremendous
growth; and uinder the Brand Government there
was a massive rise in pupil populations and so on.
The then Opposition of course really got at us
during that time. It did not care about the fact
that the Western Australian population was grow-
ing at twice the national average. It said the
classes were too big and implied that when the
then Opposition became the Government it would
not only fix the situation, but also it would do so
dramatically. The Government is not even
attempting to fix it, let alone dramatically fix it.
The situation has remained the same. The Govern-
ment put on approximately 20 extra teachers.
When I was Minister for Education we put on 50
extra teachers.

Mr Pearce: Pre-election'.
Mr CLARKO: The then Opposition said what

we were doing was not good. My Government
performed better than the current Government in
this area.

Mr Pearce: No, it did not.
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Mr CLARKO: The member will remember this
booklet on school staffing Policy-

Mr Pearce: Four hundred extra teachers are
provided for in this Budget.

Mr CLARKO:-on class sizes which was
published this year. I will table it to remind the
member. In the first year of the current Govern-
ment it said that the class sizes in broad terms
would be the same as they were the year before. I
will bring the brochure into the House and will
quote it for the member when I deal with the
education vote later.

Mr Pearce: Four hundred extra teachers are
provided for in this Budget.

Mr CLARKO: The Government's own booklet
said that its class sizes and teachers would be the
same as they were the year before. The Govern-
ment promised it would be the knight in shining
armour but it is the "black knight" of education
because-

Mr Bryce: The winner by a mile!
Mr CLARKO: Yes, the Government is a black

knight. It has not done much.
Mr Pearce: A Western Australian winner!
Mr CLARKO: The member did not even put a

dollar on Mr Holmes'a Court's horse.
Mr Wilson: It still won!
Mr CLARKO: The Government proposes that

there will be 14 fewer primary school teachers in
1985 than was the case this year. The Govern-
ment's record is abysmal in regard to what it has
always espoused to be the fundamental and cardi-
nal issue of education. The Minister said recently
in regard to tertiary education that if he had more
money for education he would not spend it in that
area. It would be interesting to see where the
Government would put the money and, more im-
portantly, for the Minister to prevail on Treasury
to get more money for education because the
Government has failed lamentably. The Govern-
ment's record to date is abysmal. Although the
Budget provides more finance for education we
cannot rely on the Government because last year
the Government spent less than the amount
provided in the Estimates.

Mr Pearce: We did not spend more than $10
million a year.

Mr CLARKO: The Government did not spend
as much as it planned to spend, which is a clever
way to get off the hook. In the remaining few
minutes I have available to me I do not even have
the time to read out the 272 recommendations
listed in 48 pages of this report. Much of the
report is involved with describing and endorsing
procedures which are already in operation. For

example, recommendation No. 38 says that the
Government supports post-compulsory-aged pupils
being able to enter our high schools. As I under-
stand it, the Kelmscott Senior High School has
been doing that for at least five years, so there is
nothing new about that. I want to take up some of
the 272 recommendations which I believe are very
important. One, of course, is a controversial mat-
ter; that is, the recommendation which proposes
that there be new units dealing with Moral edu-
cation, religious studies, and peace studies. I am
opposed to having separate units dealing with
peace studies.

Mr Pearce: What about the others?

Mr CLARKO: At the time the peace project
was introduced, I expressed serious concern about
the Peace Education Project where the Federal
Government through the Commonwealth employ-
ment programme made available approximately
$76 000 which together with other funds provided
about $100 000 for this area. I expressed my
marked reservations about the three people who
were appointed to be the project officers. One of
them was Mrs Jo Vallentine who has now become
the candidate for the Nuclear Disarmament Party
and she could well take a few votes off the Labor
Party at the forthcoming elections. I wonder
whether the Minister would fall into her arms,
although she is a very attractive woman, quite so
readily now that is his political opponent.

Mr Bryce: He showed great restraint.

Mr CLARKO: These three people were politi-
cal activists. No-one questions that Brenda
McConochie's family were senior members of the
Communist Party in this State for a long time.
She is entitled to have those views.

Mr Bryce: Who?

Mr CLARKO: Brenda McConochie. Her
father was a very active and keen member of the
Communist Party of WA. Those people are
entitled to be members of the Communist Party.

Mr Old: As long as it is not compulsory!

Mr CLARKO: The Government allocated
$76 000 of the taxpayers' money for matters
which in my opinion represent the views of the
socialists and the Soviets because the Budget of
the World Peace Movement, is in the hands of the
Communist Party. The Communist Party says
without any reservation that the World Peace
Movement or the World Peace Council are organ-
isations in which it tries to advance its own par-
ticular position.

I also mention Vanessa Letham. I put it to
members of this Parliament and to the people of
WA that those three people are partisan political
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activists who support political parties of the left. I
am not opposed to their doing so because they are
entitled to do that, It is unfortunate that they
should get $76 000 of taxpayers' money to impress
that particular point of view onto the young people
of Western Australia through our schools. I think
the Minister actually launched this project down
in Fremantle some months ago, which I thought
was improper. It is quite wrong for peace studies
to be left in the bands of people like that.

Mr Speaker, I understand you were once an
undergraduate in the field of peace studies at
Murdoch University. I am not opposed to people
of mature years like yourself studying peace
studies at a tertiary institution.

Mr Pearce: Have some respect for the Chair.
Mr CLARKO: It is quite wrong to have these

studies as a separate subject in our schools. The
subject of peace, that is, without all these leftist
overtones, without the Russians with thei r political
propaganda position-

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you in favour of legal
studies?

Mr CLARKO: Peace studies can be dealt with
in our schools in a very broad way over the whole
spectrum of education. It is interesting to note
that the Beazley report recommends that that is
how the study of computers should be carried out.

Point of Order
Mr BATEMAN: Mr Speaker, the member is

not in his seat.

Debate Resumed
Mr CLARKO: This member is a friend of mine

and I would not want to turn my acerbic tongue on
him.

Mr Pearce: He would be licked to death'.

Mr CLARKO: I understand that in regard to
computer studies it is believed they should be dealt
with across the whole spectrum of education and
that is how peace studies should be dealt with. I
put it to the people of Western Australia,' particu-
larly the members on the Government benches
who were formerly teachers, that peace has been
dealt with in this way in our schools. I am not
opposed to a greater emphasis being placed on this
subject. Teachers have always dealt with ethics
across the whole frame of the teaching spectrum
and that is how this subject should be dealt with.
It should not be done by separate peace studies.

Apart from the obvious remarks I have made,
one of the problems in our schools is that they are
being required to teach more and more and some
people would see schools as taking over what we

previously regarded as the responsibility of
parents. Sex education is referred to as one of the
areas that should be given greater emphasis. To
my mind there is a fine line between what is the
responsibility of parents in that area and what is
the responsibility of our schools. I do not believe
schools should take it upon themselves to be
totally responsible for the teaching of sex edu-
cation to our children, but it should have some
part in the system.

Aboriginal studies have been dealt with in our
schools at secondary level within social studies. I
took part in the preparation of the Achievement
Certificate social studies course. I was actually
involved in the matter. I did not have a specific
role in regard to the preparation of that course in
the Aboriginal area, but I generally supported it at
the time and still do. However, I have reservations
about the Beazley recommendation. If the Minis-
ter were to say that every child from years I to 12
should take as a specific study unit a course in
Aboriginal studies which would be completed in a
set and precise package, I would be concerned.

Primary schools have been dealing with matters
relating to Aborigines for years and children have
been doing Aboriginal art and looking at the way
the Aboriginal family is set up. That has been
going on for years. I believe it is wrong to take
peace studies or Aboriginal studies and make
them a single segment and require every student to
study them in a particular way. It will be
interesting to see how educators prepare the ma-
terial dealing with Aborigines' entitlement to land.
There is a big difference between the Government
and the community on that issue, as we all know.

Recommendation I I urges that greater atten-
tion be given to foreign languages and that more
of our students should take foreign languages. The
Minister is reported in today's paper as say-
ing-and I do not know whether he was floating
the idea or how firm he was-it should be compul-
sory. I am prepared to accept it was an idea and
that he was not putting it forward in a mandatory
way. Is that correct?

Mr Pearce: No, it is a proposal not yet finally
agreed, but it is in definite shape and it is not kite
flying.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister would know that
tremendous difficulties exist in trying to introduce
for year 8 children a compulsory foreign language
such as Indonesian, or something of the sort. I
assume the Minister would agree we do not have
enough teachers to do that.

Mr Pearce: Sure.
Mr CLARKO: It would take a long time to do

it. I strongly support the increased teaching of
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foreign languages in our schools, and in that sense
I would agree with the Minister. I am hesitant
about saying it should be compulsory. In addition,
I think the Minister will agree that some students
in year 8 probably could not face up to foreign
languages at all.

Mr Pearce: We ask them to face up to maths.

Mr CLARKO: No, the Minister has missed the
point. This was put to me by a radio commentator
today who said we made children do that. The
truth is some children have been given different
maths. The bottom 10 per cent of kids in yearS8 do
not study the same maths as the top 10 per cent.
The Minister knows that, and I do not need to tell
him.

Mr Pearce interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I must go on because I have a
lot of material here to deal with. I want to touch
on another area in regard to the production of
these units. Some will be centrally produced and
approved by the Board of Secondary Education,
which is the term used in the report; another group
will be school or system produced; and the third
group will be school based. I have reservations
about school based courses. I am not entirely
against them, some are appropriate to be school
based, but 1 would be interested to see what sort of
school based peace studies programme would be
produced if Brenda McConochie, Vanessa
Leetham and Jo Vallentine were the three
teachers who put it together. The first thing they
would do would be to get the children down to
Fremantle with banners to hold them up when the
American ships came in. I would want some
checks and balances in that area.

Recommendation 21 says curriculum support
materials from the Education Department should
be available to all schools on a cost recovery basis.
On the face of it that is reasonable enough be-
cause they say the distance education section and
TAFE have been reluctant to produce certain
quantities of certain very valuable materials be-
cause of the burden it would have on their particu-
lar budgets if it were to be spread across the whole
spectrum.

I ask the Minister to take note of this next
matter. I refer to a young teacher from a Catholic
school in the Midland area who has problems in
trying to borrow science equipment. He wants to
borrow some telescopes. I am sure he has written
to the Minister, and I request the Minister to be
very sympathetic. I believe this young man has
been borrowing this type of science equipment for
a long time. As I understand it, he says he has

been very careful in the way he returns the equip-
ment. The Minister in his letters, no doubt on
advice from his officers, has said that some of the
material, but not his, has been returned in a poor
condition. I do not think it is beyond the wit of the
Education Department to have some form by
which it can take redress against people who dam-
age the equipment. I ask the Minister to recon-
sider this particular matter. This teacher is shortly
to have an exhibition at his school and wants to
borrow some telescopes. He has previously been
allowed to borrow them and he had a good re-
lationship with the Minister's former alma mater
in this regard. I gather the departmental officers
have said "Look, we only have a limited budget
and we have to keep within it". This is an area
where we should be more generous. When it is all
boiled down, the people who attend non-Govern-
ment schools in Western Australia comprise some-
thing of the order of 2 1 per cent of the population,
but they receive as far as I can estimate, about
four per cent of the State Budget.

Mr Pearce: You have been listening to Mr
Eastwood.

Mr CLARKO: No, I did not listen to him, he
may have been listening to me.

Mr Pearce: One of you is wrong.

Mr CLARKO: I do not want to put the Minis-
ter offside because I hope he will agree to lend this
man the equipment. When I was the Minister he
was able to borrow it, and I am sure the Minister
would want to match my performance in that re-
gatd.

I point out again that 21 per cent of the popu-
lation is receiving only four per cent of the Budget.
This is an area where we should be more generous.

Recommendation 22 is an excellent
recommendation. It is one which many people
would see as one of the cornerstones of this report.
It deals with literacy and numeracy.
Recommendation 31 places the onus on the
teacher in regard to his literacy and numeracy.
Recommendations 57 to 59 are statements on lit-
eracy and numeracy which would be strongly
applauded by most people interested in education.
Certainly, on my side of the House we have been
trying to press this area for a long time, and we
warmly embrace that set of recommendations.

Recommendation 25 deals with the concept of
failure. For some years it has been unpalatable in
our secondary schools to have failure and people
were getting what amounted in a sense to a bogus
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assessment. It was really an assessment that they
bad attended the course. I will be interested to see
how this is expanded and developed in our schools
over the next few years and how they face up to
the aspect of conceding and accepting that some
pupils should fail to get a mark, or indicate that a
student has failed.

I also welcome recommendation 26 where it
seems to me the committee is saying it is happy to
have children work above their chronological
level-to jump a level if you like. I see no reason
that there should not be more of it. I am disap-
pointed in the Minister's attitude and approach in
regard to the area of gifted and talented children.
When we are returned to the Treasury benches we
will do much more. We will not see this as being a
matter which is largely dealt with in the schools by
the teachers within those schools. I strongly sup-
port a very aggressive and assertive programme
for gifted and talented children. Many people can
go through school and jump two or three years
without detriment to themselves, and below them
there are many people who could advance them-
selves in individual subjects on the way. I see no
reason that pupils in year I I should not sit for a
year 12 unit and have it credited to them and give
them greater scope in their final year. I think
there should be more of that and I strongly sup-
port that aspect of the report.

I ind recommendation 52 puzzling because it is
a statement that children should transfer from
primary to secondary schools at the end of year 7.
I wonder why they bother to state this. It seems to
me to be an argument against what I was just
advocating. I think plenty of pupils could jump a
year in primary schools when properly assessed by
teachers who know and who can put together all
the emotional and academic factors. I am
perturbed about that aspect of the report if it is an
attempt to lock children in some way into remain-
ing in primary schools until the end of the set
period.

Recommendation 61 espouses a strong home-
Work policy, which is something I warmly believe
in. I think it will be welcomed as long as it is done
in an intelligent way. Members who have been
teachers in secondary schools will know of all sorts
of cases where teachers pour on the homework
from Monday to Wednesday and give nothing on
Thursday and Friday and the kids just about go
round the bend through the inordinate weight of
homework given to them over a coupl e of days.
Good schools plan the way homework is given out.
I think homework should be given to children from
about grade 2 or 3 upwards-not much, but
enough to get them into the habit of studying on
their own. Students who, through their parents'
(120)

help, regularly involve themselves in homework
gain more from their learning experience.

In regard to certification I accept in part the
recommendations of the Beazley committee, but I
would like to see at the end of year 10 a junior
Certificate of Secondary Education, at the end of
year I I an intermediate Certificate of Secondary
Education, and at the end of year 12 a senior
certificate.

I believe that the multiplicity of documents
which have been criticised in the report will be of
advantage to the future employer. I am sure
students would like to have the pieces of paper
which record the results of their careers to a cer-
tain point in time.

We are entering a phase where we must be very
wary about what some people want to do with
these certificates. We should be moving in the
direction where the students who achieve school
certificates have the opportunity to record their
successes. I respect the view that students need
some sort of statement if they leave school half-
way through year 11. I know that some students
would stay at school and complete year ILI if they
knew they could obtain an intermediate certificate
by so doing.

Unfortunately, time does not permit me to raise
all the matters I want to raise. However, we have
the question of primary schoolteachers being given
more time off and I sympathise with the Minister
if he has to try to ind money to allow primary
school teachers to take half a day off from direct
teaching.

The report to which I have referred is amazing
and interesting and I hope the good
recommendations are implemented and that the
others are left high and dry.

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [3.01 p.m.]: It has
been some time since I have spoken in this House.
One point I wish to touch on refers to the Perth-
Fremantle railway line. I thank the Government
for reopening this line which bisects my electorate.
I also thank the Treasurer and the Minister for
Transport for involving me in the reopening of the
line. It was a great day and the railway line has
proved to be a success since it was reopened.

If the Opposition ever gets back onto the
Government benches I know that it will seriously
contemplate reclosing that line.

Mrs Buchanan: You do not have to worry about
that.

Dr DADOUR: No, I will not because it will
take a long time. It is obvious the Government is
doing a good job. Before the closure of the Perth-
Fremantle line in 1977 1 received several comn-
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plaints that the collection of fares was much lower
than would be expected considering the number of
patrons who used the line. This is occurring again.
I have spoken to the Minister for Transport on
several occasions about this problem and I know
that he is trying to remedy the situation.

It appears that someone within the department
may be trying to sabotage what is an important
means of transport. I do not know how or why this
is being done, but I suspect that a similar set of
circumstances are recurring. Despite the fact that
many people were not paying fares on the Perth-
Fremantle railway prior to 1977, it was the best
paying line of the three metropolitan lines. The
closure of that line was quite out of keeping with
what I would have expected from the previous
Government. I fought the closure all the way but
was not successful. However, I kept the issue alive
for a very long time when we were in Government.
When the Premier and his Government took office
they quickly honoured their Promise to reopen the
line. I repeat that I am grateful for what the
Government did and I thank it on behalf of my
electorate.

I would like the Treasurer and the Minister to
know that fares are still not being collected on the
line. Only last week an apprentice told me that he
travels on the line to his place of work, and on an
average he has to pay his fare on only two of the
five days. The amount being collected in fares is
far less than the number of patrons who use that
line. I am sure the Minister will remedy the situ-
ation in the near future.

Another point I would like to bring to the atten-
tion of the Government is the traffic problem in
the suburb of Wembley. It has been a bone of
contention for a number of years. The through
traffic in the quiet residential streets of Wembley
has not abated to any degree and the problem still
exists. The people of Wembley cannot make up
their minds as to what they want-same want
culs-de-sac, others want the streets closed at their
periphery and same do not want to do anything
about it.

Most of the problems could be overcome if the
proposed Moondyne Drive was actually built. The
proposal is for Moondyne Drive to join Pearson
Street to Powis Street behind the flats at Herds-
man Parade and Harborne Street. If it were done
it would relieve the traffic and would allow resi-
dents to enter the freeway from Powis Street. I
have made several efforts to have Moondyne Drive
built. When the present Opposition was in
Government I made many representations to the
various Ministers and I do not know how many
letters I wrote, but the only answer Ireceived was
that the road would cost $2 million and that funds

were not available. My opinion is that the money
would be well spent because it would relieve much
of the traffic problem that exists in Wembley. It is
most important that this problem is overcome be-
cause it does detract from the lifestyle of the
people who reside in Wembley.

In May this year a child was knocked over by a
car and killed in Bourniville Street. It made me
wonder how many more tragedies will occur be-
fore something is done about the existing traffic
problem. I know in the main the problem lies with
the Perth City Council; however, it is battling
against residents not being of the one mind. They
do not seem to be able to make up their minds. I
disagree with those people who want the closure of
certain streets. It would disadvantage adjacent
streets because they would have to carry the extra
burden of traffic.

I am told that the building of Moondyne Drive
was promised by the Stirling City Council when it
applied to build high rise buildings near Herds-
man Lake, in Herdsman Parade and the northern
end of Harborne Street. The Perth City Council
objected to the application for high rise buildings
to be erected in that area. The Stirling City Coun-
cil reached a compromise with the Perth City
Council and said that it would construct
Moondyne Drive, but the Perth City Council
relented. That is as far as the situation has
proceeded. We all know that it will cost $2 million
to build the road and that means that the road
may never be built. I wish to impress upon the
Government that something must be done in this
area. One child has already been killed and I do
not know how many near-fatalities have occurred.

The final point I wish to mention concerns
something which has been puzzling me for a num-
ber of weeks. The recently retired Chief Electoral
Officer, Mr Doug Coates, made allegations that
while he was in office he had been put under
pressure, improperly, by a Government Minister
and a senior Government backbencher. I do not
know who these Government members are and I
have no intention of trying to find out. I do not
know whether there is any truth to the allegations
or whether they have any substance.

What does puzzle me is that although the Op-
position has done so badly against the Government
in debates and motions in this House, it has not
taken this matter further.

Several members interjected.
Dr DADOUR: Whether I missed the debates or

not does not matter-they are a waste of time
because of the way the Opposition is behaving, If
there is any substance to the allegations I do not
know why the Opposition, in another place, has
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not moved for a Select Committee to inquire into
the matter. After all, it has the majority in the
upper House and it could use its numbers if it
believed there was substance to the allegations.

The Opposition has nothing to lose, for the
simple reason that if there is no substance to the
allegation it has lost nothing, but if there is
substance it might be able to throw the Govern-
ment. This is what I cannot understand.

I know Doug Coates personally. I had dealings
with him when he was in the Health Department
over a number of years. I know him to be an
honest person. I wonder why the Opposition has
not moved in another place to have a Select Com-
mittee look into this problem. It has nothing to
lose and perhaps something to gain.

The only conclusion I can come to is that the
Opposition, when in Government, did the same
thing, so it is scared to go on with it. This is very
surprising. The Opposition has had a chance to
censure the Government. I do not know whether
there is any substance to these allegations. I have
inquired from Opposition members, and I am told
there is no substance. If there is no substance, why
do they not go on? Do they have something to
hide? I can only come to that conclusion.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer) [3.12
p.m.]: I thank members for their contributions to
the 1984-85 Budget debate. In the fairly limited
time available for my reply to the debate, I hope
members will not mind if I do not deal with all the
points raised. Some points have been raised re-
peatedly, and others in a manner which does not
seek a reply so, with your indulgence, Mr Speaker,
I shall reply mainly to the points made by the
Leader of the Opposition, as he made the points
which were repeated most often by those who
contributed to the debate from his side of the
House.

No-one will forget the Budget speech of the
Leader of the Opposition last year. On that oc-
casion, in seeking to draw strength for his position,
he included in the revenue to be raised by the
State amounts of money which could not possibly
be interpreted as being revenue raised through
taxes and charges. One example of such an in-
clusion was his addition of the S50 million
received from the Ashton Joint Venturers as part
of an arrangement that they made with the State
Government to change the agreement under which
the joint venture proceeded. The Leader of the
Opposition, on that occasion, included that
amount or $50 million, along with some other
amounts of money which were not rightly included
in the total revenue raised, and then used that
total to determine the figure which he said

represented an imposition on each taxpayer in
Western Australia.

it was demonstrated to him on that occasion
that his arithmetic was faulty and his logic was
absent. In reply to the debate, I have humbly to
report to the Parliament that, once again, the
Leader of the Opposition failed to grasp the fun-
damental ecomonic principles on which the
Budget is based; or, if he does grasp them, he
deliberately sought to create a wrong impression.

I wish to refer members initially to that part of
the Leader of the Opposition's speech when he
spoke about the 99 per cent increase in revenue
raised by taxation on a per capita basis during the
period of the Tonkin Government. The Leader of
the Opposition referred to that 99 per cent in-
crease in taxation revenue.

What the Leader of the Opposition fails to
understand-or if he understands and knows of it,
fails honestly to reflect in his contribution to this
debate-is that 94 per cent or the increased rev-
enue during one particular year and reflected in
the 99 per cent total to which the Leader of the
Opposition refers, Was represented by the transfer
of payroll tax from the Commonwealth to the
State.

It is absolutely dishonest to lay at the feet of the
Tonkin Government the blame for increasing
taxes by 99 per cent when, in the year of its
transfer, 94 per cent of that figure was represented
by a transfer from the Commonwealth to the State
of payroll tax collection responsibility. The Leader
or the Opposition fails to state his case clearly or
honestly, because he glosses over that point and
indicates that the increased revenue resulting from
the transfer of payroll tax was, in fact, the re-
sponsibility of the State; and that is not true.

There are some inescapable facts which the
Leader of the Opposition should accept, as should
his colleagues on that side of the House. The first
is that, when there is a period of economic recov-
ery, it is natural that revenues collected by the
State will increase. If we look at the situation in
respect of this Budget, we are talking about an
increase in total taxation revenues or collections of
about 13 per cent.

The Leader of the Opposition and his colleagues
constantly berate the Government about that ex-
pansion in collections. But, of course, that results
from the increased economic activity. The rate of
payroll tax has been reduced. The rate at which
FRD is to be charged has been reduced. Consider-
able assistance has been given in regard to the
employment of apprentices. Considerable assist-
ancc is to be provided for the housing industry, for
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the tourism industry, and for the development of
high technology industries.

The Leader of the Opposition would have us do
two things: Firstly, he would deny assistance to the
housing industry because, in denyiqg that assist-
ance, we would not be expanding activity and,
therefore, taxation revenue would Call.

The Leader of the Opposition cannot have it
both ways. If one is to stimulate the economy, if
one is to expand the economy and sustain the
recovery, then more people will be working, more
houses will be built, and economic activity, which
attracts taxation revenue, will be carried on.

The simplest possible analogy to put before the
Leader of the Opposition and his colleagues is this:
If 10 people arc working and paying a total tax of,
say, $100, they are paying tax, if it is shared
equally amongst them, at the rate of $10 each. If
20 people are working, and they are paying tax at
the rate of $9 each, the total taxation revenue
collected is $180. As a result, one collects more
tax, that is true, but each of those taxpayers pays
10 per cent less.

The only alternative, which the Leader of the
Opposition can scarcely countenance, is that we
should somehow or other undermine the economy,
because the recovery would falter, throw people
out of work, cease expansion in the building indus-
try and/or other industries, and in that way avoid
collecting more total taxes.

As I have explain 'ed, each of the contributors
pays less, but because there are more contributors
and because there is more activity, the total collec-
tion is more. The Leader of the Opposition fails to
understand that fundamental point.

Mr Peter Jones: How many more jobs are
calculated to produce the additional revenue?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will do more than
answer that question. I can explain in graphic
terms to the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Narrogin exactly what has occurred
in respect of payroll tax and its growth in Western
Australia as compared with the other States. I ask
the House to remember what the Leader of the
Opposition said about the total increase in tax-
ation revenue, and then consider the true position
of Western Australia's expected growth in payroll
tax receipts as compared with the other States. In
Western Australia, we are expecting a growth in
payroll tax receipts of 6.3 per cent; in New South
Wales the figure is 9.3 per cent; in Victoria it is
9.4 per cent; in Queensland it is 6.7 per cent; in
South Australia it is 7.4 per cent; and in Tasmania
it is 13.4 per cent. So, in terms of expected growth
in receipts, Western Australia is expecting to re-
ceive a lower percentage increase than any other

State, yet we are creating more jobs than any
other State. The answer is not a difficult one to
understand; it is a fairly simply point to grasp: We
have reduced the rate of payroll tax and increased
the exemptions that benefit business, and particu-
larly small business-

Mr Rushton: But you have not created employ-
ment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: l am trying to answer the
question posed by the Leader of the Opposition.
He said that because total taxation receipts and
revenues will rise by 13 per cent, this is somehow
or other a big taxing, big spending Government.
We are now dealing with the big taxing side of it
and explaining, in the simplest possible terms for
the Leader of the Opposition, that not only is this
Government not a big taxing Government, but
also when it is compared with the other States, the
expected growth in payroll tax receipts is lower in
Western Australia, despite the fact that we are
creating more jobs than any other State.

I do not think the Leader of the Opposition
ignores this fact deliberately; I simply do not think
he understands. If one is to stimulate the economy,
total taxes as they are collected might rise; but
under this Government the rate at which tax is
imposed on individuals has declined, and it has
declined in the most remarkable fashion.

Which member of this Parliament ever believed
that a State Government would reduce the general
rate of payroll tax? It was never done in nine years
of conservative Government. The Leader of the
Opposition trumpeted about this disincentive to
employment and about the need to do something
about payroll tax. However, he was part of a
Government which, for nine years, did nothing;
now he has the gall to attempt to convict a
Government which is the first State Government
in the history of the Commonwealth to reduce the
general rate of payroll tax, and he does it with
logic which is faulty and without substance-a
substance which, I would suggest, cannot be
gained in view of the facts I have now revealed to
the House about the anticipated growth in payroll
tax collections.

As I have said, this Government is not prepared
to accept what must be the alternative offered by
the Opposition, which is a no growth, no stimu-
lation, no jobs policy that attempts to deny the
benefit to the private sector, in particular, of
substantial reductions in rates of taxation.

Let us now move to the financial institutions
duty and look at the niggardly way in which the
Opposition has greeted our decision to reduce the
rate of that duty by 40 per cent. When we
assumed office, we were faced with an
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increasingly deteriorating budgetary situation. I
do not blame the last Government for that. The
recession had effectively undercut that Govern-
ment's revenues, and the approaching election
made the last Government too timid to take the
sorts of steps that were necessary to correct the
deteriorating financial situation. When we were
raced with that alarmingly deteriorating financial
situation we imposed the financial institutions
duty, and we balanced the Budget. In fact, we
brought the Budget in with a surplus of something
slightly less than $I million. Now, in the middle
year of a three-year term in government, we have
reduced the rate of lID by 40 per cent. We have
not kept this, as the previous Government did with
such matters, until the Budget immediately prior
to an election. When we perceived that we had the
capacity to reduce the tax, we did. When we
perceived that the community most needed the
stimulation that would come from a reduction in
taxation, we reduced the rate of tax that was pay-
able in respect of FID. This is not a pre-election
Budget; it is one Budget removed from the sched-
uled election.

We have sought to reduce the tax, firstly be-
cause we have managed the economy reasonably
well, and secondly because we perceived the com-
munity, and particularly the private sector, will
benefit greatly from the reduction.

The Leader of the Opposition quoted many stat-
istics and sources when he was talking about the
propects of the budgeted revenue being raised; but
he failed, as far as my reading of his speech is
concerned, to relate those statistics and sources to
the Budget. All I can say about the revenue Esti-
mates is that they are Treasury revenue Estimates
and they are ones which we regard as very con-
servative when compared with the estimates on
which the Federal Budget was based by the
national Government. The expected growth in the
Federal Budget has been based on I8 per cent, and
that is well above the increase in the State tax-
ation revenue, which is estimated to be 13.2 per
cent, as I referred to it previously.

We do not share the pessimism illustrated or
evidenced by the Leader of the Opposition. I sup-
pose, as the Leader of the Opposition, he is
entitled to be pessimistic about the future. He is
entitled to believe that this State will not continue
to recover in the fashion that it has already
recovered. He is entitled to be gloomy and to pre-
dict doom around the next corner; but we do not
share that pessimistic, downturned outlook on the
future of Western Australia. In framing its esti-
mates of growth in State revenues, obviously the
Treasury estimated conservatively that the
recovery will continue and be sustained.

Apart from talking about the unrelated quotes
and statistics, it is appropriate to put what has
happened very firmly in the mind of the Leader of
the Opposition, and not what might happen if
things go his way and the bottom falls out of the
economy.

We have seen a strong upturn in the economy.
The State Government is not entirely responsible;
the Federal Government is not entirely respon-
sible; and the international recovery is not the sole
cause of the upturn, and it should not be credited
with having achieved on its own the result in this
country. The truth is that all parts of the com-
munity have contributed to a sustainable economic
recovery that has outperformed in growth terms
the recovery in any other country. That has led to
accolades being accorded to the national Govern-
ment and, in particular, to the Federal Treasurer
(Mr Keating).

That is the truth of the situation. There has
been a strong upturn in the economy while at the
same time inflation has been wound back dramati-
cally.

Those of us who have been here long enough
will recall the former Premier (Sir Charles Court)
promising in 1973 or 1974 to beat inflation State
by State. He was given his chance and he presided
over the worst period of inflation we have ever
seen.

After 18 months in office, the national Govern-
ment, supported by policies put in place by the
State Government in WA and by other State
Governments, and supported by other actions by
different section of the community, has dramati-
cally wound back the rate of inflation.

According to the latest statistics, in Western
Australia the annual inflation rate is now 2.9 per
cent. Which members on the Opposition benches
can be dissatisfied or upset-I suppose politically
angry or disadvantaged would be admissible-to
think that the decline in the inflation rate in this
State to 2.9 per cent is not something of great
advantage to the people of this State? of course it
is.

In addition to that there has been continued
moderation in wage growth, and despite the fact
that the Opposition continues to denigrate the
prices and incomes accord and to downplay its
importance, the truth is that the accord has been
responsible for continued moderation in wage
growth and a restoration in part of the price
competitiveness of Australian industry. Inflation
has been wound back, there has been a continu-
ation of a moderate wage demand situation, and
business profitability has lifted; all this in concert
has resulted in improved price competitiveness
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which will benefit all Western Australians as it is
reflected in Australian industry.

In total the foundation has been firmly set for a
sustained and quite startling recovery in the
Australian economy and nowhere in the country
does that apply more validly than it applies in
Western Australia, where all of the economic fore-
casters are predicting growth rates that will out-
strip the rates of expansion in the economies of
other States. We are not taking the credit for it
and we are not saying that it is our responsibility;
we are saying that, as a State Government, we
have helped; we have put in place policies that we
think support the sustainability of the recovery.

Particularly in this Budget, in a series of
measures, we have said to the private sector, "We
are providing concessions that should make you
more comfortable in your business environment in
the protection and the creation of wealth and
jobs".

In respect of the national perspective it is
interesting to look at some of the comparisons of
which Western Australia can boast when we com-
pare our State with other States. In 1983 the
employed labour force increased by 4.6 per cent in
Western Australia compared with an Australian
average figure of 3.7 per cent. We are
outperforming the other States in the area of job
creation, and certainly we are outperforming the
rather lacklustre record of the previous Govern-
ment which, during the last year of its term or
power, presided over a decline of more than one
per cent in the State's employed labour force.

The Consumer Price Index for Perth in the year
to June 1984 increased by 4.1 per cent, and that is
compared with an increase of 9.9 per cent in the
previous year. The value of retail sales in Western
Australia increased by 10.3 per cent during 1983-
84, well above the inflation rate and the national
average of 8.2 per cent. In the same year the value
of housing loans for owner occupation increased
by 60.6 per cent.

So in national terms Western Australia is
performing well. It has performed well in the past
year and the predictions of those economic gurus
who forecast the future are that we will continue
to outperform the other States and that our econ-
omy will expand at a faster rate than the econom-
ies of other States will expand.

If we move from the past year, the year to June
1984, and look at the year in prospect, we find
that the latest employment statistics show a con-
tinuation in the strong growth of the employed
labour force. In September 1984, which I under-
stand is the latest month until today for which
figures are available, the creation of jobs in West-

ern Australia is 3.1 per cent higher than the level
for the comparable month a year earlier. So the
year in retrospect was an excellent one in terms of
the national employment; the year in prospect is
looking to be as good or better in terms of per-
formance when we compare our performance with
that of the other States.

I understand today that the latest unemploy-
ment figures have been released and show there
has been a further dramatic decline in the rate of
unemployment in Western Australia; they show
that the rate is now 8.5 per cent, which must be
very heartening news for those few members of the
Opposition who are here. But that is something
about which we should all be very glad because, as
I say, the decline in unemployment, the increase in
employment, and the prospect for recovery will be
of great benefit to all Western Australians.

Talking about unemployment, in the 12 months
to September 1984, unemployment in Western
Australia decreased by 3 200 or 4.9 per cent. That
is nothing to boast of, but at least it is a move in
the right direction. That was for the month of
September. As I understand the preliminary fig-
ures for October, they are better again, and the
decrease is more significant than that referred to
in these notes.

The rate of youth unemployment is one area in
which the State has every right to be glad for the
improvement that has occurred. Although it is still
unacceptably high, it was unacceptably higher in
February 1983, when it was at 24.2 per cent. In
September 1984 it had fallen to 17.6 per cent, so
when the present Opposition left Government the
youth unemployment figure stood at 24.2 per cent
as at February 1983, while as at September 1984
it had fallen to 17.6 per cent. That is a dramatic
decline, one for which all sections of the com-
munity can take credit: Employers and employees,
national and State Governments, and even State
Oppositions, although it is sometimes very hard to
drag unwilling horses to drink.

As I mentioned earlier, if we look at the year to
September 1984 we find that the Consumer Price
Index for Perth increased by only 2.9 per cent, and
that was the second lowest increase of the States
and the lowest, I understand, for Western
Australia for 10 years.

I turn now to deal with some of the figures the
Leader of the Opposition used when he spoke
about State taxation collections and to demon-
strate that his figuring was, as it was last year,
astray. If we look at the increases in taxation
collection as a result of economic growth, I am
informed by Treasury that the amount in dollar
terms of that growth-inspired expansion in tax
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collections is $70.9 million. After making
adjustments for the full year's effect of decisions
made in the last Budget, and if we take into ac-
count the growth-inspired expansion in taxation
revenues, I am informed that the actual increase
in dollar terms is; in round figures, $7 million, but
more closely $6.6 million.

Now that is $6.6 million in a total Budget of
more than $2 billion. In addition, one does not
have to be Einstein to understand that in the mat-
ter of the financial institutions duty, for example,
the concessions extended by the State Government
in this Budget will result in $16 million less tax
being collected by those paying the financial insti-
tutions duty than would otherwise have been the
case.

Mr MacKinnon: You will have us believing you
are giving all the taxpayers' money back if you
keep this going.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think even the
member could deny that we have made substantial
concessions.

Mr MacKinnon: It has been a sleight of hand.
You have made some concessions with one hand
and taken them away with the other.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What taxes have been
increased?

Mr MacKinnon: The revenue gained from tax-
ation has increased quite substantially, in relation
to the taxes.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I tried to explain, if
we build more houses there is more stamp duty
paid on the contract. What would the member
have us do-not build the houses?

Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What I am saying is that

there are two different ways to approach the prob-
lem and I cannot concede that the member does
not understand it. If we do build more houses,
even if stamp duties are levied on contracts at
lower rates, the number of contracts can expand in
absolute terms the tax collected. Does the member
understand that?

Mr Mensaros: That is understandable. What we
say is the whole Budget should be geared on the
expenditure.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will get to that in a
moment. I agree with that. Does the member
know that the expansion in the State's expenditure
in this Budget is 6.8 per cent?

Mr MacKinnon: What is inflation?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Inflation was estimated

to be about 5.5 per cent.
Mr MacKinnon: This year, 1984-85?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, 5.5 per cent. The
Budget was based on an anticipated inflation rate
of about 5.5 per cent; 6.8 per cent is the expansion
in expenditure. I think we might be getting some-
where. We have to take into account that in any
State Government Budget there is a difficulty in
the overhang of award increases from the previous
year. So, on that basis we had a wage problem to
contend with that did not rightly belong to this
year, but which was a product of the previous
year.

I know that Opposition members suddenly lost
interest when they round out that the expansion in
the Budget this year was 6.8 per cent. That is all.
That is not a'wildly expansionist Budget.

Mr MacKinnon: We are just trying to check the
figures.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the Treasury fig-
ure that was given in the second reading
speech-6.8 per cent. The Budget papers clearly
reveal that total outlays have increased by only 6.8
per cent. Presuming that we are right, could the
Opposition call that a wildly expansionist Budget?

Mr Evans: Very responsible.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Even if it did not go

anywhere, and leaving aside where it went to--it
may have been wasted-I am talking about
whether it is expansionary: An increase of 6.8 per
cent, about I per cent above the anticipated in-
flation rate-

Mr Old interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The anticipated inflation

rate was 5.5 per cent.
Mr Old interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If we put the Medicare

effect back into the inflation rate we are talking
about a Budget that balances expenditure against
the inflation rate.

Mr Old: Negative growth.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that it

negative growth. I do not know whether
Medicare effect will expand it beyond the 6.8
cent. Does the Opposition still maintain that it
wildly expansionist Budget?

Mr Hassell: We did not say that.

was
the
per
is a

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understood that was
what the Opposition was saying consistently-that
it was a big-spending Budget.

Mr Hassell: I have never used the term, in any
comment I have made.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not want to argue
about semantics, because we seem to be getting
somewhere with the Opposition. Does the
Oppostion still believe it is a big-spending Budget?

3815



3816 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr Hassell: If you want to give me the oppor-
tunity to make another speech, I will do so.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition wants to be able to say all sorts of things
without having to justify the things that he says. I
do not know how the Leader of the Opposition can
justify his claim that this is a big-spending Budget
when outlays have increased by only 6.8 per cent.As the member for Katanning-Roe indicates that
is in comparison to the inflation rate of 5.5 per
cent, adjusted to remove the Medicare effect. How
can that be a big-spending Budget?

Mr Old: It depends in which areas it is spent.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It can be a wasteful

Budget if it is spent wrongly.

The Leader of the Opposition talks about a big-
spending Budget, and I presume he refers gener-
ally to increases similar to that which the Federal
Government announced involving an increase in
outlays of about, I think 13 per cent, or about 7
per cent in real terms.

I can understand the claim that is made, but I
do not think the Leader of the Opposition grasps
that we cannot have a big-spending Budget if our
total outlays do not exceed the inflation rate. That
is logically indefensible.

Mr H-assell: It depends on what are your policy
objectives.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It does not depend on
what are our policy objectives. As something
jumps into the mind of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition he is prepared to state his case. It seems to
me that there is not a case to be stated. ft is not a
case, I do not suppose, but a moment ago the
Leader of the Opposition did not want to explain
at all the reason he thought it was a big-spending
Budget. Now something has occurred to him as we
have moved on and he is now prepared to interject
and say, "it depends what are your policy
objectives".

Far from being a big-spending Budget it is a
moderate, responsible, and absolutely appropriate
Budget fOr the coming financial year. I have
indicated that the financial institutions duty con-
cessions will cost about $16 million in a full year.

The Opposition jumps up and says that payroll
tax collections are increasing. Total tax receipts
from payroll taxes are increasing. I have told the
Opposition that the total receipts will rise by
about 6.3 per cent, or less than the inflation rate.
Had we not given the concession by cutting the
general rate and lifting the exemption level, pay-
roll taxpayers would have paid in a full year
another $22.4 million.

Previous conservative Governments spoke about
reducing payroll tax and said that reducing pay-
roll tax was a good idea. They labelled payroll tax
a disincentive to employment and said that it was
an unworthy tax, but did nothing about it. This
Government increased the exemption levels by 25
per cent and became the first State Government in
the history of the Commonwealth to reduce the
general rate of payroll tax.

I do not know how the Opposition can say that
it is a big-spending Budget. It is not. It is a job-
creating, private sector-assisting, moderate, re-
sponsible, and cautious Budget which will
underpin the economic recovery, predicted by
analysts to be more vivid in this State than in
other States, and will assist and benefit all West-
ern Australians.

I can understand the chagrin of the Opposition
expecting a mid-term Budget for increased taxes
and charges.

M r H assell1: 1 do not expec:t a ny th ing of t he sort.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A week before the
Budget was brought down the Leader of the Op-
Position Was reported as predicting that there were
going to be increases. I do not know why the
Leader of the Opposition denies himself so often.
He was predicting a few days prior to the Budget
being brought down that there were going to be
big increases. Now he says that was not the case;
he was not predicting that at all. All I am saying is
that I can understand the chagrin of the Oppo-
sition for thinking that it has missed a political
chance because the Government has seen fit to
reduce taxes, to provoke more jobs and generally
stimulate the recovery rather than do the political
things he would have us do.

There is one final point I want to touch upon
that illustrates how wrong the Leader of the Op-
position is when he talks about the employment
creation efforts of this Government: In his speech
on the Address-in-Reply he attempted to cloud a
number of employment- relatled issues to disguise
the situation and to imply that the funding of the
Commonwealth and the States in respect of em-
ploymenit creation programmes was not being
increased. The Leader of the Opposition said that
the transition programme from school to work in
1983-84 had available to it 32.186 million. In
1984-85 he said nothing had been made available.
The special youth employment training pro-
gramme was the next concrete programme he
touched upon. He said that in 1983-84 $140000
was made available. In 1984-85 it was proposed,
according to the Leader of the Opposition, that
the money available should be $1 2000. He said
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that a special employment related-programme,
that was evident to his scrutiny, in the 1983-84
Budget had been funded to the tune of $3.9
million, while in the 1984-85 Budget the figure
was $469 000. Those are the three major points he
made. He then went on to say-

The overall comparison between the two
years of these employment generating proj-
ects is $6.3 million, in 1983-84, as against
$481 000 in 1984-85. These figures have to be
then compared with the $3.5 million proposed
in 1984-85 for the bridging the gap scheme.

I simply paraphrase him by saying he is claiming
that $6.3 million in 1983-84 becomes $3.5 million
in 1984-85.

Let us finally put his arguments to rest: The
school to work transition programme is a pro-
gramme that has been subsumed within the par-
ticipation and equity programme and the Com-
monwealth revenue in 1984-85 is $6.7 million.
Straight away the Leader of the Opposition wi t-
tingly or unwittingly is wrong when he talks about
the transition from school to work programme. In
claiming that $2. 186 million was available last
year while nothing is available this year, he has
either deliberately or in ignorance neglected to
observe that the Commonwealth funding for the
programme which has subsumed the one to which
he referred, has been set at $6.7 million.
Immediately the amount of money made available
in total last year has been exceeded this year. That
is typical of the economical analysis made by the
Leader of the Opposition.

Let us look back very quickly at some of the
points touched upon: Firstly, the Tonkin Govern-
ment, he said, was responsible for a 99 per cent
increase in taxation revenues during its period in
office. The Leader of the Opposition failed to ob-
serve that during that period payroll tax was
handed over from the Commonwealth to the
States. It would be nice for the Leader of the
Opposition to have the graciousness to admit that
his calculations should have taken that into ac-
count. Apparenaly he did not know or remember
that the transfer had taken place, but in that year
94 per cent of the total increase in taxation rev-
enue was due to the transfer. Why did not the
Leader of the Opposition make that point? Why
did he gloss over that logical explanation in his
haste to condemn a previous Labor Government?

The Leader of the Opposition spoke about a big
taxing, big spending Budget. Nothing could be
further from the truth. Taxes have been reduced
and the increase in outlays is only 6.8 per cent. On
the question of employment creation programmes
the Leader of the Opposition quite wrongly,

whether in ignorance, or in conscious decision, by
his faulty analysis I just highlighted glossed over
the real erforts that are being made.

In total,' the amount of money being made avail-
able through this Budget in the general area of
employment is $46 million, made up as follows:
The participation and equity programme, $6.7
million; the special employment related pro-
grammes, $500 000; community employment pro-
gramme $31.5 million; national employment strat-
egy for Aborigines $1.3 million; apprentice em-
ployment $2.5 million; and, employment packages,
including bridging the gap $3.5 million.

Never before has any Government in this State
mounted such a thorough programme to create
work. One can include in the programme if one
likes-I have chosen not to--the increase in the
amount of money made available for housing con-
struction, which will stimulate job creation.

It is quite clear that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has no fundamental grasp of economics and
has no ability to perceive the needs of the private
sector if he has to call this Budget a big taxing
Budget. Ifr he is to deny the benefit of the payroll
tax reductions, he has to deny his own constitu-
cey something it has sought for many years.

I commend this Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer) in charge
of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Before commencing debate
I advise members to read, if necessary, Standing
Orders Nos. 303 and 304. It is becoming a prac-
tice of the Chamber in respect of dealing with
these matters to call each Division separately dur-
ing which time general debate will ensue. At the
conclusion of general debate all members have the
opportunity to address themselves to individual
items and then to vote.

Division 2: Parliament, $3 951 000-
Mr BLAIKIE: The amount of $3 951 million is

broken down into a series of areas which include
allocations for the Legislative Council, the Legis-
lative Assembly, the Joint House Committee, the
Joint Printing Committee, and the Joint Library
Committee.

I want to bring to the attention of the Treasurer
the conditions that currently exist in Parliament
House relative to staffing and relative to the insuf-
ficient room in Parliament House to cope with the
staff. The Joint House Committee recently dis-
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cussed this matter. However, I think that the mat-
ter needs to be brought forward in the Parliament
in an appropriate way because there has been an
allocation of some $4 million, and there needs to
be a public debate on the matter. The public needs
to be made aware that the conditions existing
within Parliament are overcrowded and certainly
unsatisfactory for the staff.

I believe that the conditions under which the
Hansard reporters operate are deplorable. Pro-
vision needs to be made so that staff are housed
adequately and provision needs to be made for the
normal growth rate that is expected to occur in an
institution such as Parliament.

Only three years ago additions were made to the
south wing of Parliament and, already, that exten-
sion has been filled. We are now facing yet
another overcrowded situation.

When one travels and sees the conditions in the
Parliaments of other States, it is easy to see that
the staff here work and operate under very diffi-
cult conditions. I believe that the Parliament, the
members, and the Government have a responsi-
bility to at least have regard for the working con-
ditions of the staff and of the other people
associated with Parliament. It is interesting to
compare the conditions under which the Press
Gallery reporters are housed in this Parliament, to
the situation which exist in other States. To say
the least, their conditions are quite appalling. A
positive attitude needs to be adopted by the
Government, and by all members of Parliament to
ensure that conditions are improved.

The member for Welshpool some time ago
made comments about the fact that the building is
not air-conditioned. While members of Parliament
can put up with that. I believe it is unfair to expect
staff to work under the conditions that we demand
they work under in 1984. While a member of
Parliament may be prepared to put up with such
conditions there is a need to look at the general
conditions relating to Parliament and its staff.

There will be growth in staff numbers over the
next and later years. There will be a growth in the
services provided by the Parliamentary Library
and other information-providing services. The
people providing those services do a very import-
ant job in keeping members informed. The Parlia-
mentary Library provides a very important servi ce
to the Parliament. When I look at the conditions
under which staff work, I have nothing but admir-
ation for them and for what they do.

We have a responsibility to provide better and
more adequate facilities for the staff so that better
services can be provided to the members. If the

services and facilities are improved, I expect the
standard of debate will be assisted.

I make this genuine appeal to the Treasurer. I
ask him to give positive consideration to giving an
undertaking to look into the housing requirements
for the Parliament over at least the next decade
and possibly until the year 2000. We should en-
sure that adequate plans are drawn up and
funding is provided so that Parliament can grow as
is anticipated.

The last comment I wish to make refers to a
very simple matter and relates to the parking area.
When I was first elected in 197 1, the parking area
was more than adequate to cope with the number
of members. It is interesting that even the parking
areas seem to be Filled to capacity. Unless a
positive move is made now to plan for the next
five, seven or 10 years, members will have to park
elsewhere other than within the precincts of Par-
liament House. It will not be the end of the world
if members must park elsewhere, but it reflects
poorly on all of the planning that Governments do
for this very important institution of Parliament.
It seems to be a very sad loser.

I make this very special plea to the Treasurer. I
hope that, by way of reply, he will indicate what
his Government is prepared to do. I believe that
this matter needs to be approached in a non-parti-
san manner and I believe it needs the support of
all members. I have spoken previously, in support
not only of the members but also of the very
valuable assistance that we receive from staff who
work under these very difficult and trying con-
ditions.

Mr MENSAROS: At the risk of being accused
of being selfish, I join with the member for Vasse
to speak on the same subject; but I wish to raise
one or two points which I raised last year. I asked
a number of questions of the Treasurer last year in
relation to facilities provided for members whose
electorate office is in Parliament House. I received
an answer after I I months. I bring this matter up
because I feel that the Treasurer should know
exactly how the organisation of his department
functions. The matter was not resolved.

Some seven or eight members think they can
better serve their electorates from Parliament
House than from electorate offices. Those mem-
bers are mostly metropolitan members. I under-
stand that country members are serving their elec-
torates from Parliament House, when they have a
difficult choice of towns within their electorates in
which they can establish their electorate offices.
The members who operate from Parliament House
ultimately save money for the Consolidtied Rev-
enue Fund because, quite obviously, the money
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that is spent on their offices in Parliament House
would be much less than the cost of maintaining a
full electorate office.

Despite the fact that they save the Government
money, they are being discriminated against. I
cannot think of any other word to describe what is
happening. They are being disadvantaged because
they have to spend the fairly hot days of summer
in this building. Because they are members of the
Opposition, and not Ministers, their rooms are not
air-conditioned.

The Treasurer seemed to have understood this
when he brought this matter up last year. He said
he would look into it. The reply. which I finally
received passed the buck to the Joint House Com-
mittee.

I do not know why some matters pertaining to
Parliament House are handled by the Joint House
Committee, yet other matters without any recog-
nisable logic are handled by the Department of
Premier and Cabinet. I have received no expla-
nation for that. Apparently last year when I
brought this matter up, the Treasurer was also
under the impression that these matters should be
handled by the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net as everything connected with electorate offices
now comes under the Department of Premier and
Cabinet.

Mr Brian Burke: Electorate offices now belong
to the Deputy Premier's department. The differ-
enice is that electorate offices in Parliament House
are not regarded as electorate offices and come
within the precinct of the Joint House Committee.

Mr MENSAROS: They come within the
physical precinct of the committee, but it is not
logical to say that they are not electorate offices
when they are doing the same work.

Mr Brian Burke: Tell that to the Joint House
Committee. You are saying that the Deputy
Premier's department should control all your part
of Parliament House.

Mr MENSAROS: Whatever the Treasurer
says, the fact remains-which he cannot deny or
probably does not want to deny-that, by not
asking for an electorate officee, members save the
Government money. It does not matter which
portfolio it belongs under, we save money for the
Government. The reward for doing that is that we
have to work under conditions which are much less
advantageous and I cannot understand the logic of
that situation. One can imagine that a truck driver
whose cabin was not air-conditioned would quickly
take some industrial action.

Mr Brian Burke: Half your. mob have been on
strike for 18 months.

Mr MENSAROS: Members of Parliament
have been disadvantaged and, when the question is
asked, the buck is passed and excuses made that
the office comes under the control of the Joint
House Committee. If the office comes under the
control of the Joint House Committee, why are
some parts of Parliament House advantaged? I
am not against offices having air-conditioning, but
it appears that the few members with offices in the
building are the last to receive consideration with
regard to air-conditioning.

I invite members to experience the conditions in
Parliament House after a period of hot weather,
when the whole building has heated up. It takes a
long time even when the weather has changed, for
the temperature in the building to decrease. It is
not possible to have the windows open because the
wind blows papers around, and it is some time
before the office cools down. Conditions are most
inconvenient. I thought that by placing this matter
on record, some consideration might be given Or,
alternatively, some explanation might be given to
me. It may be indicated that my request is un-
reasonable, that it is not objective or that I have
made a mistake somewhere in my reasoning that,
if we save the Government money, we should not
be disadvantaged.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am sick and tired of
members of Parliament whingeing about their
conditions. They do not seem to realise that thou-
sands of Western Australians do not have jobs.
We have bent over back~vards trying to assist
members of Parliament.

Mr MacKinnon: How many thousands did you
spend on your own new offie- talking about
people out of jobs?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Compared with the
amount of money spent on other offices, I would
not think it is appropriate for the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition to raise the matter. I still main-
tain that, as far as members of Parliament are
concerned-whether they are Ministers or the
Treasurer or happen to be from time to time a
Minister or the Leader of the Opposition or some
other member of Parliament who is elected to one
of those positions-I am sick and tired of the
constant whingeing about conditions in Parlia-
ment House that many other people would give
their eye teeth to enjoy. Where else can one enjoy
meals as we do at the prices we pay?

Mr Mensaros: Why not answer the question?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will answer the question
and also refer to how the member for Floreat
locked his room to prevent the photocopier being
taken away. We shall get to that in a moment, my
friend.
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Where else can people go into the bar and buy
beer at the prices they pay here?

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the members want me
to answer the points raised, I will do so but, if they
want to carry on like farmyard animals, carry on.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Where else are there at-
tendants to fetch and carry for members and
workers at the push of a button?

I will give this undertaking: There will be no
provision for any extension to Parliament House in
the present Budget and no provision in the next
Budget. If the members do not like it, they can
lump it.

Mr Court: This is big talk after you have got
yourself nicely set up. How do you think small
businessmen feel about the money spent on your
facilities? How hypocritical!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The petulance of the
member for Nedlands begs the question: If I am
extravagant as he claims, does he expect corre-
sponding extravagance? I am simply trying to
outline the situation to members.

Mr Court: Why not answer the question?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will deal with the mem-

ber for Floreat's complaint in due course. As I
have said, there will be no provision in this Budget,
and no provision in the next Budget and, after the
re-election of the Government, we will consider
whether it is appropriate to extend Parliament
House in the following Budget.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you happy about the con-
ditions in Hansard? They are working without air-
conditioning.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: With reference to the
request made by the member for Floreat for air-
conditioning, do members realise what the situ-
ation is in respect of air-conditioning? It is like
dealing with a mob of lemmings; if one gets some-
thing, everyone follows. It is like dealing with my
children; if Peter Burke gets a bike, Matthew,
Tom and Sara want bikes, and I have no doubt
that Mary and Joe will want one in due course.

Mr Clarko: Why not give them one?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think it is good
for them.

In respect of air-conditioning, to give an air-
conditioner to anyone in this place, results in so
many hands being raised in the air that one may
as well air-condition the whole building.

An Opposition member: You don't think that all
members should be treated equally?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Electorate offices are
under the control of the Deputy Premier's depart-
mient. Parliament House comes within the purview
of the Joint House Committee.

Mr Trethowan: Which is funded through the
Budget.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course it is funded
through the Budget, but according to the dictates
of the Joint House Committee.

Mr Trethowan: According to the dictates of the
Premier and Treasurer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member wants to
say that because we choose not to give the Joint
House Committee $500 million, we are controlling
the Joint House Committee, but the Joint House
Committee intends to tell us that the member for
Floreat's office is an electorate office and should
be treated differently, he may well have some ar-
gument to sustain the member for Floreat's
position. However, that is not the point, and that is
what I am trying to say.

The Treasurer, whom members accuse of being
extravagant, has an office-where important
people from industry, commerce, and government,
and diplomatic and overseas visitors come to meet-
ings-that is not air-conditioned. It is time the
Opposition started to realise that there are plenty
of people in greater need than members of Parlia-
ment. The Opposition members must stop pushing
their own barrow.

I now deal speccifically with the member for
Floreat. A decision was made to provide electorate
offices with photocopiers, and they were sent to
electorate offices. However, a mistake was made

a nd photocopiers were sent to the offices of mem-
bers who did not have electorate offices but who
were located in Parliament House. Everybody
knows there is a photocopier downstairs, and one
in the library, I am reminded by the member for
Perth, that operates at a very fast speed, has a
large capacity and is available to members.

The mistake was made and photocopiers were
given to members who had electorate offices in
Parliament House. When the mistake was
discovered I issued the instruction that the
photocopiers should be returned from the mem-
bers' offices in Parliament House.

Mr Clarko: What were you going to do with
them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All the Labor members
returned their photocopiers, but the Liberal mem-
bers locked their doors and refused to return them.
The photocopiers were provided to electorate
offices because they were removed from
photocopying facilities, being widely dispersed
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throughout the State, in some cases close to, but in
other cases far removed from an alternative
photocopying source.

When the mistake was made and the machines
were wrongly sent to members who had electorate
offices in Parliament House, I issued the instruc-
tion that they should be returned from those
offices. The Labor members returned them and
the Liberal members locked their doors.

Mr Tonkin: That is a waste of public money.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: They would not return

them. l am not going to pursue-
Mr Mensaros: We received a letter to which I

replied and the letter simply said that some
photocopiers would be collected-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member for
Floreat is saying be is now prepared to return the
photocopier-

Mr Mensaros: I am not saying that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In any case, what I am

trying to stress is that the photocopiers were
wrongly provided and I admit the mistake was
made.

Mr Clarko: How big was the error? What was
the cost of those extra photocopiers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think three or four
photocopiers were involved.' It was not a massive
mistake.

Mr Clarko: Only four were put into this build-
ing?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A total of four
photocopiers were placed in individual members'
offices, but I do not think the member for
Karrinyup has one.

Mr Clarko: No. I was a bit late getting mi ne in
my electorate office and I was a bit disappointed.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Karrinyup got a photocopier in his electorate
office.

Mr Clarko: You are twisting the story. Did you
order too many photocopiers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I presume too many were
purchased.

Mr Clarko: What are you going to do with
them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It will amaze the member
for Karrinyup to know that, across the breadth of
Government, there is sometimes a need for
photocopiers.

Mr Clarko: Who made the blue? How big was
the blue?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Three or four
photocopiers were involved. I am not sure how

many Liberal members have their offices in Par-
liament House, but that is the dimension of the
error. Labor members returned their photocopiers,
but Liberal members did not.

Mr Clarko interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We assessed members'
needs and if, as the member for Karrinyup said, he
was late in getting his photocopier, perhaps he
received one of the returns.

Mr Clarko: What about the $1.5 million you
spent on the Superannuation Building?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As far as I am aware the
proposals to extend Parliament House amount to
something in the region of a minimum of $13
million.

Mr Mensaros: What about what was advocated
years ago in respect of the enormously high cei-
lings we have?

Mr Tonkin: You have just wasted millions on
this place.

Mr Mensaros interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not want to be
interpreted as being anti-the Mansard staff, in par-
ticular, or other staff in general. Personally I go
out of my way to attempt to support the staff in
very difficult circumstances as they do an excel-
lent job. However, at the same time-

Mr Blaikie: My comments were directly related
to staff.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not think that they
were.

Mr Blaikie: I mentioned staff. I mentioned the
reporting staff of the Parliament, the Press gal-
lery, and the library staff.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the Press gallery
can manage as it is, if members want to know the
truth, and with due respect to the Press gallery.

Mr Blaikie: And do you believe the library staff
can manage as they are?

Mr Tonkin: Most of you people never go near
the library.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In the present circum-
stances where there are such budgetary con-
straints, where people are out of work, where
people are working reduced working weeks, and
where small businessmen are having trouble mak-
ing ends meet-

Mr MacKinnon: You have just stopped telling
us how wonderful the recovery is and how much
money the Government is getting.

Several members interjected.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: All I can say is, stop
whingeing; Parliament House is not being ex-
tended.

The CHAIRMAN. Vote-$3 951 000-
Mr COURT: Mr Chairman-
Mr Brian Burke: Fair go!

Point of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: My point of order is that

it is not legitimate for the member for Nedlands to
question a decision that has already been put to a
vote. By way of explanation, let me indicate to the
Opposition that we have tried consistently to ac-
comnmodate it. Yesterday the member for Floreat
was not here after I had arranged with him that he
should resume the debate.

Mr Blaikie: I started the debate. What are you
talking about?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know the member for
Vasse did that.

Mr Blaikie: What was wrong with that?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Vasse

said he did not intend to speak.
Mr Blaikie: I started the debate. What was

wrong with that? Are you trying to deny us the
right to speak?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: To support the point of
order, all I can say is I am happy if the member
for Nedlands speaks, but if we are going to go on
and on by extending things-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The vote had been put

already.
Mr MacKINNON: On the same point of or-

der-
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Perhaps the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition could resume his seat for
a second and I shall try to ascertain for the benefit
of the Committee what the member for Nedlands
was trying to do.

Mr MacKinnon: That is the point of order I was
trying to make.

The CHAIRMAN: What were you trying to
do?

Mr COURT: It was my intention to ask your
advice, Sir, on a matter and, as it turned out, it
was on the next Division, not this one.

Commit tee Resumned
Division 2 put and passed.
Division 3: Parliamentary Commission for Ad-

ministrative Investigations, $324 000-

Mr RUSHTON: There has been some indi-
cation that the Parliamentary Commissioner for
Administrative Investigations will be required to
do a great deal more investigation if legislation is
passed relating to complaints against the police.
Last year's provision for the Parliamentary Com-
missioner has not been extended greatly and,
therefore, I ask the Treasurer the Government's
intention in this regard. Although the legislation
has been deferred, obviously it will proceed. How
does the Treasurer intend that that extra work
should be carried out by the office of the Parlia-
mentary Commissioner?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thought the member for
Nedlands indicated he wanted to speak on this
Division and I was waiting for him to do so.

As the Bill presently stands before the Parlia-
ment, the Ombudsman would not be involved in a
greatly extended workload, because he would only
be supervising investigations completed internally
by the police except in exceptional circumstances
involving very senior officers.

Under the new situation, if-in fact the Minister
agrees with the Police Union's proposition, obvi-
ously the resources available to the Ombudsman
will have to be reassessed and we will do that
during the normal course of the financial year.

Mr Peter Jones: But you are giving him some-
thing like a 25 per cent increase anyway. He is
going from $260 307 to $324 000.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, we are giving him
ant increase of $44 000.

Mr Peter Jones: It is more than that according
to the paper here.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We are talking under
item 1 of an increase of $44 28 1. In the individual
items, the increase in item I is the greatest
component of the overall increase.

That amount of $44 281 is broken up as follows:
Full year cost of the increases granted during
1983-84, $14 000; full year cost of new staff
appointed during 1983-84, $9 000; provision to
cover anticipated wage increases during the cur-
rent financial year, $4 000; reinstatement of the
temporary salary reduction of senior officers,
$6 000; and other salary costs, including annual
increments and the full year cost of filling a
vacancy item, $22 281. The total is $55 000. From
that amount subtract the anticipated savings on
staff turnover, temporary salary cuts of senior
public officers, delays in filling vacancies, and
salaries brought forward. As far as the increase is
concerned, while it may be a 25 or 26 per cent
increase, we are talking about a comparatively
small budget and that sort of increase in percent-
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age terms can be achieved by the employment of
two people.

Mr Peter Jones: I am not worried about the
percentage so much, but in addition to what you
said about staffing costs growing from $33 000 to
$48 000 this year-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The other staffing costs
do not include wages. These include payroll tax,
workers' compensation costs-

Mr Peter Jones: On-costs associated with staff?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: They are on-costs, so we

are nor talking about new staff.
Mr Peter Jones: The fact remains that the total

average is about $60 000.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The sum of $60 000

amounts to about two staff. In answer to the mem-
ber for Dale, we will provide the extra assistance
needed when he needs it.

Division 3 put and passed.
Division 4: Department of Premier and Cabinet

$7 551 000-

Point of Order
Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Chairman, I would be

obliged if you would indicate to which items mem-
bers can speak. I am not questioning the decision
you have just made, but my understanding is there
is usually a general debate to the Division. If there
is no further debate on the Division the items are
called. You called the items. My understanding is
that there is a consequential debate on those gen-
eral items which may be replied to by either side
of the Chamber from time to time and a member
can rise at any stage on the items to make a
comment. Is that correct? Mr Chairman, how
does one attract your attention in this regard?

The CHAIRMAN: You are absolutely correct.
The member attracts may attention by rising to his
feet and calling, "Mr Chairman'.

Mr BLAIKIE: As I did.

Committee Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: I refer to the Treasurer's

comments about the largesse that has been going
on in his department. The member for Floreat
asked the Treasurer a simple question about an
air-conditioner for his office. I know the con-
ditions in my office are not the best, but I have not
complained. I understand that air-conditioning
will come in due course, though I understand the
position of the member for Floreat and have sym-
pathy with his request.

Let us look at what happened in the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet in 1983-84. The vote
for that department was $2,648 million. Expendi-
ture was S3 262 261 or an extra $614 000. The

Treasurer then has the hide to stand in here and
talk to us in the terms that he did when he
overspent his own budget last year by $614 000.
How many air-conditioners would that amount
buy?

Mr Brian Burke interjected.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not intend to answer
the Treasurer who has interjected out of his seat.
Mr Chairman, I would have thought you would
have taken some action against that as you did
against the member for Narrogin last evening
when he walked in front of the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Is the member
reflecting on the integrity of the Chair?

Mr MacKINNON: No. I am only making a
statement.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the member was
coming very close to reflecting on my integrity. I
can assure him that if the Treasurer or any other
member of this Chamber contravenes the Stand-
ing Orders of this Chamber and I become aware
of it he will be treated equally fairly. I do not
expect the member to reflect on my integrity again
unless he has just cause for doing so. On this
occasion I do not believe the member had just
cause and I suggest he does not do it again.

A member: The member for Katanning-Roe
reflected on the Chair.

Mr MacKINNON: To continue my, remarks in
relation to the Treasurer and his department, if we
look down the items within that department and
see the people who are employed in it, we see
under the heading "Policy Secretariat" 13 people
are employed. When we deal with item 1, 1 will
ask the Treasurer exactly what those 13 people do
in the policy secretariat. After all, they are costing
the taxpayers of this State in excess of $350 000.

Again I refer back to the comment made by the
member for Floreat. If we assume an air-
conditioner for the Treasurer's office would cost
$ 10 000-and I would have thought that would be
a wild over-estimation, having some experience in
this matter, having just looked at some quotes for
air-conditioners for a school that I am involved
in-we could have had 35 air-conditioners last
year had the Treasurer not wanted the Policy Sec-
retariat.

Further down the list we see "Government Me-
dia Office" which has a vote for this year of
$385 000, yet last year the vote was $213 526. If
the Government's performance is so good, why is
it necessary for the Government Media Office to
be extended at such a rapid rate? Why indeed is it
that the Treasurer fails to answer questions I have
raised previously in relation to this section? 1 refer
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further down the vote under item 10 "Government
Media Office" where members see that the vote is
increased from $96 000 last year to $152 000 this
year. Why such a jump? What is the Government
Media Office going to spend money on in the
other services area?

Look at item 4 "Services and Contracts" where
we see last year's vote was $142 000. Expenditure
almost doubled to $263 838 and the vote this year
is $597 000. We have the million dollar man,
Burke, with his mega media department. That is
how much this Division will cost the taxpayers of
this State next year. Al a bare minimum it will be
$1 million for the Government Media Office with
its staff, services, and contracts. That does not
include the GMO because if.it did it would run
over $1 million.

What is the Government doing in the media
area? In fact, if we are to believe what the
Premier said today about the performance of his
Government, why indeed is the media office
necessary at all? If things are going so well, surely
this would be an area in which the Government
could cut back. Should we not be looking to cut
back on areas of unnecessary expenditure? If the
Government is performing so well I would have
thought that the last thing it would need would be
a PR department.

Mr Gordon Hill: It is unnecessary expenditure
to have extra air-conditioners. It is unnecessary
expenditure to have extra photocopiers. You are
just a bunch of weakies.

Mr Williams: Look at the "Women's Interests
Unit".

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer thinks that
we came down in the last shower when he gets up
here and attacks members of the Opposition over a
simple request made by the member for Floreat
about a small item. He only inquired about when
he could expect to have ithe same sort of comforts
that the Treasurer has in his office. I am talking
about the air-conditioning and not about the
luxurious nature or the appointments in the
Treasurer's office, and the same sorts of appoint-
ments that his 22 GMO staff have.

It is just the same sort or appointments as the
Government's 35 ministerial advisers who are re-
sponsible to the Government and not to the public.
That is really what the member for Floreat was
talking about, yet the Treasurer goes on glibly
spending money in his own department like a man
with no hands and expenditure tears away. He
wants us to believe he is a responsible Treasurer
trying to get things "under control".

Finally, I come back to a point that has been
raised in this Chamber continually in recent times,

particularly by the member for Dale and myself,
in questions to the Treasurer. We wanted to find
out what is the position in respect of the Govern-
ment's advisers. These questions have been listed
by myself and the member for Dale to try to
ascertain the position. The only answer we got in
recent times from the Treasurer was as follows-

The present situation is as outlined in my
letter to the Leader of the Opposition dated
10 September 1984. The key part of that
letter says-

There are currently 35 ministerial ap-
pointees performing work for the State
Government in the categories of minis-
terial advisers, ministerial officers, re-
search officers and personal assistants.
You will be aware that information on
ministerial staff was provided in a minis-
terial statement to the Legislative As-
sembly on 3 August 1983.

That was the last time we had a definitive
statement from the Treasurer on this issue. At
that time we got a list of the ministerial appoint-
ments. I would like to know from the Treasurer
whether that list is still up to date. What is the
current position with respect to those people? for
example, in the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net an item is listed as "Ministerial Officer,
Special Services". He or she is a contract officer
responsible to the Deputy Premier. The contract
salary is $31 752, and the position is vacant. Who
holds that position, if anybody? That is one of the
35 positions. Are all the advisers still the same?

[ do not want to pursue the Government on this
matter for any ulterior motive. I think the Govern-
ment has made a rod for its own back with its
ministerial advisers, but I would like to know who
they are, for whom they are working, and how
much they are being paid, compliments of the
taxpayers of Western Australia. The Treasurer
owes the taxpayers and Parliament the courtesy of
a response to that simple request. It is not a frivol-
ous request but a serious one to find out who are
those people who wield such inordinate power, to
whom they are responsible-the Australian Labor
Party by and large-which Minister they have
been appointed to keep under surveillance, and
how much they are costing the taxpayer.

Mr Brian Burke: Surveillance?

Mr MacKINNON: That is certainly the im-
pression they give me and nearly everybody else
who goes to see a Minister when the adviser sits in.
The Minister for Minerals and Energy can laugh.

They are the points I want to raise on this
section. If the Treasurer wishes, he can respond in
the general debate. Alternatively, I will raise the
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general points I made under the particular items
as the debate ensues.

Mr BLAIKIE: I echo the sentiments expressed
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition who
outlined the gross extravagance of this Govern-
ment in the last 12 months and the overrun of
expenditure in the Treasurer's own department. It
is quite wrong for the Treasurer to adopt a Fagin-
like attitude in speaking about the facilities of
Parliament House and to attack members for
speaking on behalf of the staff when he has his
finger in the pudding and is getting a greater
share. Talk about management of the highest or-
der! The Treasurer's department has the greatest
overrun of all departments. I will be discussing
other departments further down the track, but it is
interesting to look at the actual staffing of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet and to see the
excess staff this department has put on.

Let us look at the projected staffing levels for
1984-85 and compare them with levels in 1983-84.
Last year there were 194 staff in the department,
but of those, 82 were electorate typists. They are
not on the list for this department this year, they
are in the Budget item for Parliament. So there
were 194 staff last year and 178 are lined up for
this year. In real terms the department has shown
a staffing increase of about 80 people. That is not
a bad effort in 12 months, bearing in mind the
overrun the Treasurer's department had last year.

This Treasurer with a Fagin-like attitude talks
about saving the taxpayers' money in these hard
times, and not wasting it when members of Parlia-
ment complain about conditions at Parliament
House. Who is the biggest spender of all? It is
none other than the Treasurer. Who is the biggest
spendthrift of all? Again, it is none other than the
Treasurer. It is interesting to look at staffing levels
in his department to see how he puts on people ad
infinitumn without regard to the taxpayers and the
public purse.

Let us look at staffing levels and compare this
year with last year. This year, the Cabinet sec-
retariat will have I I people compared with eight
last year; that is a fairly substantial increase of
three people.

Mr Peter Jones: The year before that there were
two people.

Mr Hassell: And they got a new office.
Mr BLAIKIE: A palatial new office. It is

interesting that the Treasurer and his
lackeys-the Government advisers-can have the
plushest suites in Perth but he denies Parliament
House staff reasonable conditions. Forget about
the members, what about doing something for the
staff? Here is a man with a Fagin-like attitude

telling Oliver Twist he cannot have any more be-
cause of economic conditions.

Mr Laurance: Fagin doesn't work.

Mr BLAIKIE: In the area of administration 45
people were employed last year compared with 53
this year. An interesting item is that of staff for
the Minister's office, which numbered nine people
last year compared with 18 this year. The number
has doubled without regard for the taxpayer.

Let us look at the Government Media Office.
This is the media machine which the Treasurer set
up to keep himself in power for ever. Last year it
employed eight people and this year there will be
22. That is an absolute scandal! It is an increase of
14 people, or about 150 per cent. Here is a person
who dares to criticise members of Parliament who
attempt to request better conditions for the staff of
Parliament House, while at the same time he
keeps on pouring in staff to suit his own purpose.

One of the fascinating items is that relating to
ministerial advisers and other ministerial officers.
Last year there were four, this year there are 12,
an increase of 300 per cent.

Mr Gordon Hill: The Government does not
need a media unit to keep it in power. You will do
that for us.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Treasurer expects Parlia-
ment to approve these appointments and the tax-
payers to pay for them. What he is doing is des-
picable.- He is prepared to feather his nest but not
prepared to look after people in this building.

Let us look at the staff and conditions in the
Leader of the Opposition's office. Last year he had
seven staff and this year he will have eight. That is
a fairly modest increase in keeping with the
Government's tight-fisted budgetary control. He
certainly has not received the same increase as the
media staff which has increased from eight to 22.

The Rural and Allied Industries Council had
four people delegated to it last year and only four
again this year. What a pathetic performance that
is. It certainly shows the Government's attitude
towards the agricultural industry!

The Government's motor vehicle service
consisted of 16 employees last year and it has
increased to 20 this year. No doubt a couple of
valets have been included in order to ensure that
the Treasurer keeps good time. I know that he has
a problem with the time.

It is galling for the Treasurer to come to this
Chamber and criticise members for making a re-
quest for facilities. I am speaking generally on the
Division, but I will raise other matters when we
deal with the items. I will be interested to hear
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why the Government has expended money on vari-
ous things.

With regard to this Division I would like to
refer to another matter that concerns the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet; that is, lighthouses.
I asked the Minister for Transport the following
question-

Following release of the report from the
House of Representatives Standing
Committee on Expenditure entitled
"Lighthouses, do we keep the keepers", why
did the State Government submit "The WVest-
ern Australian Government considers that the
unmanning of remaining lighthouses in this
State could be achieved without major disad-
vantages"?

The Minister for Transport advised me that the
Treasurer had written to the chairman of the
standing committee of the House of Representa-
tives and advised him that the State considered
that the unmanning of the remaining lighthouses
in Western Australia would be acceptable. It was
a decision made by the Treasurer. I want to take
issue with the Treasurer on this point. As a result
of his decision certain lighthouses in Western
Australia will be unmanned. The Treasurer did
not fight to ensure that certain lighthouses should
be manned for reasons I intend to give at a later
stage-

I further asked the Minister for Transport as
follows-

What lighthouses did the Government
specifically refer to?

His answer was as follows-

The State Government referred by
inferrence to the unmanning of Cape Leveque
and Point Moore and the reduced manning of
Cape Lceuwin.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I am having extreme
difficulty relating this. Perhaps the member for
Vasse could help me.

Mr BLAIKIE: The decision by the standing
committee of the House of Representatives to al-
low lighthouses in Western Australia to be
unmanned was the result of the Treasurer writing
to it and advising that the State had no objection
to this occurring.

I am not bringing this matter up in relation to
the Minister for Transport because if I did you,
Mr Chairman, would say that the Minister for
Transport did not write the letter.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I think I have been
fairly tolerant. Really, the member should have
raised this matter in the general debate section
and not in the Estimates. The Estimates are about

specific matters and the member for Vasse is
talking -about something that is not in the Esti-
mates. I cannot see how he can relate it. I will give
him another opportunity to relate it, but he will
have to do better than he has done so far.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Cape Leeuwin lighthouse
has lost two of its three officers and the Treasurer
has said that the Government will not ensure that
the manning levels will be maintained, and it will
not increase the level of funding. The letter was
written by the Treasurer but I wonder whether he
knows anything about it. It was probably written
by-

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr BLAI KIE: -a ministerial adviser.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I appreciate the
member's desire to get this out but three more
words while I am calling order will not help him
very much. There will be other opportunities at a
later stage for the member for Vasse to raise the
matter with the Treasurer. It is not proper to raise
it now. Does the member for Vasse wish to speak
to anything else in this Division?

Mr BLAIKIE: Yes, ministerial advisers appear
to be having an effect or# Government and the
direction which Government is taking. They are
writing all sorts of letters and carrying on in all
sorts of ways. They are either advising or not
advising Government. In 1983-84 there were four
ministerial advisers and now in 1984-85 there hap-
pen to be 12 ministerial advisers. This will result
in a cost of $390 000 this financial year. It is of
concern to me, as a representative of the taxpayers
of this State, that the Government is not receiving
proper advice. With some of the advice and com-
ments that are circulating in the community one
wonders whether the various decisions have been
the responsibility of the Treasurer or whether the
ministerial advisers are running rampant without
informing the Treasurer.

The lighthouses have become unmanned and
the Government stands condemned.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Before I give
another member the call I would like to notify the
member for Vasse that he will be able to raise the
matter that he has been trying to raise under Or-
der of' the Day No. 6 on today's Notice Paper.

Mr COWAN: I refer to the Rural and Allied
Industries Council and the amount of money
allocated to it.

I do not know whether you, Mr Chairman, re-
call, but most of the people associated with
agriculture would know that the Rural and Allied
Industries Council was established after the rural
and allied industries conference which was called
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by the then Premier, Sir Charles Court. It was an
exercise which was akin to throwing a faithful dog
a bone.

The rural and allied industries conference was a
mechanism to let a neglected industry know that
every now and then the Government of the day
thought about it. The Government conducted the
conference in order that the industry could air its
grievances. From that conference there was a
recommendation that this council be formed and
since that time it has operated from the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet. I am aware that this
year a minsterial adviser was appointed to give
advice to the Treasurer on matters relating to
agriculture. I wonder whether the advice given to
the Treasurer by this group of people could justify
their retention. Let us face it, the council was
formed some time ago; it was just a titbit thrown
to a faithful industry. I do not know whether it has
achieved anything in the time it has been in exist-
ence.

Mr Coyne: It was a PR exercise.

Mr COWAN: That is correct. However, the
Government now has an agriculture adviser at-
tached to the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The level of back-
ground conversation has risen to a high level and I
ask members to give their attention to the member
for Merredin.

Mr COWAN: Thank you, Mr Chairman.

I notice that an allocation has been made for
four research officers. I am an advocate for re-
search in agriculture. To date the industry has
been badly neglected, but the RAIC has-

Mr Bradshaw: Are you saying the Department
of Agriculture has not been carrying out its job
properly?

Mr COWAN: I did not say that at all; the
member for Murray-Wellington said that. I said
that research has been badly neglected and if re-
search is to be carried out it should be done from
within the Department of Agriculture. If the
member cannot understand that he does not de-
serve to sit there.

The fact of the matter is that the RAIC was a
public relations exercise established by the pre-
vious Government. I think it is now appropri ate
for the Government to consider whether it should
continue. If the Government finds that the council
has no usefulness, the funds that have been appro-
priated should be redirected to the Department of
Agriculture. The research officers should be sent
to the department and the total amount of money
allocated should be reappropriated to that depart-
ment. The ministerial adviser who has already

been appointed should be retained in the
Treasurer's office. That is the point I am making.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at

a later. stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Tonkin (Leader of the House).

FIRES: BUSIIFIRES
Select Committee: Report

MR BATEMAN (Canning) [5.05 p.m.]: I
present the final report of the Select Committee of
the House and request permission to table the
,copies of the committee minutes, submissions
made to the committee, transcript of evidence, and
relevant documents. I move-

That the report be printed.
With your indulgence, Mr Speaker, I would like to
take this opportunity to place on record my grati-
tude to all those involved in this inquiry.

Firstly, I would like to thank the other members
of the Select Committee: Mrs Yvonne Henderson,
member for Gosnells; Mr George Spriggs, mem-
ber for Darling Range; Hon. Ian Thompson, mem-
ber for Kalamunda; and, Mr Gavan Troy, member
for Mundaring. We all worked together happily
and harmoniously without any political bias what-
soever.

As members will be aware, Ian Thompson, the
original mover of this Select Committee, recently
underwent heart surgery. Prior to this his involve-
ment with the committee was strong and it was of
great regret to us all that he could not participate
in the final drafting of the report. We wish him a
very speedy recovery.

My special thanks and that of the committee go
to-

The clerk to the committee, Miss Cynthia
Pick , for her untiring efforts to arrange
itineraries, inspections and interviews. Thank
you, Mr Speaker, for allowing your private
secretary to be our clerk.

Miss Claire Loughnan, research officer,
who joined us late in March. The standard of
her research work has been no less than excel-
lent.

Mr Robin Nussey, additional research
officer, who joined us in mid-October to assist
in co-ordinating this final report.

The Hansard reporters and typists who so
ably assisted us in taking and transcribing
evidence.

Although mention has been made of this in the
report, I would again like to thank all fire control
officers who assisted the committee on their visits
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to the Swan region, the south-west, South
Australia, and Victoria.

Last, but by no means least, I must make full
acknowledgment of the invaluable and untiring
efforts of the volunteer firefighting forces, without
whose selfless dedication the lives of all Western
Australians would be at far greater risk.

Members: Hear, hear!
Question put and passed.
The report was tabled (see papers Nos. 292, 293

and 294).

SECONDARY EDUCATION AUTHORITY
BILL

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-

cation) [5.08 pi.m.]: [ move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Members will be aware of two reports on edu-
cation in Western Australia which were released
earlier this year. The first was the report of the
committee of inquiry into education in Western
Australia, under the chairmanship of Mr Kim
Beazlcy, which was released in March. The second
was the report of the ministerial working party on
school certification and tertiary admissions pro-
cedures which was chaired by Professor Barry
McGaw of Murdoch University. I indicate the
Government's strong sense of gratitude to both
these gentlemen for the work they carried out and
the excellence with which they did so.

The Government has indicated its general ac-
ceptance of the recommendations contained in
these two reports. In a public statement made on
13 July, five themes arising from the
recommendations were identified as objectives of
Government policy, as follows-

(1) provision of equality of educational op-
portunity to children across the whole
range of needs and abilities;

(2) the need to attune the offerings of
schools to the needs of individuals and
the community in changing social and
economic circumstances;

(3)
(4)

the pursuit of excellence;
the need for all individuals to master lit-
eracy and number skills; and

(5) the promotion of schools as centres of
care where children can be helped to
overcome social and other disadvantages
and to develop attitudes of self-worth
and community responsibility.

It was indicated that the Government would use
the Beazley and McGaw reports as charters for

essential reforms in education. Commencing in
1985 a programme based on the recommendations
of the reports will be introduced and the changes
will take place over several years. The Beazley
report, in particular, was based on an unpre-
cedented level of consultation. There were more
than I 700 written submissions and some
hundreds of people made their views known to the
committee at public meetings or as witnesses be-
fore the committee. The Government is confident
that the introduction of the reforms recommended
in the two reports will lead to a closer match
between educational needs and educational pro-
visions. The changes will affect Government
schools and non-Government schools alike.

The Secondary Education Authority Bill 1984
is intended to put into practice some changes in
administrative arrangements which are
recommended in chapter 6 of the McGaw report.
The report made reference to various short-
comings in the present arrangements for school
certification and tertiary admissions. It was
indicated that the present system of divided
responsibilities between the Board of Secondary
Education and the Tertiary Institutions Service
Centre would have been a recipe for disaster, but
for the effective administrative co-operation which
has occurred between the two bodies.

In summary the Bill provides for the establish-
ment of a single body, the Secondary Education
Authority, to assume responsibility for the assess-
ment of secondary school student performance
and the issuing of certificates. At the present time
the Tertiary Institutions Service Centre conducts
the public examinations system and makes the
results available to tertiary institutions and to the
Board of Secondary Education. The board of sec-
ondary education combines the results of examin-
ations and of school assessments to arrive at
grades in subjects which are recorded on the year
12 certificate, the Certificate of Secondary Edu-
cation.

The Secondary Education Authority Bill pro-
vides for the transfer of the public examining
function from the Tertiary Institutions Service
Centre to the new Secondary Education Auth-
ority. The Tertiary Institutions Service Centre will
remain in existence, though reduced in scale, in
order to perform certain limited functions on be-
half of tertiary institutions-principally to co-
ordinate the offering of tertiary education places
on the basis of data to be supplied by the
Secondary Education Authority. The Board of
Secondary Education will be abolished and its
functions absorbed into the Secondary Education
Authority.
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The Bill also provides for the establishment of a
standing committee entitled the tertiary entrance
subject committee which will determine, subject to
the approval of the authority, the subjects to be
assessed for tertiary entrance purposes, the
syllabuses for those subjects, the methods of as-
sessment, and the procedures for achieving
comparability or assessment in those subjects.

The Secondary Education Authority will have
the following broad purposes-

To co-operate with the secondary edu-
cation sector in providing leadership and di-
rection in defining programmes of secondary
education which meet the needs of individual
students and the community;

to encourage the development of accept-
able levels of literacy and numeracy, of ad-
equate lire-skills, and in general the pursuit of
excellence;

to provide for the certification of student
performance in approved and registered
courses of study; and

to provide information to tertiary insti-
tutions on the performance of students
seeking entry to tertiary courses.

It is proposed that the authority shall consist of 28
members, being two ex officio members and 26
members appointed by the Minister.

The cx officio members shall be the director
general and the director of the authority. The
members appointed by the Minister shall in-
dlude-

Eight persons representing Government
secondary education, of whom four shall be
nominated by the director general and four
shall be nominated by the Teachers' Union;

four persons representing non-Government
secondary education, of whom one shall be
the Director of Catholic Education or a per-
son nominated by him; two shall be
nominated by the Association of Independent
Schools of Western Australia, and one shall
be nominated by the Independent Schools
Salaried Officers Association of Western
Australia;

eight persons representing post secondary
education, of whom two shall be nominated
by the Senate of Murdoch University; two
shall be nominated by the Senate of the Uni-
versity of Western Australia; two shall be
nominated by the Council of the Western
Australian College of Advanced Education;
and two shall be nominated by the Council of
the Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology;

two persons representing technical colleges
or schools, of whom one shall be nominated
by the Director of Technical and Further
Education and one shall be nominated by the
Teachers' Union; and

four persons who shall be representative of
the community.

The director general shall be chairman of the
authority.

The tertiary entrance subject committee of the
authority is planned to have equal representation
of secondary and tertiary education interests. The
committee will be chaired in rotation by the rep-
resentative of one of the four tertiary education
institutions. It is expected that the committee will
provide a forum for consultation and collaboration
between secondary and tertiary education insti-
tut ions.

The Secondary Education Authority Bill is the
result of a consultative process within an interim
planning committee which has been meeting for
several months. The interim planning committee
had representation from the Education Depart-
ment, the State School Teachers' Union, the Cath-
olic Education Commission, the Association of In-
dependent Schools, the University of Western
Australia, Murdoch University, the Western
Australian Institute of Technology, and the West-
ern Australian College of Advanced Education.
There was also a representative of the general
community. The Bill is the best achievable
compromise between the interests of the various
groups involved. It will provide a framework
within which the essential reforms may be
introduced, especially reforms in the upper part of
the secondary education.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarko.

IQuestions taken.]

Siuing suspended From 6.00 to 7,15 p.m.

CONSERVATION AND LAND

MANAGEMENT HILL

Council's Message

Message from the Council received and read
notifying that it had referred the Bill, to a Select
Committee of three members, and requesting the
Assembly to appoint a Select Committee with the
same number of members, with power to confer
with the committee of the Legislative Council.
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ACTS AMENDMENT (LOCAL GOVERNMENT
ELECTORAL PROVISIONS) BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council without amend-

ment.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in the
Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer) in charge of
the Bill.

Division 4:- Department of Premier and Cahinet,
$7 551 000-

Progress was reported after Division 4 had been
partly considered.

Mir RUSHTON: I want to ask the Treasurer
some questions relating to staff numbers. Last
year we had something like 166 staff, and this
year it is 178. It is hard to get a true comparison
because they are under different headings. Under
"Executive", this year the number is six; last year
it was 11. Then we have "Cabinet Secretariat",
which has 13 this year, but three last year.
"Administration" has 54 this year as against 45
last year. "Staff, Minister's Office", IS this year
and nine last year. "Government Media Office",
22 this year and eight last year."lnter-Govern-
ment Relations", four this year, none last year.
That might have come from somewhere else.
"Ministerial", 12 this year, none last year; those
are made ministerial advisers and other minis-
terial officers. "Leader of the Opposition", I make
it eight last year and eight this year. "Rural and
Allied Industries Council", four and four;
"Government Motor Car Service", 20 and 16; and
for "Women's Interests Unit", between this year
and last year there is a difference of something
like 66. That totals 178 this year as against 112
last year. There could be some variations.

I would like the Treasurer to give us an expla-
nation for those variations. I reflect on the answer
he gave me when I was trying to observe the
progress the Government is making with its policy
of 50 per cent replacement of public servants as
they resign. I know lately there has been some
conflict between him and another Minister stating
the policy was not in place any longer. I think the
Treasurer has confirmed this. I-I might like to
give his answer to that.

We have sought information about numbers in
Government departments. When we have
attempted to ascertain how many ministerial ad-
visers there are, we have not been able to get a
positive answer.

That is not good enough when we have this so-
called open Government, and we should be
entitled to receive information we request of the
Government in Parliament. This is the only oppor-
tunity members of the Opposition have to obtain
information. One answer I received related to a
letter written to the Leader of the Opposition last
September, a paragraph of which reads as fol-
lows-

I am sure you will agree that no other
persons or organization employed by Govern-
ment or private enterprise have been subject
to such close public scrutiny. I am concerned
that information supplied in the past has been
used as the basis for personal attacks on min-
isterial appointees, and that provision of
further information will only be used as an
excuse for further such attacks.

I raise the point with the Treasurer that that is not
a good enough reason for not supplying the infor-
mation.

Mr Hassell: He made the list available to the
media.

Mr RUSHTON: As far as I am concerned, the
information should have been on that list.

Mr Hassell: The list he would not give to Parlia-
ment, he gave to the media.

Mr RUSH-TON: This is the time that we should
ask the Treasurer to provide information.

Mr Williams: His First responsibility is to Par-
liament.

Mr RUSHTON: The member for Clontarf is
quite right. Parliament is entitled to that infor-
mation. I remember a detailed reply I received
which contained a proviso to the effect,
"Telephone my office so that we can tell you how
to equate this information" or "Do not use this
information. You might get a wrong interpret-
ation."

We should be able to obtain clear information
which allows us to assess the progress of the
Government in this area. Tonight we have the
opportunity to raise this matter under Division 4.
We should be able to obtain the information from
the Treasurer, and he should be in a position to
give us a fair and accurate comparison of the
figures 1 have extracted. As I say, a total of 178
people are employed under the various sections of
Division 4. Last year the figure was 112. That is a
difference of 66, which is a horrendous number if
one looks at it without taking into consideration
the fact that some interchange between different
areas would have occurred last year. The
Treasurer will be able to bring those figures closer
together.
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I would like the Treasurer to give us an under-
taking that, when we ask for an accurate list of the
advisers who are appointed and employed by the
Government, we obtain it quickly and accurately.
A true comparison should be made between last
year and this year so that we can observe the
progress of the Government in this area.

Mr COURT: I thought it was quite amazing
before the tea suspension when the Treasurer
started ranting and raving about members asking
for different information such as that relating to
the matter raised by the member for Floreat, bear-
ing in mind that, in his own department, there has
been an amazing increase in expenditure. The
Treasurer tried to shrug it off by saying that the
Department of Premier and Cabinet had been
reorganised. The simple fact of the matter is that
it has become a very extravagant department. I
have mentioned this in previous debates, but it
tends to be shrugged off. Here we have a depart-
ment spending millions of dollars more this year
than last year and the Treasurer has the nerve to
criticise a member who complained that a simple
request made during this debate last year had not
been answered.

I recall being in the Chamber at the time and
the Treasurer was quite cordial. He said he would
look into that problem. However, when the matter
is raised a year later, the Treasurer takes advan-
tage of it to attack not only the member but also
other members of Parliament. At the same time he
says that the conditions of the staff of Parliament
House are suitable.

Mr Hassell: It sounds to me as though he has
been having trouble with his backbench.

Mr COURT: Yes, the Leader of the Opposition
could be quite right.

Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: We do not hear a great deal from
them.

The Opposition has been meticulous in not
asking for extravagant facilities and equipment.
While we have been prepared to work under the
conditions which prevailed in the past, this
Treasurer has seen fit to completely revamp his
department. No matter what the Treasurer says,
the people in the community see him spending a
great deal of money in his department. They see
him with his new offices and all the other lurks
and perks he has built up around him, including
his personal assistants who seem to travelI to other
parts of the world with him.

Mr Hodge interjected.

Mr COURT: What a ridiculous thing to say.
Members can go back through the estimates for

the Department of Premier and Cabinet over the
last 12 years, examine the expenditure during that
period, and compare it with what the Treasurer is
spending now at a time when the Government is
asking the rest of the community to tighten their
belts.

Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! It would be a little
more interesting if we could hear the member for
Nedlands.

Mr COURT; Besides the extravagant expendi-
ture by the Treasurer, he has surrounded himself
with staff, the numbers Of Whom Seem to increase
dramatically each year. We have seen the appoint-
ment of a number of advisers and I am sure the
Treasurer would like to get rid of that issue, but
since the Government has come to office, the com-
munity has been very concerned about what is
taking place in respect of these advisers. My ex-
perience in dealing with one of the Treasurer's
advisers, Mr Butler, who advises on industrial re-
lations, is that it is a rather chaotic setup.

I do not think there can be any communication
between the Treasurer's adviser on industrial re-
lations and the Minister for Industrial Relations
himself. They seem to be at cross purposes. They
do not seem to be informing each other of what
they are doing and, as far as I am concerned,
experience in the way his advisers-

Mr Hassell: The Government has not got much
to talk about when it talks about what they are
doing because they are doing nothing.

Mr Clarko: How about mentioning the $1.5
million spent to refurbish the Superannuation
Building? The day the Government stopped
spending the $1.5 million it moved out.

Mr Wilson: Don't you think he can make a
speech unaided?

Mr COURT: We hear the Treasurer arguing
about a photocopier when he has gone to great
extravagance with his office and the leasing ar-
rangements he has made for some of his new office
space which will become a big burden-

Mr Old: Very cheap.

Mr COURT: -two or three years down the
line. One of those "You beaut" deals was entered
into where one gets it for nothing and a few years
down the line one has to pay a pretty heavy price.
The point I would like to make is that no matter
how the Treasurer tries to disguise the increases in
expenditure in his department, the public know
what he has spent. They know that he has been
extravagant. Whenever the person at the top tends
to be the big spender and have extravagances it

3831



3832 [ASSEMBLYI

tends to flow through any organisation. In the text
books it is called organisational slack.

Mr Old: The Government has plenty of that.
Mr COURT: The Treasurer should be setting

an example. What a nerve he has to question
something to do with an air-conditioner. He says,
"What about the thousands of people who are out
of work?" when his own department-

Mr MacKinnon: Like a bishop!
Mr COURT: -has spent so much extra this

year. He knows what his own allowances are like.
Apparently he has no control over them, but if he
were so concerned about helping the community
he would be doing something to set an example in
tightening their belts. How can he expect the busi-
ness community to control price increases and to
keep their expenses under control when the
example being set by the Treasurer of this State is
quite deplorable? I think the Treasurer must be
very comfortable and smug with the amount of
money it takes for him to run his operations, but
before he starts accusing us of being extrava-
gant-we, an Opposition which has gone to great
lengths to make sure that we have not made extra
demands upon the taxpayers of this State-he
should set an example himself and control expen-
diture in his own department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will try to answer all of
the points which were raised. Firstly, I do not
think that Opposition members fully realise or pay
tribute to the restructuring that has occurred
within the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Mr Old: You were the great critic when we
were in power.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand the Cabinet
secretariat has the full support of the Leader of
the Opposition and that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is on public record as having said that the
Cabinet secretariat was an excellent idea. That is
something that I presume-

Mr Hassell: I support the restructuring of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am dealing with them
one by one. The Cabinet secretariat, I understand,
which comprises part of the expansion to which
people are objecting, is something which met with
the approval of the Leader of the Opposition. It
certainly makes Cabinet run much more easily.
We have instituted, for example, a 10-day rule
that requires Ministers to submit their Cabinet
minutes 10 days prior to a Cabinet meeting.

Mr Old: It would be very expensive per minute
the way you are going.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It makes for the much
easier running of Cabinet.

Mr Old: l am pleased for you in that case.
Mr Blaikie: It is a pity you don't reply to your

correspondence on the same level.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Ih also makes for more

enlightened decisions.
Mr Hassell: There is no evidence of that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would have thought

there was evidence of it. Perhaps if the decisions
are not enlightened now they will become more
enlightened.

Mr Clarko: That is a good point. I accept that
point.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My understanding is that
the Leader of the Opposition acknowledged the
desirability of having a Cabinet secretariat. The
policy secretariat is another new addition to the
Department of Premier and Cabinet. As its name
implies, it is a policy secretariat, a complement of
people engaged in the development of policies in
different areas-specialists and normal people
seconded from different Government departments.
The policy secretariat is within the Department of
Premier and Cabinet and is a new addition to that
department.

Mr MacKinnon: Exactly what workload does
the policy secretariat handle? Thirteen people are
employed at the GMO. It must be pretty busy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One member of the pol-
icy secretariat is Colin Mann who was seconded
from the PIA to work with the Government. He
has recently been involved in the task force inquir-
ing into the potato industry. He also assisted with
putting together the package of assistance for the
tuna fishing industry.

Mr Old: The inquiry into the potato industry
was the inquiry into the inquiry that inquired into
the inquiry. We are on the third one now. Don't
tell me that that is efficient. For goodness sake,
surely Cabinet can look at a report and make a
decision.

Mr Hodge: You have got to make the right one
though.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, it can.
Mr Old: It didn't.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It thought it

back and consult the producers
objecting to the report.

better to go
who were

Mr Old; Now you are back to where you started
on the McKenzie report.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Not really because on all
of the other points except for one or two concern-
ing the saleability of quotas and other matters,
there was general agreement. We did not want to
implement the report without reaching some sort
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of agreement on those two outstanding issues. Mr
Mann handled that matter.

Mr Old: Jolly good, good luck to him.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He seems to be a very
capable person.

Mr Old: I don't know, but you are really back to
where you stood on the original report. You have
come back to the basis of the original report. If
Cabinet couldn't have sorted out those couple of
smallI things, I just shudder.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All right. That is a criti-
cism, I suppose, of the Government but not of the
policy secretariat. I am trying to explain to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition the sort of work
that is done in the policy secretariat.

Mr Old: I am sorry I butted in. I apologise.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: As far as the Govern-

ment Media Office is concerned it may interest
members to know that we have fewer Press
secretaries than had the previous Government.

Mr Clarko: You have more than made up for it
in everything else you are doing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is a fact, but we
have put them into the GMO rather than in the
Minister's office.

Mr Clarko: What about Mr Farrell's $35 000 a
year minimum? Isn't that an offsetting thing
against Press secretaries?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If members say Mr
Farrell is like Mr W. W. Mitchell-

Mr Clarko: No, W. W. Mitchell got a $17 000
raise for the year rather than his own office, and
now you have this bloke getting $35 000.

Mr Court: You replaced W. W. Mitchell with
100 people.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not my under-
standing. I do not know where the member got the
figure of 100 from, but he usually says things
which are wildly inaccurate. However, if he can
produce the names of 100 people acting in Mr W.
W. Mitchell's role, I will respond to the matter.
Where are the 100 people?

Mr Court: One person against all the advisers
you have listed.

Mr Clarko: It was $17 000 gross.
Mr Watt: The figure of 100 was meant to be a

figure of speech.

Mr Court: It may have been 90.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What the member is say-
ing is that any tourism or Forests Department
people working there are doing Mr W. W.
Mitchell's job.

Mr Court: I am saying that for years you
criticised one person and then you went and put on
a whole team of advisers to do that sort of work.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My understanding was
that Mr W. W. Mitchell was not an adviser.

Mr Court: You know the facts.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member is a touch
inaccurate, but I will not worry too much about
him.

Mr Rushton: There were 14 extra persons this
year.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government Media
Office has fewer Press secretaries than the pre-
vious Government had -and I do not see that there
should be any objection to that. I would think that
is something that everybody would have been
pleased about.

Mr Rushton: Yes, but on those figures there
cannot be fewer than previously because you have
stated 14.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that 16
were from the previous Government.

Mr Rushton: There were a number of shares.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There were 16 under the

previous Government-that is my infor-
mation-and there are 14 now. I do not know.
One has left and I understand we are advertising
for another one. One has taken a job, I under-
stand, in the Police Department. I understand
there are fewer Press secretaries under this
Government than the previous Government had.
Talking about interGovernment relations, the
member for Dale said no people were there pre-
viously.

The Opposition does not understand that it was
previously located in the Attorney General's De-
partment.

Mr Rushton interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: One cannot do a true

compa riso n by sayi ng thecre was nobody in t ha t job
previously, because they were in the Attorney
General's Department.

Mr Rushton interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member says the

difference is 66. It is very hard to see the logic in
some comparisons members try to draw because
there are those differencs-that is, Press
secretaries, not in Ministers' offices, but in the
media office.

Mr Clarko: Under the O'Connor Government
we had just less than one per Minister.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think it was 16
altogether.
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Mr Clarko: There were a couple in the
Premier's office.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think we have one or
two fewer than the total that the Opposition had
when in Government.

Mr Clarko: But you are spending much more by
including people like Farrell.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that is true.
I will get on to that in a moment.

The CHAIRMAN: There are an enormous, in-
ordinate, number of interjections. Members will
remember that the Treasurer listened without
comment and without interjection to their
speeches. There will be a further opportunity for
members to raise matters such as these when we
get to the items. I will give members every oppor-
tunity then. The Treasurer should be given an
opportunity to make his speech relatively free of
these incessant interjections.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: By way of illumination
for members, I will refer to one of the items:
Under "Services and Contracts"-members do
not really understand what these things in-
volve-there is an amount of $333 000. The impli-
cation was that this is some extravagant expendi-
ture. Of that, $250 000 is for services provided to
the departments by the land information systems
support centre on the Government property
register.

Mr Old: What does all that mean?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is all information
provided by another Government department to
the accommodation area of my own department.

Mr MacKinnon: Do you mean the accommo-
dation section? What information is it providing
for $250 000?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is providing all sorts of
information. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
may like to know what the land information
Systems support centre does. It is one of the most
highly sophisticated sections of government. It is
in the process of providing programming and other
software to other departments. In respect of my
own department it provides the Public Service
Board, the Department of Premier and Cabinet,
and all the associated departments with all the
information we require from time to time about
Government properties-i nformation as to where
they are located, the sites and types of facilities.
That is $250 000 of the total of $600 000. So, it is
very easy to make a mistake. Having said that the
Department of Premier and Cabinet is expanding
its role, it is also true to say that within that
expanded role many of the items referred to are

very easily understood by reference to the details
such as those 1 have just quoted.

The last thing I wish to comment on is that in
transferring offices from the previous office that
was established by Sir Charles Court to the
present office established and occupied by the
Treasurer, members may be interested to know
that the Treasurer's present office is not half as
lavish as was the previous Treasurer's office.

Mr Clarko: Why did you do it up?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not do it up at all; it

stayed as it was.
Mr Clarko: The Superannuation Building had

$1.5 million spent on it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Certainly not in the De-

partment of Premier and Cabinet. There were no
changes made whatsoever. In fact, the office occu-
pied by Sir Charles Court was a Taj Mahal
compared with the one that I am in now. It had
white, very thick carpet.

Mr Old: You can hardly say it was like the Taj
Mahal.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Compared with what I
have got now it was.

Mr MacKinn on: I reckon my colleague, the
member for Narrogin, had the best office.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was just going to touch
on that. People keep asking the cost of accommo-
dation. The most expensive accommodation that
has ever been rented by the Government was
rented by the Opposition when it was in Govern-
ment. That accommodation was in Allendale
Square.

Mr Bryce: Mine is the most humble.
Mr MacKinnon: Is that dearer than your 17

floors?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes. Certainly it is only a

quarter of a floor.
Mr Peter Jones: I inherited that from the pre-

vious Minister. 1 recommended that it be vacated
and told the Public Service Board so.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I ams not making a major
point of it. I am simply saying that it is a case of
the pot calling the kettle black. The offices I
occupy are about $70 a square metre cheaper than
the ones the Opposition occupied.

Mr Peter Jones: Is that money for value?
Mr Clarko: You didn't get rid of any stuff?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I think a lease the

Opposition entered into prevented us from doing
so.

A member interjected.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Nothing was spent on the
Department of Premier and Cabinet in the
Superannuation Building at all.

Mr Clarko: Wasn't $1.5 million spent on that
building in total?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, the Deputy
Premier's office was refurbished, but he is still
there. I am trying to explain the situation to the
Opposition as directly as I can. One cannot escape
the fact that the most expensive office space
rented by Government in the history of this State
to my knowledge is the space rented by the Oppo-
sition when in Government.

Mr Clarko: What is the total rental bill now
compared with what it was? It must be greater.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know. With our
record for efficiency I think that probably-

Mr Old: Inefficiency!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -we have reduced the
area.

The member for Nedlands talked about setting
some example. When we reduced parliamen-
tarians' salaries by 10 per cent he was one of the
loudest squealers.

Mr Court: I did not say that. How about telling
the truth?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition opposed
it-

Mr Court: I did not say one thing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Did the member support
the 10 per cent reduction?

Mr Court: You imposed a 10 per cent reduction
and I accepted it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am sorry. Well, take
exception to it! I understand the Opposition was
strongly opposed to the reduction in salary.

Mr Clarko: They certainly were in the Civil
Service.

Mr Old: Did you accept your increased expense
allowance?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes. I accepted the I5
per cent reduction in salary too. The member ac-
cepted a decrease after be accepted an in-
crease-$2 500 tax-free; not bad.

Mr Old: Some of your union people should be
reminded of that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition can ar-
gue back and forth all day-

Mr Old: You are accusing the member for
Nedlands of having squealed, which he didn't do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My understanding was
that the Opposition was strongly opposed to it.

Mr Clarko: I don't think you could find one
member of the Opposition in this Chamber who
opposed the 10 per cent cut for members of Parlia-
ment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know two who came to
me and opposed it.

Mr Old: Who did it in the House?
Mr Clarko: We do not know about what hap-

pens privately.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can recall, without ref-

erence to the debates, people opposing it and say-
ing it was a gimmick and purely political.

Mr Clarko: We were not talking about the MPs'
part of it,' it was the public servants.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In any case, the point I
am trying to make is that I thought it set some-
thing of an example of the type the member for
Nedlands was talking about.

Mr Old: So did your increase in allowances.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That increase in allow-
ances was announced by the tribunal.

Mr Old: Terribly necessary!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not say it was

necessary. I think I am well paid. I do not think I
have ever put in an application for an adjustment
on my salary or allowances.

Mr Old: You did not mind accepting it.
Mr Watt: The member for Perth would not say

that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: As the secretary of the

Parliamentary Labor Party, he would put in with
the member's secretary. I do not recall making a
submission myself at all.

Mr Rushton interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know that one

has the opportunity.

Mr Rushton: They refer it to you as a matter of
courtesy. You would have known about it and in
setting an example you would have said you would
not take it, and it would not have been announced.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It may surprise the mem-
ber that the question of my allowance was not
referred to me on that occasion when the chair-
man called past.

Mr Old: He got a tremendous shock when he
found out.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is all very well for

different members to say different things at differ-
ent times, but touching briefly on some of the
major issues, a restructuring of the department is
taking place as a result of the new functions it will
perform. Some have the full support of the Oppa-
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sition for which we are grateful. People can talk
about the cost of the new offices for the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet, but that space is
rented at substantially less cost than space pre-
viously rented by the former Government. As far
as the nature of the fittings is concerned, they are
less luxurious than in the office from which I
shifted. Anyone who inspects the two offices will
observe that, but that is open to argument anyway.
As far as people in this place wanting to expand
Parliament House are concerned, the cheapest ex-
tension I know of in the pipeline is about S13
million. We are not going to spend that sort of
money, and that is that. One of the reasons that
sort of money is necessary is that members op-
posite kept adding extra members of Parliament.

Mr Old: We do not have the power to do it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, in the past.

Mr Old: Who asked you to spend $13 million on
Parliament House?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the plans were
passed on from our predecessors, but I am not
sure.

Mr Old: I am quite sure they were not. I am
asking you to answer the question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure whether
the approach came from the Joint House Com-
mittee, but it was certainly not from the Govern-
ment, and the Public Works Department was re-
sponsible for doing drawings that I think orig-
inally would have resulted in construction costing
more than $13 million.

Mr Old: I think you have been very lax in refer-
ring to "you people". These people would not
know anything about it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the plans were in
existence for many years.

Mr Old: I can assure you they Were not.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know.

Mr Old: You had better find out.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will find out. Why is the
member shouting?

Mr Old: You are accusing people here of
putting plans to you, and you are the great white
knight.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying I am a
great white knight. I understand there was a plan
to close off Harvest Terrace and to construct a
building adjacent to Parliament House. I think
that has a history of several years.

Mr Old: You have obviously seen a different set
of plans.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the plans we were
advised were in existence involved an expenditure
of about $13 million.

Mr Old: I suggest you talk with the Speaker
and the President and Find out exactly what the
position is.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Good. In any case, Par-
liament House will not be extended in this Budget
or the next.

Mr Old: I couldn't care less.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I agree. I do not think it

is something we should care about; there are more
pressing things.

Mr MacKinnon: I care about Hansard staff sit-
ting in the corridor in a building we should be
proud of.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I understand the
Treasurer's desire to answer the interjections but
inquiries in relation to Parliament House should
have been made in respect of Division 2.

Mr Old: He started them off.
The CHAIRMAN: We are now on Division 4

and we should not be discussing anything to do
with Parliament House.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Thank you, Mr Chair-
man. As I have tried to explain, there has been a
change in the structure of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet. We think it is working well,
but the Opposition obviously does not think so. In
each of the areas to which the Opposition has
referred we are confident the people we have
working with us are well qualified to hold down
the positions they occupy, and as far as the expen-
diture on the department is concerned, we think it
is rational and intelligent and we certainly do not
intend to do away with things like the Cabinet
secretariat or the policy secretariat or the
intergovernmental relations office. We think the
system of ministerial advisers, all of whom are
within my department but are not located there, is
working well for the State. It may suprise the
Opposition to learn that we have had many good
comments from people who believe the system of
advisers is long overdue.

Mr MacKinnon: It is funny that we have had
many people say the opposite.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose to some degree
people tell one what one wants to hear, and that
applies to the Opposition as it does to the Govern-
ment. We have had some excellent reports from
different people about the work of different ad-
visers. Members opposite must realise these people
will be terminated in terms of their work contracts
if and when the Government is defeated.

Mr Old: I can assure you that would be right.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE:. I do not know that the
Opposition would sack Ray Young, would it?

Mr Old: I do not know.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member said he was
sure that was right.

Mr Clarko: Have you put him on as an adviser?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, he is one of these

people.
Mr Clarko: If you went down we would not

mind if Ray Young went down and had to look for
some other source of employment. I am sure he
could do it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member's Govern-
ment would not sack him on account of his politi-
cal partisanship or something like that.

Mr Clarko: He is not an adviser, is he?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, but he is included

among the people here.
Mr Clarko: He is a qualified person giving you

the benefit of his knowledge about a subject. What
about Bill Thomas, what does he know about plan-
ning?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is not an adviser to
the Minister for Planning.

Mr Clarko: He was attached to your planning
man because I went to see the Minister one day
and he came in and met [us.

Mr Old: Advised him.

Mr Clarko: No, he did not, fortunately.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is a wide range of

people, and in my own area people like Brett
Goodridge and the late Syd Donovan and Lisa
Newby, who is the Director of the Women's
Interest Unit, are well qualified, and we think they
are doing a fine job. The Opposition may have lots
of complaints about them, but I do not.

Mr Clarko: We are talking about the Budget,
not people, and the amount of money being spent.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thought the member for
Dale was asking for details.

Mr Rushiton:. You have shifted some into the
Public Service.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Dr Michael Wood
went into the Department of Local Government,
and he has been apparently very well received by
all the councils.

Mr Rushton: It is a matter of principle. He has
written your policy and he is politically commit-
ted. He was an adviser and then he went into the
Public Service.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He was never employed
as an adviser.

Mr Bryce: And he did not write our policy.

Mr Rushton: Of course he did.

Mr Peter Jones: You mentioned complaints
received. Can I refer to a legitimate complaint
which I have received which concerns the degree
of confidentiality people who spoke with the
Government may have had previously with mem-
bers of the Public Service. They perhaps wonder
whether the same degree of confidentiality pre-
vails.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will stand corrected,
but this matter was raised some time ago, and I
understand all the people involved are obliged to
sign a similar contract or obligation in respect of
confidentiality as do public servants. There should
be no rear on that score.

Mr Peter Jones: You asked for legitimate com-
plaints and I am conveying the ones about which I
have some knowledge.

Mr Old: We have seen some confidential docu-
ments flashed around this place.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Not from the advisers.

Mr Old: The advisers do not accept
confidentiality like you do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They do not have the
same role as public servants.

Mr Peter Jones: They were current matters
raised, with a degree of confidentiality being held.
I will take them up with the Minister concerned.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We do not want any
breach of confidentiality, and the Deputy Premier
confirms that every adviser has to sign a document
about confidentiality. They are open to the same
disciplinary procedures; that is, dismissal. I am not
sure about the structures of discipline through the
Public Service Board, but dismissal is an option.

1 know it is probably difficult for the Opposition
to come to grips with the Department of Premier
and Cabinet. Unlike the previous Government
under Sir Charles Court, I do not have a Depart-
ment of Industrial Development to support me and
I do not have access to the staff as the previous
Government members did.

Mr Old: How did Sir Charles Court have that
access?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thought he was Minis-
ter for Resources Development.

Mr Old: No, he was not.

Mr Peter Jones: It was established in 1 980 and I
had the portfolio.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Was he Minister co-
ordi nating-
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Mr Peter Jones: We did not provide SI, but we
did have one officer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As the Minister co-
ordinating that department perhaps he had access
to the staff.

All I can say is that in each of the areas for
which I am responsible-Forests, Tourism,
Women's Interests and as Minister co-ordinating
Economic and Social Development-

Mr Old: "Person's" interests; you cannot have
''women's" interests.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Katanning-Roe voted for the legislation.

Mr Old: I did not vote against it.
Mr Clarko: Equal opportunity was not about

nomenclature.
Mr Old: As the Whip said, what do you call a

manhole?
Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In each of these areas,

when it is all boiled down, the legitimate argument
is that the Department of Premier and Cabinet
should not have a policy secretariat and the
ministerial Press secretariat should be in the Min-
ister's office and not in the Media Office. Once we
have heard those explanations to the problems to
which the Opposition refers, the arguments seem
to slip away.

Another argument is the hoary old chestnut,
about advisers. The member for Nedlands
indicated that advisers have caused a massive
problem for the Government. If it is the only prob-
lem we have during our term in office, we do not
have any worries at all. The Opposition may have
a different view, but it is not our view that there is
a massive objection on the part of the public to
advisers.

I understand there are about 35 ministerial ad-
visers, or perhaps one or two fewer, and we do not
think the public see them as being a massive waste
of taxpayers' funds.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr MacKINNON: I want to raise a couple of

questions under this item about matters which the
Treasurer mentioned, but for which he did not
provide an appropriate answer.

In relation to the policy secretariat the
Treasurer indicated, when I asked him by way of
interjection what sort of work these people did,
that one of them was seconded from the PIA. I
would like the Treasurer to advise the Chamber
what work the policy secretariat does.

The Treasurer said that the Department of
Premier and Cabinet is working well for the
Government. The Opposition can hive no know-
ledge of the way it is working, unless it knows who
are involved in that department and what work
they do. There are 13 people involved and we
know what only one of those people does and we
would appreciate a further explanation.

In 1983-84 the expenditure on this item was
$193 000 and in 1984-85 it is $380 000. In other
words, the amount of money committed to the
policy secretariat has doubled. Are the salaries
doubling? I want to know the reason for the rapid
increase in the staff salaries. Whatever the
Treasurer tries to explain about the reorganisation
of his department and how it is more efficient, the
plain cold facts of the matter are that in 1983-84
the vote for that department was $4.6 million and
this year it is $7.6 million-a $3 million increase
to achieve what we are led to believe is much
greater efficiency. Without the relevant infor-
mation the Opposition is not in a position to know
the facts.

The second area on which I would appreciate a
further explanation is one that the Treasurer must
understand the Opposition is interested in; that is,
the Government Media Office. I take the
Treasurer at his word that there are fewer Press
secretaries now than when we were in Govern-
ment. If that is the case, who are the 22 Govern-
ment Media Office staff and why are their salaries
increasing from $213 000 to $385 000? Where do
these people work and what services do they pro-
vide?

From what section of this Budget does Darcy
Farrell's salary come? Does it come from this area
or from the Government contract area?

The Treasurer did not answer the question
about ministerial advisers. He may recall I raised
the question previously. I refer to answers given by
the Treasurer and to the list naming the 35 ad-
visers. I advised the Treasurer that Ray Young's
name did not appear on the list and neither did
Lisa Newby's name. The Treasurer indicated that
although they are not attached to the Department
of Premier and Cabinet, all the ministerial ad-
visers are included in this section for the purpose
of the Budget. However, reference is made to only
12 ministerial advisers and there are supposed to
be 35.

Again I go back to a point I made earlier. Obvi-
ously there is a vacant position and I am sure that
not all those people included in the list are minis-
terial advisers. As I have outlined to the Chamber
these are questions about which we, as members of
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Parliament, and the public of Western Australia
are entitled to have more information.

One other point that concerns me about the
advisers-it probably does not cause the Govern-
ment any concern-is that if one looks down the
list one sees two Government advisers are
endorsed Labor candidates for the next election. It
does not seem to be fair play that those people will
be on the Government payroll for 15 months, if
the Government sees out its full term, at the ex-
pense of the taxpayers.

Mr Bryce: You fellows have a very unhealthy
attitude to political parliamentary democracy in
this community. You have the same approach to
electorate office secretaries. I had the greatest
pleasure of my life reversing the ridiculous restric-
tion on an electorate office secretary if that person
happened to be an endorsed candidate.

Mr MacKINNON: The Deputy Premier might
be happy to know that when we become the
Government, if I have anything to do with it-and
I hope I have-that rule will be reversed again,
because it is a blatant abuse of the taxpayers'
funds to fund the employment of a person who is
running for Parliament. In that case, the person's
primary objective is not to serve the people paying
the salary, but to serve the party which has
endorsed that person. If the Labor Party were
paying the salary of that person, I probably would
not object. However, it is not the ALP paying that
salary. Even I must pay a part from my taxation. I
do not happen to like employing people who work
for the Labor Party and run as candidates. It
could well be that such a person would run against
me. That is not a good principle, and it is not one I
can endorse. When we return to Government, I
will work very hard to reverse that decision
quickly.

Mr Troy: Your memory is very short. I do not
recall your taking a stand about the adviser to
your party during the by-election for Mundaring.

Mr MacKINNON: The member is talking
about Tom Herzfeld, who was employed by the
Leader of the Opposition during a hearing by the
Court of Disputed Returns. Our party was not in
power; the Government did not raise the rule.

Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: I do not subscribe to that

principle, and I will not. When we return to
Government, we will make the rules.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr MacKINNON: The Leader of the Oppo-

sition now tells me that Tom Herzfeld took leave
over that period.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I advise members

that deliberately I wanted to be a little tolerant,
but the discussion just went on and on. Very fre-
quently we are moving away from the matter be-
fore us. The matter that has just been discussed
appears in Division 15, not Division 4. I ask mem-
bers to address the matter before the Chair,
otherwise I will have to be a little less tolerant, and
that will not be nice for anybody.

Mr MacKINNON: I take your advice, Sir. I
will just point out that I was talking about minis-
terial advisers and the manner in which they have
been appointed for political purposes.

The CHAIRMAN: I realise that the Deputy
Premier interjected and took you off the subject.

Mr MacKINNON: In relation to
confidentiality, I find it difficult to understand, or
have any confidence in the assurance given by the
Treasurer, when we think back to the Conference
of the Australian Labor Party which said that all
appointments to positions authorised by the Cabi-
net, and all other major decisions, must go
through the ALP system; that does not seem to be
consistent with confidentiality. The information
may well go past the adviser into the ALP struc-
ture. However, I will cover that matter in due
course. I merely wanted to mention it, as it was
raised.

I would like further elaboration of who is in the
policy secretariat. Who is the director? What is
the nature of the Government Media Office?
Exactly who are the ministerial advisers and
where are they?

I cannot understand the consistency of the
Treasurer's remarks, particularly relating to Ray
Young and Lisa Newby, who are not even listed as
advisers.

Mr RUSHTON: I direct my remarks to the
Government Media Office.

If the Treasurer does not have the information
with him, perhaps he could let me have a list of the
people employed under the item of the Govern-
ment Media Office. There are 22 of them, and
there were eight last year. The Treasurer makes
the claim that the number has been reduced. Is
Mr Farrell outside that list? Is Mr Rowe outside
the list? Are any other people with journalistic
skills, who are on contract to help the Govern-
ment, outside the list?

Mr OLD: In relation to the Government Motor
Car Service, as it is now called-last year it was in
the Budget as the Government Garage--i preface
my remarks by saying that I do not intend to go on
a witch hunt, but I was rather incensed by the
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remarks of the Treasurer regarding the member
for Floreat and his lousy little photocopier. I do
not know whether the member for Floreat lacks
his office, and I am not terribly interested;, but I
do know that die member of Floreat is a man of
principle and a gentleman. The member has had
correspondence with the Director General of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet about this
machine. If ever I were called upon to advise the
member in any way, I would tell him to sit on the
machine, because he is entitled to it.

I now deal with an item of expenditure that far
outweighs any 10 photocopying machines. In the
1983-84 Budget, the expenditure for the Govern-
ment Motor Car Service was estimated to be
$252 000, with a staff of 16. We now find that the
actual expenditure was $285 536, which was an
overspending of $33 536, or the value of about 12
copying machines. That was an increase of 17.3
per cent on the budgeted amount. We also see a
staff increase of 25 per cent.

This year, the Government Motor Car Service
is budgeting for the expenditure of $335 000, ant
increase of some 33 per cent over the previous
year.

I must admit that the Treasurer has handled
this debate in a very calm manner, and he has
argued his points well. However, when we see in-
creases of the size of this one, and the extrava-
gance of the Treasurer moving out of what we
consider to be a reasonable office suite for the
Premier of the State into some 14
floors-admittedly he took another one or two
departments with him-it is seen by the average
elector and taxpayer as a tremendous extrava-
gance.

Mr Brian Burke: Be fair! All the Treasury
came; Administrative Services came; the Western
Australian Development Corporation is there, and
so is the Women's Interests Unit.

Mr OLD: Who took over the floors the Premier
vacated at the Superannuation Building?

Mr Brian Burke: The Minister for Local
Government shifted into my former suite without
any alterations. The Minister for Employment and
Training, with the expanded activities of the task
force, took some of the floor and I think tech-
nology took some-the new department.

Mr OLD: What hired space around the town
was vacated in order to Fill the Superannuation
Building when the Treasurer left there and took
these 14 floors?

Mr Brian Burke: I cannot answer that
immediately, but I think Oakleigh Building was
left.

Mr OLD: Certainly more was taken up.

Mr Brian Burke: 1 cannot point exactly to the
place.

Mr OLD: I am sure the Treasurer will answer
in his usual convincing and rational way, although
I doubt that he will convince me; he might cdn-
vinrce some ofr my collIeagues.

The extravagance of this Government is unbe-
lievable. The taxpayers of this parish are starting
to wake up to this. When they see the amount of
space that has been taken and when they see the
money this Government has spent on advisers and
this sort of increase of 25 per cent in a small
department like the Government garage, they will
want explanations.

Mr Brian Burke: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition now has a driver, the Leader of the
Opposition in the Legislative Council now has a
driver, and the Speaker and the President share a
driver; there are three drivers. In addition, the
Chairman of the Public Accounts Committee and
the Chairman of the QANGOs committee have
access to the Government garage. That is the ex-
tra service.

Mr OLD: Is that desirable or necessary?
Mr Brian Burke: The request for the extra

drivers came from the Opposition.
Mr OLD: I know nothing about that and quite

frankly I do not agree with it. I do not see why the
Chairman of Committees should have a driver.

Mr Brian Burke: No, he has access to the
Government garage. He does not have a perma-
nent driver or car.

Mr OLD: It seems to me to be a tremendous
extravagance when we see the expenditure over
two years go from an estimate of $252 000 to an
actual $335 000-and to service how many more
Ministers in this Government compared with the
last Government?

Mr Brian Burke: None, I believe.
Mr OLD: This is the point I am making, and

this is only the tip of the iceberg, only one facet.
The member for Dale and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition have asked questions about other
sectors and I have no doubt that other questions
will be raised. These are the sorts of things we
want the Treasurer to account for to the public.
Far be it from me to be terribly nasty or nitpicking
about this, but I believe the Treasurer has a re-
sponsibility to explain these matters. I am sure he
will answer these questions in his usual manner,
probably not without some interjection, to justify
this expenditure to the taxpayers of Western
Australia-all this comes back to them. They have
not woken up yet, but I assure the Treasurer that I
will continue to do my best to get the message
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across. That is really all I have to cavil with in
item 1.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member for Dale
drops me a line and asks the specific questions, I
will give every consideration to providing the de-
tails he wants. As of tonight I can say only that
the letter sent to the Leader of the Opposition in
which the number or 35 advisers was mentioned
was and is, I understand, the present situation;
there may be one or two less, I am not sure.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition asked
about the policy secretariat-who was in it and
what they were doing. I cannot immediately name
all the people in it but I can give an idea of some
of them and of the things they are doing.

Apart from the person I referred to previously,
Dr Ross Field has been seconded from the Depart-
ment of Conservation and Environment and he has
been doing a great deal of co-ordinating work on
the Dawesyille cut. Mr Vince Paparo, who used to
work for the Department of Conservation and En-
vironment, has been working on a tree planting
programme that involves a number of depart-
ments, local authorities, and groups such as the
Greening of Australia group. He is co-ordinating
that work under my direction. Charlie Welker was
seconded from the Department of Conservation
and Environment and he is my liaison person on
the aluminium smelter project.

Mr Blaikie: A good officer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They were all seconded
from other Government departments.

Mr MacKinnon: Who is the director?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Kevin Edwards. In
addition there is George McCullagh. He was pre-
viously with the Department for Community Wel-
fare but since coming to the policy secretariat he
has worked with me in co-ordinating the drafting
group for the land rights legislation. They are four
of the people involved. I know some of the others
but I cannot recall all of them. Most of the people
were seconded to the policy secretariat from other
departments.

But why does not the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition come down and meet the director and
have explained to him the functions of the policy
secretariat? He might enjoy coming down and
obtaining knowledge of what is going on.

Mr Peter Jones: How do you keep the lines of
responsibility clear? Let us consider a hypothetical
case with the Aboriginal land rights legislation
being drafted. You have a liaison man there
reporting to you. If there is a problem which af-
fects different Ministers and it needs sorting out,
what is the line of communication?
(121)

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have two lines of
communication. The policy secretariat is
assigned work by Cabinet. Cabinet will make
decisions about Aboriginal land rights which will
involve the secretariat in certain work. The sec-
retariat will, within my responsibility, relate to
any of the Ministers involved. A problem might
involve the Minister for Minerals and Energy on
the one hand and the Minister with special re-
sponsibility for Aboriginal Affairs on the other
hand.

Mr Peter Jones: In Ross Field's case-a good
officer-he represents not only those involved with
the Dawesville cut, but also others.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The policy secretariat
does not belong solely to the Treasurer, but to all
Ministers. One of the surprising things is that we
have appointed very few Cabinet subcommittees
and the reason is that when we strike a problem
where Ministers might be at cross purposes the
policy secretariat plays a central role in co-
ordinating the matter. Generally the officers con-
cerned are fairly long-serving public servants who
have been seconded.

A question was raised about the Government
Media Office. I do not know the position of Mr
Rowe, but Mr Farrell is not included in that
office; he is a consultant and he is not a member of
the Media Office. If the member for Dale puts
something in his letter about Mr Rowe's position,
I will find the information.

Mr Old: Is he the man the Minister for Conser-
vation and the Environment used to refer to as the
"1supremno" of the media department?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Den Rowe?

Mr Old: No, Mr Farrell.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No.
Mr Old: Is he just an also-ran? He is not badly

paid for it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member insults him
by calling him an also-ran; he is a widely respected
member of the community.

Mr Old: He used to insult the person referred to
as "supremo" of the Premier's department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Farrell is not the
supremo of anything.

Mr Old: Who is Baden Pratt?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The quiet achiever. I
understand that the Press secretaries in number
are far fewer than those employed by the previous
Government and I understand that they are now
all attached to the Government Media Office
rather than being in the offices of Ministers. The
number of people involved refers not only to media
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people in the strictest sense of the word, but also to
all the clerks, typists, receptionists, etc. employed
to run the Government Media Office.

Mr Peter Jones: What do you mean by
"attached"?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Physically they spend
about 60 per cent of their time in the Government
Media Office.

Mr MacKinnon: Is that in your office building?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is on the 17th floor but

they spend, say, the first two hours of their day
checking with the Ministers for whom they are
responsible, and then they go back to the Govern-
ment Media Office.

Mr Old: How many Ministers have Press
secretaries in their office-many of them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I do not think any of
them does.

Mr Old: Not the Minister for Agriculture?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think Mr Grant spends

his time in both places.
Mr Old: I think you had better find out.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What I am saying is the

general policy is that they spend part of their time
in the Minister's office and the rest of their time in
the Government Media Office.

Mr Court: Do they physically travel between
the two?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, although it depends.
Some days they may simply ring through to the
Minister and check to see his needs and report to
the Government Media Office.

Mr Peter Jones: Does that mean they spend two
or three hours in the morning looking after their
Minister?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They answer all the
queries from the Press that might otherwise be
directed to the Minister's office. They are not all
there at the same time. Sometimes they go out to
lunch. Some go to lunch between 12.00 and 1.00
p.m. and others go to lunch between 1.00 and 2.00
p.m.

Mr MacKinnon: I have never known a journal-
ist to have a lunch hour.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member paints the

picture of them all sitting around the table waiting
for something to happen.

Mr Blaikie: You have done it before.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I want to point out

that there are appropriate times to deal with all
sorts of things in this place. The sort of thing going
on now generally goes on between 5.15 p.m. and

6.00 p.m. That would be a more appropriate time
for questions and answers.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: To establish a Govern-
ment Media Office one has to have not only
journalists, but also receptionists, people who cut
newspapers and keep files-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: To establish a Govern-

ment Media Office one needs to have the auxiliary
and support staff that one might not have to have
if the Ministers' Press secretaries were in their
own offices where they have the support staff and
assistance from the ministerial office people. That
is the situation there; but I understand we have
fewer journalists-Press secretaries, that is-than
the previous Government. We have a policy that
we will not go above the maximum number
employed by the previous Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Now, as to the matter of

the Government Motor Car Service: As I under-
stand, there has been an increase of four in the
staff which has been occasioned by an increase in
the workload, although that is not of my doing,
because unlike other Premiers, I use only one
driver.

Mr Old: That is 24 hours a day?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I drive myself a fair

bit.
Mr Old: When in America?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I did not drive my-

self when I was in America.
Mr Old: In Melbourne or Sydney?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I usually do not drive

myself when l am in Melbourne or Sydney.
Mr Old: Do you take him over there?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I have a ministerial

services officer.
Mr Old: You don't take your driver?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I take my ministerial ser-

vices officer. He drives here as well as doing other
things.

Mr Blaikie: He is very versatile.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is an excellent

worker; he was employed by the previous Govern-
men t.

Mr H-assell: Did you take him with you when
you went on holidays to Queensland?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not take him when I
went on holiday.

Mr Peter Jones: He came with me on his first
trip to the country when I was appointed and he
got lost. He wasn't a valet then.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is being a bit un-
kind to him.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: To call him a valet is

being a bit unkind.
Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: [ did not see him called a
valet in the Press.

Mr Old: That has been reported two or three
times.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I heard that the Leader
of the Opposition criticised him.

Mr Old: He took you swimming in the morni.ng.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is a very good driver
and a very hard-working person, and whether it is
the newspapers or the Opposition that called
Mr Shervington a valet, that is naming him
wrongly and doing him a disservice. He works very
bard.

Mr Old: Is he paid the same as other drivers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is paid about $500 or
$800 a year more.

Mr Old: He is not on $40 000 a year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, he is not on $40 000
a year. In fact, poor Mr Shervington, because he is
now a ministerial services officer, does not receive
the $400 clothing allowance that the other drivers
get. In fact, he has lost his margin for skill.

Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition can cor-
rect me if I am wrong, but I think the previous
Leader of the Opposition, supported by the
present Leader of the Opposition, made a request
for certain drivers to be made available. Is that
right?

Mr Hassell: Precisely, the request was that a
driver be available when we had function duties.

Mr BRIAN BURKE:
sition has always had a
the Deputy Leader of
leader in the other House

The Leader of the Oppo-
driver. I am referring to
the Opposition and the

Mr Hassell: It was put forward on the basis I
have just said.

Mr Old: As required.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the basis on

which it operates, I understand. It was for the
Leader of the Opposition, the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and the leader in the other House.
I did respond to a request from the President and
the Speaker for them to be able to share a driver.
Those extra duties occasioned the employment of
extra people.

Mr Hassell: The Speaker and President had
access to the pool before, of course.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: And there were problems
with that, too. That is the situation.

Mr Old: I can equate it back to the
photocopying machines again.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was not talking so much
about the photocopying machine as an idea that
we should extend Parliament House. That is a
very expensive proposition.

Mr Old: I think you had better look at this.
Mr Blaikie: What about proper facilities in the

House? The Hansard people are working under-
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I suggest the

Premier ignore that interjection.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the Motor car

section.
Mr Clarko: What about the Chairman of the

Public Accounts Committee and the chairmen of
the standing committees?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thought it was reason-
able that from time to time those chairmen needed
access to the pool and I granted that request.

Mr Clarko: There is an amazing change there.
In the past, there was never any way that a car
would be provided there. I was Deputy Speaker
for five years and no motor car was provided
there. In my opinion it is an extra cost.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is an extra cost, but
those two standing committees, one of which is
chaired by a member of the Liberal Party and one
of which is chaired by a member Of MY party, are
substantial committees.

Mr Clarko: I cannot see how it could spread to
the Public Accounts Committee. I was chairman
of that committee myself over many years and I
did not use a car.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It happens in other Par-
liaments. I suppose it is just a difference of opinion
there.

Mr Clarko: I accept that. I am not against a
certain extension, but I think what we are trying
to say is that when you put that in hand with some
of the criticism over the sum of $5 000, putting
them all together for four members if you like, it is
not a ha'p'orth of those other costs.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think there are two
things to say. The first relates to photocopiers. A
photocopy service is available in Parliament
House, so there is a qualitative difference about
that.

Mr Old: One is about peanuts. The cost of pro-
viding our Chairman with a car is very substantial.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have tried to explain
where we set the priorities and what we have
done.

Mr HASSELL: I know that the Treasurer has
dealt, in part, with the matter of the policy sec-
retariat but he has not covered the point that I
want to get at. Three positions are listed under the
policy secretariat. My understanding is that the
policy secretariat now has I I positions and that, in
recent times, it has been increased from seven
professional positions to I I professional positions
in addition to all the necessary backup and sup-
port staff. I want to ask the Treasurer whether
that is so and what is the basis for that increase?

The Treasurer invited the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to visit the department and to talk tp
the director about what the policy secretariat does.
I want to ask the Treasurer, specifically in relation
to the policy secretariat, whether it is servicing the
Government exclusively or whether it is involved
in detailed work on occasions with the Australian
Labor Party policy committees and with the devel-
opment of Labor policy. Precisely what are the
areas of policy being dealt with by the policy sec-
retariat?

Most departments have their own policy develop
ment area. While the Treasurer has pointed to one
role for the policy secretariat, which is to work on
and to seek to resolve conflicts between depart-
ments when they arise in the course of Cabinet
deliberations, what really is the role of the policy
secretariat in terms of Government and what is its
relationship, not only with the Government, but
also with the Government party?

To what extent is it developing policy for de-
partments and broad policy for the Government as
distinct from developing policy? Why is there this
very substantial increase in staff numbers in the
policy secretatiat, rising from seven to, I under-
stand, I I members or thereabouts?

If that is not correct I would like the Treasurer
to explain, if it has risen from seven to 11, why are
only three positions mentioned in the Budget?

I think those questions about the policy sec-
retariat are ones that have not been answered at
any stage in the public arena.

The Treasurer alluded to some comments I
made at a meeting of the Royal Australian Insti-
tute of Public Administration. I have said publicly
that I think good sense was involved in the re-
organisation of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. I think that some of the administration of
the department needed to be upgraded. I think
there certainly needed to be a better co-ordination
system.

Mr Bryce: It was only post office and protocol.

Mr HASSELL: I do not agree with the Deputy
Premier in his making that comment. I think
protocol is extremely important. I understand that
the Government had downgraded it, although, in
practice, I gather it is still operating. I think it is
important to the State because of its isolation.
Although, of course, we are not the national
Government, because of the peculiar circumstance
of our isolation, we so often find ourselves enter-
taining international visitors with no Common-
wealth presence. That is something about which I
am not very concerned. It does mean, however,
that we have to operate, in many cases, as though
we are the only Government in the State.

Mr Parker: And protocol does perform a very
valuable role.

Mr HASSELL: It does, but some adverse com-
ments were made earlier.

Mr Parker: By the Government?
Mr HASSELL: Yes.
Mr Brian Burke: Protocol has not been down-

graded at all. Mr Sampson, the former head has
been promoted, and Mr Mitchell has taken his
place. An extra person has been put on in addition
to filling the vacancy.

Mr HASSELL: I wanted to clarify this matter
in that I did mention it publicly. I think I
mentioned it in my political notes column on one
occasion.

I have not commented in that way about the
policy secretariat before because the work of the
policy secretariat has never been satisfactorily
explained, as far as I am concerned. I now raise
with the Treasurer certain questions.

Has there been the increase, as I understand it,
from seven staff members to I I in the professional
staff? Why are there only three positions listed in
the Budget? What are the actual duties of the
policy secretariat? What is the relationship be-
tween the policy secretariat and individual depart-
ments? What is the relationship between the pol-
icy secretariat and the Government party as dis-
tinct from the Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE; I am trying to answer as
fully as I am able with the notes I have. I hope
that we can make some progress.

Briefly, I know of no instances in which the
policy secretariat is working on any Australian
Labor Party policy. If the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has any evidence in that regard I will look at
it carefully.

Mr Hassell: That was not the question I asked. I
asked whether there was any involvement continu-
ing or from time to time between the policy sec-
retariat, the policy committees and the policy de-
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velopment groups of the Labor Party. Do they
meet together?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, to the best of my
knowledge there is no involvement whatsoever be-
tween the policy secretariat and the policy com-
mittees of the Labor Party. That is as I under-
stand the situation. I would not countenance an
involvement by the policy secretariat in any of the
policy committees of the Labor Party, the Liberal
Party, or of any political party.

In addition, I point out to the Leader of the
Opposition that those people to whom I referred
are not political people. They include those names
that I mentioned and others of whose political
beliefs I have no knowledge.

In relation to the increase in professional staff
numbers from seven to It, I understand that has
been approved although not all positions have been
filled.

So far as the work of the policy secretariat is
concerned, I have tried to list some of the projects
on which the policy secretariat is working. I can
only extend to the Leader of the Opposition the
same invitation that I extended to his deputy; that
is, that he come and meet the policy secretari at,
talk to those people, find out what they are doing,
and satisfy himself as to the functions that they
fulfil.

I do not think we can go any further than that. I
would be happy to personally take the Leader of
the Opposition through the policy secretariat or
leave him, if he wants, to talk to its members by
himself and to allow him to make up his own mind
about the issue.

As far as protocol is concerned, it has been
Upgraded and not downgraded. I welcome the
comments and support of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition relating to the reorganisation of the depart-
ment. The reorganisation was long overdue; the
Premier's office needed to fill a much more dy-
namic function than was previously possible
within its capacity.

With regard to the Leader of the Opposition's
questions about how the policy secretariat works I
invite him to come to the Department of Premier
and Cabinet and to satisfy himself by asking what-
ever questions he wishes either in my presence or
on his own.

Mr MENSAROS: The whole debate so far has
related to the usage, efficient or otherwise,' of the
department which has been considerably enlarged
since this Government came into office. The
Treasurer mentioned the reason for this increase
in the size of the establishment and said that un-
like his predecessors, particularly Sir Charles
Court, he does not have access to the various de-

partments to the extent developed by his
predecessors.

I can assure the Treasurer that the then Premier
had no more access to any of those departments
than any Premier should have. On exceptional oc-
casions-and I remember that this was the situ-
ation for nine years-if the Minister was not avail-
able for some reason or he was away, the Premier
got in touch with one of the senior public servants
in charge of the departments or senior people in
the department. The then Premier simply
had-and I cannot compare this with the present
Government-much longer previous experience
and much closer co-operation with his Ministers.
He dealt with every question which came to him
directly and, of course, many matters come to the
attention of the Premier directly. He dealt with
these matters partly on the basis of his long ex-
perience, but also by constantly consulting his
Ministers. If the Minister involved was perhaps
not fully conversant with the portfolio, he took the
departmental head with him to the consultation.
Many Ministers did not do that because they were
sufficiently versed in the subject.

The question remains when we look at this item
in the Budget as to whether it is a better policy to
create a small mini-Government in the Premier's
department. Virtually every portfolio and arm of
the Government is represented by someone who is
directly briefing the Premier. Some people mnay
claim that this is the proper way to organise the
situation. It is an expensive way and perhaps an
easier way from the Premier's point of view.
Based on the experience which we had, not only
during our term but also going back to the days of
the Hawke, Tonkin, McLarty and Brand Govern-
ments, I honestly do not think it is really necess-
ary. I admit that the business of government be-
comes more and more complex, as do most things,
but those Premiers were able to manage the job of
the Premier by maintaining a very close liaison
with their Ministers and by those Ministers being
reasonably up to date in their portfolios.

The present organisation, which I think was
started by the Whitlam Government in the Feder-
al sphere, means that miniature Governments are
created in the Premier's department. It is not only
expensive but I think also it ultimately rebounds
on the Government of the day. It is almost inevi-
table, even if it does not happen today, or at least
the Treasurer claims that it does not, that the
advice coming from that particular man-
whatever his title, whether an adviser or a public
servant-who advises the Treasurer in the port-
folio of, for example. Youth and Community Ser-
vices, may at one stage be different from what the
Minister would like to give. If the advice came
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only from the Minister at least the Government
would be more cohesive and, therefore, the
interests of the State would be better served.

I do not refer just to the expense because
although it can be argued that large things are
created from small things, in comparison to the
total Budget the item is very small. However, the
fact remains that ultimately the cohesion of the
Government will suffer if this method is adopted
and the Treasurer has a mini-Government around
him and can take action without consulting his
Ministers.

The former Premier, to whom the Treasurer
referred, also had the portfolio of co-ordinating
economic and regional development. Through this
portfolio he was entitled formally to directly con-
tact departmental heads who were involved with
the economic and regional development. One such
person was the Conservator of Forests. However,
for the smooth running of Government he never
did this but always contacted the Ministers them-
selves. I know that is the case because I had the
job of assisting the then Premier in this particular
portfolio, which the present Minister for Minerals
and Energy did not quite understand. I can re-
member Mr Parker asking me what it meant. Per-
haps he now understands that situation.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the member for
Floreat to move the microphone towards him and
to speak directly into it when he is making his
speech. It would make it easier to hear him.

Mr HASSELL: I want to ask a follow-up ques-
tion of the Treasurer in relation to the policy sec-
retariat. He advised that there had been an in-
crease from seven to I I in staff numbers. Ap-
proval had been given but the positions had not
been filled. What is the purpose of the increase?
Why has it been applied for?

Secondly, I refer to an item which appears on
page 35 under the heading "Additional Assist-
ance." An increase from $79 609 to a provision of
$169 000 has been allowed. I assume there is some
reason for that disproportionate increase and I ask
the Treasurer to explain.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: First of all I understand
what the member for Floreat had to say. We are
not trying to establish a mini-Government in the
Department of Premier and Cabinet. That is not
our intention. The staff of the policy secretariat
consists of 13 people; that is a very moderate num-
ber and a modest sized mini-Government. It ser-
vices the Cabinet in the resolution of various diffi-
culties and liaises with different departments
rather than expressing opinions contrary to the
department without consulting and liaising with it
first. We have found it to be a very effective nmech-

anism both for exploring new initiatives and re-
solving conflicts between different Ministers from
time to time.

With relation to the questions of the Leader of
the Opposition, my notes indicate that new staff
appointments were made in the 1983-84 financial
year and the increased allocation made to allow
for higher salary and wage payments, refers to
new staff appointments in 1983-84.

The discrepancy in numbers of three versus five,
I can only conclude, is the result of appointments
made prior to the end of the financial year. The
increase is a reflection of the cost of that part-year
appointment or for the period which was current
in the last financial year. If the Leader of the
Opposition wants more detail by letter, Or to talk
to the Treasury, I can make arrangements for him
to do so.

Mr TRETHO WAN: My question relates to the
last item in item 1, and that is women's interests.
There seems to be a considerable increase. Is that
due to increased staff appointed during the year,
or to the period of time the unit has been in
operation? I am not clear about why there has
been such a dramatic increase in the amount of
money allocated to women's interests.

Mr Brian Burke: It is the full year effect.
Item 2: Other Starring Costs-
Item 4: Services and Contracts-
Mr HASSELL: I want to ask about item 2 and

item 4, if I can treat them together. I want to
know the reason for the very substantial increases.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Item 2 makes allowance
for increased travel allowances mainly associated
with police. The increase is $82 037. This item
provides for payroll tax, workers' compensation,
insurance, staff travel, staff training, and so on. It
is necessary to meet the higher oncosts of
employing the people involved.

Mr Hassell: That is something about oncosts for
the employment of private enterprise.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is why we reduced
payroll tax.

Mr Hassell: That is the quick answer.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Item 4 is "Services and

Contracts". I referred to this earlier. The higher
provision reflects an allocation of $250 000 for
services provided to the department by the land
information system support Centre on the Govern-
ment property register.

Provision has also been made for a demographic
study, $12 000; a video on democracy in Australia,
$25 000; and allowances for office facilities for
former Premiers and general cost increases. This
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item provides for the leasing, rental, and hire of
office equipment, consultants' costs, professional
and special service fees, computer time, and so on.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer gave a
breakdown on item 4. Whoever wrote the answer
to question 13 11 could have saved us a lot of time
by giving us the information the Treasurer gave
this evening. In question 1311 1 asked-

(1) What is the break-up between the vari-
ous expense items of the 5597 000 listed
in his answer to question 1162(1) of 16
October?

(2) What is a comparative break-up of these
items for the $263 838 which was
allocated to this item in 1983-84?

(3) Why was this latter amount so far in
excess of the original amount allocated;
i.e. $142 000?

The Premier replied-
(1) and (2) 1 am not prepared to direct re-

sources to provide a more complete
breakdown of the individual costs for the
components referred to in my answer to
question 1162(l) or for allocation in
1983-84, However, if the member is con-
cerned about any specific matter, I
would be pleased to make inquiries.

(3) Additional expenditure was necessary to
bring forward Government initiatives re-
lating to policy development and to cover
extra costs associated with increased ac-
tivities in the Department of Premier
and Cabinet.

It would have been simple to provide that infor-
mation at that time and it would have saved time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Last year the member
sought information. This year we changed that
and tried to give information. I have been guided
by Treasury in this matter. Treasury has set the
ground rules. The answer the member has was
written by Treasury. I instructed the Treasury,
because of the point raised by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, that we should try to answer
questions if we could. That is what it sent back. I
presume this information was prepared at a later
date.

Mr MacKINNON: That is why, as I said at the
beginning, my remarks were directed to whoever
prepared the question. I appreciate this year the
Treasurer has answered most of the questions.
When we get to something like that, whoever
answers the question should know the difference. I
would appreciate it if, in future years, answers
could be prepared with a little more diligence and
commonsense. We will ask them questions any-

way. Hopefully next year we will have better re-
sults.

I will read Hansard in due course, but the query
I have in relation to the information provided re-
lates to the video on democracy. The allocation
was $25 000. I would appreciate it if the Treasurer
could advise me of the nature of that video. What
is it to be used for? When will it be completed?

The Treasurer can understand that we in the
Opposition parties are particularly wary of any
video on democracy, bearing in mind we have dif-
ferent views on the definition of the word. I would
appreciate an explanation on that matter.

I did not hear all the information the Treasurer
read out, but is there any significant item in ser-
vices and contracts which would be applicable to
media? For example, is Darcy Farrell's contract
within that section, or any other media contracts
which would lead to an increase which would ar-
rive at a figure of $597 000?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As far as the video is
concerned, I cannot answer the question. If the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition likes to inquire
of my department, either verbally or, preferably,
by letter, he will have the answer.

In respect of the consultants' costs, I understand
that Mr Farrell's and Mr Young's fees are in-
cluded in this part of the Premier and Cabinet's
Budget allocation. I repeat that the major part of
that provision reflects the allocation of $250 000
for the services I referred to. As far as the Govern-
ment. Media Office is concerned, I suppose that
the leasing and hiring of equipment will be in-
cluded in this Division.

Item 10: Government Media Office-
Mr MacKINNON: This item increases from

$95920 in 1983-84 to $152000 in 1984-85. I
would like to know the reason for that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That does not relate to
the Government Media Office. The increased allo-
cation provides mainly for the updating of infor-
mation, brochures for overseas visits by the
Premier and State Ministers, the purchase of a
word processor, and general cost increases. This
item provides for State promotion and publi-
cations, advertising publicity photographs, refer-
ence materials, TV and radio monitoring, the pur-
chase of newspapers, travelling for media officers,
and general maintenance of media equipment.

Mr PETER JONES: Some time ago the
Treasurer answered a question which I do not
have with me regarding this item. In relation to
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the allocation for what is referred to as "American
liaison activities", could the Treasurer provide any
more information? I ask for this reason: I would
have thought that the general connection with the
United States, if anything, was declining. It is
becoming more specialised. In this area, the Depu-
ty Premier might want to have a closer liaison in
matters of technology, but he has a body which
would be able to do that. There are other bodies
with specific responsibility for various avenues of
government which would do these things and have
this contact. Why would there be a general, over-
all umbrella?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A question was asked
prior to the conclusion of an arrangement with Mr
Arthur Reef to represent-why does the member
shake his head?

Mr Peter Jones: I am sorry. You have answered
the question already by telling me of the kind of
relationship it is.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He seems to us to be an
excellent person.

Mr Peter Jones: We have no argument; he is
excellent. I did not know whether it was a business
relationship.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is an estimate of all of
the costs involved not only in his payment, but also
in the occasional hiring of things that he will need
to do his job. There is an explanation here.

Mr Peter Jones: Is there a general duty
statement, not in the normal sense, but to watch
out for investment, and the like?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The specific areas of ac-
tivity are as follows-

Maintenance of contract and co-ordination
with the United State business and financial
community.

Tourism stimulation and promotion.
America's Cup co-ordination.
Special projects-e.g. arrangements and

schedules for W.A. visits to the U.S.A.
Division 4 put and passed.
Division 5: Governor's Establishment,

5791 000-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I should like to officially

record the appreciation of the Government for the
job that Professor Gordon Reid and Mrs Reid are
doing as the Governor in the first instance and the
Governor's wife of the State of Western Australia.

I wanted to make that point, because quite
universally we have been overwhelmed with ex-
pressions of appreciation for the job he is doing
and the way in which he is approaching it. Pro-
fessor and Mrs Reid are very down to earth. They

are very approachable. I will not forget easily that
one night in this place I glanced around and saw
that Mrs Reid was in the public gallery watching
the debate in Parliament.

Mr Clarko: She had probably come to keep her
eye on you. She had heard the stories.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, she had not heard
the stories. That was really indicative of the way
Professor and Mrs Reid have approached the job.
They have settled well into a difficult job and they
are doing the State proud in the manner in which
they are representing the people of Western
Australia.

Mr MacKINNON: I support the Treasurer's
comments. I have had some contact socially with
the Governor and his wife recently and I agree
that the decision of the Government in this in-
stance has been a good one. We can all admire the
manner of Professor Reid, and his wife is a lovely
lady. They are continuing the tradition we have
had in Western Australia of people who have held
that office and have done it proud. I am pleased to
congratulate the Government in this instance on
the appointment of the Governor and long may he
and his wife continue in that position.

DivisionS5 put and passed.

Division 6: Executive Council, $10-put and
passed.

Division 7: Office of Economic Development,
$269 000-

Mr PETER JONES: I presume that what we
are talking about now is the office established for
Mr McCarrey. What does Mr McCarrey do?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr McCarrey has been
working on very major projects. For example, he
has the carriage of the State's case in respect of
the Grants Commission's review of relativity. He
has been freed from the normal Treasury work
with which he was involved previously and has
been responsible for co-ordinating, managing, and
putting together the case that we will present to
the Grants Commission.

Mr Peter Jones: He has been involved in that
for years. He is very knowledgeable.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is now freed from the
other work and he is appreciating the freedom to
work on that and other major projects. He is look-
ing at some particularly thorny areas of major
commitment that the Government has and I shall
discuss those privately with the member if he
wants to discuss them.

Division 7 put and passed.

Division 8: London Agency, 51 246 000-
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Mr PETER JONES: Again I have a point of
clarification. It is a personal point of view and I ' do
not know whether I have support on it. I agree
with the thinning-down of the general approach
which has been made in relation to the London
office. It has been decided that it should be a little
better than a post box and the effectiveness of the
investment in London has been improved consider-
ably since the appointment of the present Agent
General. However, more particularly, the present
proposal regarding the staff and role of the agency
is one which personally I believe augurs well for
the future.

I have not heard the suggestion from this
Government, but it has been made from time to
time, in relation to the offices of some other
States, that they should not have a representative
or some form of distinct identity somewhere in
Europe. In this case we are referring to London.
The suggestion is, for example, that Australia
House in London do all the work. I would hate to
see that suggestion carried out.

The Government has made a decision that im-
migration can be handled by Australia House and
I have no argument with that, even though at the
time the companies were recruiting considerable
skilled labour, for example, for the North-West
Shelf project, the Western Australian immigration
officer did a tremendous job in conjunction with
industry here in recruiting the trade skills
required. That necessity has passed, therefore, it is
not necessary to maintain that and the Govern-
ment has made a wise decision in that regard.

The question I ask relates to the manner in
which redundancy payments are being made. In
Britain there are considerable obligations i n re-
lation to redundancy and termination of employ-
ment and that is reflected here by an estimate of
$220 500 for overseas redundancy payments, over-
time, etc.

I would assume the greatest component of that
figure to be redundancy payments when one con-
siders that the number of staff nominated here is
18. 1 want to clarify that in fact redundancy has
been managed and implemented on an acceptable
and specific basis. I would also like to clarify that
that is the major component of that allocation.
Will there be a carry-over into the next financial
year, or will this finalise that situation? Is the
number of staff indicated as 18 to be the staff
ceiling, or will more staff be employed?

Mr RUSHTON: I just want to get a reaction
from the Treasurer as to the Government's inten-
tions about the future of the London Agency. I
believe the present Agent General is highly
regarded and is doing a first-class job. Indeed, the

responses I have had from people coming back to
Australia indicate that he is carrying out his task
in a favourable manner. Based on experience of
meeting previous Agents General, it is clear there
is a role for them, but we should have a clear-cut
indication of what will take place in the future.

I know it was the previous Government's inten-
tion to stimulate our interest in the European
scene through that agency and it was done by
people in various ways. I am not aware of how
much longer the present Agent General has left in
his term of office; it could be another two years.

Mr Brian Burke: I am not sure. I think he is
doing an excellent job.

Mr RUSHTON: That is my understanding and
I would be most appreciative if the Treasurer
would give us an indication of the Government's
intention for the long-term future of this agency.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In reply to the member
for Narrogin, $ 107 000 is allowed under the ad-
ditional allocation for allowances to oversee re-
dundancy payments, etc. I think that answers his
questions about the major part of the increase. All
I can say is that the reshaping of the London
office is being carried out by the Agent General
according to a proposition that he put to the
Government. The main thrust of that reshaping is
to increase the emphasis on the commercial as-
pects of the London office and to, if we like, de-
part from the eyeshades and quills that previously
might have been the case in colonial years gone
by. I understand that I8 is about the number at
which the establishment will settle and I under-
stand that all the redundancy payments and ar-
rangements are being made according to British
industrial law or the provisions or requirements of
different awards under which people work. That is
why it is taking us longer to reduce the allocation
to the London office, but I cannot answer the
question as to whether the redundancy payments
will persist throughout this year. I do know that
the Agent General has put together the reshaping
proposition; he is supervising it and is centring it
around the major thrust to make the office more
commercially significant rather than, if we like,
executive or administrative in its work. I think the
Agent General is doing a fine job.

Mr COURT: The Premier has explained the
reorganising of the office of the Agent General,
but I want to ask him some general questions.
When we debated these allocations last year he
mentioned some changes to the London office
which were being carried out, and also the Tokyo
office; I realise the Tokyo office is covered in the
next Division, but the Government has plans for
what it intends to do in the Asian region. I wonder
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whether the Premier could give us some indication
as to what the Government plans doing with its
overseas representation. I can discuss the Asian
aspect in respect of the following Tokyo division.

The London office of the Agent General is im-
portant and it is important that changes are made
to it on a regular basis so that it tends to reflect
what we as a State require from having a presence
in London. I am, sure all members of this Chamber
realise the importance of having a presence in an
important centre such as London, not just because
it is in England, but also because so much is
happening there and it is so easy to keep on top of
what is happening in the United States and
Europe from that central point.

I want the Treasurer to consider when the
Government is looking at changes to the London
office in addition to what is taking place now, the
proposition that if possible the office be manned
by people from Western Australia from different
departments in the Government's operations who
should be given the opportunity to work there for
periods of time, whether it be six months or a year,
to gain experience, not so much from working in
that office, but of being exposed to the types of
activities which can be generated by having that
presence in London. I think the Treasurer under-
stands what I am trying to say. It would be a
unique opportunity for many officers coming up
through the ranks in many different Government
departments to have some service in that office,
and it would certainly give them very valuable
exposure. The office is well located in London
although it could perhaps be modernised a little. It
used to be a pretty old office which did not even
have a lot of character.

Mr Rushton: It had a lot of Marmite
underneath it!

Mr Brian Burke: I have never been there.
Mr COURT: The main point I wanted to men-

tion is that it is important that we have a strong
presence in London and it is an ideal opportunity
for different officers in Government services to be
exposed to what takes place in the whole European
region and it also would enable them to obtain a
better feeling for what is happening in the United
States.

Mr WATT: I want to add a couple of comments
and ask a question of the Treasurer about item 2. I
have had a couple of discussions with the current
Agent General in London who comes from
Albany, as the Premier is probably aware. I have
known him for a long time.

I was interested to hear the Treasurer's com-
ments about the Agent General's proposal for a
restructuring of the London office along more

commercial lines. In particular I am interested to
know whether it is planned that the office should
become more involved in tourism. Mr Douglas
told me that a lot of people, especially from West-
ern Australia, go into Western Australia House on
the wrong assumption that it does in fact involve
itself in a variety of tourism matters, especially
bookings and the like, advice on various desti-
nations, modes of travel, and all sorts of other
tourist related matters. It seemed to me there was
an opportunity in that for the staff of Western
Australia House to be, to some extent at least,
self-supporting. I know that the cost of running
the office in London has always worried Govern-
ments. It seems to me that if it could become more
self-supporting by expanding its interests into
some of these areas of tourism it would be ben-
eficial to Western Australians who gear their
thinking along the lines that that sort of service
would be available while on an overseas holiday,
and also to make the office more financially viable
in its own right.

Mr HASSELL: I would appreciate an expla-
nation under item I under the heading of
"Additional Assistance". As members can see, ad-
ditional assistance is listed in the 1984-85 year as
an estimate of $201 000. Last year an amount of
$310 742 was provided, yet in 1982-83 it was only
$2 664. I would appreciate the Treasurer giving
me an explanation of what is meant by
"Additional Assistance".

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the best thing that
I could do is refer the comments of the member
for Nedlands to Mr Douglas, as they seem to be
observations rather than questions. However, it is
not intended to close the London office or to
change it in any way except in the way suggested
by Mr Douglas. I am sure 18 staff members is a
considerable presence particularly when we com-
pare it with our presence in other parts of the
world. Our presence will continue.

As far as the tourism question is concerned, a
tourism officer is attached to the London Agency.
There is some debate about to whom he should be
responsible, but I think Mr Douglas is big enough
and ugly enough to sort out that for himself.

Mr MacKinnon: I am Sure you are right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think he has it under
control. I agree with the member that tourism is
an important part of the potential at least and the
present activity of the London office. In that re-
spet I think the member's concerns are being
attended to.

In relation to additional assistance being
reduced from $310 742 in 1983-84 to $201 000 in
1984-85, the difference of $110000 is the re-
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duction in additional assistance requirements due
to the restructuring of the agency in 1984-85.
That is all the information I have on it. I am sure
an inquiry of Mr Beggs will elucidate that matter
for the member. We are pretty happy with the
way Mr Douglas is running the London Agency
and his plans for the future. I am a bit sorry I have
not been able to get to the UK and speak to him
on his now home ground. I know he has been
anxious for me to go but I have not had the oppor-
tunity to date.

Mr Peter Jones: You are well represented; Your
photo is in the foyer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hope I will be able in
due course to visit him and confirm the infor-
mation he has verbally and in written form
conveyed to me about the way things are going.

Division 8 put and passed.

Division 9: Tokyo Agency, $319 990-
Mr COURT: The comment I want to make

here is one I touched on briefly in the debate on
the London Agency. As I mentioned in the debate
last year, the Treasurer said the Government was
looking at changes to the form of representation in
the Asian region. Can the Treasurer give an indi-
cation of how the Government intends to change
our representation there? We are all aware that in
this area we have built up tremendous trade, c-
mercial, and cultural exchanges in the past, and
with the way that region is currently performing it
is important that we keep a good presence. It
appears things have changed very little from last
year. The Tokyo Agency maintains a very small
presence in Japan, but perhaps the Treasurer can
enlighten us as to how far the Government has
gone to change our representation in the Asian
region.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The situation as reflected
in the Budget is really a holding operation. We are
maintaining our present commitment. The in-
crease of $4 669 really gives a false impression;
there has been a decrease of around $9 000 be-
cause our official representative, John O'Brien is
entitled to one free trip to Australia every two
years, and this is not one of them. So the deflated
figure for the increase in the Tokyo Agency's
budget reflects that non-travel year aspect.

Apart from that, I hope to be able to announce
within the next month Or SO firm plans we have for
establishing the Western Australian "ex-im cor-
poration" which will be the export-import corpor-
ation the Government is establishing, and in that
respect I will be travelling to the Middle East for
10 days or so in December, and I will also be going
to Tokyo and Korea. I hope I will be able to
announce a much firmer arrangement as to the

nature of our representation and the vehicle for
our representation at that time.

Mr MacKinnon: It will be an import-export cor-
poration, will it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, the corporation will
be established in line with the Government's policy
of trying to assist the private sector in exploiting
market opportunities after they are identified.
That is when I will be able to answer all the
questions raised by the member for Nedlands. In
the meantime, we are maintaining the Tokyo
Agency as established previously.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr COURT: I want to make an observation

about the salary paid to our official representative
In Tokyo, and similarly that paid to our represen-
tative in London. I am not advocating big in-
creases in salaries. I am a firm believer in keeping
all costs under control. It is interesting as we go
through the debate to look at the relativities of
what people earn. When one looks at the salaries
of those two representatives and their
responsibilities and the job they do, it does not
seem to be in line with the amount some advisers
are paid for Working in their home town. These
people as we all know work very bard. In the case
of the Tokyo office, that person is our only rep-
resenitative and he would be on call 24 hours a
day. He has quite a demanding job, and it is a very
important position to make sure we have a good
presence and image and present a good face of
Western Australia in Japan.

Mr Parker: He does an excellent job.
Mr COURT: If we want to get involved in an

argument about relativities, these people would
have to be way out of kilter. Many new positions
are being created in this State and in the
Treasurer's own department on very generous
terms. In this case these people seem to be left out
on a limb.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The matter of Mr
O'Brien's salary is under review at present. I point
out to the member that the salary estimate for
1984-85 of $40 000 is augmented by other pay-
ments including allowances and loadings etc,
bringing his total remuneration to $47 000. When
I raised this with Mr MacKinnon and Mr
Beggs they assured me relativities within the ser-
vice were being maintained. I put to them the case
that I believe perhaps Mr O'Brien is not being
paid as much as he is entitled to receive and that
matter is now under review.

Mr PETER JONES: I support the comments
the Treasurer has made in relation to a review
being necessary. This question of relativity was
raised in response to a submission I made in 1982,
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and I can only ask: Relativity with what? It was
selling the State short for our representative to be
on a salary level which was something like that of
a senior regional officer in whatever Mr
MacKinnon's department was called in those days.
I agree with the Treasurer that it is a question of
",relative to what?" In Mr O'Brien's situation it is
the relativity to the opportunity we have there and
our repreientation. I managed to put in a sub-
mission to the Public Service Hoard and the Under
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabi-
net which resulted in funding for work on the
offices in Toyko, the provision of a vehicle and an
additional staff person who was a clerk-driver.

I agree with the Treasurer if, in fact, he is
saying that the relativity needs reviewing.
Unfortunately, the relativity at that time was
assessed by people in regard to their own career
opportunities and the situation relating to Mr
O'Brien if, in fact, he moved prior to another
position to his retirement. It seemed to me that
efforts were being made to make certain he
remained in a position which was somewhat less
than I felt he deserved not only on a personal
basis, but also as .our representative In
Tbkyo--given that we were asking him to do other
things, not just in Japan.

Mr Brian Burke: I am running into the same
problem you ran into.

Mr PETER JONES: My efforts failed and I
make no secret about that.

Division 9 put and passed.
Divisiom 10: Public Service Board, $5 218 000-
Mr MacKlNNON: I would appreciate the

Treasurer's giving an explanation as to why the
Public Service Board seems to be ballooning in
-both staff numbers and expenditure. The staff has
increased from 12t to 135 and the expenditure has
increased from $3.8 million to $5.2 million. It does
seem to be an inordinate increase, particularly at a
time, if we are to believe what the Treasurer says,
when staff numbers in the Public Service are
under control. If that is the case, it seems strange
that the Public Service Board, as an example, is
out of control.

Mr Brian Burke: What did you say it went
from?

Mr MacKINNON: If the Treasurer looks at
the bottom of page 31 he will find that the figure
has increased from $3.8 million to $5.2 million
and the staffing has increased from 121 to 135.

Mr Brian Burke: It is hardly ballooning in staff.
Mr MacKINNON: It is for a department of

121,
Mr Brian Burke: It is 14 staff.

Mr MacKINNON: It is more than a 10 per
cent increase.

Mr Brian Burke: It is a small department.
Mr MacKINNON: It seems strange that we

had such an increase when there are currently 19
vacant positions in that department. It is very hard
to understand.

I would appreciate the Treasurer's explaining
the reasons for the substantial increase in this
vote.

Mr RUSHTON: I wish to refer to the manage-
ment advisory service. It was my impression that
the Government had created another agency
which carried out these services. 1 am wondering
whether Mr Mitchell comes under the manage-
ment advisory service or whether it is separate.

Mr Brian Burke: It is separate.
Mr RUSHTON: I thought this department was

to be abolished because it is doing similar work to
other departments.

The Public Service Board used to have an
agency-I thought this was the title of it-which
assessed the efficiency of the different parts of the
Public Service structure and gave the necessary
advice. I thought it was this Government's de-
cision to set up a different structure.

Mr Brian Burke: The functional review com-
mittee is under Mr Mann, who is one of the Public
Service commissioners.

Mr RUSHTON: What does Mr Mitchell do?
Mr Brian Burke: The functional review com-

mittee assesses each department. It assessed the
Public Works Department amongst others and
then Mr Mitchell was engaged to implement the
functional review committee's work.

Mr RUSHTON: Is he attached to the Premier's
department?

Mr Brian Burke: He is paid through my depart-
ment, but he is really attached to the Public
Works Department.

Mr RUSHTON: I would appreciate it if the
Treasurer would give an explanation about what
the management advisory service does. So many
functions have been introduced towards
establishing extra efficiency.

Mr TRETHOWAN: 1, like the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, had a lot of questions raised in
my mind when I looked at the Budget for the
Public Service Board this year. I look forward to
the Treasurer's explanation of the changes and
increases in costs and staff numbers that have
been included in this year's Budget.

It is demonstrably true, and I have said it in this
House a number of times, that if we are to have
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good Government continuing in Western
Australia, we have to ensure that the Public Ser-
vice has available to it the techniques of manage-
ment that are being used, particularly in large
organisations in the private sector, in order to al-
low efficiency and change in technology to take
place. It is only by improving efficiency and by the
use of technology in the public sector that there
can be an assurance that the taxpayers' money is
being efficiently spent.

It is my understanding that one of the signifi-
cant functions of the Public Service Board has
been, in the past, and I presume will be in the
future, to provide management advisory services
to the Public Service. 1, like the member for Dale,
was going to raise a question about the increase in
the management advisory services. However, the
question I was going to ask was not about the
increase, but why that section still seems to be a
relatively modest section compared with the rest
of the board. Will further steps be taken to i n-
crease the encouragement for management trai n-
ing, particularly at the middle management level,
for assessment of planned needs for management
development in the Public Service to ensure that
as officers develop through the service they receive
the highest level of experience in management
training? It does not indicate that I believe many
senior managers in the Public Service are not
some of the best managers in this State. I can
assure members it is my experience they rank
among the best managers in the State and cer-
tainly some of them are among the best managers
in Australia.

There is a question as to the direction in which
the increase in numbers is leading the Public Ser-
vice Board. My real question comes back to how
much of this increase will be directed at improving
the managerial efficiency of the Public Service
and how much will be spent in other areas which
are the responsibility of the Public Service Board?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps I can explain to
the Chamber how the increase of $1.1 83 million is
comprised and I guess it will explain all the ques-
tions that have been raised.

The Cull-year cost of award increases granted
during the last financial year was $176 000.1 The
full-year cost of new staff appointments in 1983-
84-that is, people appointed last year, but
reflected in full year costs this year-is $371 000.

Provision to cover anticipated award increases i s
$62 000, and proposed new staff appointments this
financial year number only four. However, the
increase referred to by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was only those proposed new staff ap-
pointments this financial year.

The vote for the increase in staff undergoing
training is budgeted to be $112 000. The increase
in temporary and additional assistance is
$171 000. The vote for the appointment of full-
time chairman of the Government accommodation
committee is $62 000. I refer to Mr Shaddick who
has now ceased to be a Commissioner of the Pub-
lic Service Board. The provision for the special
projects officer and secretary attached to the WA
Overseas Projects Authority is $87 000. The cost
of the reinstatement of the temporary salary re-
duction is $73 000, and other salary costs, includ-
ing annual increments and the full-year costs of
filling vacant items is $214 429. That is the
detailed breakdown of the total increase in costs.

Mr MacKinnon: Can you go back on one of
those? You said the Overseas Projects Authority.
What would that relate to?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The appointment of a
special proj ects adviser and secretary attached to
the Western Australian Overseas Projects Auth-
ority.

As far as management training and manage-
ment services are concerned, I agree with the
member for East Melville. The member for Dale
misunderstands the difference between the func-
tional review committee, which has nothing to do
with the management skills of people in place as
middle or senior managers. It has to do with the
functions of Government-their relevance, and
the efficiency with which they are being carried
out in terms, of, I suppose, a cost-benefit analysis,
if that is possible in some parts of Government.

The question of the development of corporate
structures within the Public Service is probably a
question of management, and that is what the
Public Service Board is concentrating upon. All I
can say is that the Public Service, in its bid to the
Government in respect of its Budget, sought to
continue and to conclude some programmes, and
to initiate some other programmes. As far as we
were able within the financial strictures, we
acceded to the requests of the Public Service
Board. It runs its own show. Within the financial
constraints, we help the board as much as we can.
We believe it is doing a good job.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-

Mr MacKINNON: I cannot reconcile the fig-
ures given to me by the Treasurer. He has four
new people in employ; but in the vote under last
year's Estimates, the number in employment-

Mr Brian Burke: I said the proposed new em-
ployment; but more were put on last year, so the
total increase of 14 Comprises 10 in place for part
of last year, and four proposed for this year.
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Mr MacKINNON: That makes it a little
clearer. Perhaps the Treasurer could explain the
amount under "Additional Assistance". He will
recall I asked him the same question about the
London Office. The amount increased from
$ll1000 in 1982-83 to $132 000 last year, and the
estimate for this year is $304 000. That seems a
large amount ear additional assistance.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not have the details
with me. From my recollection of the Budget de-
liberations, there were two or three specific proj-
ects for which it was intended to employ ad-
ditional outside consultants-and I am referring
to the Price Waterhouse-W.D. Scott-Coopers and
Lybrand Sort of consultants. There were other
projects for which it was proposed to continue the
employment of that sort of consultant. That is
going on memory. I cannot even remember the
names of the specific programmes the Public Ser-
vice Board had in mind, but they relate to man-
agement and corporate structure development.
That is the only information I have.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am not sure that I
understand. Item I has three vacant positions
listed under "Executive" and 16 vacant positions
listed under "Department of Public Service
Board". Although no actual figure is shown for
1983-84, am I right in understanding that those
people have been employed during the current
year?

Mr Brian Burke: No, not any of those vacant
positions. Every year there is a fairly consistent
number of vacant items, and that does not go to
the establishment figure. The four proposed may
represent the same number of vacant items. After
I gave you the list, I did not read to you the extra
words, "less anticipated savings for staff turnover,
temporary salary cuts for senior public officers,
and accrued salaries brought forward". The
vacancies do not take up the number employed. If
you have 135 employed, 19 may be vacant, and
four that you still have employed. You are not
employing people to fill the vacancies according to
the estimates here.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am sorry, I do not
understand that. I am aware that in the listing for
the departmental establishment, sometimes during
the year people leave and there may be a break of
some months before someone else is appointed. If
those vacancies are aggregated, one could end up
with a position which is not Filled during the whole
year. When the Government allocates the funds, it
would not be paying for those people during that
period. The number of people would be less, but so
would the dollar cost. In this case, the Treasurer
has included dollar costs against the vacancies;
and that would seem to me to be making new

establishment positions. I do not quite understand
how that works.

Mr Brian Burke: No, that is not right. What
happens is that the dollar cost attached to the
vacant items reflects a situation where you have a
number of vacancies on the basis of a number of
part-vacancies. You estimate how much savings
you might have, and that is deducted from the
increase. In this case, that is provided to the Public
Service Board. The estimated savings are
$386 000, and that is deducted from the total.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I am afraid I still do not
follow. The Treasurer has included in the Budget
a total of nearly $500 000 for vacant positions. 1,
cannot understand why no cost was allocated last
year, and there appears to be no reduction in other
sections of the department. It is obviously an in-
crease in the establishment. Otherwise, I cannot
understand why the Treasurer would add a
spurious $500 000 if he did not intend to have the
flexibility of using it.

During the course of the year, I agree that the
department may not fill all vacant positions.

Mr Brian Burke: Perhaps I do not understand
this. I do not follow the point you are making. I
suggest you talk to the officers and satisfy your-
self, as perhaps I do not understand it.

Mr TRETHOWAN: In regard to item 1, there
is a tremendous increase in the cost of information
services-an increase from $44 000 to $231 000.
Does that represent an increase in staff, or is it an
increase in other costs? What are the information
services? What do they represent in terms of the
functions of the Public Service Board? It is an
increase of nearly 500 per cent.

I also want to know why there was a 100 per
cent increase in the estimate for the Western
Australian functional review committee in terms
of its allocation. Is that due to increased staff
being employed? I understand the difference the
Treasurer drew between the functions of the Pub-
lic Service Board in regard to management advis-
ory services and the functional review committee;
but it seems there is a significant increase in costs.
The estimate for staff undergoing training has
increased significantly as well. If that is part of the
programme of upgrading the skills of the staff to
service the Public Service, particularly in terms of
providing management services to the Public Ser-
vice, I have no objection to that sort of increase
because it is an investment that is well made.

I also query the estimate for "Additional Assist
ance". That has jumped from $132 000 to
$304 000, which is nearly three times the original
estimate. That seems to be a very dramatic in-
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crease in costs. I am not aware of the substance of
the service it would provide.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not have the detailed
information the member seeks. I can speculate
about the functional review committee. I have
already indicated to the best of my recollection the
reasons for the increases in temporary and ad-
ditional assistance of $171 000. I have indicated
that in respect of staff undergoing training, it has
to do with the development of a corporate struc-
ture within certain departments, but apart from
that I do not have the additional information. I
simply do not recollect all those details from my
Budget discussions with Treasury. I suggest the
member provide me with a list of the information
he wants and I will refer it to the board.

Item 2: Other Staffing Costs-
Mr TRETHOWAN: Here there also seems to

be quite a significant increase, of approximately
25 per cent. Could the Treasurer explain?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increase is $70069
and these other staffing costs really comprise on-
costs of the staff employed. The detail I have is
that this item provides for additional payroll over-
heads such as payroll tax of $48 000, workers'
compensation premiums of $4 000, general travel-
ling expenses of $ 14 000, and board member al-
lowances, etc., with normal cost escalations of
54 069.

Item 4: Services and Contracts-
Mr MacKINNON: Could the Treasurer ex-

plain the increase from $188 589 to $324 000?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The net increase reflects

mainly increases of $140 000 in consultants' fees,
contingency costs associated with the appoi .ntment
of a special projects officer attached to the WA
Overseas Projects Authority, and normal cost
escalations. These increases in expenditure have
been partly offset by decreases in other expendi-
tures. The item provides for leases, rentals, hire
facilities, cartage and legal fees, and other
expenses, the increase being $135 411. I do n ot
know the nature of the appointment of a special
projects officer; while it is done through the Public
Service Board, it is not within my direct area of
responsibility.

Mr RUSHTON: Into what slot does Dr Carr
fit?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know into which
slot Dr Carr fits; I do not think it is this one. He
may be the special projects officer.

Mr Blaikie: Where is he?
Mr Parker: [ think he is in China.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The last report was that

he was in University I-ouse.

Mr Trerhowan: He might represent the
increased costs in overseas projects.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That might be Dr Carr.
Item 7: Purchase of Plant, Equipment, etc.-
Mr TRETHOWAN: Again we see here an in-

crease of $15 000; it is not a tremendous increase
in dollar terms but it is by way of percentage.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increased allocation
provides mainly for the purchase of computer
equipment associated with Mr Young's appoint-
ment as a consultant on Government
administration accommodation. I make the point
that whether or not the Opposition likes it the
appointment of some of these people is of great
assistance to the Government. Mr Young has
some special ability that is unique. He has pro-
fessional skills plus ministerial and parliamentary
experience which enable him to get a handle on a
lot of accommodation problems. He has been of
great assistance. I do not want to misquote the
member for Karrinyup, but he did say that if and
when his party was returned to Government, Mr
Young might need to find himself somewhere else
to work. But Mr Young has been doing an out-
standing job.

Division 10 put and passed.
Division It: Treasury, $8 972 000-
Mr COURT: There has been a lot of talk about

the operation of the Treasury's short-term money
market dealings and about the fact that they
might be transferred from Treasury. Would the
Treasurer comment?

Mr TRETHO WAN: I have the same sort of
problem with this Division as I had with the pre-
vious one because we have here provision for an
enormous number of people and an enormous
quantity of money related to vacant positions. I
did not fully understand the Treasurer's last ex-
planation about what is almost a 50 or 60 per cent
increase in staff at Treasury if these vacant
positions were filled.

Mr Brian Burke: Again perhaps it would be best
if you were to take this up with Treasury. We had
the same thing last year and someone even added
up all the vacant positions and came up with 390.
What happens is that we budget for vacant
positions, but at the end of the year we subtract
the costs or the budgeted amount for those vacant
positions.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I do not understand that
to be the case for the Superannuation Board,
although it goes to a limited extent for some of the
others. It does not seem to be uniform.

Mr Brian Burke: It depends on the size of the
department.
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Mr TRETHOWAN: It is an enormous differ-
ence-about half the establishment of the depart-
ment.

Mr Brian Burke: It depends on the size of the
department, The Superannuation Board has only a
handful of employees.

Mr TRETHOWAN: About 40 or 50. Treasury
has about 262, five times as many. But included in
that are 54 vacant positions-about one-fifth of
the total department.

Mr Brian Burke: If you look at the Public
Service Board figure of 135, 1 think it had 19
vacant positions.

Mr TRETH-OWAN: But this is not present in
the Tokyo and London Agencies.

Mr Brian Burke: The London Agency has been
reduced to 180. Tokyo has four staff. Perhaps I do
not understand it clearly enough to explain it to
you, but it is a recurring problem for the Public
Service Board from last year.

Mr MacKINNON: While I appreciate the fact
that the Treasurer has been doing his best to
answer our questions in a spirit of co-operation, in
this particular instance I think his answer has been
unsatisfactory. For a department with 262 on its
establishment to have 54 vacant positions indi-
cates that something is wrong. We have a depart-
ment as important as the Treasury with 20 per
cent of the people not there and the expenditure
for the department has increased from $4.6
million in 1983-84 to $5.6 million in 1984-85-a
$1 million increase in the allocation to that depart-
menit. That is obviously a significant increase, yet
20 per cent of the positions allocated to that de-
partment are vacant. This has occurred at a time,
despite the improved figures, when unemployment
in Western Australia exists. I would not have
thought that it would be difficult to fill those
positions. While the Treasurer may not have that
information to hand, I ask him if he will pursue
this matter and provide us with the information,
because it does seem to me to be wrong that there
are 54 vacant positions, especially when we know
how hard some departments fight to have even one
additional position created and how many com-
munity groups throughout Western Australia are
crying out for assistance. The number of vacant
positions is strange, to say the least.

I ask the Treasurer to give us a better expla-
nation of the position.

Mr Brian Burke: I have asked one of the mem-
bers to ring Mr Boylan now.

Mr RUSHTON: If one took a cynical approach
an this one could say that those vacant positions
create a reserve.

Mr Brian Burke: It was exactly the same last
year. Do you not remember someone added them
up last year?

Mr RUSHTON: They could be part of the
slush fund.

Mr Brian Burke: I have just asked one of the
members to ring the Under Treasurer and
immediately I get the information I will work it
into the debate.

Mr MacKinnon: Thank you.
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr COURT: Would the Treasurer please ex-

plain to me this matter. How does the budgeting
division fit in with the Minister for Budget Man-
agement? Are all his functions included in this
section of the Budget?

Mr Brian Burke: No they are not.
Mr COURT: Are operations connected with the

Treasury and his expenses under his own vote?
The only reason I ask is that I cannot see it
covered under this vote.

Mr Brian Burke: I am sorry, they are covered
there. They are not included in his section. I have
checked through his file, and they are not there.

Mr COURT: Does that mean the Government
has established a separate Ministry? I understand
that with the Treasury it has been basically
broken out into two areas.

Mr Brian Burke: Rather than areas they are
functions. Treasury comprises a series of func-
tions. He is responsible for some functions and I
am responsible for others. It is not areas of
Treasury.

Mr COURT: So all the functions of this section
are in the Treasury section.

Mr TRETHOWAN: What essentially is the
difference between the functions of the manage-
ment services division and the Government ac-
counting division and the financial management
division? Under which of those is the computer
section covered?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The new Department of
Computing and Information Technology has been
formed and that has now subsumed that comput-
ing function. The difference between the three, as
I understand it, is really the difference between
what was policy and research/investment as
opposed to management services relating solely to
Treasury management as opposed to budgeting,
which is the third leg. Computing now has gone to
the Deputy Premier.

Item 4: Services and Contracts-
Mr MacKINNON: This item has increased

from $838 000 to $1.9 million in round terms. I

3856



[Thursday, 8 November 1984] 35

would appreciate an explanation as to the reason
for the large increase.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increased provision
in 1984-8 5 mainly reflects the conversion of the
Government accounting and payroll systems from
an NCR environment to an IBM compatible en-
vironment. This involves the provision of funds,
and a lot of these are consultant fees and computer
charges. In addition, $41 000 has been allocated
for the development of a computer system to
record on-lending of funds by the central
borrowing authority to various semi-Government
authorities,

Item 7: Purchase of Plant, Equipment, etc.-

Mr TRETHOWAN: I ask again what the con-
siderable increase in expenditure in plant and
equipment represents. Is that related to the con-
version of NCR equipment that was mentioned in
item 4?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increased provision
is necessary to provide for the implementation of
the Government payroll system in new depart-
ments and instrumentalities. This involves the ac-
quisition of additional visual display units,
printers, controllers and other associated equip-
ment.

Division I11 put and passed.

Division 12: Audit, $3 364 000-

Mr MacKINNON: It seems passing strange
that the Treasurer, who waxes long and lyrical at
times about the Government's great strides
towards efficiency in Government, has an Audit
Department whose increase in budget was 5.6 per
cent in total in the years t982-83 to 1983-84 and
7.1 per cent in the years 1983-84 to 1984-85.

As was exampled in the general debate on the
Budget, the only area in which efficiency audits
have been implemented is in the Artificial Breed-
ing Board and I think it employs six people. One
can really see that the commitment of the Govern-
ment to the Audit Department and to efficiency
audits in general terms nothing more than a cyni-
cal exercise in cheap publicity.

Mr COURT: I would also like to mention some
matters which I also mentioned last year during
this debate. I would like to see more of the
auditing functions of Government departments
carried out by the private sector. I think it is one
of those service industries that, for many good
reasons, could be carried out by the private sector.
I know that there are many functions that can be
done only by a Government auditor, but 1 think
also that there are many that could be better done
by people in the private sector.

I think the Government has begun some form of
interchange with auditors from the private sector
going into the Government sector and vice versa. I
would like to see that programme expanded be-
cause I believe there are many advantages to be
gained by having the private sector auditors doing
one or two years' work in Government depart-
m ents.

In summary, 1 would like to see more of the
work carried out by the private sector and to see a
bigger exchange scheme of auditors between the
two sectors.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I support the comments
made by the member for Nedlands because I think
it is particularly important that the role of the
auditor be clearly understood. What we have in
Government is very large organisations handling
very, very large volumes of money and very large
numbers of people within them. One of the prob-
lems these days, even with electronic data
processing, is keeping track, not only of the dollars
to ensure that they are correctly spent, but also of
the managerial systems throughout the year, not
just at the end of the year.

I have no doubt that the staff of the Auditor
General do a very fine job. However, I believe in
cross- fert il isat ion. I know that major auditing
firms in the private sector have to have a
developing efficiency and a contemporary tech-
nique for auditing large organisations. A whole
range of management services are offered. More
and more auditors provide that sort of continuing
advice through the year just as they do continuing
audits through the year. It seems to me that many
Government departments would benefit from that
sort of external advice.

I agree with the member for Nedlands that
there are some auditing functions in the public
sector that can only, and should only, be done by
the Auditor General and his department. How-
ever, if we are to see efficiency in Government and
new approaches in the way in which funds are
accounted for and the way in which funds and
people are managed, I suggest that it would be
increasingly appropriate to incorporate, where
possible, external auditors who have contacts with
dlifferent kinds of organisations into the Public
Service so that a true cross-fertilisation of ideas
can occur.

In the last analysis, it is the Auditor General
and the auditors external to the Government who
provide the real control and surety that everything
that is going on in the public domain is being done
efficiently and that public funds are being appro-
priately acccounted for.
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I think it is a fundamental and very important
function. I certainly support the member for
l"edlands when he mentions that much of this
function should be contracted out to the private
sector to allow the cross- fertilisation of ideas be-
tween the private sector and the public sector.
New techniques and new approaches to auditing
are-~being made all the time. I think the public
sector should benefit from those techniques in the
same way as many large companies, and small
ones, are benefiting.

Mr WATT: The Treasurer has made a number
of comments at different times about what he sees
as the importance of performance auditing in vari-
ous Government departments. It seems that we
have not really made any advances in that area. It
is a direction that I support in some respects more
than others.

It seems to me that if the number of Govern-
ment auditors is not able to be increased
sufficiently to allow them to move into some de-
partments to carry out performance audits, that
could be achieved by allowing more internal audits
to be done by the departments themselves so as to
free-up Government auditors. The alternative
would be that, in selected departments where it
was considered warranted, auditors from the pri-
vate sector could be brought in and used in areas
in which they have a special expertise to do some
performance auditing, even if that were not done
on an annual basis. From time to time it may
prove to be an economic benefit to those depart-
ments.

Mr BRIAN BURKE; I have heard what each
of the members has had to say about mainly the
same thing, which is the greater involvement of
the private sector. I make no comment about that
except to say that it will be considered.

With your indulgence, Mr Chairman, and in
respect of the vacancies to which the members
previously referred, the normal vacancies included
in each of the votes or each of the divisions are to
provide for normal promotions within the Public
Service that occur from time to time. So, in
Treasury, for example, under the heading of
"Vacant Positions" there are three, six and four.
That is the normal situation. In Treasury, the un-
usual situation of the greater number of vacancies
occurs mainly in two areas. Mr Boylan informs me
that in the Government accounting division, the
vacancies are mainly computer operators of whom
there is a high turnover. Many are lost to private
enterprise and it is simply the case that they leave
more frequently than do people in other parts of
Government.

That related to the 13 positions in financial
management. Restructuring of Treasury financial
management was one of the new legs of the tripod
established and these vacancies referred to
positions not filled and not affecting the establish-
ment. They will be filled during the course of the
completion of the restructuring. So those two un-
usual items together make up 35 of the total of 50-
plus vacancies. The remainder of the 50-plus re-
fers to the normal turnover that is allowed for and
reflected in the vacant positions as people are
promoted within the service, sometimes within
Treasury and sometimes from within Treasury to
other places.

Division 12 put and passed.
Division 13: Forests, $13 269 000-
Mr BLAIKIE: The actual expenditure last year

showed a 5300 000 overrun from the amount that
was actually allocated by the Parliament. I would
be interested if the Treasurer could indicate why
the overrun occurred and how it occurred.

It is also interesting to look at the actual vote
that has been decided this evening. That shows an
increase of $2.5 million over the provision for
1983-84. Some of that money no doubt will be
related to the new department that the Govern-
ment intends to establish. Far be it from us to
make a determination on what will happen but it
is important for the Treasurer to indicate why the
extra money has been allocated, where it is coming
from and the purpose for which it is being spent.

It is interesting to look at the staffing levels in
1983-84 and 1984-85, The staff level last year was
594 and this year it is 612. The increase in staff
has been relatively small, as was the increase for
the previous year. In that case it increased by 10
and this year it has increased by IS. Therefore, the
staff level has not increased sufficiently to account
for the extra $2.5 million allocated.

The Forests Department carries out a variety of
activities, including aerial patrolling and aerial
fire control. In the coming year, two areas of State
Forests will be managed as though they were
national parks. The Shannon River basin-an
area of more than 100 000 acres-is part of a
contiguous State forest area and the Government
has indicated that it will be managed as though it
is a national park. In the Dwellingup area the
northern jarrah park-again, approximately
100 000 acres-will be managed as though it were
a national park. Therefore, those two fairly
substantial areas, covering 200 000 acres, will be
removed from the State forests as far as timber
production is concerned and they will be managed
by the National Parks Authority. I am interested
in the Treasurer's indication of whether the
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Government has made a financial allowance in
this Budget and whether the areas will be
managed by the Forests Department and a contra-
allowance will be made by the National Parks
Authority to pick up the tab for the Forests De-
partment. No timber will be cut in the area be-
cause of the Government's decision so I do not see
why the Forests Department should pick up the
bill for that.

I refer also to the position of Conservator of
Forests. The position of conservator is very clearly
identified under item I and at the bottom of page
46 it is very clearly identified. Under the heading
"Provided under Special Acts" an amount of
$71 800 has been allocated for the salary of Con-
servator of Forests for 1984-85. 1 raised this ques-
tion with the Treasurer in his capacity as Minister
for Forests last year and I raise it again this year.

The State has not had a Conservator of Forests
since March 1983, yet the Government continues
to have the position declared in the Budget and
allocates funds to this position. We have an acti ng
conservator, but the former conservator, Bruce
Beggs, is now head of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet. To all intents and purposes he is no
longer Conservator of Forests. If the Government
is being dinkum about not having a conservator,
why is the position left on the estimates as at 30
June 1984 and why is it still on the estimates in
1985?

Mr Brian Burke: It has to be. You can't just
take it out; the position exists.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Government may well have
the position but it has no person appointed to that
office.

Mr Brian Burke: We have an acting conser-
vator.

Mr BLAIKIE: Why not appoint him as conser-
vator?

Mr Brian Burke: We do not want to.

Mr BLAIKIE: As simple as that?

Mr Brian Burke: We are waiting for the Con-
servation and Land Management Bill to go
through.

Mr BLAIKIE: What will happen in that case?

Mr Brian Burke: The position will disappear.

Mr BLAIKIE: If it is going to disappear, why
allow an amount for the position?

Mr Brian Burke: The position will not disappear
until the new legislation goes through.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will ask the Treasurer to think
a little further on this because I intend to pursue
the matter. I do not accept the answer he has
given.

I make a further point in relation to the position
of conservator: A couple of days ago I asked some
questions relating to sandalwood. In part of the
question I asked whether a Government officer
was involved in sandalwood management or ex-
port. The answer was that the Conservator of For-
ests is involved in the Western Australian Sandal-
wood Export Committee. It will be interesting for
the Chamber to know that the Western Australian
Sandalwood Export Committee was established in
1932 and the conservator of the day, Alan Kessell,
was responsible for the committee. Its purpose was
to bring a co-ordinated effort into the manage-
ment and sales of sandalwood because at that
stage the industry was in a state of utter chaos.
Since 1932 the person holding the position of Con-
servator of Forests has been the chairman of the
Western Australian Sandalwood Export Com-
mittee. Although this continued for more than 50
years, in 1983 for some reason known to the
Treasurer-and I will ask him to give some detail
to the Chamber-the Conservator of Forests or
the Acting Conservator of Forests no longer fills
that position on the committee.

When Mr Beggs was appointed to the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet, instead of
relinquishing that role on the committee, he
continued to hold it.

Mr Brian Burke: I will take that up with Mr
Beggs and ask him why.

Mr BLAIKIE: I think the Treasurer should,
because it appears to be an extremely plum
position which brings with it some interesting
travel arrangements. I fail to see why the Director
of the Department of Premier and Cabinet should
be the incumbent when the position has tradition-
ally been occupied by the conservator and is di-
rectly related to the Forests Department.

I am concerned about these matters and I have
asked the Minister for Forests questions about
them. No doubt those questions were answered by
Mr Beggs. I have not been satisfied with the
answers and I shall be pursuing the matters
further. It comes down to the vexatious position of
conservator. The Premier says that the Govern-
ment does not intend to have a conservator of
forests and for the last 18 months the State forests
have been under the control of an acting conser-
vator. It is a disgrace that the Government has not
filled the position. The Opposition has asked ques-
tions on this matter again and again over the last
year.

Why will the Government not appoint a conser-
vator? What has happened to the position of the
conservator? The Government has said it does not
want one. That is not good enough. This is a very
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important organisation under attack by the
Government, and the Government is not appoint-
ing a conservator.

If the Government decided not to appoint an
Under Treasurer, it might have a series of people
acting in the role of Under Treasurer. This would
not give the people confidence. Precisely the same
set of circumstances applies in respect of the For-
ests Department. This is a department which
brings in literally hundreds of millions of dollars a
year in the form of revenue for the State, yet for
more than I8 months it has been operating
without a head of department. It has an acti ng
head. This is a deplorable situation. It is not good
enough for the Treasurer to say that a new De-
partment of Conservation and Land Management
will be established so the conservator will fill the
new role. First of all, the Parliament has not even
decided that there will be a new Department of
Conservation and Land Management.

Mr Brian Burke: This debate was coming along
fairly well until you came in with this sort of stuff.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is a matter that we on this side
are sensitive about. We regard the position of con-
servator as of great importance.

Mr Brian Burke: You keep repeating yourself.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am almost finished. Concern
has centred round the conservator and the
strength of the department. The Treasurer has
said the Government cannot appoint a conser-
vator. I want the Treasurer to indicate why, for 18
months, that position has not been filled.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not mean to be testy
with the member for Vasse, but that is a political
point. I know that the member for Vasse has a
particular opinion, and I know that opinion is not
the Government's opinion, so we will be at cross-
purposes in that respect. I do not know whether
there is much point in having the whole argument
over again.

The acting conservator is in place. The Conser-
vation and Land Management Bill is now being
considered by a Select Committee of the Legislat-
ive Council, and I suppose, in the fullness of time,
if the Legislative Council makes its decision, the
Acting Conservator of Forest's position may turn
into a conservator's position. If the Legislative
Council rejects the legislation, that will be the
position. Alternatively, if the Conservation and
Land Management Bill is passed, and becomes
law, he will have that position.

Mr Blaikie: In March 1983 Mr Beggs was
appointed to the position he currently holds.
Surely at this stage there would be some wisdom
in appointing a conservator?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that, but we
were planning on restructuring on the lines of the
Conservation and Land Management Bill. We
were keeping our powder dry so that we would be
in a position to have the flexibility, if the Legislat-
ive Council rejected our legislation, to appoint the
member as Conservator of Forests, or anybody
else.

Mr Blaikie: We put the qualifications in.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am just pointing out

why we are doing it as we are. That is why it is in
everybody's interest that the Bill be passed.

I will explain to the member the increase is for
the full year's cost of the award granted last
year-$927 000. The full year's cost of new staff
appointed last year was $23 000. The full year's
cost of graduating trainees and cadets was
$ 104 000; provision to cover anticipated award in-
creases during 1984-85, $21 0 000; reinstatement
of senior public officers' salaries, $236 000; other
salary costs, including annual increments and the
full year's cost of filling the vacant items,
$420 477.

In respect of the other point that the member
raised, the provision is under Miscellaneous Ser-
vices to provide extra financial assistance required
to operate the Conservation and Land Manage-
ment Act when it comes into place. That provision
for the expanded role of the Department of Con-
servation and Land Management has been
provided.

I have checked quickly through miscellaneous
and I cannot see it immediately, but it provides for
an extra 73 positions, as has been published. It
provides for the obligations we have to discharge
in respect of national park areas.

Mr Blaikie: There was a $300 000 overrun of
expenditure from what was voted and what was
actually expended last year.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was mainly to do
with community employment programmes and our
contribution to them. We were required to provide
30 per cent, I understand, and 70 per cent was
matched. That is mainly where that increase was.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-

Mr BLAIKIE: The Treasurer has already
indicated one of the items, and that was a
$300 000 overrun on salaries, wages and allow-
ances over and above the vote of $11 698 000 and
expenditure of$ $11 954 000.

How many staff in the Forests Department
were caught up with the Government's 10 per cent
wages cut? I would have imagined that should
have amounted to a certain number at least. There
are some 83 professional officers and eight super-
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intendents, so there would be a series of people
with salaries and allowances.

Mr Brian Burke: I cannot give you the number,
but the amount of money is $236 000.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Treasurer has indicated
that 5236 000 was saved as a result of the wages
and salaries cuts. That brings me to a further
point. In point of fact, the actual overrun of expen-
diture was more than $500 000.

Mr Brian Burke: That was budgeted for.
Mr BLAIKIE: If the matter had been budgeted

for, I would appreciate the Treasurer, not in this
debate because I do not want to take up the time
of the Committee, indicating where matters have
been budgeted for. My concern would be that if
there had been $236 000 where salaries had been
reduced by 10 per cent, the figure would have
been 5500 000.

One of the matters I raised with the Treasurer,
and it has been the subject of correspondence I
have had with him to which I have not received a
reply-I assume other members have not received
a reply either-relates to the number of officers
whose salaries were above the magical figure of
$28 000 which was subject to the 10 per cent cut
and who made application to the Government for
hardship assistance and had that amount reduced
either in whole or part. The Treasurer has had my
letter for many months, but I have not received a
reply. Could he indicate whether any forestry
officers were advantaged by the decision of the
Government to wipe off the 10 per cent reduction
as a result of applications made to him?

Mr Brian Burke: I don't have, those answers
now.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have raised this matter with
the Treasurer's office on several occasions and on
each occasion I was told that I would be advised in
due course.

Mr Brian Burke: If you ring Bruce Beggs I am
sure he will tell you.

Mr BLAIKIE: Perhaps the Treasurer could
take a note to reactivate the file on this matter
which I have drawn to his attention on a number
of occasions.

The number of employees in the Forests De-
partment is very little different from 1983-84.
There is a difference of 14 employees. Do the
officers in the Forests Department work a regular
38-hour week; have their terms, conditions, and
hours of employment been changed dramatically
in the past 12 months; and, has the Government
made allowance, by way of additional staff, to
pick up the lag in respect of the improved working
conditions? Has there been any change in the
working conditions of those officers?

Mr Brian Burke: To my knowledge, there has
been no change at all.

Mr BLAIKIE: There would have been changes
within the department. It is interesting when one
looks at the papers to note that, over the last two
or three years, very little change has occurred in
the staffing of the Forests Department. I would
assume that if the staffing levels have not changed
substantially, working conditions and hours have
improved; so the level of attention given to State
forests would have dropped, because it would fol-
low that , if more funds are not provided for over-
time, fewer hours are being worked in State for-
ests. That is a matter which ought to receive the
attention of the Government.

Division 13 put and passed.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again,
on motion by Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer).

House adjourned at 10. 55 p.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

1561. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Australind: Cost

1589. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Why has the patronage on the

Australind train fallen by 8 per cent in
the last year?

(2) What is the estimated indirect cost of
running the Auseralind train to Bunbury
per annum, in addition to the estimated
direct operating costs and loss of
$77 000?

(3) What is the estimated indirect cost of
running the new proposed Australind
train in addition to the estimated
operating loss of $2.5 million per an-
num?

(4) Has the fall of patronage and losses
reported incurred in items (2) and (3)
influenced the Government to delay the
commissioning of the new Australind
train?

(5) When are tenders to be called for the
purchase of the five diesel-engined
railcars for the new AusI ralind service?

(6) Are the tenders to include the provision
of easy conversion of the diesel railcars
to electric power?

(7) When is it intended that a firm order for
the new carriages will be placed?

(8) When the present carriages become re-
dundant to the Australind train service
are they to be retained or sold or
scrapped?

(9) Will the Government explain why it will
break its election promise as the new
Australind train is to operate at a speed
of 110 kilometres per hour instead of I50
kilonmetres per hour and have a fre-
quency of service less than 50 per cent of
that promised?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The particular reason, or reasons, are not
known. There are numerous possible fac-
tors, one being the age of the current
rolling stock.

It is anticipated patronage will increase
when the new service is introduced.

(2) Costs of $407 000 in excess of direct
operating costs have been assessed as at-
tributable to the Australind service for
198 3-84. These costs represent a share of
joint and common expenses for track,
station operations, workshop overheads,
and administration.

(3) The loss of S2.5 million referred to for
the new Australind is an estimated
equivalent annual loss over a IS-year
period commencing in 1986 and
expressed in projected 1986 dollar
values. It takes account of all costs in-
cluding capital charges for the new
rolling stock and track and terminal
works and includes a similar component
for joint and common expenses as that
assessed for the present service.

(4) No.

(5) Tenders have been called and close on 14
December 1984.

(6) No. However, this matter has not been
overlooked and will be discussed with
tenderers during the tender evaluation
process.

(7) April-May 1985.

(8) This has not been decided.

(9) Our commitment has been achieved by
provision of a fast train service reducing
the journey time from 3 1/4 hours to 2
hours.

1595 and 1596. Postponed.

HEALTH: DEPARTMENT

Employees

1599. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) How many people are currently
employed by the Health Department?

(2) How many people were employed by the
Health Department at the same time last
year?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The total number of persons employed
by the Health Department as at 19
October 1984 is 26 070.

(2) The total number of persons employed
by the Health Department as at 31
October 1983 was 25 515.
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HEALTH: GREEN POTATOES
sale

1601. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) With reference to the article in The
West Australian newspaper dated 5
November 1984, what is the situation
with the gr~een potatoes being sold on the
open market in Western Australia?

(2) (a) Are there facts to support the gen-
eral belief that they are dangerous
to health; and

(b) has it been established that they are
perfectly safe for human consump-
tion?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Inspection of potatoes available for retail
sale in the Perth metropolitan area has
shown that very few potatoes show evi-
dence of greening.

Provision exists under the Health Act to
prohibit the sale of potatoes which are so
green as to be unfit for human consump-
tion, but no evidence exists to warrant
this action at this stage.

The department supports the consumer
education programme initiated by the
WA Potato Board to advise consumers
on the cause of greening of potatoes and
action to prevent this occurring.

(2) (a) The toxicological data shows that
the bitter alkaloid, solanine which
occurs in the surface layers of green
potatoes is of low toxicity and since
it is normal culinary practice to re-
move the skin of green potatoes it is
not considered a danger to health.

(b) The accepted upper limit for sola-
nine is 20 mg per 100 grams of po-
tato.

It is not possible to categorically
state that such green potatoes are
safe for human consumption, the
safety depends upon the concen-
tration of solanine and the amount
of potato eaten. There are cases of
solanine poisoning reported in the
literature, but if consumers ensure
that potatoes at the point of pur-
chase are not obviously green and
peel any green skin from the potato
before cooking then no hazard
exists.

AUSTRALIAN BICENTENNIAL
CELEBRATIONS

Expo 88: Western Australian Participation
1608. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(I) Has the State yet decided to participate
in Expo 88?

(2) If not, when will ibis decision be made?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) An announement will be made in

due course.

1619, 1624, and 1636. Postponed.

STATE FINANCE

Central Borrowing Authority
1637. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) Have managers and underwriters been
appointed for the current central
borrowing authorities loan raising?

(2) If "Yes", who are they?
(3) How were they chosen and were other

organisations given an opportunity to
submit proposals?

(4)

(5)
(6)
(7)

If not, why not?
Has the loan closed?
if "Yes", what was the outcome?
If "No", is it expected the loan will be
fully subscribed?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Lead manager-McCaughan Dyson and
Co. Ltd.
Lead underwriters-

Australia and New Zealand Bank-
ing Group Limited
BA Australia Limited
CIBC Australia Limited
Daiwa Securities Co. Limited
McCaughan Dyson and Co. Lim-
ited

Co-underwriter-
State Government Insurance Office
of Western Australia,

(3) Selection of underwriters was on a ten-
der basis. Twenty-three organisa tions.
were invited to tender resulting in ten-
ders from 10 syndicates.

(4) See answer to (3).
(5) The loan opens on 9 November and

closes 29 November.
(6) See answer to (5).
(7) The loan is underwritten.
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SPORT AND RECREATION

Complex Near McGillvray Oval

1638. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) On what basis was a site adjacent to

McGillivray Oval chosen for the
proposed sports complex?

(2) Were other sites considered?
(3) If "No" to (2), why were no other sites

considered?
(4) If "Yes" to (2)-

(a) what sites were considered;
(b) why were they rejected?

(5) What discussions relating to the
proposed site were held with the Univer-
sity of Western Australia?

(6) Who undertook any discussions with the
University of Western Australia, the rel-
evant local government authority, sport-
ing bodies and other appropriate persons
on behalf of the Minister in order to
obtain support for the project?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The site is roughly equidistant from the
perimeters of the metropolitan area.
The site provides the large area needed
for the building, and allows for extensive,
permanent, and temporary parking fa-
cilities.
It places the centre in a location which
complements other major sports facili-
ties.
It will ensure maximum use is made of
the centre by providing the university
with access to its facilities for some of
their programmes.

(2) Other sites will be considered if the
studies the Government will undertake
as part of the planning for the centre
prove the McGillivray site to be unsuit-
able.

(3) and (4) Not applicable.
(5) A preliminary discussion was held with

representatives from the university and a
formal approach made to the university
senate.

(6) The steering committee has been estab-
lished to ensure the appropriate consul-
tation with the relevant bodies prior to
the construction of the centre.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Complex Near McGillvray Oval

1639. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) With regard to the proposed sports

complex to be constructed by the
Government, what costing analysis was
undertaken to support the Financial vi-
ability of the proposal?

(2) What is the estimated annual operating
cost of the proposed complex?

(3) What is the estimated annual income of
the complex upon which the decision to
proceed with the construction was
based?

(4) Are any further financial studies being
undertaken?

Mr
(1)

WILSON replied:
to (4) A management and programming
committee is already studying the mat-
ters referred to in the member's question.
The Government will be provided with a
thorough appraisal of recurring costs
involved in operating the centre before
construction commences.
This Government recognises the import-
ance to the sportsmen and women of WA
of the provision of proper sports facilities
and is prepared to do something to help
bring this about.
I invite the member, as a former Minis-
ter for Sport and Recreation, to show he
really does want sport to progress in WA
by joining with the Government in sup-
porting its provision of high quality
sports facilities.

SPORT AND RECREATION

Complex Near AlcGillvray Oval

1640. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) With regard to the announcement that

the Government proposed to construct a
sports complex near McGillivray Oval,
on whose advice was the particular site
chosen?

(2) Who owns the site proposed?
(3) Were the relevant local government

authority and the appropriate statutory
planning authority consulted and ap-
proval obtained?

(4) When is it intended construction will
commence?
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Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The Sports Council and the WA Sports
Federation.

(2) University of Western Australia.

(3) The approval of the authorities,
mentioned in the member's question,
only became relevant after the university
agreed to the centre's being built on its
land.

Now that has been achieved it has
already been made clear that discussions
will be held with the appropriate
authorities and approval to proceed will
be sought.

(4) No definite starting time has been estab-
lished but it is hoped to begin around
March/April next year.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Cornplex Near McGillvray Oval

1641. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

(1) With regard to the proposed sports
complex to be constructed by the
Government, what sporting bodies were
consulted regarding the desirability of
constructing such a complex?

(2) Have any sporting bodies, groups or per-
sons involved in sporting activity or
administration, expressed concern at the
intention to commit such a large sum to
the proposed complex?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The Sports Council-a body established
with the specific task of advising the
Government on matters to do with sport
in WA.

The WA Sports Federation which is the
peak body representing the vast majority
of sports associations in this State.

The federation provided the Govern-
ment with a report indicating that its
member associations' most urgent need
was for a major indoor sports centre.

(2) As far as I am aware there is overwhelm-
ing support for the project among the
relevant sporting bodies.

1642 to 1645. Postponed.

LAND: CROWN
Perth

1646. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:
(I) Will he table a copy of the plan for the

development announced by the Govern-
ment for the land within the railway
block bounded by Beaufort, James and
Stirling Streets?

(2) What is the percentage of the land
owned by the Crown, including Westrail,
in the area?

(3) I f the land occupied by the high rise car
park is not included what is the reason
for this?

(4) Will consideration be given to including
the casino in this development?

(5) Why is a comprehensive development of
this land and the extensive area owned
by Westrail and including the central
railway station not being put forward to
enable an upgrading of the public
transport facilities in this area within the
development costs?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) The Government has not announced

plans for the area.
(2) 73 per cent.
(3) to (5) See (1) above.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY:
GRAHAM HOUSE

HERB

Rezoning
1647. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Planning:
(1) Has the zoning for the site to build the

Herb Graham Centre in the City of
Stirling-
(a) received Minister's preliminary ap-

proval;
(b) completed the period for public re-

sponse;
(c) been accepted or rejected by City of

Stirling;
(d) received final approval or been

rejected by Minister?
(2) What is the date and decision for each

stage in (a) to (d)?
(3) If final determination has not been

completed, what is the present position
and progress in the rezoning of this site?

(4) Will he please list the stages yet to take
place and the estimated date on which
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these necessary decisions are expected to
be taken?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) (a) Yes, I granted preliminary approval

on 29 August. 1984 following a re-
quest from the City of Stirling and
the amendment was gazetted on 14
September, 1984;

(b) yes, a 21-day advertising period
ended on 5 October, 1984;

(c) and (d) on 16 October, 1984 council
resolved not to proceed with this
amendment.

(2) to (4) As above.

TRAFFIC: JULL STREET
Congestion

1648. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is he aware the opening of the Armadale
Town shopping centre in Jut] Street,
Armadale yesterday, attracted a huge
number of shoppers and vehicles into
Armadale?

(2) Is he aware that traffic was
chaotic due to the conflict between shop-
pers, vehicles and large transport ve-
hicles which pass through .Jull Street,
Armadale and which will continue to do
so until the Armadale Road rail crossing
is constructed?

(3) With the knowledge that traffic will con-
tinue to be chaotic without the opening
of the Armadale Road rail crossing, why
is this rail crossing still some months
from being installed, especially when the
roads are already in place?

(4) Will he please advance the priority for
the installation of this urgently needed
rail crossing?

(5) What is the earliest date that the instal-
lation of the Armadale Road rail cross-
ing can be expected to be available for
vehicle use?

Mr GRILL replied:
(t) and (2) 1 understand that there were

problems at Armadale yesterday but no
doubt these would have been exagger-
ated by the opening day of the new shop-
ping complex. Nonetheless, if the local
authority provides me with full details of
the situation I will further consider any
proposal it may wish to put to me.

(3) to (5) Over recent weeks 1 have been
endeavouring to advance the completion
of this crossing.
Westrail's programme for its installation
has been in accordance with the Town of
Armadale's requirements. Up until 31
October it was understood the shire's
roadworks for the project would not be
completed until February 1985.
I have established that due to other ur-
gent commitments installation of the
crossing protection is unable to be
completed by Westrail until March
1985, which is the date originally pro-
grammed to coincide with the Town of
Armadale's planning.

WHEAT MARKETING ACT 1947

Application
1649. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Is the Wheat Marketing Act 1947 still in
force?

(2) If not-

(a) for what reasons has it been allowed
to lapse;

(b) have any arrangements been made
to market the Western Australian
wheat crop if such a move becomes
necessary?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) No.

(2) (a) and (b) The Act was obsolete in a
number of respects and would have
required amendment. After consul-
tation with the producer organis-
ations it was decided that the
powers of the Grain Marketing Act
would be used, with any necessary
amendments, to handle the market-
ing of the Western Australian
wheat crop should the present
national marketing scheme break
down.

GRAIN: WHEAT
N.S. W. Carryover Cost

1650. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) In view of projected carryover of wheat
in New South Wales due mainly to in-
dustrial disputes resulting in lengthy de-
lays in shipping programmes from the
State, what is the estimated cost to
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wheat growers resulting from these de-
lays?

(2) What percentage of the total additional
cost will be borne by Western Australian
wheat growers?

(3) What redress, if any, do wheat growers
have against the unions responsible for
the delays?

(4) What effect is the carryover likely to
have on shipping programmes for the
1984-85 crop from Western Australia?

Mr EVANS replied:

(I) The cost of
carryover of
estimated at
$140 million.

the New South Wales
wheat has been variously
between $100 million and

(2) The proportioning of the total cost be-
tween New South Wales growers and the
pool as a whole will not be determined
until the grain handling authority in
New South Wales has presented the rel-
evant accounts to the Australian Wheat
Board.

(3) I am advised that action is possible under
the Commonwealth Trade Practices
legislation.

(4) The Australian Wheat Board is not yet
able to determine the effect of the New
South Wales carryover in shipping pro-
grammes from Western Australia.

TRADE: EXPORTS

Live Sheep: America's Cup

1651. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Has there been any move to ban or limit
the export of live sheep from Fremantle
during the period of the America's Cup?

(2) If "Yes" to (1), are arrangements being
made with exporters to ensure use of out-
ports in order to guarantee continuity of
this very important marketing sector of
the sheep industry?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) 1 am unaware of any move to ban or
limit live sheep exports from Fremantle
during the period of the America's Cup.

(2) Not applicable.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
"Two Driver" System

1652. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Government proposing to make

any changes in the "two-driver" system
currently in use on passenger road
coaches?

(2) Will he please outline any proposed
changes?

(3) For what reason are any changes being
considered?

(4) When is it intended that any changes
would become operative?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Legislation is proposed that will give the

Commissioner of Transport the dis-
cretionary power to require long distance
bus operators to station their drivers at
strategic points along the route.
I am aware that there are two schools of
thought on whether buses should be
operated in this manner, or by the other
system wherein the second driver is car-
ried on the bus. On certain routes and in
certain circumstances one system may
have an advantage over the other, and
therefore the commissioner will be able
to take a realistic and pragmatic ap-
proach to the question. He will exercise
the power to require an operator to
change his method of operation only
where it is in the public interest or it
would enhance road safety. In all other
instances the present arrangements will
prevail.

(3) Answered by (2).
(4) It is intended that a Bill for this and

other purposes will be introduced into
the House in this session.

RACING AND TROTTING

Royal Commission
1653. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Administrative
Services:
(1) Adverting to the reply given to question

1517 on Thursday, I November 1984,
which of the recommendations of the
Honorary Royal Commission into
Racing and Trotting in Western
Australia have been implemented?
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(2) On whose advice were the specific
recommendations implemented?

(3) Which recommendations are still being
considered, and by whom?

(4) When is it considered the Minister will
receive further advice on the remaining
recommendations?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) The Racing Restriction Act has been

amended to provide for more metropoli-
tan racing and trotting meetings. The
amendment included a right of appeal to
the Minister for provincial and country
clubs.
Action is in course to provide statutory
recognition to country trotting associ-
ations under the provisions of the WA
Trotting Association Act.
Unrestricted licensing of bookmakers, to
enable them to field at either racing,
trotting of greyhound racing, has been
effected.
The Government has agreed to im-
plement legislation which will enable
bookmakers to recover debts legally in-
curred in the course of their business.
Bookmakers are now allowed to adver-
tise their business.
An independent arbitrator was appointed
this year to reolve matters of conflict
between the TAB and the TAB agents'
association in regard to contracts and
commissions. The TAB has made pro-
vision for more comprehensive infor-
mation to be included in its annual re-
port.

(2) Advice was received from many sources
including a bookmakers' review com-
mittee established by the Government.

(3) and (4) The remainder of the
recommendations are still under con-
sideration by the Government.

FRUIT AND VEGETABLES
Potatoes: Marketing

1654. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
Would he please provide a copy of the
recommendations of the working party
appointed to inquire into the options for
production and marketing of potatoes in
Western Australia?

Mr EVANS replied:
Yes.

FRUIT AND VEGETABLES
Pota toes: Marketing

1655. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:

Could he please give the probable com-
position of the task force to be estab-
lished to recommend requirements in set-
ting up the proposed potato marketing
authority?

Mr EVANS replied:
Mr C. Mann, Department of the
Premier and Cabinet, Chairman; and, a
representative of each of the Potato
Marketing Board, the Department of
Agriculture and the Potato Growers' As-
sociation.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE
Mt. Anderson: Cornpensa tion

1656. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware of the delay in finalising the
compensation payment to Mr and Mrs
Blair over their losses and costs incurred
in attempting to lease Mt. Anderson
Station after the Government had ap-
proved the calling of public tenders for
the station?

(2) Will he take action to ensure that an
independent arbitrator is appointed
immediately to determine the compen-
sation to be paid to Mr and Mrs Blair on
a commercial basis?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Action has been taken. I am
informed that legal representatives for
both parties are now in accord and the
matter can now proceed to arbitration.

I am willing to have officers brief the
member in more detail on this matter if
he desires.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE
Mt. Anderson: Compensation

1657. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Lands and Surveys:

(1) Having full regard for the delays in
settling the compensation payment to
Mr and Mrs Blair over the costs incurred
in their attempted leasing of Mt.
Anderson Station, will he give me a firm
date when settlement can reasonably be
expected to be paid?

3868



[Thursday, 8 November 19843 86

(2) Will he bring me up to date on progress
and action presently being taken?

Mr McOVER replied:

(I) No.
(2) Please refer to response to question 1656.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE
Mt. Anderson: Compensation

1658. Mr RUSH-TON, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Has the Aboriginal Development Com-

mission refused to accept the appoint-
ment of an independent arbitrator to de-
termine the compensation due to Mr and
Mrs Blair regarding the Government's
decision to refuse the acceptance of the
highest tender and give preference to
Aboriginal interests for Mt. Anderson
Station?

(2) If "No", what is the actual position?

Mr WILSON replied:

(I) No.
(2) Please refer to response to question 1656.

MEAT: LAMB
sales

1659. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
What was the net return per head to
growers during 1983-84 for lamb-
(a) sold on the local market;
(b) sold on the export market?

Mr EVANS replied:
(a) and (b) I am advised by the Western

Australian Lamb Marketing Board that
producer returns are equalised under the
Western Australian Lamb Marketing
Board's policy to pay a single price for a
specific grade regardless of whether the
product is sold on domestic or export
markets.

1660. Postponed.

LAND: SWANBOURNE HOSPITAL SITE
Options

1661. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

Considering the recent public announce-
ment about Cabinet's decision can he

now please furnish the answer to ques-
tion 3402 viz-
(1) Will the land around Swanbourne

Hospital to be utilised for individual
freehold title holdings be sold in
bulk to private developers for them
to organise the subdivision develop-
ment and sell off individual blocks,
or will the Government or any of its
instrumentalities do the business of
subdivision and sales itself?

(2) If the Government or any of its
instrumentalities will be involved,
are individual sales by-
(a) tender;

(b) auction;
(c) private treaty;

(d) or any other method,

envisaged?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The Urban Lands Council will be re-
sponsible for dealing with the subdivision
and sale of land.

(2) (a) to (d) It is possible that a combination
of methods will be used.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL
Swanbourne: Redevelopment

1662. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

In view of the recent general public an-
nouncement about the Government's de-
cision regarding the Swanbourne Hospi-
tal site, is the Minister now in a position
to inform the House-

(a) about the buildings to be retained;
(b) their ownership and vesting if they

remain the property of the Crown;

(c) the conditions and purpose of use of
vesting?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) The buildings proposed to be retained
are-

Montgomery Hall;
administration centre;
male and female attendants quar-
ters;
kitchen and stores;

(b) ownership will remain with the Crown
and vested in Nediands City Council;
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(c) for community purposes with terms of
the vesting order still to be determined.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Swanbourne: Redevelopment

1663. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

Considering the Minister's reply to ques-
tion 753, and considering the recent an-
nouncement of Cabinet's decision, will
he please table a plan pertaining to the
Swanbourne Hospital and surrounding
areas outlining exactly-

(a) the areas for residential
subdivisions, public spaces, John
XXIII school, proposed sporting
complex, rubbish tip;

(b) the access roads and internal roads
to and within these areas?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) and (b) No, these matters are still sub-
ject to determination with the Nedlands
City Council, the Town Planning Board
and other bodies.

LAND: SWANBOURNE HOSPITAL SITE
John XXIII College

1664. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

What is the exact size and purchase
price of the land for the school site for
John XXIII school in the Swanbourne-
Mt. Claremont areas?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The area is 24.5 ha. The price is subject
to final negotiation.

WASTE DISPOSAL: RUBBISH TIP
Swan bovine

1665. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

Considering the recent public announce-
ment about the Swanbourne Hospital
site and surrounding areas, including the
proposed sporting complex, what is the
presently contemplated life of the rub-
bish tip used in the area?

Mr HODGE replied:

The tip is scheduled to close in 1990.

SPORT AND RECREATION

Complex Near McGill viay Oval

1666. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:

Considering the recent public announce-
ment about Cabinet's decision, and con-
sidering that the approximate cost has
already been decided, would he please
table the available plans for the sporting
complex in the Swanbourne area with
the estimate of the number of cars and
trucks visiting the complex regularly on
both average usage days and special
crowd-drawing events?

Mr WILSON replied:

I can quite understand the member's en-
thusiasm for the proposed sports centre
but if he had listened carefully to what
the Government has been saying about
the centre, he would recognise that only
now, after the university has agreed to
have the centre built on its land, can
detailed planning and studies begin. His
request is clearly premature.

The approximate cost has been arrived
at through elemental analysis of the
components that will be included in the
centre, and based on the experience
gained through building similar centres
in other parts of Australia.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
WA IT: Geological Studies

1667. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Can he please clarify the plans in con-
nection with the geological studies at the
Bentley main campus of the Western
Australian Institute of Technology; more
particularly-

(a) is there a firm plan to transfer all
the students and all or some of the
teaching staff to Kalgoorlie;

(b) if so, when is this move contem-
plated?

(2) What provisions are being made for ac-
commodation of students?

(3) What would be the alternative for those
students who for personal reasons could
not move to Kalgoorlie to conclude their
studies?
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(4) Are there any other details which
students and anxious parents ought to
know?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) (a) no;

(b) not applicable.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) for the immediate future at least, no
decisions are contemplated which will
change the present arrangements for ge-
ology courses. In the longer term should
the need for changes eventuate, the situ-
ation would be fully considered before
any decisions were made. The interests
of students, including provision for those
enrolled who complete their courses
without penalty, would be a major con-
sideration in such deliberations.

1668. Postponed.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Power Lines: Poles

1669. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What would be the cost to the State En-
ergy Commission for replacing all power
poles with collapsible pales, as reportedly
recommended by the Commonwealth
Department of Transport?

Mr PARKER replied:

The commission -advises that it considers
collapsible poies to be unsuitable as a
replacement for any of the 700 000 tim-
ber power poles installed throughout the
State, because of the great risk of bring-
ing live wires towards the ground as a
result of even relatively minor impacts.
Consequently no estimate has been car-
ried out. There is a role for frangible
poles for street lighting where no over-
head mains are involved. Fallen wires are
considered too great a public danger to
consider using frangible poles for elec-
tricity reticulation.

RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT:
DEPARTMENT

Merger with Department of Mines

1670. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Has the six-months old ongoing con-
sideration about the reorganisation of
the portfolio of Minerals and Energy
borne any fruit, particularly as to a
merger of the Department of Resources
Development with the Department of
Mines?

Mr PARKER replied:
Many discussions have been held with
departmental officers and with the Pub-
lic Service. Board. It has now been de-
cided that there will not be a merger
between the Department of Resources
Development and the Mines Department
although there will be more transfer of
functions between the departments and
facilitation of better communication at a
senior executive level prior to sub-
missions coming to me. Budgetary ap-
propriations have been made to allow the
appropriate reorganisation and details
are currently being discussed between
the Co-ordinator of Resources Develop-
ment. myself and the Chairman of the
Public Service Board.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING

Apprentices: Number

1671. Mr MacKIN NON, to the Premier:

How many apprentices are currently
employed in Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

At 30 September 1984, there were
10 896 apprentices employed in Western
Australia.

ECONOMY: ROCKINGHAM
Prospects

1672. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy
Premier

(1) Who carried out on behalf of the
Government the recent report on the fu-
ture economic prospects for
Rockingh am?

(2) What was the cost of the report?
(3) What action will the Government now be

taking as a consequence of the report?
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Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) The Centre for Applied Business Re-

search attached to the University of WA.
(2) $30000.
(3) The report, ini its present form, is an

interim one and has been circulated to
interested parties for comment.
The final report and action plan will be
developed in consultation with local
bodies.

TOURISM: COMMISSION
Price Waterhouse Survey

1673. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) When will the Price Waterhouse survey

on the Tourism Commission be
completed?

(2) How much is the survey costing?
(3) What terms of reference were given to

the company carrying out the survey?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No later than December 1984.
(2) A maximum of $100 000.
(3) To undertake a complete review of the

current organisational structure of the
Western Australian Tourism Com-
mission having in mind firstly the very
broad objectives of the commission as
they now apply in terms of the WA
Tourism Act of 1983, and secondly the
commission's image with industry, con-
sumers, Government bodies and the busi-
ness sector.
Concurrently to then undertake a review
of the various internal aspects of the
management of' the commission.
To review the corporate management
structure of the WATC to assess its cur-
rent appropriateness in addressing and
fulfilling the commission's stated
objectives.
To recommend staffing levels,
responsibilities, range of expertise and
functional organisation of the com-
mission's staff, that will provide it with
the human resources to deliver the level
of service required to effectively carry
out the functions of the commission
under the Act.
To undertake a complete review of the
current organisational structure of the
commission with particular emphasis on
the development of accountability for the
functional areas of administration, mar-

keting, operations, finance, personnel
and research.

To review the location, level and layout
of the commission's office accommo-
dation having particular regard to ef-
ficiency of operation.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Interstate: Passengers

674. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Does the Government have any statistics
to give an indication of the number of
passengers visiting or leaving Western
Australia by coach?

(2) If' so, could he provide me with the latest
information in this regard?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Number of visitors to Western
Australia arriving by coach in 1982-
83-

34 565 interstate visitors;
4 798 international visitors.

Number of passengers leaving Western
Australia by coach not available.

GRAIN
Blackwood Grain Co-Opera tive Ltd.

1675. Mr COURT, to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

(1) Will Blackwood Grain Co-operative Ltd.
be disadvantaged by the fact that its
competitor, the Western Australia Grain
Pool, can now obtain finance with a
Government guarantee?

(2) If "Yes", will the same guarantees be
available to Blackwood Grain Co-
operative Ltd?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) The Grain Pool of Western Australia has
been able to apply for Government
guarantees on its borrowings since the
Grain Marketing Act was passed in
1975. The recent amendment to the Act
merely extended the range of borrowings
which the Grain Pool is able to make.

(2) 1 am not aware of any legislative pro-
vision for a similar guarantee to be made
available to Blackwood Grain Co-
operative Ltd.
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FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: R&I SANK
Contingent Liabilities

1676. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
What was the Rural & Industries Bank's
ratio of contingent liabilities to direct
liabilities in the-
(a) 1982-83;
(b) 1983-84,
financial years?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(a) 1:22.07;
(b) 1:20.86.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

HOUSING: GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
HOUSING AUTHORITY

Rentals

519. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Is it correct that rentals for Government

Employees' Housing Authority homes
have not increased since I January
1982?

(2) Why is this so?
(3) When is it likely that the rentals will be

reviewed?
Mr WILSON replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) and (3) This matter is under continuing

consideration. In fact, we inherited it
from the Government of which the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition wvas a
Minister. We inherited a situation in
which there were marked differences-

Mr MacKinnon: That is 20-odd months ago.
Mr WILSON: The Liberal Party was in

Government for nine years.
Mr MacKinnon: The rents were last

increased in January 1982.
Mr WILSON: They were pegged in January

1982; they were not increased. The pre-
vious Government pegged them in
January 1982.

Mr MacKinnon: You are now the Govern-
men t.

Mr WILSON: This matter is under con-
sideration. The problem has very much
to do with the differences in rents be-
tween the different departments. It has
been a continuing problem for a number
of years. The previous Government was
not able to grapple with it, and it did not

(12) have the courage to do so. This Govern-

ment does have the courage to grapple
with it, and the matter is under consider-
ation.

Mr MacKinnon: It is nearly two years.

Mr WILSON: The Deputy Leader of the Op-
position should not quote those two
years, because we could quote a much
longer period of inactivity on his Govern-
ment's part. This matter will be resolved
once the inequities between the different
departments can be addressed.
I will take up the point introduced by
another member. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and the Opposition gen-
erally now seem to be in favour of raising
rents. This is the Opposition that is
always very critical of the Government
whenever it raises taxes or charges by
any minuscule amount. Now we have the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition
advocating increases in rents. Let him
answer for that to the people concerned.
I am sure they will take him to task in
due course.
We will deal with this matter and see
that it is resolved. We will do it in much
less time than the nine years the previous
Government took to do it.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Labour Market: Figures

520. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Premier:
Can the Premier outline for the benefit
of the House the new labour market fig-
ures released today by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Today's figures reveal a drop in unem-
ployment in Western Australia from
September to October of 0.8 per cent.
Western Australia now has the second
lowest unemployment rate in Australia.
The rate of youth unemployment was be-
low the national average, and it is 7.5 per
cent lower than for the corresponding
period last year.

Mr Clarko: How many are unemployed now?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is 55 200.
Mr Parker: About 7 000 less than when you

were in Government.

Mr Clarko: That would be the first time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Without being politi-
cally partisan, it is good news.

Mr Clarko: A pity you didn't have anything
to do with it. What did you do to achieve
it?

3873



3874 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Sound economic man-
agement, responsible financial control
and the creation of a business environ-
ment, particularly for small business, in
which business can operate well. But I
will continue with the answer to the
question asked of me.
The rate of youth unemployment was be-
low the national average. It is 7.5 per
cent lower than for the corresponding
month last year.
Western Australia continued to have the
highest labour force participation rate in
Australia.

TRANSPORT: MUT
Drivers; 38-hour Week

521. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What are the details of the "package" of

proposals put to MTT employees today
in exchange for approval of a shorter
working week?

(2) Does the Government approve of the
campaign being waged by the MTT
unions representing the MTT workers to
force a shorter Working week on' the
MTT?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 do not have the details at my

fingertips, but I can supply them to the
member tomorrow. But the trade-off was
adequate, and in terms of trade-offs that
have been accepted and negotiated with
other Government employees, they
might tend to be quite substantial; they
have been equal to or slightly above what
we were paying out.

Mr Peter Jones: You have accepted the
union's campaign for a shorter working
week.

Mr GRILL: The union campaign for a
shorter working week was accepted be-
fore it was commenced. The concept of a
38-hour week was always one which was
endorsed and embraced by the Govern-
ment; it was just a matter of adequate
trade-offs being negotiated.

Mr Brian Burke: And the accord.
Mr GRILL: The trade-offs which have been

negotiated have been very fair indeed
and the Government is in no way un-
happy with the final result of the nego-
tiations.

Mr Rushton: You have created a precedent
which will be dangerous in other areas.

Mr GRILL: The only precedent created
would be a very good ongoing precedent
where substantially more adequate
trade-offs have been negotiated by the
Government for a 38-hour week. I can-
not impress that upon the member too
strongly. In this instance the Govern-
ment has insisted upon adequate and
substantial trade-offs and that has been
the final position. In no way can the
MTT union walk away and say that it
has been the recipient of a 38-hour week
without having to give adequate trade-
offs.

Mr Rushton interjected.
Mr GRILL: Stop-work meetings have been

held, but they have been called in such a
way as to not be disruptive to the public;
any disruption has been minimal. With a
body like the MTT, that is probably the
best way of getting same uniformity,
some consensus, in trade-offs, something
which the union was prepared to give
and the Government prepared to accept
for a 38-hour week. To do it in any other
way might have been more disruptive.
The campaign conducted by the MTT
employees has been very short; their
union has not been negotiating For a 38-
hour week for a long time at all. The so-
called campaign has gone on only for a
few weeks, not the 14 months I saw
quoted in one news report. The campaign
has not been marked by hostility; in fact
it has been conducted in such a way as to
be an example to the union movement
and to the public.

WOMEN'S INTERESTS
"Women for Survival"

522. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Youth and
Community Services:
(1) Has the organisation "Women for Sur-

vival" made a booking to use the Point
Peron recreation camp from 1
December?

(2) What number does the camp accommo-
date?

(3) If the group has booked the Point Peron
camp, and 800 persons-the number
publicly mentioned---come to Point
Peron, are they all staying at the Point
Peron camp?
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(4) What plans has the department made to
ensure that the site accommodates only
the maximum number it will allow, if the
group has booked the camp?

(5) What alternative accommodation ar-
rangements have been made?

(6) If the camp has been booked by the
group, for how many days is it booked?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No.

(2) to (6) Not applicable.

MARINE AND HARBOURS: DEPARTMENT
Navigational Aids: Carnac Island

523. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Transport:

Can the Minister outline any steps taken
to aid navigation in the Carnac Island
area?

Mr GRILL replied:

Firstly. I acknowledge the part played by
the member for Rockingham in agitating
for the facilities I will outline.
A new navigation aid has been put in
position near Carnac Island to help fish-
ing boats cross dangerous reefs in the
dark on their way to the fishing grounds.
A lighted buoy has been placed about
400 metres north of the island, just north
of Shag Island.
It will be of most benefit to boats from
the Fremantle fishing boat harbour pass-
ing through the reef.
The cost of constructing and installing
the buoy was about $10 000.
The decision to provide the buoy was
made by the Department of Marine and
Harbours following a request from the
Fremantle Professional Fishermen's As-
sociation.
It will be operational in time for the
crayfishing season and I am sure it will
reduce hazards to fishermen in the area.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: HOUSING
Mullewa: Penny Family

$24. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

I have given the Minister some notice of
this question and I apologise for its
length. I ask-
(1) Is he aware of the extreme concern

of the Mullewa Shire Council at the
recent allocation by the State Hous-

ing Commission of a house in
Mullewa to the Penny family,
transferring its members from
Balga to Mullewa, this family being
the centre of riotous behaviour in
Balga during which firearms were
used a short time before they were
relocated in Mullewa?

The SPEAKER: Order! You cannot elabor-
ate in an emotional way in the content of
a question.

Mr TUBBY: To continue-
(2) Does the Minister believe that this

ridiculous endeavour will solve the
problem by simply shifting the
cause to another community?

(3) Is he also aware that unemployment
among the Aboriginal community
of Mullewa is extremely high and
that any decision by the commission
or any other authority which
worsens that situation should be
condemned?

(4) Why was the Penny family given
preference over Five Mullewa resi-
dents who were applicants for the
two houses available in Mullewa?

(5) Is he also aware that there is con-
siderable resentment among local
Aboriginal people because the
Pennys were shifted into Mullewa to
occupy a house urgently required by
Mullewa residents?

(6) Does he realise that the Mullewa
Shire has liaised with the State
Housing Commission and local Ab-
original groups in an endeavour to
upgrade both the standard of hous-
ing and the manner in which the
houses are maintained by ten-
ants-for those efforts the shire is to
be commended-and that the action
of the SHC could put those efforts
in jeopardy?

(7) Would it not have been more advan-
tageous to the Penny family for
them to be relocated in the metro-
politan area where they could re-
ceive direct access to many welfare
agencies and counselling services
not available in country centres?

(8) Is he aware that the shire council
has lodged the strongest of protests
against this decision and has urged
immediate revision of the decision
so as to ensure the matter is
rectified as soon as possible?

(9) Is the Minister prepared to give
consideration to this problem?
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Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (9) I thank the member for some no-

tice of this question, but as he should be
aware, I will not disclose before the
House matters of a personal nature
about individuals or families. l am aware
that the Chairman of the State Housing
Commission is fully apprised of the situ-
ation and, because of some of the
matters raised by the Mullewa Shire and
as evidence of my intent to maintain
positive relations with the shire, I am
quite prepared to make the chairman
available to brief the member on the
matter at hand. If the member wishes, I
will make the necessary arrangements.

AGED PERSONS
States Grants (Home Care) Act

525. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for
Health:

Last year the Minister advised that the
Government had funded a number of
new initiatives under the States Grants
(Home Care) Act as seeding grants to
enable new services to the elderly to
commence. I ask-

Could the Minister advise whether
the State Government has been able
to continue to support these initiat-
ives and if so, to what extent.

Mr HODGE replied:
I am pleased to advise that in keeping
with the Government's commitment to
preventive medicine and its programme
to encourage and assist elderly citizens
to remain in their own homes for as long
as they are able to maintain their inde-
pendence, all the projects which received
joint Commonwealth and State support
last year under the State Grants (Home
Care) Act will receive support this year.
The details are-

$
Busselton elderly support

scheme
Elderly citizens help organis-

ation Bayswater
Nedlands City
Melville City
The aged person support scheme
Kwinana support scheme
South Care
People Who Care

Total

5 000

5 000
5 000
5 000
5 000
5 000
5 000
5 000

40 000

I am pleased to advise that three more
new initiatives have been funded this
year, as follows-$

Gosnells elderly support scheme
Corrigin elderly support scheme
Someone Cares-Kalamunda

Total

5 000
5 000
5 000

15 000

The total State and Commonwealth sup-
port amounts to $55 000 in this financial
year.

HEALTH

Miners

526. Mr COYNE, to the Premier:
In regard to Mr Arthur Rinaldi, ex-
miner of Meekatharra I ask-
(1) Is the Premier aware that the SGO 

is seemingly discriminating against
this ex-miner who has been
categorised as unfit for work by the
Pneumoconiosis Medical Board on
the basis of a 45 per cent silicosis
determination?

(2) Would the Premier investigate the
circumstances of this dispute which
appears to be a denial of justice to a
worker who is demonstrably entitled
to mine workers' benefits because of
a long association with the industry
within this State?

Mr

(1)
BRIAN BURKE replied:
The SGlO is in receipt of a claim from
Mr A. Rinaldi for silicosis.

(2) Mr Rinaldi's claim has been declined as
his last employer in the mining industry
was not insured with the SGlO. He has
access to justice through application to
the Workers' Compensation Board and
the uninsured fund.

ROADS: MRD
South- West: Resealing Roads

527. Mr. P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Transport:

Can the Minister give details of the
Main Roads Department contract let re-
cently for resealing roads in the south-
west?

Mr GRILL replied:
A Main Roads Department contract for
the sealing and resealing of various roads
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in the Albany and liunbury areas had Mr Rushi
been let to Spraypave Ply. Ltd. Mr GRIL
The contract price for the work was our t
S828 762 and with the added cost of vangi
bitumen and sealing aggregate, a total opera
expenditure of $2.3 million would be certe
involved. State
Spraypave Pty. Ltd will carry out the Mr Blaik
work over a 15-week period starting Gave
early in November. About 22 men will
be employed on the works. Mr GRIL

by tF
and b

ROADS Mak
Murray Shire Council road

528. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for row
Transport: Mr Rushi

In respect of the question asked last Mr GRIt
night as to the plight of the Murray of th
Shire's having to spend half the shire's alloc
budget on road maintenance and the fact lo
that it really needs to spend that amount Tew
again, I ask- alloc

Will the Minister investigate the num'
problems as expressed in the tain
Coastal D~istrict Times of I peric
November 1984 and take the appro- o
priate action to help the shire? Wes

Mr GRILL replied: if th
I have read the article to which the aret
member has referred. I will make a troul
couple of general comments to begin T
with. firstly, there is probably not a ent
shire in this State that is completely fund
happy with the allocation of funds for the
the roadworks, but members have to ap- have
preciate that funds for roadworks come and
from two sources: The Federal Govern- long
ment and State-raised funds. Mr Rush
State-raised funds are by way of a levy agail
on petrol and other fuel, as well as regis- Mr GRII
tration fees. If the State funds are to be cetio
increased, we have to raise either the cone
cost of fuel or registration fees. We have comi
tried to keep them at a minimum and Roat
have been very successful in doing that Shin
this year. mak
In respect of Commonwealth funds the avail
the Road Grants Act comes up for re- the
view next year and this review poses held
some real problems for the State, be- coun
cause over the years of the previous meni
Government the proportion of road wniti
funds fell from 18 per cent of the Maii
national cake down to about 12 per cent. this
The Eastern States are now poised to they
grab a little more of that national cake, Witi
to the detriment of Western Australia. Mai,
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on: You will stop them.
.L: H-opefully all of us will endeav-
o stop them. I will need to be in the
uard. It will need to be a co-
itive effort, because there is a con-
d move coming from the Eastern
s at present-
ie: It is not the dreadful Hawke
rnment?
L: No, it is backed by studies done
ie Bureau of Transport Economics
iy the National Association of Road
ing Authorities which would like
funds to be allocated on a very nar-
:ost benefit basis.
on: Year after year I hope you win.
L1: I thank the member. The result

ese two studies is that this State is
)usly under attack and just what our
ation Of road funds will be after the
Act comes in in 1985 is hard to say.
e two studies would have funds
ated on the very simple basis of the
ber of vehicles travelling over a cer-
piece of road during a certain unit
d of time which means, of course,
hat basis most country roads in
tern Australia would not be sealed.
ose analyses of the way the funds
o be spent are adopted we are in big
3le.

te Murray Shire, which is no differ-
from any other, receives road

ing on formulas being adopted by
Main Roads Department, which
been accepted by the Other shires

councils in Western Australia for a
time.
ton: One way of fixing it is to vote
nst the H-awke Government.
L.L: If the member wishes to be fa-
us he can carry on. In repect of the
ern expressed by the member, I
ruent first on the Pinjarra-Williams
d. I have written to the Murray
e Council on this question and I will
e a copy of that particular letter
able to the member. In respect of
Nanga Road, discussions have been
recently at officer level between the
cil and the Main Roads Depart-
L; however, I am not aware of any
en submission by the council to the
ni Roads Department, or myself, on
matter. If they want something done
should make a formal submission.
hi regard to the Dell Park Road the
n Roads Department has assisted the
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council on a contributory basis and will
continue to give careful attention to any
further submission. Funding has been
provided by the Main Roads Department
for 1983-84 and 1984-85.

CHARITABLE ORGAN ISATION
Australian Task Force on Aid to Ethiopia

529. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Premier:

I apologise for not being in a position to
give some notice of this question, which
is as follows-

()Did the Western Australian Government
have a report at the inaugural meeting
earlier this week of the Australian task
force on aid to Ethiopia?

(2) If so, has the Government received a re-
port on the aid recommended by the
meeting?

(3) If so, what plans have been formulated
up to date?

MR

(1)
BRIAN BURKE replied:
to (3) 1 am sorry, I do not have that
information. If it is too late for the mem-
ber to put it on the Notice Paper, he
should pass the question to me and I will
try to get an answer to him early in the
morning.

ENERGY: CHEMICALS

Spillage

530. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Can the Minister comment on the accu-
racy of the article in tonight's Daily
News concerning the chemical spill at
Forresifield.

Mr PARKER replied:
I thank the member for his question and
welcome the opportunity to comment on
the accuracy of this article and also on
other articles which have been written
concerning this spill at Forrestfield. I
think it is very important that the facts
of these matters be brought to the pub-
lic's attention because there is often a lot
of emotiveness about them which is quite
unjustified.
It has been alleged that the regulations,
in general terms, were not observed and
that the emergency procedures were not
observed. I have a report from the direc-
tor of the explosives division on that mat-
ter.
Firstly. I would like to advise that the
herbicide Combine 110 was transported

in packagings and was labelled in ac-
cordance with the dangerous goods (road
transport) regulations. These packaging
and labelling requirements maintain uni-
formity with the regulations of other
States.
Secondly, Combine 110 in relation to
acute toxicity has been hazard-assessed
for transport in accordance with toxicity
criteria, as recommended by the United
Nations committee of experts on the
transport of dangerous goods, as
"packaging group Ill"; namely, harmful
substances and preparations presenting a
relatively low risk or poisoning.
Thirdly, the quantity of Combine 110
carried on the vehicle at the time of this
incident was not sufficient to require the
marking of the vehicle as required by the
dangerous goods (road transport) regu-
lations. The quantity limits of these
regulations follow the recommendations
of the Australian code for the transport
of dangerous'goods by road and rail.

In relation to the chemical itself, I have
received a report from the director of the
Government Chemical Laboratories. He
indicated that the chemical is of suf-
ficient hazard to warrant control as
dangerous goods under the Explosives
and Dangerous Goods Act. Indeed, it has
been recognised and labelled under the
dangerous goods (road transport) regu-
lations.
The chemical was labelled in packaging
group 11 because, although, because of
its toxicity, it belongs in hazard group
Ill, which is of minor danger, the fact
that it also has flammable material in it
led people to believe that it ought to be
put at a higher level of danger in pack-
aging group II which represents a mod-
erate danger. In terms of its chemical
toxicity it represents only minor danger.
Groups are assigned as recommended by
the United Nations committee of ex-
perts.
The LD50 values of Combine 110 in re-
lation to oral and dermal toxicity have
been declared by the Australian distribu-
tor to be 782 mg per kilogram and
greater than 5 000 mg per kilogram re-
spectively.

For example, the chemical of an aspirin
has a toxicity of three times that.
There is a low grade of pressure and I
am told that the derrnals-that is, the
level of skin absorption-is practically
nil. There would be practically no tox-

3878



[Thursday, 8 November 1984] 37

icity for this chemical in relation to der-
mal absorption.
I am advised that to get a lethal dose of
the formula, a person would need to
swallow more than two tablespoons of
the liquid and there would be virtually
no ill-effects from direct skin contact un-
less very extensive contamination oc-
curred over a long period. There would
be very little absorption of the herbicide
through breathing fumes as the active
constituents have low vapour pressure.
Finally, in relation to the chemical side,
the Daily News article confuses com-
pletely the chemicals which are involved.
The main thrust of the Daily News
article and of an interview conducted on
the Des Guilfoyle show this morning was
that the chemical, diclofop methyl, is a
derivative or an associated chemical with
2,4-D, Diclofop methyl is not 2,4-D and
is, in fact, less toxic than 2,4-D. Diclofop
methyl is 2, 4(24 dichlorophenoxy)
phenoxyl propiorlic acid. I will not go
into any more detail but there is quite a
lot of unrelated material to the acid.
The Daily News article was also inaccur-
ate in referring to the solvent being tolu-
ene and zylene when, in fact, it is zylene
only which is less toxic than toluene.
Finally, the Daily News article also al-
leges that the emergency procedures that
were enforced and which are joint pro-
cedures between the various agencies
that are involved, the Fire Brigade, my
Department of Mintes and the various
other agencies, were not observed or
were observed poorly. In fact, apart from
one matter to which I will refer in a
minute, the emergency procedures
worked exceptionally well and, indeed,
the report carried out for the joint com-
mittee which supervises these things
came to me. My own officer from the
explosives and dangerous goods division
was on the site within t5 minutes or 20
minutes of advice being received. I
understand that the Fire Brigade was
there very shortly after.

Mr Old: Could that not have all been found
out with one telephone call to the dis-
tributor whose name and telephone num-
ber was on the drum?

Mr PARKER: Yes, it was correctly
displayed.

Mr Old: Did the State Emergency Service
phone them?

Mr PARKER: The State Emergency Service
did not need to; it has a list which shows
the information.

Mr Old: Then what is all the kerfuffle about?
Mr PARKER: That is precisely the point I

am making. All of the necessary
procedures were followed. They were
able to be followed because the goods
were packaged properly and the infor-
mation was-

Mr Peter Jones: They did not read the label.
They made a phone call to the wrong lot.

Mr PARKER: That may have been the case.
They have a schedule which shows what
is on the various labels. If the goods are
correctly displayed, the schedule can be
looked at to find out exactly what are the
active ingredients of the chemicals.

Mr Old: The word "chemicals" is enough to
raise the fears of the public and the Press
play it up.

Mr PARKER: I am trying to counteract that
by indicating that, in this case, all things
were properly displayed and that the
problems in relation to this matter were
dealt with.
There was one area of breach by the
prime contractor which did not relate
either to the way in which the mess was
cleared up or to the actual transport of
the goods and that is being followed
through by the Crown Law Department
with a view to possible prosecution.

WOMEN'S INTERESTS
"Women for Sur-vival"

531. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Youth
and Community Services:

Has any other organisation with a name
similar to "Women For Survival" or
"Women's Action For Nuclear Disarma-
ment" made a booking to use the Point
Peron recreation camp or nearby
Government lands from I December?

Mr WILSON replied:
I think the member has a couple of prob-
lems.

Mr Old: One is you, for a start.
Mr WILSON: That may be true, but that is

his problem. That may be one of them,
but there are two others. One of his
problems is that he does not frame his
questions very well and the second prob-
lem is that he should not issue Press re-
leases before he gets the information by
way of a reply.
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A group called WAND, or Women's Ac-
lion for Nuclear Disarmament, has
made application for use of part of the
reserve, not the recreation camp.

Mr Court: I am just asking the question.

Mr WILSON: Yes, the member is very inno-
cent. That is the case. It is a matter
about which the Department for Youth,'
Sport and Recreation is having consul-
tations with the Shire of Rockinghamn at
present.

EDUCATION: KIMBERLEY

Camp School
532. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Education:
What plans does the Government have
for the future of the Kimberley camp
school located at Broome?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The Government intends to keep the
Kimberley camp school at Broome.

QUESTIONS
Absence of Ministers

533. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that four Ministers

are absent from question time today?
(2) Is it also correct that the Premier has

previously given an assurance that only
two Ministers will ever be absent from
question time at the one time?

(3) Is he also aware that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services has
refused to reply to a question without
notice telephoned to his off-ice today?

(4) Will he now take steps to ensure, as far
as possible, firstly, that Ministers are in
attendance at question time and, sec-
ondly, if they are not-and we under-
stand that they cannot be here some-
times-that if questions without notice
are phoned through to their offices in
ample time, they will be answered in the
House by arrangement?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) 1 thought there were four missing but I

am just making sure. In fact, only three
Ministers are missing.

(2) 1 appreciate the difficulties which arise
when Ministers are absent from the
House during question time. I do not
know that I have given an assurance to
the Opposition that only two at a time
will be absent. I have told the Whip that

no more than two shall be paired. Today
two Ministers are paired; the Minister
for Works is in Sydney and the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services is in
Melbourne, The Deputy Premier has an
urgent personal problem to which he had
to attend. He has not appeared at this
stage but we will pair him in a moment.

(3) 1 was not aware of a question having
been asked of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. All Ministers know
that if they will be absent when questions
without notice will be directed to them
they should make arrangements for
other Ministers to answer the questions
on their behalf.

(4) The point is taken and I will try to make
those arrangements.

EDUCATtON: KIMBERLEY
Camp School

534. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Education:

In view of the Minister's answer a mo-
ment ago that the Government intends to
maintain the Kimoberley camp school at
Broome I ask:

Does the Minister mean that it will
be maintained on the existing site?

Mr PEARCE replied:

I do. There is no intention to move the
Kimberley camp school from the existing
site.
I understand the implication behind the
question. The Government is giving con-
sideration to transferring part of the site,
which is not of much use to the camp
school, into private ownership in
exchange for an increase in facilities on
the site occupied by the camp school.
Thle intention is to trade-off some of the
land immediately behind the sandhills in
order to get money to build an improved
facility on the camp school site. There is
no intention to move the camp school but
an intention to increase the level of' fa-
cilities available to Kimberley children
on that site.

HEALTH: HOSPITAL

Martinda le: Closure

535. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the imminent

closure of Martindale Hospital, which is
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an "A"-class hospital specialising in the
treatment of alcoholism?

(2) Is the Minister further aware of the hos-
pital's extremely successful treatment
record?

(3) Does the Minister know that an
enthusiastic Meeting of ex-patienits was
held at the Martindale Hospital last
Tuesday evening in order to seek ways 10
conjinue the hospital's operation?

(4) Will the Minister again request the
reclassification of the hospital to
category 2 or undertake to investigate
the subsidisation of one-third of the beds
in the hospital as public beds so that this
unique facility is not lost to Western
Australia?

Mr HODGE replied:

(j) to (4) This question has been asked sev-
era! times before in various forms but I
will repeat the information for the ben-
efit of the member for East Melville and
other members who may be interested. I
do not have the authority to reclassify
the Martindale Hospital from category 3
to category 2.

1 understand that the hospital has ex-
perienced some adverse financial reper-
cussions from the introduction of the
classification system that resulted in its
getting a category 3 classification. Mrs
Jenkins, the proprietress of that private
hospital, wrote to me on a number of
occasions outlining the financial diffi-
culties she was experiencing. I answered
her letters on every occasion and
dutifully sent copies of the corresponi-
dence to the Federal Minister, Dr
Blewett.

Mr MacKinnon: Would you be concerned if
the place closed?

Mr HODGE: Yes, 1 would be. Mrs Jenkins
and a number of her staff at one stage
recently came into my office without an
appointment and announced that they
would hold a sit-in until such time as I
gave her an appointment. I was out in
my electorate at the time and when I
returned to my office I had to cancel a
number of important appointments with
people who had been waiting some weeks
to see me. I had to turn them away in
order to see Mrs Jenkins and her staff. I
spent at least an hour with Dr Roberts,

the commissioner, discussing the prob-
lem. I made it plain to Mrs Jenkins and
her staff that I did not have the authority
to change the classification. However, I
did offer to make senior officers of the
department available to assist her. I said
that if she cared to produce her financial
records I would have those senior officers
peruse them and come up with sugges-
tions on ways she could improve the
financial viability of that hospital. I have
senior officers in the department who are
experienced in hospital administration.
Mrs Jenkins was reluctant to accept that
offer but eventually did so after giving it
some thought.

Mr Trethowan: Did she provide the books the
next day?

Mr I-ODGE: She did not give her reply on
the day the offer was made.

Mr Trethowan: Had her accountant pre-
viously provided Financial records?

Mr IHODGE: Her accountant had provided
some financial records to the department
previously but they were not sufficient
for a proper analysis to be made of the
viability of the hospital. They were
superficial records. Eventually a fairly
full complement of records was provided.
I took senior officers away from their
ordinary work and put them on to this
project. A report was provided to me and
on the strength of that report I again
wrote to Dr Blewett and requested that
he review the classification of the hospi-
tal. He declined to review it and I ad-
vised Mrs Jenkins and her accountant of
that information.
There is little more I can do; I cannot
change the classification. A review of the
system of classification is being conduc-
ted by the Federal Government at the
moment and it is possible that a new
system of classifications may be
introduced. However, I do not know
what the new system may be; I have not
received a copy of the report. That may
hold some hope of reclassification of the
hospital to another level. Until I see the
report I cannot comment on that.
There is no further information I can
give to the member for East Melville. I
have offered every assistance to Mrs
Jenkins and done my best to assist her. I
am not in a position to give her the
reclassification that she asks of me.
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TRANSPORT: WESTRAIL
Women's Action for Nuclear Disarmament

536. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it correct that a special arrangement

has been made by Westrail to provide a
train for the group known as Women's
Action for Nuclear Disarmament?

(2) What special starring provisions will ap-
ply to the train which has been chartered
by the group?

(3) In view of the considerable damage
which on occasions has been inflicted on
facilities, property and transport by simi-
tar groups, will Westrail ensure as part
of the hire arrangement that this group
is fully responsible for any damage that
may result from the charter, and give
consideration to requiring a bond?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) As far as I am aware no special arrange-

ments have been made by Westrail. I
understand the train has been chartered
from the Eastern States and Westrail is

simply going along with the normal ar-
rangements, I can check to ascertain
whether anything special has been
arranged.

(2) 1 do not know that any extra staffing has
been laid on. As far as I know the normal
staffing provisions will apply.

(3) 1 have no doubt that the group will be
liable in the same way as other people
are liable for any damage caused. It is
another question altogether as to how
one follows up those people who cause
damage and make them legally liable for
that damage.

Mr Peter Jones: I understand it was
suggested that a bond should be con-
sidered.

Mr GRILL: I do not know of any situation
where a bond of this nature has been
requested from another group. I do not
know how we can stigmatise this group
at this stage, We do not know whether
they will do any damage, and I think it
would be going too far.
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