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

WATER RESOURCES

Bin nngup: Petition

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)
[2.21 p.m.]: I have a petition which reads as
follows-

TO:
The Honourable The Speaker and Memn-

bers of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled.

We, the undersigned citizens of
Binningup in the Shire of Harvey, object to
the obnoxious taste and smell of the water
supplied by the Water Authority of West-
ern Australia to OUr residences.

We ask that the Minister for Water Re-
sources has the water suitably treated so as
to improve the taste and smell

or,

obtain suitable water from another source.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray

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

This petition beams 123 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See pet ition No. 27.)

PARLIAMENTARY PRIVILEGE

Committee of Privilege: Motion

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.23 p.m.]: I wish to raise a mat-
ter of privilege, and I move-

That this House appoints a Committee
of Privilege to investigate and report on
the preparing and removal from Parlia-
ment House of a whole, or part transcript
of remarks made by the member for
Narrogin on Wednesday, 6 November
1985.

In moving that motion, I give the factual
position on the basis of the background of a
statement made by you, Mr Speaker, on
Tuesday, 26 July 1983, when you advised the
House of the introduction of microphones and
tape-recorders into Parliament.

Mr Speaker, you advised the House on that
occasion that since the House had last met, this
Chamber had been equipped with a sound re-
inforcement system and tape-recorders. You
said in addition that a relay of debates of each
House to all members' offices would shortly be
available. I now quote the most pertinent sec-
tion of your statement, Mr Speaker, which is-

The relay of debates to members' offices
is for the convenience of members only. It
is not to be used for unofficial
tape-recording, relay, or reproduction in
any form whatsoever.

I emphasise this point. Any member or
person using the relay for unofficial repro-
duction or publication is not only doing so
without the protection of parliamentary
privilege, but also might well be regarded
as having infringed those very privileges.

Mr Speaker, that statement by you is the im-
mediate foundation of this motion seeking an
investigation of a question of privilege; but
more importantly, the basis of this motion is
the longstanding rule of this H-ouse that only
the Press and Hansard are entitled to make any
immediate record of the proceedings of this
House and quote that record.

That has been well-established, indeed for
centuries, as a means by which to protect the
House from mischievous representations as to
what occurs in Parliament. Of Course, in mak-
ing the statement on the introduction of the
speaker system and the relaying of speeches of
the House to the offices of members, you were
pointing out, Mr Speaker, the longstanding tra-
dition of Parliament requiring that only those
official records be used, Of course, it was con-
templated by you and, I understand, the Presi-
dent of the Legislative Council, that no-one
should be entitled to record what came over the
speakers in members' offices or to use that in
any way.

Now I come to the simple factual statement
of the position in this case. Last Wednesday, 6
November, immediately before questions with-
out notice-that is, late in the afternoon at
about 5.00 p.m.-the member for Narrogin
spoke in this place in one of the Budget de-
bates, being the General Loan Fund debate. He
referred to the need for accountability by the
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Western Australian Development Corporation
and by the Exim Corporation and, in the
Course of his remarks, gave an example which
he had been given of suggested unethical prac-
tices by the WA Development Corporation. In
making those remarks, the member for
Narrogin gave no personal or company names
in order to protect the person involved. He
referred in a general way to the case of the
suggested unethical business practice by the
WADC. That was late in the afternoon of last
Wednesday. There was no Press report of his
remarks in the media the next day and there
was no recording known to us except by
Hansard.

The following events occurred: At
approximately 7.40 a.m. the next day-that is,
Thursday, 7 November-the member for
Narrogin was telephoned at his home by an
officer of the Western Australian Development
Corporation who indicated he had been made
aware of the member for Narrogin's remarks
and that the example given had been identified.
In other words, although the member for
Narrogin had deliberately not named anybody,
the officer from the WADC said he had ident-
ified the case and the facts to which he had
referred. The member for Narrogin asked the
officer how he had obtained the details of his
speech, but the officer declined to let him
know.

Mr Taylor: He might have been in the House
listening.

Mr HASSELL: Members opposite will hear
the rest of my story.

Shortly after the officer from the WADC had
telephoned the member for Narrogin at his
home, the officer arrived at the home of the
business executive to whom the member for
Narrogin had referred in his example. In other
words, the person involved in the example
used, and who was associated with remarks
made by the member for Narrogin, was visited
at a very early hour-something in the order of
8.00 am. or thereabouts-the next day without
any notice, warning Or prior arrangement.

Mr Old: That man was not named in the
House.

Mr HASSELL: No, he was not named in the
House.

Subsequently the member for Narrogin was
visited at his home by the officer from the
WADC. The example that the -member for
Narrogin used related to what a business execu-

jive considered to be a questionable business
practice by the development corporation and
about which he had expressed concern.

As a result of that, the member for Narr ogin
and the business executive received visits the
very next morning from an officer of the
WA DC. The member for Narrogin was advised
that the officer concerned was in possession of
the whole, or part, of' the transcript on the
morning of Thursday, 7 November and had
referred to it. In fact, he had shown part of it to
the business executive when he visited the
home of that person to whom I have previously
referred.

This issue is not being raised in relation to
the business practice to which the member for
Narrogin referred or in relation to the WADC
other than in regard to the question of privilege
and the fact that it is clear that in the appli-
cation of the long-established rules of this Par-
liament there has been a breach of the rules
relating to the taking of transcripts. From the
circumstances which are known to us it would
appear to be quite clear that there has been
some recording of the remarks made in Parlia-
ment and some transcript made from that
recording, or that in some other way the words
used in the Parliament were translated into a
transcript; and that transcript was not obtained
from Mansard, so far as is known.

The Hansard proof relating to the member
for Narrogin's remarks was delivered to his
office late on the morning of Thursday, 7
November-some time after the meetings to
which I have referred took place. Conse-
quently, he had neither seen nor corrected the
transcript of his remarks until some hours after
the whole, or part, of the transcript had been
prepared, removed from Parliament House,
and made use of by an officer of the WADC.

We all know the standing rule that members
cannot obtain copies of a member's Hansard
proof until 12 noon on the day following the
day that the speech was made. It appears be-
yond dispute that there has been a breach of
the rules relating to the procedures to be
adopted and applied in the taking of transcripts
from this place. It has resulted in an officer of
the WADC having in his possession a
transcript at a very early hour-the next morn-
ing-and taking action on that transcript.

Mr Parker If the Mansard proof has been
corrected by the member concerned before 12
noon the next day it can be released. That is the
rule.
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Mr HASSELL: As I explained, in this case
the Hansard proof of the remarks made by the
member for Narrogin was not delivered to his
office until late on the morning of Thursday, 7
November which was some time after these
events had taken place. There was no question
that the proof had been corrected the night
before and that it had been made available in
that way. It is a simple question of fact that is
clearly established in this case; that is, that
within the wites of Hansard the transcript that
was used could not have been obtained.

What the Opposition is suggesting is a com-
mittee of privilege to investigate and submit a
report so the facts can be ascertained because
this matter relates to the rules of the Parlia-
ment which have been laid down over a long
period and reinforced by you, Mr Speaker, on
the introduction of the speaker system to Par-
liament. If the Parliament is to regard these
rules as having importance-I believe they do
have importance-this breach should be
investigated.

As I have said, the foundations of the rules of
the Parliament go back in history and they re-
late to the desire of this and preceding Parlia-
ments to ensure that the proceedings of Parlia-
ment are not misused in any way, that inaccur-
ate reports are not used, and that Parliament
has control over the reporting.

The people in Parliament who may record its
proceedings are Hansard, which is clearly
within the control of the Parliament, and the
Press. Of course, the members of the Press are
accredited to the Parliamentary Press Gallery
and are themselves accountable in the method
of accreditation if they are to abuse the rules of
the House. Something has happened which is
clearly outside the rules and principles of this
House and it should be investigated so that the
position can be clarified and so that the House
can consider the problem properly.

The Opposition makes no conclusion in
moving this motion other than the factual con-
clusion that, prima facie, a breach of the rules
has occurred which should be investigated and
Parliament should consider the action to be
taken.

Despite my efforts to speak with the Leader
of the House some little time before the House
sat today, I could not speak with him. If the
motion is carried the question of the compo-
sition of the committee will arise. At that time I
will seek leave of the House that the compo-
sition of the committee be left until a later
stage of today's sitting in order that the Leader

of the House and the Opposition can confer on
the matter and reach a proper conclusion on
what the motion should be in that respect.

The SPEAKER: Order! I treat this motion as
a substantive motion and point out that it re-
quires a seconder.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [2.40 p.m.J: I for-
mally second the motion, and in doing so, I
wish to make a few brief remarks. It is not the
wish of the Opposition to delay the Parliament
any longer than necessary, but I wish to support
the comments already made by the Leader of
the Opposition. Firstly, the member for
Narrogin wished me 10 pass on to the Parlia-
ment his apologies for not being here today. He
is ill and cannot be here, otherwise he would
have moved the motion.

The Leader of the Opposition has outlined
clearly to the Parliament the facts in the case,
thus I do not need to repeat them. However, it
is clear from what has already been indicated to
the Parliament-in the remarks of the Leader
of the Opposition; what he indicated is cer-
tainly what was related to me by the member
for Narrogin on the afternoon in question-
that a recording of the Parliament was
transmitted to a person outside the Parliament
by persons unknown. Nobody, to my knowl-
edge, has given any indication of who these
people were who undertook the recording or
who passed on the information to the officer of
the Western Australian Development Corpor-
ation.

It is also clear that that action is in direct
contravention of your instruction, Mr Speaker,
of 26 July 1983. 1 think it is important that
members understand quite clearly the nature of
that instruction, so I quote it as follows-

Any member or person using the relay
for unofficial reproduction or publication
is not only doing so without the protection
of parliamentary privilege, but also might
well be regarded as having infringed those
very privileges.

I repeat that it was not possible for the member
for Narrogin to have authenticated his Hansard
record of the Parliament. He left the Parlia-
ment that day at about 6.00 p.m. and did not
return to the Parliament until approximately
10.30 the next morning. Hence the Mansard
proof would not have been made available to
him in that intervening time, wherever it might
have been. The record of the Parliament re-
ferred to by the Leader of the Opposition cer-
tainly could not have come from that source.
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In anticipation of what might be said by the
Premier or any other member opposite, I point
out that it is not the actions of the Western
Australian Development Corporation officer
that is in question. What is in question is the
action of those people involved in the
recording of the parliamentary broadcast by
the speaker system in direct contravention of
your instructions, Mr Speaker.

The Opposition wishes for a committee of
privilege to investigate the matter referred to
by the Leader of the Opposition and for it to be
established today as a matter of urgency. Mem-
bers would be aware that the Government is
very anxious to get out of the Parliament. In
fact, it has indicated that it would prefer to do
so this week. We therefore have only a matter
of days in which to investigate this matter
properly.

I remind you, Mr Speaker, that the action we
are taking is certainly not unprecedented. You
will recall that just prior to the completion of
the last session-I think in May Or June-the
Government appointed a Select Committee
ostensibly to look into matters of privilege, all
relatihg to claims made in the Parliament by
the member for Gascoyne. The Government,
of course, chose not to proceed with that Select
Committee, but it did establish it in the dying
hours of the Parliament. The fact that it did not
take any action was the Government's de-
cision, not ours.

I support the motion moved by the Leader of
the Opposition.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier)
[2.44 p.m.]: I am happy to act as a one-man
committee of privilege of the House and to
obviate the need for such a committee, because
the Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition obviously have not
even made preliminary inquiries of relevant
people about this matter. The matter was cer-
tainly not raised with me; I would have been
only too happy to illuminate the Leader of the
Opposition as to the origin of his great concern.

After the member for Narrogin had spoken
and made such Outrageous comments, I asked a
member of my staff to obtain a copy of the
remarks from Hansard, which he did. Hansard
gave him a copy of the uncorrected proof of the
remarks of the member for Narrogin. That is
what happened. I do not know that that is of
great moment. It might have been of moment
had there been a big difference between the

corrected and uncorrected proofs. Hansard
provided the uncorrected p root, clearly
stamped "uncorrected".

Mr Hassell: Is it a breach of the rules or not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that it is a

breach of the rules.
Mr Old: Of course you are aware. It can be

given only with the approval of the member
who spoke.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition can go
on a witchhunt after Hansard if it likes.

M r Old: Not after Mansard; after you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Well, it can go after

me. Mansard was simply asked for an
uncorrected proof and it provided one. I sup-
pose that the substantial question is whether
the member for Narrogin is aggrieved that his
uncorrected proof is substantially different
from his corrected one. I have here copies of
both proofs. There is no substantial difference
whatsoever. There are about four or five cor-
rections on the corrected proof that to my
quick reading make no difference to the
substance of what the member had to say.

As you would expect, Mr Speaker, I referred
the information to the WADC and asked for
advice as to how to answer these outrageous
comments. The WADC officer informed me
later that he was so outraged by the comments
that he had let the member for Narrogin know
in no uncertain terms that he had very
wrongfully attempted to blacken the characters
of people involved in the Western Australian
Development Corporation. I do not know, be-
cause I am going only on the WADC officer's
advice, but I am told that the member for
Narrogin back-pedalled faster than the trick
cyclist who strung a wire from the Empire State
Building to the next highest one. It seems to me
that the member for Narrogin has been hoist
with his own statements, because he is not
denying that he made them.

Mansard provided the transcript. I do not
know where the listening devices referred to
may come from, unless they be the ears pos-
sessed by those reporters who sit before mem-
bers. That uncorrected proof provided the in-
formation upon which the WADC officer
tackled the member for Narrogin and asked
him why he was saying the sorts of things he
had said. Is it fair that the member for
Narrogin said those sorts of things when they
were not true and when he was not prepared to
support them with evidence and would not ap-
proach the WADC to confirm or deny the facts
of the situation?
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That is what happened. The Government
does not believe in the need for a committee of
privilege. We will not support the setting up of
such a committee to investigate, I suppose, why
Hansard passed out an uncorrected proof. It
seems to me that the substantial question has
been answered by the member for Narrogin; he
has not changed his proof. There is no differ-
ence that I can see between the corrected proof
and the uncorrected proof that would demon-
strate a substantial or even an insubstantial
shift in the position of the member for
Narrogin.

It is interesting to note too that the aggrieved
officer of the WADC is a very prominent mem-
ber of the Liberal Party and has, to my knowl-
edge, been very active in supporting Liberal
candidates and has been an office holder within
the Liberal Party for a number of years. I am
not sure of his present status as to membership
or office within the party, but it underlines
once again just what the Opposition is doing to
its constituents-it is destroying their last ves-
tige of faith.

Mr Hassell: You're twisting. The whole issue
relates to the way this Parliament is being run
and the rules you are conniving to break.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know how I
am conniving to break a rule when Hansard
was asked for a copy and provided that copy.

Mr Hassell: Well, clearly there has been a
breach of the rules of this Parliament.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure that a
matter of privilege has been impinged upon,
but I would not be surprised-if Hansard has
made a mistake, and I am not sure that it has-
if that was the first time Hansard made a mis-
take. Hansard reporters write most of the Op-
position members' speeches for them when
they take them down-

I am not about to say that Hansard has done
the wrong thing because I do not think that
Hansard is anything but an excellent organis-
ation which does an excellent job. It provided a
transcript when it was asked for. I suppose it is
my fault for asking for one. I asked for a
transcript and I obtained one. That is a cata-
clysmic and absolutely monumental issue
about which people in the suburbs are off their
tucker and diverted absolutely! That is the
truth of the situation.

We are wasting our time once again on a silly
mauler. If the Leader of the Opposition had
either the brains or the courtesy to pick up the
phone and ask me about the matter, I could
have told him what I have now told the Parlia-

meat. For the Parliament to debate the estab-
lishment of a committee of privilege to deter-
mine whether or not Hansard provided a copy
it should not have provided seems to me to be
an absolute absurdity. It is something Hansard
does not deserve and I am not saying that
Hansard has made a mistake. I asked for the
copy; Hansard provided the copy; and I then
referred the copy to the WADC, as is my re-
sponsibility, in view of the matters raised by
the member for Narrogin.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because he has raised

matters that I want to answer.
Mr Hassell: You claim that the WADC is a

completely independent body which is not ac-
countable, through you, to this Parliament. Do
you send off bits of Hansard to every company
that is mentioned in this House?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, not to every
company, no.

Mr Hassell: Indeed you do not.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is the Leader of the

Opposition now saying that he will not now ask
questions about the WADC, because he has
finally accepted that it is an independent body?

Mr Hassell: You will not give us any answers
to those questions. We know that only too well.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-
position cannot have it every which way; and
the which way, on this occasion, is simply that
had the Leader of the Opposition asked me, I
could have assured him that as far as the
recording of words through speakers in mem-
bers' offices; is concerned, I am sure that that
has not been done by the WADC or by any
member in this House. I provided a transcript
which Hansard gave me and which, on com-
parison with the corrected proof, is almost
exactly the same. The Government certainly
would not support a committee of privilege to
investigate that matter.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [2.54 p.m.I: It is
not surprising that a motion is before the Chair
which virtually accuses the Government, and
now that the Premier has spoken, the Premier,
of a breach of privilege. No matter how the
Premier defended himself in this case, it is a
fact that a rule of the House, which we all
know-and the Premier pretended he did not
know it-has been breached. Why is there a
rule that uncorrected copies of Hansard should
not be available to anyone before midday the
following day? The rule exists because of the
privilege. That is something which the Premier
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wants to get himself out of. For the Premier not
to. accept the committee of inquiry simply
means that he wants to govern over the rules of
privilege of this House.

How did the privileges originate in the
English Parliament? They originated because
the Parliament wanted to defend itself against
the King, who was the Government at that
time. To speak of the privilege in a jocular and
shallow manner as the Premier did, is the most
serious mistake he can commit in this Parlia-
ment. The privilege of the Parliament
originated because members of Parliament
were intimidated by the Government. The in-
timidation went further than that. If one cares
to read history one will see that it is more than
intimidation. There were physical hindrances,
the deprivation of liberty, and even the depri-
vation of life. From this the Parliament
evolved rules of privilege which were expressed
in various ways so that Parliament would be
able, without pressure from the Government,
to decide the moneys which the Government
could use and appropriate these moneys for the
Government.

I bring these matters to the attention of
members to impress upon them that
parliamentary privilege is not only one of the
most important characteristics of the insti-
tution of Parliament but also that it cannot
properly exist without proper privileges. A very
light dismissal of this motion is nothing but a
confession or declaration by the Government,
and the Premier, that the Government does not
believe in the efficient working of the Parlia-
ment; and that the Government does not be-
lieve it can be checked, scrutinised or criticised
by the institution. On the contrary, by its
rejection of this motion, the Government
shows it believes in a totalitarian system where
it, and no-one else, is right and no-one can
contradict it.

I will not go into the details because the
Leader and Deputy Leader of the Opposition
have explained them. However, there is no
doubt that we have always-not only since I
have been here, but before that, since this Par-
liament began to operate under the
Westminster system-observed the rules which
pertain to this motion. Why is it that the police
officer sitting in the gallery has to prevent
people from making notes in the gallery? That
is his job and he would be told that on the first
day he comes in here.

Mr Brian Burke: It seems to me that at the
very worst, and I am not sure it is true,
Hansard has made an error.

Mr MENSAROS: The Premier wants to be
very kind to himself. Having been in this Par-
liament for 14 years, being the Premier of
Western Australia, and having the mental ca-
pacity to plead that he does not know the rule
that he should not ask for an uncorrected copy
of Hansard, he is trying to put himself beyond
criticism. He cannot shift the blame to
Hansard. If he does not know the rules then he
is not fit to be the Premier or a member of this
Parliament. How can he insinuate that he did
not know this rule? If one objectively looks at
the situation one will immediately see what
that means, from the Premier's point of view.

We have the rule that people cannot even
make a note in the public gallery. The media
are the only people who are entitled to make a
note. You, Sir, expressed, as the Leader of the
Opposition has recited, what the situation is
with the electronic devices which relay the
speeches, not only to Hansard, but also to
members rooms.

To my knowledge, the loudspeakers are not
installed except in members' rooms. They are
not installed in staff rooms. That has some-
thing to do with the privilege. Unfortunately,
we are getting a little lax. The same privilege
relates to photography. In the last year there
have been more photographs taken in the Par-
liament than in all the time I have been here.

I have no objection to strangers in the
Chamber, but it is worthwhile commenting and
observing that during the nine years of the Lib-
eral Government there were not as many
so-called advisers sitting in the Chamber as
have been seen during the last few months of
this Government.

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot allow this
line of debate; the member must relate to the
motion before the Chair.

Mr MENSAROS: Of course, I defer to your
ruling, Mr Speaker. I was talking about privi-
leges in this place and about strangers not being
allowed into this Chamber beyond the bar of
the House.

The SPEAKER: I cannot recall any ruling I
have made about Strangers, television cameras
or photographs.

Mr MENSAROS: A Chairman of Com-
mittees has ruled about strangers coming into
this Chamber.

The SPEAKER: The debate before the Chair
is the motion moved by the Leader of the Op-
position and I ask the member to keep to that
debate.
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Mr MENSAROS: I am trying to do so and, as
briefly as I can, 1 am simply saying that if we go
on in this manner we are denying the proper
existence of Parliament. A very serious accu-
sation has been made of breach of privilege
occurring in a matter raised by a member of the
House. This is a clear indication by the
Government that it does not believe in Parlia-
ment.

Parliament cannot work the way it should
work without those privileges. If the privileges
are not observed it means that in everyone's
eyes the Government is denying these privi-leges and that it does not believe in the proper
working of Parliament.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [3.01 p.m~j: I can under-
stand that when the Leader of the Opposition
moved his motion he would have been con-
cerned about the prospect, which he had ident-
ified, of someone sitting in a room outside the
Chamber, with a tape recorder recording
speeches which came through on the speakers
from the microphones, having that transcribed
and taking further action. The Leader of the
Opposition identified that and-referring to
the statement made by you, Mr Speaker, when
the facilities were introduced-had that
happened there is no doubt that prima facie
there would have been cause for an investi-
gation and an assumption that there may have
been a breach of privilege on the pant of
whomever had made the recording or took
such transcript from that recording. I suppose
it was also possible that someone was sitting
with a shorthand book doing the same thing. If
either of those things had happened and, as a
result the officer of the WA DC, or indeed any-
one else, had that information, T could under-
stand the Leader of the Opposition's concern.
That is why I asked him a couple of questions
to identify that perhaps something else could
have occurred. He answered those questions in
a measured way and I do not have any
objection to the way he presented those
answers. HeI had concern about this matter and
he put those concerns to the House. The Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition amplified that con-
cern to a small degree.

That is all very well. However, I cannot
understand the Opposition's proceeding with
this in view of the explanation made by the
Premier. What has been said by the Premier
and revealed-and I presume it is generally
accepted that it is the case;, in fact, the Oppo-
sition is now saying that it reveals some other
breach, but no one would suggest that it is in

any way a breach of privilege-is chat the
Premier asked one of his staff to go to H-a nsard
and get a copy of the transcript. That is a very
usual practice and I have done so on many
occasions in the last six years. I have not been
in this House for as long as the member for
Floreat or the Premier.

Mr MacKinnon: Were you made aware of
the rules?.

Mr PARKER: In general terms I am aware of
the rules. I asked the Leader of the Opposition
about the rules concerning when one is able to
quote from Hansard text, when transcripts are
available and so on. I do not know what time
the staff member made the request of Hansard.
I assume-and I take at face value the words of
the Leader of the Opposition-that the
transcript was available to this officer of the
WADC the following morning. The Premier or
his staff member was entitled to go to Hansard
and ask for a copy of the Hansard report of the
debate. I do not know whether that is in breach
of the rules and I do not know whether any
breach of the rule has been committed by
Hansard. I am not sufficiently familiar with the
details of the rules to suggest whether it was
proper for Hansard to provide a copy of that
speech to the Premier's staff member.

No-one is suggesting that the Premier claims
any special privilege in obtaining these things
earlier than any other members. Like any other
member of this House he requested a copy of
this speech but because as Premier he 'has a
time availability problem, he asked a member
of his staff to obtain the copy from Hansard. If
that was in breach of the Mansard rule-and I
do not know whether it was-it is not a ques-
tion of privilege, If it was against the rule for
Hansard to provide that document to the staff
member, Mansard should have told him that
they were sorry but he could not have it until
the member had returned his corrected copy, or
at t2 noon the following day. Many members
would be aware that the member for Narrogin
has not been coming to the House in the even-
ing because of his health situation and, as a
result,' I accept the comments made by the
Leader of the Opposition about his not
correcting his duplicate until late the following
morning. If that was the case, it may not have
been known to the staff member or Hansard. In
any event it would have been very easy for the
Hansard staff to simply say to the Premier's
staff member-as has happened to me in the
past because one does not always remember
every rule in this regard-that as soon as the
duplicate was returned corrected, or by 1 2
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noon of the following day, whichever was
earlier, they would give him a copy. That has
happened to me and it has probably happened
to other members on several occasions. I have
requested copies of other member's speeches
and I have been told that I could not have the
copy until that member had returned his
corrected duplicate or until the following day at
noon. I am not sufficiently familiar with the
situation but I understand that that is the rule.

At the very worst that is what has happened;
Hansard has made some breach on that basis. I
am not prepared to even say that, but that is
the absolute worst construction that can be put
on the whole affair. I can understand the
Leader of the Opposition's raising this in the
first instance, not knowing the full circum-
stances. However, once those circumstances
were explained, I cannot understand the Oppo-
sition proceeding with it. It is absolutely extra-
ordinary.

A simple situation has been explained to the
members of the Opposition which at the very
worst construction would involve a minor, triv-
ial, technical breach. It has not damaged any-
one, as the Premier has pointed out, in terms of
the corrected and uncorrected proofs.

I would have thought that this House had far
more important things to discuss than that. I
do not object to the Leader of the Opposition
raising this because I can understand his con-
cern with the information that was available to
him. I find it extraordinary that the Opposition
would continue in this vein given that it is
quite possible that nothing wrong has occurred
at all but, even if it has, the very worst that
could be said is that it is a minor technical
breach on the part of the Hansard staff member
who provided the document to a member of
the Premier's staff.

MR OLD (Katanning-Ron) 13.08 p.m.] I am
quite amazed that the Premier, who has been in
this Parliament for 12 or 1 3 years, does not
know the rules. I found out shortly after
coming into Parliament what the rules are, es-
pecially with regard to uncorrected copies of
H-ansard speeches.

Mr Parker: How did you find out?
Mr OLD: Because I asked for a copy of a

speech and did not get it.
Mr Parker: Was that a breach of privilege?

Mr OLD: No, I do not think it was a breach
of privilege. I was told that the copy of the
speech made by the Opposition spokesman on
agriculture would not be available until it had

been corrected by that member. The member
very obligingly obtained a copy for me and
photocopied it.

The Premier dances around and makes very
light of the fact that he obtained this
uncorrected copy. We are not here to debate
the heavy- h andedness of the Premier and his
stalwarts in storming the Bastille in the early
hours of the following morning to confront
people in a Gestapo-like manner. We are
talking about a breach of privilege in this Par-
liament.

If, in fact, there has been no breach, an in-
quiry should still be held because the Premier
in his bully-like attitude has tried to push the
blame, i f any blame i s attachabl e, onto H ansard
and he is accusing members on this side of the
House of abusing the work of Hansard.

Such is not the case. The Premier knows full
well that he has breached the rule, and he is
crying to get out of it, as undoubtedly he will,
by weight of numbers and the puppy dogs who
will go with him to make sure that this motion
is not carried.

This House and its precincts do not belong to
the Government. It is about time the Premier
woke up to that. This is not the first time that
the Premier has tried to come the heavy hand
in some way ini the Parliament, because he be-
lieves, in his ignorance, that being the Premier
he also controls the Parliament. H-e does not
control the Parliament, and he does not control
the precincts of the Parliament.

The time has come for the Premier to wake
up to his responsibilities and the fact that he
should not be standing up here blustering and
going on like a dancing ape trying to put the
blame onto Hansard. He should assume his
responsibilities and allow the appointment of a
committee of inquiry into this breach of privi-
lege. If the Premier is found guilty of a breach
of privilege, so be it. Any breach of privilege of
this House should be investigated and any
Premier of this Parliament should be above
breaching the privileges of the House.

MR CRANE (Moore) 13.12 p.m.]: I would
like to add my support to the debate which has
gone on over the last few moments concerning
the breach of privilege of this Parliament. I
defend the Mansard staff themselves. It appears
they have been very neatly dobbed in. I am
concerned about that, because, amongst the
staff of Parliament Mouse, Mansard people
would be the hardest working of all. Somebody
must stand up in this House and defend them.
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I am absolutely ashamed to be a part of a
Parliament whose Premier would turn round
and dab them in. This is precisely what he has
done; he has laid the blame fairly and squarely
on Hansard.

As Premier of Western Australia he must
know how this Parliament operates. He should
know the rules, as we all do. I know 1 cannot get
an uncorrected version of somebody's speech
till 12 noon the following day. This is well
known to all of us. I suppose I am just one of
those dumb persons, yet at least I know that
much. The Premier is almost a stranger in this
Parliament. He happens to be here today. He
breaches the rules himself because he believes
he is beyond reproach. He believes he is such
an honourable gentleman that he can do as he
wishes and push his weight around in this Par-
liament.

This Parliament belongs to the people of
Western Australia. We are only the custodians
of it whilst we are here. The Premier is no more
important in this place than any other member,
yet we have heard today how he has blatantly
disregarded the rules. And then, having been
caught with his fingers in the cookie jar, he has
turned round and blamed Hansard, those
honourable people who work so hard and try so
hard to please us members of Parliament and
help us in every way they can. He turns round
and lays the blame fairly and squarely on them.
It is an indictment on a person like the Premier
of Western Australia, therefore I believe that
this motion is worthy of the fullest support of
all members of the Parliament.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.14 p.m.]: I
would like to make a few comments in support
of this motibn. It has always been my under-
standing that the procedures with regard to
obtaining copies of Hansard speeches were
devised by the Joint Printing Committee, no
doubt after consultation with the then Chief
Hansard Reporter. I understand that this pol-
icy was announced decades ago by the then
Speaker. This being so, it is not a rule of the
House; I cannot find it anywhere in the publi-
cations; it is certainly not in the Standing Or-
ders. it is simply a convention.

I ask any member to point out to me a
specific rule in any book where this is laid
down. It is a convention which has been
adopted over the years.

Mr Crane; You would not be looking for
preferences, would you?

Mr STEPHENS: The member can say what
he likes.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I do not want other matters

to intrude into this debate, please.
Mr STEPHENS: I doubt if any member on

this side of the House has not in the past gone
along to Hansard and received a copy of a
member's speech prior to 12 noon.

Mr Hassell: If it has not been corrected?
Mr STEPHENS: I am coming to this point:

Uncorrected copy.
Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: When I was a Minister I

received uncorrected copies prior to 12 o'clock
the following day. Also as a private member I
have received uncorrected copies prior to 12
o'clock.

Mr Clarko: Without the approval of the
member concerned?

Mr STEPHENS: But on the basis quite
specifically that Hansard staff have said, "This
is for your eyes and your eyes alone."

Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: All right. I am telling the

member my situation. IHe cannot tell me
whether it was right or wrong; he was not there
then.

Mr Clarko: You expanded to the point of
saying you doubted whether any person had
not received something. I am denying it and
my colleagues are denying it. You are dobbing
Hansard in further.

Mr STEPHENS: I am not. I am explaining
the situation which has happened in my own
circumstances. Speaking from my own experi-
ence, when the Premier's officer went to
Hansard for a copy of the speech and it was
handed over, I would be absolutely amazed if
those words which have always been used to
me were not used to the Premier's officer.

Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: The member should get up

and make his own speech afterwards. He was
the member who, as Minister for Education,
came down to Mt Barker and said he could not
understand the request for a high school hostel
there, because children received a better edu-
cation in schools in Perth.

Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: Many people remember the

member saying it.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member should

stick to the point of the debate.
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Mr STEPHENS: I have had to raise my voice
to get over the interjections. in doing so, I am
sorry I did not hear you calling "Order", Mr
Speaker.

I believe the breach here has been on the pant
of the Premier's ornicer in not making those
facts known at the time, and in the use of the
document so obtained. I am happy to go along
with the motion so that the whole thing can be
clarified, but I believe that no privilege has
actually been breached.

National Party policy has always been along
the lines of supporting anything which will seek
further information. On that basis let us have
the investigation. Other than the fact that there
has been a breach of confidence by the officer
who received the uncorrected Hansard copy of
the speech, I would be surprised if there was
any other result of the investigation.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [3.19 p.m.J: First, I
support the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. There appears to be a differing
view by members of the Government, who
have said there is nothing wrong with asking
for an uncorrected copy of a member's speech.
As far as I am aware, that is not the position.

The convention-and my experience in the
14 years I have been here-has always been,
that should Hansard supply a member with an
uncorrected copy of a speech, Hansard always
says-it has always been said to me-"This is
an uncorrected copy; you can view the speech
but you are not permitted to use it", and the
speech is stamped accordingly.

I am very disappointed that the Premier, in
attempting to clarify the matter, has only
clouded the issue further. He said that he sent a
member of his staff to the Hansard office to get
for his own use-I do not know whether the
officer would have told Hansard that it was for
the Premier's own usc-a copy of the speech
made by the member for Narrogin.

Where the breach of privilege that needs to
be investigated has occurred, is that other per-
sons appear to have used that uncorrected
copy. I am not aware that this has happened
previously in the time I have been a member.
Uncorrected copies of Mansard are not avail-
able to the public; they never have been and
they are not now. It is therefore quite improper
for me, for instance, to ask my electorate sec-
retary to go to H-ansard and ask for an
uncorrected copy of a member's speech so that
I can hand it over to people in the community.
An absolute foundation exists for the motion
moved by the Leader of the Opposition.

In recent weeks a number of other matters
have been raised in relation to parliamentary
privilege and I am concerned that Parliament is
being denigrated to a degree. This incident is
evidence of further denigration of the role of
Parliament.

I am very disappointed that the Premier has
dobbed in Hansard over this matter, and quite
without justification. I deplore his comments
made in relation to Hansard and I dissociate
myself from his comments. I support the nmo-
tion moved by the Leader of the Opposition.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [3.22 pm.]: The Premier seeks to
make very light of this motion. As he does with
so many other issues raised in the House, he
treats this issue with contempt. He seeks to
shift the blame for his own actions away from
himself and his advisers onto the Hansard
staff. He stood and waved around in this place
copies of what he said were transcripts-
uncorrected and corrected-of what the mem-
ber for Narrogin said last Wednesday evening.
However, it is my understanding that inquiries
were made before this motion was brought to
the House as to whether the transcript which
was used emanated from Hansard. It was my
understanding before this motion was brought
to the House that the transcript used did not
emanate from Hansard. I note that the Premier
did not table the documents he was waving
around, and I frankly question whether the ac-
count given by him is in fact what occurred.

Mr Brian Burke: There they are on the Table
now.

Mr HASSELL: That does not prove any-
thing.

The matter is serious and goes to the way in
which this place is being operated. The very
things the Premier said and his belief that in
this place he is entitled to do what he likes are
matters which are pertinent and relevant.

in this case we saw the Premier taking of-
fence at some of the remarks made in this place
about the WADC and then at the crack of dawn
the next morning visits are made to two people,
one a member of this House and one not a
member, in relation to what was said by the
member for Narrogin the -night before.

The question of privilege that arises is a
question not only of the taking of the copy of
the document but also the use made of it. The
question is whether the whole historical foun-
dation of the rule that unauthorised copies may
not be taken is simply proved by this very case.
Here was the use of a document in a. manner
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that was not authorised by the Parliament, and
it was clearly intended to have a dramatic ef-
fect on the person who made the remarks and
the person about whom the remarks were
made. Those issues are relevant to this whole
situation.

The Premier seeks to defend himself by say-
ing he did something about it because it
involved the WADC. Just one example of the
numerous examples that have been brought to
the Parliament already involves question 1529
asked only on Thursday last in this Parliament
when the member for Clontarf asked the
Premier no fewer than six questions about the
activities of the WADC. The Premier replied
that the business activities of the WADC were
the commercial prerogative of that organis-
ation.

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot allow a de-
bate on the WADC.

Mr HASSELL: That is true, but if I may
point out, I am responding to remarks made by
the Premier about the way in which that
transcript was used when he referred to the
remarks made by the member for Narrogin and
the discussions with the officer of the WADC. I
am trying to confine myself to the very issue
raised in the debate and I am pointing out that
this document was used in a manner which
presupposed that the Premier was responsible
for what happened out there; yet when he is
questioned about the WADC, he denies re-
sponsibility for it. It is the use of the document
as well as the taking of the document that is the
question of privilege which ought to be
investigated as a matter of fact.

The question which members of the House
ought to consider when they are voting on this
motion-it is clear that with one word from the
Premier all those on his side will vote against
the motion to defeat it-is what happens if this
motion is just defeated and then forgotten?
What happens about the rules of this Parlia-
ment that have been laid down; what happens
about the conventions that have been built up
literally over hundreds of years in relation to
the conduct of the Parliament? Who is going to
be put in the position of clearing the name of
Mansard, whose staff stand accused by the
Premier as he tries to extricate himself from the
trouble in which he finds himself as a result of
the little activities he was getting up to last
Wednesday night and Thursday morning? Who
is going to clear Mansard of that if this motion
is brushed aside?

It is a very simple motion which seeks to find
out the facts. It should not have taken us this
time to debate it. The Premier was complaining
about a waste of time, yet to our amazement we
find he is not prepared to have the facts
debated and found out by a committee. What
has caused the time to be taken up is the intran-
sigence of the Government-the attempt by
the Premier to treat an issue of a serious nature
in a light-hearted, silly and rude way, as he
does so often when issues are raised.

The importance of the issue is that we have
som rules around the Parliament and those

rules apply to everyone; they apply to the
Premier as well as to everyone else. If he is
trying to escape responsibility for breaking
those rules, he should not be allowed to get
away with it by accusing Hansard and by ac-
tions that are clearly designed to impact upon
people because certain accusations have been
made in this House. It is clear that issues of
privilege need to be considered when an officer
of a Government instrumentality rings up a
member at 7.40 a.m. in relation to what was
said in the House. There are questions to be
answered and facts to be ascertained. The
proper way for those facts to be ascertained is
through a committee of privilege. That is why
the motion has been moved.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Hassell
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Canr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Ayes 19
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 27
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Janmieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P.3J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mrs Watkins
Mr Gordon Hill

(reie)

ffeln)
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Pairs
Noes

Mr Pearce
Mr Bridge
Mr Troy
Mr Wilson

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

FATAL ACCIDENT'S AMENDMENT BILL

Report

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [3.33 p.m.]: This Bill has been
on the Notice Paper now for a considerable
time, I think well over 18 months. It is time it
was cleared off the Notice Paper. I move-

That the report of the Committee be
adopted.

Question put and passed.

Report adopted.

Third Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [3.34 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.35 p.m.]: I
simply want to ask the Minister, with obvious
curiosity, what was the reason for the Bill not
being handled until now? it went through the
second reading debate and there was no argu-
ment in Committee. The Opposition did not
oppose it. Can the Minister give the reason for
the Bill's being delayed?

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [3.36 p.m.]: It is a fair question.
The reason that this Bill was delayed was that
the Crown Law Department and the Attorney
General wanted the Criminal Injuries Compen-
sation Amendment Bill to be declared through
the House prior to this Bill going through.
Subsequently, there was a further request from
the Crown Law Department due to some tech-
nical problems which needed to be sorted out
before the Bill could be proclaimed, and caused
a further delay of the Bill. I am not aware of
those technical problems, but the initial delay
revolved around the passage of the Criminal
injuries Compensation Amendment Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third timne and returned to the
Council with amendments.

Ayes
Mr Laurance
Mr Coyne
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Grayden

ALUMINA REFINERY (MITCHELL
PLATEAU) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 5 November.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.37 p.m.]: Be-
cause of the unexpected absence of the member
for Narrogin and because the Opposition does
not have any serious objection to this Bill, I
simply speak on behalf of the Opposition.

The original agreement, of course, and the
subsequent negotiations and amendments are
not strange to mne at all because I have lived
with them for six years at least. As some mem-
bers might recall, the original partners in the
Mitchell Plateau agreement were Alumax,
which was at that time a subsidiary company
becoming more and more independent from
Amax. Amax, of course, at that time was
greatly involved in Western Australia, having
held a large pant of the Mt Newmani project and
also, of course, being the sales agents for the Mt
Newman project. The relationship between
Western Australia and the Amax company was
always very close and warm, That goes both
ways, of course.

The company had great interest not only in
the iron ore or alumina activities but also in
many economic activities in Western Australia.
As a matter of fact, the exploration was done in
this very remote area and Alumax thought it
could do something with the deposits. The idea
of the chairman of Amax was always that there
must be plenty of petroleum resources avail-
able both offshore and onshore. He always
urged either his own companies or in official or
unofficial deals with other companies to seek
petroleum exploration permits. I am referring
of course to Ian McGregor, a magnificent
businessman, which fact was proved by the
United Kingdom Government employing him
as head of British Iron and Steel Corporation,
and subsequently as head of the British Coal
Board. He always believed that irrespective of
the market situation regarding alumina and
aluminium the project would be successful if
they could find their own source of energy.
That was what he was after because, had that
been the case-he of course had even wider
visions of gas being found and the energy being
utilised-the heavy trucks and other vehicles
in the Pilbara, for instance, could be converted
to that form of fuel. The area would be con-
sidered to be virtually an island and would be
capable of using quite different fuel for mobile
energy than is used in other parts of Western
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Australia and throughout Australia. However,
that has not eventuated and Ian McGregor has
since retired from Amax.

Alumax made various deals with other
companies, first with the Japanese, and
ultimately CRA took over as the major partici-
pant. As the Minister mentioned, various very
well-known and solid companies are now
participating in the project.

The situation with an agreement like this is
always the same. If the economic climate and
environment are such that the companies can-
not reasonably be expected to carry on a viable
business with the project the Government has
no option but to extend the various time limits
for the commencement of construction or
whatever the agreement provides for. This ap-
pears to be the situation today. If the economic
situation regarding alumina and aluminium
were different the Government could take a
much stronger stand.

I have not been personally involved for quite
some time now, so I do not know what has
happened to consideration of the aspect that
the type of alumina which can be found on the
Mitchell Plateau is particularly useful and
valuable as refractory material. It was in great
demand to line furnaces around the world.
There was some consideration that before the
project went ahead, as a matter of consider-
ation if not courtesy for the companies which
had had the tenements ownership of the min-erals for a long time and, they would start some
sort of activity. That is something the Govern-
ment could have pursued. When CRA took
over it considered the downstream refinery
should be further down the coast because of the
remoteness and cost of the infrastructure. The
Geraldton people were very happy when they
realised a study would be made with a view to
building a refinery there.

The Minister has not explained one point in
connection with the extension of the agree-
ment; he only pointed to it, and that makes me
a little suspicious. lHe referred to it as a quid
pro quo for the companies' being granted an
extension of time and the Government re-
served the right to introduce another partner.
The Minister said this was a novel situation,
and he was almost pmoud of the fact. Will he
explain the situation? Why was it necessary to
include this in the agreement? I am not gener-
ally a suspicious person, but it seems to me it is
just an open door for Exim or WA Government
Holdings Or WADC, otherwise the Minister
would have explained it more fully. What

interest does the Government have in pushing
another company as of right upon the existing
joint venturers?

Usually when changes have been made in the
past the Government has not objected if the
companies wanted a different partnership.
Sometimes the Government even initiated it if
one partner was weak. The Government is
sometimes keen for a weaker partner to take a
smaller participation in a project or give it up
altogether. There was company after company
in the North-West Shelf gas project starting
with Burmah Oil Company, and Woodside,
although I am not saying anything against that
company. It was a long time before the agree-
ment relating to Woodside's new role in the
project came into effect. I suggested to the joint
venturers Woodside should have a much
smaller role because its gearing was too high,
and if a company's security and assets are
strong a project has a better chance of going
ahead.

[have my suspicions that the Government
has opened another door for the WADC or
some such organisation which has yet to be
designed, but with which the Government
wants to become involved in business. That is
not the role of government, and that is not our
philosophy. Our philosophy is that smaller
government is better. A Government should
not extend its own sphere of influence, let alone
get involved in any business which rightly be-
longs to private enterprise and tht citizens of
this State. My only real query, therefore, is that
the Minister should explain why that provision
was necessary. What is the thinking behind it;
what is the purpose? Perhaps the Minister
could give an assurance that no Government
instrumentality will buy into the project.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [3.46 p.m.]: I thank the
Opposition for its support of the Bill. In answer
to the questions raised by the member for
Floreat, firstly in relation to the proposal that
was considered by the company to develop a
refractory grade bauxite export market which
as he said was being considered potentially as a
project on its own, the position is that there is a
very good deposit of refractory grade bauxite
on the Mitchell Plateau. The alumina content
of the ore is about 70 per cent which makes it
an excellent grade. The company examined in
some considerable detail the potential for a
pure bauxite deposit based on that refractory
bauxite. The company examined a whole range
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of things including a pure bauxite deposit like
Gove or Weipa and refractory bauxite as a
small project, and a full-scale alumina project.

Obviously Governments, whether the former
Government or this Government, did not want
a project with no value added, given that we
have already established the alumina industry
in the south-west. We were prepared to con-
sider a small refractory grade deposit
recognising that it might provide some initial
capital for the establishment of infrastructure
and the companies could build on that.

They examined that carefully, and as pant of
the submissions they put to me when they came
to see me they identified to the satisfaction of
my officers in both the Department of Mines
and the Department of Resources Develop-
ment that there was not sufficient refractory
grade bauxite in the area for it to be a
stand-alone project. They did not believe they
could satisfy the demand to that extent. They
said if they had had another 50 per cent in
volume-the average grade is not that high; it
is 45 per cent to 48 per cent alumina-they
might have been able to develop a refractory
grade alumina project. They looked at it very
closely, but ultimately they decided it was not
economic.

They recognised the fact that the price of
alumina and the components that come into it
and of the product-aluminium-is at an
all-time low at the moment.

The second point the member raised was the
reason for the third party. I must say it had not
occurred to me until it was raised by the mem-
ber for Floreat. I think he is being a little para-
noid in thinking that this was somehow an av-
enue for WADC or any other Government
agency. There are two concerns; one is that the
company has held this land for a very long
period. The initial extension which was
virulently opposed by the then Opposition
when Mr Herb Graham proposed the agree-
ment in 1972 or thereabouts was, as the mem-
ber for Floreat suggested, as a result of ihe fact
that Alumax, the then owner, was also the
major purchaser of alumina from Alcoa of
Australia. It agreed to increase its alumina pur-"
chase contract ahead of schedule to provide
sufficient bankable contracts for Alcoa to go
ahead early with the Pinjarra alumina refinery.
The quid pro quo there was that Alumax would
get the extension of time on Mitchell Plateau if
it would take up the extra alumina to allow the
Pinjarra refinery to go ahead, and that is what
has happened.

Because the company has held this area for a
long period there has been extensive explo-
ration for bauxite, but limited, if any, explor-
ation for other minerals. While it continues to
hold that land, there is considerable
disincentive for other parties to explore for
other commodities.

The first problem is that the Government
would like to have an opportunity for other
companies to go in there and explore for com-
modities. We are living in a changing world
and at the moment companies are re-evaluating
all their chromium and platinum deposits in
this State, particularly because of the South
African situation. Only yesterday I was told
about a company which was going through its
chromium feasibility studies in greater detail
and updating them to see whether it was worth-
while going back to a particular deposit which
had earlier been considered uneconomic.
Those sorts of changes should be capable of
being addressed by Government in one way or
another and we felt that this was a way to intro-
duce a third party to explore for other minerals.

The other point in relation to the other min-
erals is that the two major parties in the proj-
ect, Alcoa and CRA, have substantial interests
elsewhere. CRA is by far the majority share-
holder in Comalco which owns both alumina
refining plants and bauxite deposits in other
parts of Australia while Alcoa has plants in the
south-west of this State.

The Government wants to be in a position
where if it felt that it were possible-although
we are not suggesting that either company
would do this-that the other companies, with
the interests they had elsewhere, even in a situ-
ation where it might be an opportune time to
go ahead with the development of this project,
decided not to do so because it would be
cheaper for them to expand their existing oper-
ations in, say, Queensland or in the south-west
of Western Australia, the Government could
offer equity to a third party. While that might
be a cheaper option for the companies and one
could understand their taking that point of
view, the Government would want to provide
the opportunity for a company that did not
have that opportunity but which nevertheless
wanted for some reason to go into the alumina
business-although I cannot imagine why any
company would want to do that right now-

Mr Mensaros: The majority equity holding
would not change?
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Mr PARKER: No, but the third party could
come in on that basis. Certainly, I can reassure
the member for floreat that nothing was
further from my mind than to introduce the
Western Australian Development Corporation
or any other Government body to this project.
The aim is simply to be able to introduce a
third party explorer or developer to the project
in order to go ahead with the project in the
event that any of the existing parties decided
not to.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Parker (Minister for Minerals and Energy), and
transmitted to the Council.

BARROW ISLAND ROYALTY
AGREEMENT BILL

Order Discharged
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for

Minerals and Energy) [3.55 p.m.]: I move-
That Order of the Day No. 8 be

discharged from the Notice Paper.
I will provide a brief explanation as to why this
matter is to be discharged. It was found on
subsequent checking by lawyers that the vari-
ation agreement which was scheduled to that
Bill was deficient in one or two minor technical
typographical details and needed changes. As a
result, this Bill needs to be discharged and I
will shortly introduce the Bill as amended,
which varies the agreement. The Opposition
has been briefed on this.

Question put and passed.
Order discharged.

BARROW ISLAND ROYALTY VARIATION
AGREEMENT BILL

!ntroduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Parker

(Minister for Minerals and Energy), and read a
first time.

Second Reading
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for

Minerals and Energy) [3.58 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill ratifies an agreement between the
State of Western Australia and West Australian
Petroleum Pty Limited or WAPET to intro-
duce a resource rent royalty to replace the ad
valorem royalty provisions presently applying
to the Barrow Island oilfield under the pet-
roleum lease. The Bill also makes enabling
amendments to the royalty provisions of rel-
evant petroleum legislation. Other legislative
and lease provisions relating to Barrow Island
are left intact.

A complementary agreement has been
reached with the Commonwealth which secures
an exemption from the Commonwealth crude
oil excise for petroleum produced on Bar-row
Island.

The resource rent royalty will thus replace
both the Commonwealth excise and State roy-
alty for the Barrow Island petroleum lease.
Revenues and administration costs will be
shared between the two Governments in the
manner prescribed in the complementary
agreement.

On 7 November, the original Bill was read
for a second time. At that time, I outlined the
very substantial benefits accruing to the State,
WAPET, and to a lesser extent the Common-
wealth from the new royalty arrangement.

The Bill and agreement attached as a sched-
ule to the Bill had to be withdrawn to change
the clause cross reference numbering errors in
the agreement and, on the advice of the Solici-
tor General, to change clause 7 of the Bill to
ensure that the amendments to the Petroleum
Act 1967 came into force at the same time as
the amendments to the Barrow Island lease re-
lating to royalty. The alterations do not materi-
ally affect the agreement or the legislation.
Therefore, my comments on the earlier legis-
lation and agreement remain applicable.

This matter has occasioned me considerable
embarrassment, and I have certainly had some
very harsh words to say to those who were
involved. I apologise to the House for having to
do this. I did cause a briefing to be given to the
member for Narrogin on the matter yesterday.
If the member for Floreat is handling the legis-
lation on his behalf-the member for Narrogin
being ill-I would be happy to extend the same
courtesy to him, not only on the changes but
also on the Bill itself so it can be dealt with
later this week. There is no material difference
between the Bill introduced today and the Bill
which was introduced last week.

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

REGISTRATION OF BIRTHS, DEATHS
AND MARRIAGES AMENDMENT DILL

Second.Reading

Debate resumed from 6 November.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.00 p.m.]: This
Bill has come to us from the other place with
amendments. However, in my humble view, it
did not receive sufficient amendments. It does
away with the customary, traditional way of
establishing the identity of a person. That cus-
tom was not only traditional, but also reasoned.
I think this Government, under its war cry of
"'non-discrimination", is capable of legislating
for all sorts of nonsense which does not have
anything to do with discrimination. To allow
parents to choose either the father's name or
the mother's name for a child because appar-
ently the father's name is discriminatory is
more like a comic opera than non-
discrimination.

I could understand this measure if the
Government were to make marriage compul-
sory. However, it is doing something which
seems to give no benefit to the community.
Indeed, I see many difficulties arising in the
future out of this legislation. I see more diffi-
culties arising for future generations than will
occur now. I think, in the future, when we re-
turn to reasoned thinking, that this legislation
will make the act of tracing one's family line
enormously difficult even after three or four
generations, if offspring are entitled to receive
the father's name, the mother's name or a hy-
phenated version of both names. Perhaps it
might become discriminatory to trace one's
family through the father's name. Perhaps the
Old Testament is discriminatory in the eyes of
the Attorney General because it recognises only
the male ancestry of a person.

Apart from that the choice of both parents to
use both names could result in names of such
length that would be quite impractical. What
would happen if Mr Olderhampson married
Miss Pellegrioni? Their child could be Mr
Olderhampson-Pcllegrioni. Then what would
happen if their son married someone by the
name of Winterbottom-Smitheringale. Their
offspring would be Mr Olderhamp-
son-Pellegrioni-Winterbottom-Smitheringale.
What would happen with the next generation is
even more complicated. I am also concerned
about the generation after that. We will all need

identity cards like accordions to accommodate
all of the hyphenated names. That is the wis-
dom in this nonsense of non-di scrim ination.

Mr Speaker, you may think this is a joke, but
it is not. I am only highlighting the nonsense of
this matter with an extreme example. Some-
times it is necessary to highlight something by
using an extreme example.

No provision is included in the legislation for
undoing something once it is done. Supposing a
child with about 16 hyphenated names sud-
denly said, because of the nonsense of it, that
he or she wanted only one name. He could not
go to the registrar and ask for the name to be
corrected to a grandfather's name or a great
grandfather's name. He would have to do it by
deed pa1l because once the parents decide on a
name, the name stays. There is no provision in
the legislation for undoing it. I do not think this
legislation is non-discri minatory; it is plain
folly.

I am equally critical of other provisions in
the Bill enabling migrants who come to this
country to use their own religious customs or
laws for naming their children instead of
adopting and accepting the laws of this
country. Again we are trying to be fashionable
by attempting to be non-discriminatory, In the
bad old days, if one even visited a country let
alone settled there, one abided by the laws of
that country. One followed the rule inherent in
the saying, "When in Rome do as the Romans
do". It seems that observing this courtesy in
Australia is now discriminatory so the saying is
being altered to, "When in Rome do as you like
and ignore the local customs". That is precisely
what this legislation attempts to do.

There are some dangers in this provision.
Altering the Law to suit the people who choose
to come to Western Australia goes far beyond a
question of hospitality or tolerance. I think it is
fairly well known and accepted in international
circles that the law of a country prevails on its
citizens and even residents. If one committed
an offence in another country, the criminal law
of that country would apply. I could not say
that I am a Moslem and therefore I am entitled
to four wives. If I did that in Western Australia
I would be charged with bigamy. Is it now
proposed by the Attorney General that, in the
name of non-discrimination, we should allow
Moslems or Mormons to abide by their own
customs and religions regarding more monog-
amous marriages in our midst? If a couple
wanted to obtain a divorce here, they would
obtain that divorce according to our laws. If I
wanted to sue someone in Katmandu, I could
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not go to Katmandu and sue him according to
our laws. I would have to abide by the laws of
that country.

Which other countries have enacted similar
laws to these? I know the Attorney General said
that oilier States in Australia have enacted
similar laws. That does not impress me at all.
Did the Minister for Agriculture, when he was
in Saudi Arabia recently, drink alcohol in a
public place? His custom and religion allow
him to do that. He was also welcomed in Saudi
Arabia; he was not treated discourteously.
Kowever, he was not allowed to drink alcohol
in a public place because that is the law of that
country and he observed that law happily and
as a matter of courtesy. I cannot see therefore
why we should be more generous.

I think I can say these things without being
accused of being prejudiced. Most of the people
who came to this country, including me, came
here because we considered that the environ-
ment of laws and customs is better here than
the places we came from. We are more keen to
uphold those customs and laws than are per-
haps the fourth generation Australians born
here, because they do not know that something
else can happen-they do not know there is
something worse. I do, and that is the reason I
want to uphold those customs.

In any event, nobody should disallow a
Moslem or anyone else from using his own cus-
toms in his own circle, but we need not make it
the genera! law. H-e could have a first name and
a family name according to the Australian cus-
torn but use his own customs when at home or
amongst his people. If it were made public or
official it would, wittingly Or unwittingly, cre-
ate a situation where these people will mix with
themselves and not mix or assimilate with
Australians. I wonder whether that is what we
want.

I cannot see what there is to be ashamed of
about the British origin of Australian customs
and laws so that they should not apply to
people who come here. Anyone who takes citi-
zenship takes an oath that he is forsaking all
other allegiances and will observe the laws of
Australia; that he will bear allegiance to the
Queen of Australia. Do we want to do away
with that, too? Is that what the Government
wants to do? Personally, I would not like to
support that and that is the reason that I am
critical about the provisions.

I fully realise that the Bill has passed the
other place and we do not have the numbers
here-we are in Opposition and not in Govern-

ment-but nevertheless I voice those personal
grievances and criticisms of the provisions be-
cause I do not think they are right. I ermphasise
and repeat that, as someone who was not born
in this country, perhaps I appreciate the cus-
toms and laws of the country better than those
who were born here or whose families have
been here for several generations. For that
reason, although not formally moving any
amendment or opposing the legislation, I am
very critical about it and I can only express my
hope that it will not have a lasting life because
some people with better judgment will come
and change it. I will be one of the first to say
that people who come here should realise that
they should accustom themselves to the laws of
this country.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [4.14 p.m.]: Like
the member for Floreat, I am concerned about
the proposal whereby the opportunity will be
created by this legislation for the child of a
marriage or a de facto arrangement to have
either the surname of the father, or the mother,
or a combination of both as a surname.

The system we have used is a very efficient
one. Traditionally in our society the surname
of the father has been given to the child. I say
very clearly that it would not worry me if our
tradition had been that the surname given to
the child was that of the mother, but that has
not been the case. It has been the case that we
have taken the surname of the male. The situ-
ation now exists where people can have hy-
phenated names, as we well know, and a lot of
English people have such names where they
have subsumed the name of the mother. What
has happened is that when there is a name like
Fotheringdale-Smythe, it has generally
remained that way and they have not added to
it. One can change one's surname to that of
one's mother by deed pall, if that is one's
choice; but the member for Floreat, using some
long surnames, has put a couple of them
together, gone down to the next generation and
indicated how very quickly one could have a
very big mouthful by way of surname descrip-
tion.

The conclusion we can reach as a result of
the argument put forward by the member for
Floreat is that if a child already has a hyphen-
ated name, it is highly unlikely that his parents
would add yet another double-barrelled
arrangement because it would create great con-
fusion. The system we have now works but
apparently causes some offence to some people,
presumably females I take it, who are con-
cerned that their names are not being passed
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on. Their surnames could be passed on without
legislation of the sort now before us. However,
I recognise the fact that people do have concern
in areas like this.

When I was a councillor of the City of
Stirling I was responsible for changing the way
in which the forms of that authority were
printed. At that time the council used to have
on all its forms a place where one wrote one's
surname, and a place for one's "Christian"
names. Some people who were not Christian
approached me and expressed their concern at
the fact that they had to describe their names as
Christian when they were not; so we changed it,

I am sensitive to those people who have a
concern in regard to the use of names but we do
not get anywhere at all by this process that is
put before us today. I would be interested to
know how many people in the community have
advised the Government that they support
legislation of this sort, because I say to the
Rouse that I have only ever had one problem
put to me in the 12 years during which I have
been a member of Parliament. That problem
related to a case of a woman seeking to change
the name of her child, which she wished to be
different from that which she was forced to use
as a result of her original marriage breaking up.
She was concerned about that, but it did not
relate to the matter before the House, which
has never been raised with me in Western
Australia.

Mr Davies: Have you got any Moslems in
your electorate?

Mr CLARKO: I am not aware of any. I have
only had that one example, which related to a
question of a woman having a relationship with
a second person whom she subsequently mar-
ried, and getting the name appropriate for the
child.

Mr Davies interjected.

Mr CLARKO: If the Minister is talking
about the question raised by my colleague, the
member for Floreat, there is a problem con-
cerning the question of surnames- Some mem-
bers would know that there are supposed to be
almost more Chins in the Western Australian
telephone directory now-most of whom are
medical doctors-than there are Smiths. That
is due to the fact that the Chinese only have a
very small number of what we call surnames-I
think there are only about 400 of them. But
that has not stopped China from being, at vani-
ous times in its history, the greatest nation in
the world, culturally and otherwise.

A lot is said about "What's in a name?", but
we have a system where the male name has
been the surname, and I think it has worked
most successfully. There are opportunities to
vary it if one wishes and I repeat that it would
not worry me a jot if the system we had was
that the female's name was carried as a sur-
name-I do not have a sexist feeling about it.
However, I feel we are getting into a sexist
argument when people say the name of the
woman should be included in the child's sur-
name. If that were the case, then the best ap-
proach would be to lay down that the surname
of the child would be the surname of the two
parents. But then we get back to the problem
outlined by the member for Floreat; we would
end up with a name that goes on forever. We
must make a distinction about which names
are used, even though somebody could be
offended.

We have a system which has worked ex-
tremely well and has flexibility, and there is no
merit behind this proposed change.

MR CRANE (Moore) [4.20 p.m.]: As pre-
vious speakers have said, the Opposition has
not been given a very strong argument in
favour of this change. As the member for
Karrinyup asked, how many people have actu-
ally made representations to the Government
and to members of Parliament asking that this
legislation be enacted? 1, for one, have not
received one request of this kind, not that I
have been in this place for very long-only 12
years.

If members go back to the Old Testament
they will see that it is recorded that the child
takes the father's name. There is nothing wrong
with our staying with the rules that have stood
by us soundly for many years.

It has been said that a number of ethnic
groups would like to see the change as outlined
in this legislation. I advise members of the
House, who want to carry on with private con-
versations while I am trying to put my point
across, that when people come to this country
they should come here and adopt the laws of
this land. If I were to go to Katmandu I would
be required to observe its laws and I would do
so. I would not expect to take the Australian
flag with me and fly it everywhere I went, nor
would I expect the laws of that land to be
changed to accommodate me. I would expect to
go to that country and adopt it as my own. Not
only in regard to this legislation, but also in
regard to other customs in this wonderful
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country of ours, the laws of the land have stood
by us quite well for many years and there is no
need for this change.

We may well rue the day when this legis-
lalion is passed. Perhaps there is an ulterior
motive behind the suggestions that it will assist
in tracing the family tree. As the member for
Karrinyup said, if a woman wishes to retain her
maiden name she may do so. I know many who
have and I know many who have used their
surname plus their husband's name and have
hyphenated the two. For example, if a woman
wants her surname to be Smith-Jones there is
no reason why she cannot have that name.

I am reminded of a Dr Holmes when I speak
about the subject of names. One of his patients
was Cave-Brown-Cave. The doctor, being a
busy person, said he could not call him by his
correct name and kept calling him "Brown".
He was quickly told by the person concerned
that his name was "Cave-Brown-Cave" and the
doctor said, "As a matter of fact, my name is
Holme-Sweet-Holme." It means little in the
long-term; people are making a great to-do
about nothing.

As many speakers have said there is no need
for this legislation. People must accept what
has stood us in good stead and no-one has put
forward a suggestion that something is wrong
with the present system.

I am sure the member for Collie is proud of
his name "Jones".

Mr Tom Jones: And Collie.
Mr CRANE: If the member for Collie wishes

to change his name by deed poll to Collie-Jones
I understand that he could be accommodated.

What are we going on about? We have a
system which has proved itself through the
years and it is in keeping with our Christian
ethics and beliefs. We should continue with our
Christian upbringing. Members of ethnic
groups who come into this country must
remember that while in Rome they should do
as the Romans do.

I am firmly of the opinion, as are other mem-
bers, that this legislation is absolutely unnecess-
ary and it is an example of how the vociferous
minority is wishing to enforce its will on the
people of not only Western Australia, but also
Australia.

We have over one million people in Western
Australia and I ask: How many people are con-
cerned about this matter and how many mem-
bers of Parliament have a list of people who
want to change their family name?

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: Where ignorance is bliss, 'tis

folly to be wise; I suggest that members take
note of this saying.

I support the previous speakers because the
change is absolutely unnecessary and it is mak-
ing this Parliament a laughing stock in OUr
society. Unfortunately, for many people it is
making them feel a little ashamed of their gen-
der. I do not support this measure.

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [4.27 p.mn.]:
I was disappointed to hear the member for
Floreat use the phrase, "This is a comic opera",
when we are talking about giving couples an
opportunity to choose surnames for their chil-
dren. This Bill seeks to allow couples to have
more responsibility and less Government inter-
ference in how they name their children. It
gives them the opportunity to decide them-
selves how they name their children.

I am surprised that the Opposition, which
often claims to be a great supporter of the role
of the family, is not in favour of a move to give
this responsibility to couples and to let them
take more responsibility for naming their chil-
dren.

Mr Clarko: Ordinary families have no prob-
lem with the existing system.

Mrs HENDERSON: Ordinary families may
not have approached the member for
Karrinyup, but I can assure him that many men
and women have approached me. These
women may, for example, have had a child who
has taken his father's name because the father
is named on the birth certificate. The mother
may have total care and control of the child
and, at the moment, if she wants to change the
name of that child she has to go through the
process of changing it by deed poll. Why should
she have to go to those lengths to do that when,
in fact, it is the child that she has given birth to
and has cared for since birth?

Several members interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: It is their child and if

the couple decide that the child should take the
mother's name it is their choice.

There are literally dozens of women who
raise children on their own and this problem
arises from the time the child is born. The
father's name may appear on the birth certifi-
cate, but in many cases it is appropriate, and
the father may well be agreeable, that the child
should bear the mother's name.

Several members interjected.

4094



[Tuesday, 12 November 1 985] 49

Mrs HENDERSON: She is not able to do
that at the moment if the father's name is on
the birth certificate.

I refer to the comment raised by the member
for Floreat when he said, "Only abnormal
people might seek to use this law". I suggest
that he is not aware that more and more
women choose to retain their surname when
they manry and the ability of the couple to
decide between themselves how they name
their child is recognition of their responsibility
as a couple. More women are choosing to keep
their own name.

I was amazed to hear the member for Floreat
say the legislation would make it difficult for
men to look up their family tree. Does he know
that it is extremely difficult for women to look
up their family tree? They have to go through
the many changes of name. Obviously, it is
difficult for women at the moment to look up
their family tree, but they manage to do it. It
will make it more difficult for whoever changes
his Or her name, but it will not make it imposs-
ible.

M r Clarko: Once you go back one generation
you have a different name.

Mrs HENDERSON: At the moment we have
that problem when women seek to trace their
family tree. All this does is give people the
opportunity to choose which way they do it.

I am very surprised at the lack of tolerance
by the member for Floreat for the ethnic cus-
toms and practices of migrants. There are
people who name their children in such a way
that if they have a boy, they might name him
Harry, son of George. Under our current law,
when Harry has a child, he then has to name
his child Matthew, son of George. In fact, in
this case Matthew would be the grandson of
George. This causes enormous difficulties for
migrants. It shows a complete lack of tolerance
to those people's customs and backgrounds. I
am surprised that the member for Floreat com-
pares this tolerance with committing a crime
against the law of a foreign country. Here is an
area where we can be tolerant and generous,
and allow people the capacity to choose and be
responsible; yet we find this attitude of com-
plete intolerance which almost says that if
people can name their children in such a way,
ghettos will be created.

I commend this Bill. It gives families greater
responsibility, and it gives them the oppor-
tunity to choose and make decisions without
Government interference. I think everyone
should welcome that.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [4.31 p.m.]: I can hardly thank
the Opposition for its support of this Bill be-
cause the three speakers who have spoken on it
gave it a thorough drubbing. However, I under-
stand it does not intend to oppose this piece of
legi slation.

The member for Floreat said, during his
speech, that he could not be accused of being
prejudiced. He cannot be accused of being
enlightened either because it was one of the
most unenlightened speeches I have heard in
this House. If anything could be said about his
speech it is that it was completely reactionary,
completely sexist, completely intolerant, and
completely outdated. It gave no recognition to
the emerging status of women in our society.
The conservatives on the other side have not
got the guts to oppose this piece of legislation.
Those conservatives are the people who in the
last century got up and said women should not
have the right to vote or hold property in their
own right. It is exactly the same reactionary,
intolerant thinking that has imbued these con-
servatives since they have been sitting in this
Parliament. The predecessors of members op-
posite fought against the removal of property
franchise tooth and nail; yet who apart from
the member for Floreat would stand up today
and defend the property franchise? Not very
many members opposite would do so. People
imbued with the same spirit as members op-
posite have said that women should never have
the right to vote and should never have the
right to own property in their own right, and
that women are the property of their husbands.
They are the sorts of philosophies that mem-
hers opposite are presenting here today.

The member for Floreat, with a very unusual
attempt at light hilarity, brought forward some
very extreme examples of the use of hyphen-
ated names. That was an insult to the intelli-
gence of parents in Western Australia.

This piece of legislation will give people a
choice. It will be less prescriptive. It will be
more tolerant and will give people freedom. It
will give people flexibility, and if people do not
want long-handled hyphenated names they are
in a position to say so and do something about
it. They will not simply have to inherit those
names and wait until the age of IS when they
can change them by means of deed poll.

The member for Floreat made a great to-do
about undoing these calamitous situations that
might occur. The undoing-and I must agree
with the member for Scarborough-is a very
simple process. It is, in this day and age,
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probably the simplest legal process. It is a very
simple document of one page which does not
have to be registered. This "undoing" the
member for Floreat talked about is in fact very
simple.

When we talk about the customs of migrants
in this country, I am surprised at the intoler-
ance. It is not prejudice; it is sheer intolerance
displayed by the Opposition and by the mem-
ber for Floreat. Let me ask the member for
Floreat a question: What damage is done by
allowing people to follow a few ethnic customs,
especially when it relates to names? The answer
is that there is no damage at all, especially
when it is a custom in relation to the choice of
name for their children. What possible damage
could be done? The spectres that the member
for Floreat might like to raise are absolutely
ridiculous.

I hope the speeches made by the members on
the other side are well recorded. I hope they get
a proper airing by the Press. It shows the depth
of conservatism we have on the other side. It
shows their preoccupation with names, with
status, with titles-especially empirical titles;
those inherited from the so-called mother
country.

Mr Clarko: You will give them a number.
Mr GRILL: Members opposite are the

people who do not want freedom, not the
Government. Members opposite, in their oppo-
sition to this Bill, are preventing people from
having a choice. Members opposite are the
people who are denying freedom and showing
intolerance and outdated thinking. Those
members should be ashamed of themselves. I
cannot believe it. I would not believe that
people who call themselves Liberals could
come out with some of the guff I have heard
this afternoon. There is not one ounce of
generosity in the speeches made by the Oppo-
sition today. It is an absolute disgrace. I hope
the speeches are well reported.

I support the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second lime.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Grill

(Minister for Transport), and passed.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE
CORPORATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 7 November.
MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [4.43 p.m.]: This

is the normal type of Bill which comes to the
House fairly regularly to alter the terms of
borrowing and lending for the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation. It is an Act
which already has four schedules. This is the
fifth schedule or the fifth agreement. It has
necessitated a more comprehensive type of
legislation than we normally expect in Bills of
this type, because in effect it is changing the
method of financing States from the Common-
wealth.

I do not know whether this is a good or a bad
thing. It has some quite bad points which we
will come to later on.

A new avenue has been opened up for
finance by these amendments and the schedule
inasmuch as aquiculture has been included in
those industries which are eligible for subsidies
under the Rural Reconstruction and Rural Ad-
justment Schemes Act. The change of method
of funding is one which causes some concern,
especially in the light of the current economic
situation. The States are now to be funded by
an interest subsidy from the Commonwealth,
whereas in the past the Commonwealth
allocated money from the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund to the States-admittedly on a
fairly stingy basis. That is not peculiar to this
Government; it has been going on for some
time, on the basis that the money was on loan
at a low interest rate, and it was lent to farmers
who qualified under a needs test for farm
build-up or debt reconstruction under pant A.
That money was normally lent at about seven
per cent. Originally the rate was lower, but as
interest rates rose so did the concessional rate
of interest.

Within the agreement was a clause which
necessitated the authority to review the lend-
ings each year after the year's income had been
assessed in the farmer's budget, and if the
farmer's situation had improved, it was then up
to the Rural Adjustment Authority to assess
whether the interest rate should be increased,
or whether to call in some of the loan.

This was designed to ensure that the money
lent at concessional rates of interest was not
abused and that other people who now quali-
fied could be given the benefit of the use of that
money. At the same time it caused some very
embarrassing situations where people who had
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budgeted on a certain amount of money at a set
rate of interest suddenly found their budgets
shot to pieces because the authority had either
put the interest rate up or called the money in.

I have no great quarrel with that, because it
was pant of the agreement, but unfortunately it
seems that when people borrowed the money
they were either not acquainted with that fact,
which I find very hard to believe, or they chose
to ignore it.

However, the small amount of money avail-
able to the Rural Adjustment and Finance Cor-
poration, as it is now known, has been utilised
in a fairly generous manner. While it has not
made a great mark on the rural industry in
Western Australia, it has had its place. It has
got a large number of farmers out of some em-
barrassing financial situations.

We support the concept of rural adjustment.
While I am not too sure that we fully support
the concept of the change in the type of
funding, we would certainly not be very critical
of the Bill itself.

The fifth agreement gives the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation the power
to administer the new agreement on behalf of
the State, and that is why there are more
amendments in this Bill than we normally see
in renegotiated agreements. The fund will be
sourced by borrowings made by the State
estimated to be in the vicinity of $4.7 million.
The estimate is made because it cannot be an
accurate figure on account of the fact that the
Commonwealth has put a cedling of $430 000,
representing a 50 per cent subsidy, on the
amount of money it is making available as an
interest subsidy. That is covered in part A of
the agreement.

Part A is the main part of the agreement,
which covers the farm build-up, debt recon-
struction and so on. Part B qualifies for a 25
per cent subsidy. Part B comes virtually under
a social type of assistance inasmuch as it is part
of the Act which is designed to assist people
through a temporary setback. It is called house-
hold support. Household support was orig-
inally, under a joint Commonwealth-State
grants scheme, granted on a different basis, so
the 25 per cent interest subsidy on household
support is probably the authority's assessment
of equity between pant A and part B of this
agreement.
(129)

Part C receives no support because it is a
rehabilitation job designed virtually to assist
people to get off the farms. That loan in effect
is theoretically repayable when the person is
relocated and is in a position to repay it.

Provision is also made within the Act to al-
low the State to wipe off that amount and con-
vert it to a grant, which is the normal type of
thing. While it has not been used widely, I be-
lieve it was a useful adjunct to the Rural Ad-
justment Authority, and it was probably very
welcome during a severe downturn some years
ago-a downturn which we will no doubt enter
again very shortly.

It is not very long since Mr Kerin came to
Western Australia to make an on-the-spot as-
sessment of the situation within the agricul-
tural industry. He visited the dairy areas, where
he espoused his thoughts on the dairying indus-
try.

Mr Blaikie: He did better than that. He fed
them with milk and honey.

Mr OLD: He fed them with milk and honey,
did he? That is very good, but unfortunately
the honey does not seem to have materialised
and the dairy industry is virtually back to
square one.

As I have said before in the House, the Min-
ister for Agriculture has made it perfectly clear
that the plans put forward by the Common-
wealth are unacceptable to Western Australia. I
can assure him he has the complete backing of
the Opposition in that statement because it is
something we cannot possibly go along with.
Mr Kerin had a very brief look around Western
Australia and went back to Canberra with the
departing news that he would make another $1
million available to the Rural Adjustment
Authority. He did not say whether that $1
million was destined for Western Australia or
to be split up among all Australian States or
whether it was an amount of interest which
could be utilised to raise another $1 million to
give us $5.7 million instead of $4.7 million. if
it were another $1 million subsidy it would
enable us to raise more money and it then
would become a very attractive deal, because if
$4.7 million can be raised with $440 000 obvi-
ously about another $10 million could be
raised with another $1 million. Perhaps the
Minister may care to clarify that point. I know
the answer very well without having the matter
clarified because it is most unlikely that the
Commonwealth will subsidise interest to that
extent. But it was a pretty loose statement by
Mr Kerin.
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In a recent edition of The Bulletin there is a
very interesting article which is headed
"Kerin's deep split with farmers". It gives a
pretty accurate indication of the poor regard in
which Mr Kerin is held by farmers today.
When he was appointed Minister for
Agriculture he was hailed as the conquering
hero, the one who would be the friend of the
fanning fraternity and rural industry generally
and the one who would ensure that primary
industry got a fair Crack of the whip. But it
seems that the crack of the whip is now hitting
the rump of primary industry rather than the
industry getting a fair part of it. The Bulletin in
its usual objective manner said-

Federal Primary Industry Minister John
Kerin is in fundamental disagreement with
the rural sector.

That is very interesting. It continues-
He believes Australian agriculture is not

in crisis, rather that it is going through a
significant long-term structural ad-
justment.

Kerin's opinion is in stark contrast with
the rural mood. Country people believe
agriculture is heading for a downturn,
possibly as severe as 1 930s depression.

Kerin says these concerns are ideological
and politically motivated.

I guess that means that every farmer is a con-
servative. While the majority of farmers appear
to have the brains to vote in that manner, I can
assure Mr Kerin and this House that there are
many farmers who are socialistically inclined
and who in fact support the Labor Party; so Mr
Kerin is shooting from the hip. I was going to
say it is not unusual but in fact it is, because up
until now Mr Kerin has managed to keep his
cool and to be very rational about the prob-
lems. But of course the heat is on now. Not
only is the heat on, but also it is getting warmer
by the day. The way things are going, Mr Kerin
will be eating his words very shortly when he
says that agriculture is not in crisis.

One of Mr Kern's arguments is that if the
farmers look at the international marketing
scene they will find all Governments in major
agricultural producing countries are copping
pressure from their rural sectors. In his view, it
is a market-oriented matter and it is ideologi-
cal. The article continues-

There is always a general feeling of being
forgotten (in the country) and it's more
easily whipped up when there are Labor
governments.

One would wonder why these feelings are more
easily whipped up under Labor Governments
when the Labor Government federally has a
whacking majority and it claimed that Kerin
would be the man who would come to the as-
sistance of rural industry. He has a degree, I
think, in agricultural economics and he has
been active in one of the smaller sectors of the
fanning industry. He claimed that he knew the
problems. He may know the problems. I would
not be as unkind as to say he does not know the
problems, but I point out that one thing he
does not know is the solutions.

It is pretty obvious that the Prime Minister
and Mr Keating have lost their way too, and
this of course is not assisting the Minister for
Primary Industry to solve some of the prob-
lems that he is currently facing. The article con-
tin ues-

Kerin argues that the wheat industry had
more problems in the late 1 960s, as did the
wool and dairy sectors. Yet it was people
from these three key industry groups who
made up most of the crowd at the
Canberra farm rally on July 1, leading to
his belief that the problems of agriculture
were ideological.

What a crazy thing to say. There was a gather-
ing of farmers who were, to say the least, irate,
yet Mr Kerin says it was a flight of fancy on the
part of those farmers and that they really came
along only for a bit of fun; it was ideological; it
was whipped up by Mr Sinclair. The farmers
certainly did not show that they had any great
love or regard for Mr Sinclair when he came
out and tried to mount the podium to say a few
words. They wanted to hear from the Prime
Minister and nobody else because the Prime
Minister was the man who got them into the
mire in which they were floundering. They
looked to the Prime Minister to extricate them
from their boggy problems. The article con-
tinues-

However, many country people believe
that if agriculture is to prosper it will be
through a reduction in the nation's inter-
national debt, a reduction in industrial re-
lations problems, lower taxes, smaller bu-
reaucracy, lower social welfare payments, a
reduction in costs including interest and
more support for private enterprise.

I have heard it said that interest is not the main
problem of the farming industry today, but
having isolated some figures, with the aid of
the Australian Bureau of Statistics, I would
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venture a guess that that is the major problem
facing not only the rural industry but also all
country industries generally.

The Premier is very proud of the fact that the
City of Perth is progressing at a rate indicated
by the number of cranes which are building
multistorey conglomerates in the city, most of
them for the housing of people supposedly for
the America's Cup and that magical number
who will continue to visit after the cup, and
everything in the garden is rosy. The opinion
has always been expressed that the number of
cranes on the skyline was a good indication of a
somewhat buoyant economy. But one only has
to go over the Darling Scarp to find that the
number of cranes in St Georges Terrace and
Wellington Street have no bearing whatsoever
on today's economy.

Mr Crane: There are only two cranes working
out there.

Mr OLD: And one of them comes in here
fairly often.

The cold hard fact is that fairly soon the cold
winds of change will begin to blow down St
George's Terrace. Whether or not the people of
the metropolitan area like it-and although
one million of our 1.4 million people live in the
metropolitan area-they do not generate any
export income. It is the 400 000 people who
live outside the metropolitan area who generate
the prosperity of this State, and, in fact, of the
nation. So if these people are going broke, I can
assure the House that it will not be long before
there is a very icy chill in the Terrace. I think
that quite a lot of commercial people in the
metropolitan area are not getting this message
but it will come home to them very quickly as
the harvest approaches. They will find that the
number of headers that were to be sold have
not been sold and the number of orders for
tillage machines and seeding machines for the
next seeding is being reduced daily. They will
find that country machinery agents are finding
themselves in a fairly serious situation in which
they have to look at their staffing. Conse-
quently there will be higher unemployment and
higher social service payments and we will be
deeper in debt-another day older and deeper
in debt- That seems to be the trend of things
these days.

I was talking about rural indebtedness. The
Bureau of Agricultural Economies tells us that
the total Australia-wide institutional rural in-
debtedness was $ 5.932 billion at 30 June 1984.
It classified institutional rural indebtedness as
that money which is borrowed from traditional

sources of borrowing-the banks, the Primary
Industry Bank, the Rural Adjustment Fund and
50 on.

On top of that, there is another component
and that is the indebtedness within families;
when someone buys a property from another
member of his family, this is pant of the indebt-
edness of people who are buying property on a
contract of sale. In addition to that, one must
consider hire-purchase, which is a big
component, and private loans. I calculate total
institutional farm debt for Western Australia at
$880 million. I have arrived at that figure by
taking into account the fact that we have 10 per
cent of Australian farmers in this State and,
because the average rural debt here is a tremen-
dous amount higher than that which exists in
the Eastern States-as was proved by a recent
survey-I have added an extra 50 per cent. So
we have 10 per cent plus 50 per cent which
comes to $880 million.

In addition to that, there is the
non-institutional type debt which brings the
estimated Western Australian debt up to $1.21
billion. If one considers the total number of
farms in Western Australia, that represents
$60 000 per farm. Bear in mind that when the
survey was done by the Primary Industry As-
sociation and by the Department of
Agriculture, it was estimated that a high per-
centage of farmers had no debts at all. That, of
course, is what Mr Kerin has been hanging his
hat on. Some farmers arc in fact in credit but
that does not detract from the fact that over $1
billion is estimated to be owed by Western
Australian farmers.

If 10 per cent of farmers had no debt and 30
per cent had debts in excess of $200 000, we
would get to that magical figure of around
$170 000 for the average debt in the wheatbelt
areas. I do not know how wheatbelt areas are
defined, but I would assume that it is not the
wheatbelt area per se but the areas where wheat
and grains are grown in conjunction with other
products.

This would thus include places like the great
southern and areas which are not normally
regarded as being traditional wheatbelt areas.
Outside of that belt wheat is grown in the
south-west area and into the dairying and
irrigated farming areas.

Let us consider that farm debt in conjunction
with interest rates applicable today-and when
I say "today", I heard today that commercial
bills have gone up by 0-75 per cent, so I am
being, as my politics are, very conservative in

4099



4100 [ASSEMBLY]

what I am saying to the House. When I
inquired last Friday, the then current interest
on overdrafts of over $ 100 000 was 18 per cent
to 18.5 per cent; farm development loans were
at 16 per cent to 17 per cent, and a termn loan
was 16 per cent to 17 per cent. The Primary
Industry Bank of Australia was offering interest
rates of between 1 7 per cent and 19 per cent,
which is an absolute disgrace; commercial bills
were 18 per cent to 19 per cent-today they are
18.75 to 19.75 per cent according to my
financial adviser-while hire-purchase is be-
tween 20 per cent and 24 per cent. Bear in
mind that if one borrows money at about 20
per cent and consequently fails to make any
repayments or to meet one's interest bill, one's
debt would double in three or four years or so.
That is an indication of how serious the whole
situation now is.

It has been suggested to me-and it is the
reason I have taken these figures out-that per-
haps there should be some sort of interest sub-
sidy applied temporarily to assist farmers. So, I
calculated that with that debt an interest rate of
18 per cent would result in $184 million a year
in interest repayments. If one wanted to bring
that down by two percentage points, it would
cost about $20 million to $21 million a year.
However, that would be an exercise in futility
because they would come down from 20 per
cent to 18 per cent, which is where we now arc.
If one brought it down by 50 per cent-say
from 18 per cent to 9 per cent-it would cost
$92 million a year. There is no doubt that it is
beyond the ability even of Western Australian
taxpayers to subsidise this $1 billion debt with
an annual payment of $92 million.

The only reason I am introducing this is to
indicate the deep despair that farmers are cur-
rently experiencing because individual farmers,
when they look at their debt load and their
interest bill, could say to themselves, "If I
could get half of that interest bill knocked off, I
could probably sevice my debt and have a little
to spare." But if one says interest is to be
subsidised on one debt, one must say the rest
should be subsidised as well. Some authority
must decide which debt will have an interest
subsidy and which one will not. If one were
able to assess it and say, "Well, half the people
with debts do not need a subsidy", theoretically
subsidising half the debts would cost only $46
million a year; but $46 million a year is a fair
amount of money to find.

I am in deep despair over where the economy
of this country is going. I have tried to illustrate
this evening in some form the problem that

farmers are facing and the almost insoluble
problem as far as Governments are concerned.
And it is not going to get any better. On the
Prime Minister's admission, interest rates will
continue to climb. The only reason for that is
that the Prime Minister claims that his
Government floated the dollar. It floated the
dollar but kept a hook on it so that it did not
float too far, and if it allowed the dollar to float
it would probably be worth 40c today, but at
least interest rates would not be so high.

The Government must take the lesser of the
two evils: Whether we allow the dollar to really
float; or whether we try to prop it up by the
agency of the Reserve Bank and keep moving
interest rates up in an endeavour to maintain
some sont of balance. It does not seem to mat-
ter on the international monetary market what
we do; our dol lar is still declining and our
interest rates are still rising. I would suggest
that maybe the Commonwealth Government
should cut the painter and allow the dollar to
really float, rather than have it
semi-submerged.

I do not envy the Government its job, but if
it cannot do the job and cannot contain in-
flation as it claimed it could, it had better move
over and let somebody else have a go at it. That
happened once before. It is not an easy subject,
and it is far beyond my power of thought to
find a way to contain inflation; but surely there
are people skilled enough in economics to be
able to give a recipe for the containment of
inflation and interest rates.

Having read the newspaper this morning,
and the report on poverty, I believe if we con-
tinue in the direction we are heading we will
certainly face increasing community services
payouts; and there is no doubt that if we have
the level of poverty indicated, something will
have to be done about that. We will have to
spend more money and borrow more money
from overseas, and to protect that money we
will have ever higher interest rates, and so we
are on a merry-go-round. Somehow the Federal
Government will have to cut that expenditure,
or else we will find ourselves with an increasing
number of mortgagee sales-something which
is, of course, quite abhorrent to the thinking of
the rural community.

I do not doubt for one moment that if this
goes the way it has a very large percentage of
our 17 000 farmers will go to the wall. I have
heard the number quoted as high as 600. 1 very
much hope that is wrong, but I guess some
people are in such dire straits that whatever is
offered to them would probably not solve their
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problems, although at least it might allow them
to hang on long enough to be able to get some
sort of value for their farming properties. There
are still buyers for farming properties, as was
indicated at the sale at Geraldton a couple of
days ago when a property fetched $I million.
Admittedly, it was valued at $1.6 million, I
think it was, somec 12 to IS months before, but
it did make $1 million. By a short stay of pro-
ceedings, the vendor or the companies may
have got a little more money than they would
have if the sale had been forced at the time it
was.

With those few remarks I indicate that the
Opposition supports the Hill as necessary to
enable the Rural Adjustment and Finance Cor-
poration to continue its operations. However, I
am concerned that the Commonwealth
Government has in some ways abrogated its
responsibility to the States by not making
money available, and by increasing pressure on
the money market by sending the States out to
borrow their own money, thus increasing the
high interest rate situation which is causing our
problems today.

MR CRANE (Moore) (5.14 p.m.]: Mr
Speaker, in view of the time, I will make my
contribution at a later stage.

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

Debate thus adjourned.
[Questions taken.I

Sitting suspended from 6. 00 to 7.15 p.mr.

AUSTRALIA ACTS (REQUEST) BILL
Assent

Message from the Governor received and
read notifying assent to the Bill.

TRAVEL AGENTS BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on mo-
tion by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the House), read
a first time.

Second Reading
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) [7.17 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill is designed to protect the travel dol-
lars of consumers dealing with travel agents
and the good name of travel agents generally. It
is the culmination of lengthy consultations
amongst a number of States and responsible
members of the travel industry aimed at setting

up a scheme to maintain consumer confidence
and faith in one of the nation's fastest growing
industries.

It should be said at the outset that respon-
sible members of the travel industry recognise
the unfortunate effects on them as a group if, as
in isolated past instances, consumers suffer
substantial financial loss, inconvenience, and
hardship if a travel agent should fail
financially.

The purchase of travel, particularly for over-
seas visits and family reunions, and the sub-
sequent loss of those opportunities by the
agent's failure, leaving tickets unissued and in-
sufficient funds to do so or being unable to
account to the client, can cause significant
emotional distress to all consumers. In such
circumstances it is little consolation for con-
sumers to be told they might at some future
time get some or all of their money back or that
they should have dealt with someone else.
These platitudes cannot in any way replace a
life's dream.

It is to the credit of the travel industry that it
has for some time been concerned about the
effect upon the industry of the failure of a
travel agent who has received funds from a
member of the public and fail either to account
to the client or to pay for travel services to be
provided by airline or tour operators when the
agent has received funds from that same client
in payment of these services. Numerous in-
stances of these collapses are recorded in the
files of the Department of Consumer Affairs.

In the last 12 months the department has
noted the collapse of Look East Tours, Re-
liance Travel and more recently, Hallmark
Travel. These failures have left clients
lamenting the loss of a hard-earned holiday or
of deposits paid to the travel agent in respect of
proposed travel. These failures have been par-
alleled by failures in other States.

A common thread running through each of
these collapses was that the business did not
have a sound financial basis. On occasion the
people involved in the business were not fit and
proper people to be charged with handling
substantial amounts of the public's money.
Work towards the goal of overcoming this
problem has progressed, albeit over a lengthy
period.

A joint Commonwealth-State working party
proposed a legislative scheme for the uniform
regulation of the travel industry throughout
Australia. Western Australia was part of this
working party which was developing a
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State-operated licensing scheme, together with
a national compensation fund administered
under Commonwealth Law.

Members may recall the Commonwealth's
announcement of its intention some months
ago to no longer be involved in this scheme.
This resulted in renewed efforts by Western
Australia, New South Wales, Victoria and
South Australia to review the developed
scheme with a view to ascertaining whether a
simpler and more effective means could be de-
veloped to provide protection for the travelling
public dealing with travel agents. This Bill is
the result of that review.

It is considered desirable for there to be uni-
formity of legislation throughout Australia and
this Bill is the first to be introduced with that in
mind.

It is significant that as well, it is considered
that the travel industry should be regulated
only to the extent required to provide effective
protection for the consumer.

To that end, detailed discussions were held
with the Australian Federation of Travel
Agents, the peak industry body whose members
carry out the majority of travel business in
Australia.

These talks were aimed at ensuring a scheme
which provided effective protection to the con-
sumer, as well as keeping administrative costs
for both industry and Government at a mini-
mum.

This Bill provides for the licensing of travel
agents through the Commercial Tribunal of
Western Australia.

It aims to ensure that only those persons who
are of good character and fit to be involved in
the operation of a travel agency business and
have sufficient financial resources to do so are
licensed as travel agents.

The scheme proposed is consistent with the
Government's desire to establish as far as poss-
ible a uniform approach to occupational licens-
ing in this area and is modelled on the Credit
(Administration) Act with appropriate alter-
ations to reflect the particular needs of the
travel industry.

The Commercial Tribunal will include for
the purposes of this Act representation from
travel agents, drawn from a panel appointed by
the Minister in accordance with the procedure
established under the Commercial Tribunal
Act.

The essential elements necessary to obtain a
licence require consideration of the applicant's
character or that of its directors, his or the
company's financial position, and will require
as a condition of licence that the applicant has
and retains membership of a prescribed com-
pensation scheme. This will require initially a
relatively small annual contribution which is
expected to cease after a number of years of the
scheme's operation, when the fund is
self-sufficient.

An independent assessment of proposed con-
tributors will establish the financial soundness
of an applicant necessary for membership of
the fund.

The compensation scheme proposed will
operate on a national basis. It is derived from
an industry prepared compensation scheme de-
veloped by the Australian Federation of Travel
Agents.

The compensation fund scheme will operate
under a trust deed so as to enable its operation
in all States where legislation relative to travel
agents is enacted upon a uniform basis to that
contained in this Bill.

The fund will be administered by a governing
council representative of the Governments
where legislation has been enacted, the travel
industry and consumers, and on a day-to-day
basis will be administered by a management
committee through the office of the Australian
Federation of Travel Agents and which will
handle the processing of claims for compen-
sation and the investment of the fund.

The administration of this fund provides a
unique example of an industry-Government
cooperative scheme which will ensure protec-
tion of the travelling public in the event that
they suffer loss as a result of dealings with a
travel agent.

It will provide protection to people dealing
not only with licensed travel agents but also in
exceptional circumstances where they find
themselves dealing with an unlicensed travel
agent in the reasonable belief that the agent is
licensed. It will also provide a means for
emergency compensation to the consumer to
enable travel to take place.

Members will observe that there are to be
substantial penalties imposed upon persons
who act as an unlicensed travel agent and upon
persons who facilitate a person acting as an
unlicensed travel agent.

A significant deterrent in the Bill is the pro-
vision whereby profits derived from unlicensed
activity may be subject to forfeiture. Such a
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provision is designed to ensure that not only is
there sanction provided by law but also that a
person cannot benefit from the unlicensed ac-
tivity.

As well, the Bill provides that service fees or
commission charged by an unlicensed travel
agent are not recoverable at law.

The legislation also proposes that the li-
censee or the person managing the business at a
place of business of the agent where it is not
managed personally by the licensee shall have
appropriate qualifications and experience and
that the premises at which the travel agent's
business is conducted may need to conform to
certain requirements. Such qualifications and
requirements will be prescribed following
further consultation but it is envisaged this will
require licensees or managers having appropri-
ate practical experience in the travel industry
and that premises travel agents operate from
should conform with any local government re-
quirements as to use as a travel agency.

In addition, this Bill proposes, similarly to
the Credit (Administration) Act, a means to
prohibit travel agents from engaging in unjust
conduct. This is defined in the same terms as
the Credit (Administration) Act as conduct
which is unfair or dishonest or in breach of
contract or in contravention of the Act or in
contravention of conditions to which the li-
cence is subject.

it provides for this to be the subject of under-
takings by the agent to the Commissioner for
Consumer Affairs in relation to the conduct or
as to future conduct or be the subject of an
order by the Commercial Tribunal to refrain
from engaging in unjust conduct in the course
of carrying on business as a travel agent.

The Bill also contains provisions relating to
the maintenance of proper accounting records,
and for appropriate disclosure in advertising
documents and framework of the Bill.

The Minister for Consumer Affairs is pleased
to be able to indicate that there is strong broad
support for the thrust of this legislation which,
together with the compensation fund, will
achieve a marked improvement in the protec-
tion of the travelling public and also the quality
of service provided by travel agents to that
public.

This Bill together with the compensation
scheme to be prescribed provides a unique op-
portunity for Government and industry
coregulated in what is a national industry. It
does this with minimum intervention by
Government but at the same time providing

maximum protection for the consumer. It does
not impose unreasonable constraints upon the
travel industry or impose unreasonable cost
burdens to ensure compliance with its terms.

There will also be substantial uniformity of
approach amongst the States as to the protec-
tion of the travelling public through similar
legislation to be enacted elsewhere.

In the course of developing the trust deed in
other States, it may eventuate that some minor
modifications to this Hill may be necessary in
the interests of uniformity and we are prepared
to amend the Bill if that need arises.

I have much pleasure in commending this
Bill to the House. I note that it is the culmi-
nation of the work I started as Minister for
Consumer Affairs and that it is, indeed, good
news for the travelling public that this kind of
protection should be enacted.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition).

INDUSTRIAL TRAINING AMENDMENT
BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Leader of the House), and read a first time.

Second Reading
MR TONKCIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) [7.29.p.m.j: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

I remind members that at the end of July the
State Government announced a new youth
traineeship scheme designed to fill an import-
ant gap in the education and training pro-
visions for young people entering the labour
market. The decision to set up the scheme was
based on positive support given by employers
to the Department of Employment and Train-
ing's Skills West '85 job placement and training
programme and the Government's acceptance
of recommendations made by the Kirby com-
mittee of inquiry into labour market pro-
grammes in Australia.

Traineeships will provide a structured com-
bination of work-based experience and training
and broadly-based off-the-job training
provided at an educational institution or other
suitable centre. It is proposed that up to 2 500
trainee places would be available during the
course of 1985-86.
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During September, Western Australia be-
came the first State to reach a traineeship
agreement with the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, and this was seen as a major step to
avoid unnecessary duplication of effort by the
Commonwealth and State Governments.

The major features of that agreement have
included-

Joint Federal-State Government funding
of some 2 500 traineeships in Western
Australia in 1985-86;

The traineeships to be consistent with
those recommended in the Kirby report;
and

The system to be implemented under a
joint administrative arrangement involv-
ing the Federal Department of Employ-
ment and Industrial Relations and the
Western Australian Department of Em-
ployment and Training.

it is important to note the extent of the State's
willing commitment under the agreement to
continue its efforts to substantially impact on
youth unemployment in Western Australia.

Mr Bryce: Was that a split infinitive?
Mr TONKIN: It was indeed.
Specifically the State Government will-

provide the costs of establishing a
traineeship unit in the Department of Em-
ployment and Training to coordinate the
establishment of traineeships; develop pro-
grammes of training; administer contracts
of training; and monitor the on-the-job
training programme;

provide the use of TAFE college facili-
ties for the off-the-job training component
of traineeships;

establish a tripartite State traineeship
management committee; and

meet the wages and on-the-job training
support for trainees employed in State
Government departments-all of which
will be additional to normal intakes into
the Public Service.

The Commonwealth's commitment is reflected
in its agreement to provide-

$1 700 per trainee for off-the-job, train-
ing in an educational institution;,

$1 000 per trainee for on-the-j ob train-
ing; and

an additional $1 000 for each
disadvantaged trainee-for example,
long-term unemployed young people.

In this context of the State's agreement, it is
now proposed to extend the provisions of the
present Industrial Training Act to give formal
legislative recognition to traineeships.

The specific purpose of the amendment Bill
before the House is to make suitable provision
within the Industrial Training Act for the regis-
tration of the traineeship scheme.

By way of introduction to the Bill presently
before members, there are a number of matters
on which I would like to make specific com-
ment. The first is that it is essential that
traineeships be seen as a new system of training
complementing the systems already in place.
There is no intention, for example, that
traineeships replace the existing apprenticeship
system. In fact, traineeships complement ap-
prenticeship training by providing structured
employment-based training arrangements for
young people in occupational areas not covered
by the apprenticeship system. It is important
then to note that the provisions included in the
Bill maintain that separateness between
traineeships and apprenticeships.

The second matter is that a major focus for
traineeships will be the non-trade and commer-
cial sectors of industry. Present negotiations
indicate considerable interest in establishing
traineeships in the banking and finance indus-
try, computing and information technology in-
dustry, and clerical-office work occupational
areas.

The third matter to note is that the rationale
for this amendment Bill is predicated on the
basis of the Government's desire to encompass
within legislation the traineeships system. In
the Government's view, such provision pro-
vides the necessary underpinning to its efforts
in promoting the credibility, recognition, and
ultimate acceptance by young people of the
traineeships concept.

In this context, members should be aware
that a draft Bill for the establishment of a State
industrial and commercial training com-
mission is under discussion and its final detail
is being determined. In consideration of the
scope and detail proposed in the draft, the
Government has maintained that a longer con-
sultative process is considerably more prefer-
able to a later charge that particular arrange-
ments were being imposed on parties affected
by the legislation.
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What this has meant for the amendment Bill
presently before members is that the Govern-
ment's commitment to the traineeships concept
will be given specific effect by the provisions
contained within the Bill.

The structure and form of the Bill essentially
address these features mentioned above.

The scope of the existing Industrial Training
Act is extended to include the commercial sec-
tors of industry while the functions of the
State's Industrial Training Advisory Council-
ITAC-are broadened to specifically empower
the council to make recommendations regard-
ing traineeships.

An additional amendment provides for the
council to establish a committee to advise it on
its functions concerning traineeship schemes.

This particular provision will enable a
traineeship management committee to be set
up under the auspices of ITAC, to ensure that
suitable recommendations concerning
traineeships go forward to the Minister for Em-
ployment and Training who has responsibility
for the carriage of traineeships.

Part VA of the amendment Hill makes
specific provision for the Minister to set up
traineeship schemes and through a delegatory
method empower the Department of Employ-
ment and Training to give effect to traineeship
schemes.

There are no short-term, expedient answers
to the employment difficulties confronting
many of the State's young people. There never
are such answers to complex issues. This
Government's efforts to address those issues
seriously are second to none, and the consider-
able gains in the State's employment situation
are testimony to the success of those efforts.
That said, sustained employment development
and adequate provision for youth employment
opportunities will require maintenance of these
efforts on a broad front of initiatives.

The provisions of this Bill will enable full
effect to be given to the implementation of the
traineeship's initiative.

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

Williams.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE
CORPORATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the

sitting.

MR CRANE (Moore) [7.37 p.m.]: I offer my
support to the Bill before the House. The mem-
ber for Katanning-Roe has already explained to
the House the ramifications of the Bill and the
reasons for its introduction. He has also given
us a resume of the rural situation by citing

Statistics. It is not my intention to repeat those
statistics to the House, but I complement what
he said by giving a very broad resume of the
rural situation and the need for this legislation
at present. As the Minister himself has been
known to say on occasions in this House, it is
tantamount to putting a bandaid on an eleph-
ant. Like most of the bandaids that have been
coming from the Federal Government, and
some which have come from the State lately,
they are very small bandaids and we have a
very large elephant.

It is obvious that the State Government can
do very little more than it is attempting to do
with this legislation because the Federal
Government has vacated its field of responsi-
bility, namely, provision of the necessary funds
for an ailing rural industry. It has now decided
that the States must raise their own finance,
and all it is prepared to do is offer us an
interest subsidy. We know this could be a very
expensive way for finance to be provided to the
farms, but in any event there will be an easing
in some way of the situation which faces us.

I draw attention to the problems facing rural
industry and the way in which successive
Governments have repeated their mistakes in
their attempts to cure the problem. If we could
liken the serious rural situation at present being
experienced, particularly in Western Australia,
to an outbreak of typhoid fever in a town, we
would expect that the district medical officer or
the Commissioner for Public Health would
want to do more than merely inoculate the suf-
ferers of the typhoid fever and give them ad-
ditional medicine.

While that is necessary and they would need
to be hospitalised, the important action to take
is to establish the root cause for the outbreak of
typhoid fever and then take the necessary re-
medial action.

Unfortunately in this case of the rural indus-
try all that the Government seems prepared to
do is to hand out these very small bandaids
with reckless abandon; it does not seem to pay
any attention to the root cause of the problem.

I agree with the member for Katanning-Roe
that interest rates are the single most pressing
problem facing the industr. They are not only
adding costs to the rural producers themselves
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but also they are adding an additional burden
to all the country and allied businesses which
support the rural industry or are a pant of it.

The member mentioned the machinery firms
and the machines which will not be purchased
this year because the farmers cannot afford to
buy them. In their wisdom they have decided
to cancel their orders and patch up their old
machines. This is because of high costs in the
industry. Until those costs are contained and
then brought back there will be no future for
the rural industry as we have known it.

Many people have said, "Let us make more
finance available." To give more finance to the
rural industry at this time is just as stupid as
giving a large glass of water to a drowning man.
It will not help him very much. The problem
with the industry is that it is overburdened
with debt, and if there is one thing farmers do
not want any more of it is debt. What they need
is relief from those debts by restructuring their
loans and reducing the interest on them in
some way or other.

While it may be argued that quite a number
in the industry are not in the serious predica-
ment in which others find themselves, it can
also be argued-and very correctly-that any
assistance in the form of reduced interest will
help the whole industry. It is no use giving life
jackets only to those people who cannot swim
when one has a number of survivors in the
water, because before long the others will start
to flounder, flat is the trouble with the rural
industry today. We can help, but most of the
plans seem to be to help those who are the
weakest, those who are likely to give in first.
We tend to overlook those persons who have
been battling bravely on but who themselves
also are in need of assistance.

While this legislation will be welcome in the
short-term because we need additional funds in
the State-as the Commonwealth is not going
to provide funds and we have to borrow them
ourselves, possibly on an expensive market-
the subsidisation of interest rates will be of
assistance. It is no use saying it will not. It will
be of assistance and we must welcome it.

But it is not the answer. This is a great con-
cern I and many others have. We do not seem
to be prepared to face reality. The industry is
on the edge of a precipice. These short-term
measures will not be a great deal of use in the
long-term. Sure, they will keep the patient alive
a little longer.

It reminds me of two patients in the hospital.
The doctor said to one, "You are very much
more fortunate than the man in the other bed."
He said, "How do you make that out? You told
me I had only a fortnight to live." The doctor
said, "But the other chap will be dead by
tomorrow night." That is not much conso-
lation. He may be a little better off, but inevi-
tably he will die also.

That is the situation with our rural industry
today. We are not addressing the root cause of
the problem. We are only applying these little
bandaid treatments which will not help in the
long-term.

I hope that our Government will recognise
this and continue to make the loud noises in
Canberra which need to be made. It is ex-
tremely unfortunate that the Government did
not take up my suggestion of almost 12 months
ago to present our rural hardship committee
report to Canberra, because that is the only
place where remedial action can be taken to
alleviate the position in the rural industry. But
it missed that opportunity and it is to its dis-
credit and to the discredit of some within the
industry who did not force that opportunity,
because we cannot afford to let slip any advan-
tage we may have.

It is the farmers themselves who are suffering
as a result of our missing that advantage.
Tonight this legislation is before the House,
which, as I and the member for Katanning-Roe
have said, will help in the short-term. We must
support it because it is all we have. We know it
will not be of any long-term benefit to the in-
dustry. The only way in which the industry can
be helped is by a reduction in costs and interest
rates.

That one word "interest" is the real problem
facing farmers today. When I say "interest" I
mean the high interest which farmers are being
charged on money they have borrowed, and the
lack of interest by both the Federal and State
Governments which have really failed to come
to grips with the problem farmers face. So the
word "interest" is used in two ways: High
interest on money and lack of interest in in-
itiative.

I support this legislation, but I must point
out again that it cannot help very much in the
long-term. I hope the Government will take
these comments on board because I do not
make them with any idea of gaining political
mileage; there is none to be gained. It is a mis-
erable person indeed who would use an oppor-
tunity such as this, with an industry on its
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knees, to gain political mileage for himself.
This is a time when the whole of the Parlia-
ment must face reality.

As was mentioned earlier tonight, of the 1.4
million people in Western Australia, one
million do not earn any money from export
markets. That money is earnied by a very small
number of people in the rural areas, and they
are struggling harder and harder under the
shackles which are binding them. I hope some
action will be taken in the near future so that
something positive can be done to help them
rather than relying on this type of bandaid
medicine.

With those remarks I support this legislation.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [7.49 p.m.]: The
National Party indicates its support for this
legislation. It is regrettable that there is still a
need for it after all these years, but of course
the need has been brought about by the adverse
terms of trade we are experiencing in the rural
industry. There has been a slump in world
prices. At the same time internal costs of pro-
duction have been increasing at a much greater
rate than prices.

One of the chief factors affecting these costs
has been the interest bills. Others which di-
rectly affect the farming community are tariffs
and the high price of fuel. In the last several
weeks a number of constituents in my elector-
ate have indicated to me their extreme diffi-
culties in meeting their interest bills.

They pointed out that the commitments they
entered into a few years ago were quite viable
with interest at I I or 12 per cent . However,
their interest bill has increased to 19 or 20 per
cent so they are finding it exceedingly difficult
to meet the interest bill, without reducing the
principal. Of course, we all know that once one
cannot meet the interest and unpaid interest is
capitalised and one starts to pay interest on
interest one is on a very fast slippery-dip.
Interest is one of the things we have to work at
reducing. I accept that it is possibly beyond the
province of this Parliament. it is in the econ-
omic sphere of the Federal Government, as are
the other problems such as tariffs and,' to a
large extent, fuel prices brought about by the
import parity pricing policy. All these measures
indicate that the farming community and the
rural community need assistance.

I welcome the relief that has been made
available by the Commonwealth to provide
funds to subsidise interest, so that continued
assistance is to be given to the farming com-
munity as provided in this Bill. But I note that

the State Government through the Loan Coun-
cil borrowed $90 million, all of which went to
home finance. I suggest that perhaps the
Government may have to look at raising
through the Loan Council funds to assist the
rural community.

I note in the Minister's second reading
speech that the agreement makes provision for
the State to approach the Commonwealth for
additional funding if circumstances warrant,
and that is very worthy. But looking at the
agreement, I note that the Commonwealth has
the absolute say as to whether any additional
funding will be'made available. I know we can-
not amend the agreement, but it may have been
more appropriate if some criteria had been set
out indicating the extent of the need to be
shown by which the Federal Government
would be obliged to assist. So while this interest
subsidy is some hope I doubt if it will be suf-
ficient. 1 question whether any more money
will be given. That is a weakness in the agree-
ment.

With those brief comments, bearing in mind
that the matter has been well canvassed by pre-
vious speakers and I do not want to cover the
ground again, I indicate that the National Party
supports this legislation.

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for
Agriculture) [7.53 p.m.J: Firstly, I thank the
three Opposition speakers for their comments.
Certainly the situation in rural areas was
canvassed very fully. The member for
Katanning-Roe indicated the extent and the
nature of the changes that will be initiated
under this legislation. He expressed his concern
at the method of funding-that is, by way of an
interest subsidy-and I share with him some
unease. I agree that the level of funding is inad-
equate, as it always has been, and this has made
things difficult for the States over time. I agree
that the concept of rural adjustment is desir-
able and essential and that the method that we
have come by in this instance and the changes
which will result from it, are not what I would
have desired because it will cause some admin-
istrative difficulties that we could do without.

I interpose to make the point that the Com-
monwealth Government has for some time
been concerned about the practice of the States
with rural adjustment funds held in trust and
the interest from the investment of those funds
being placed in Consolidated Revenue. The
Commonwealth has felt for some years that
this practice has been contrary to the spirit of
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the initial agreement and as a consequence, I
am sure, was influenced by this fact in
instituting change.

The member for Katanning-Roe did point
out that the recent visit by the Federal Minister
for Primary Industry (Mr Kerin) had been
short, but I am appreciative of the fact that he
made the effort and I took the opportunity to
discuss fully with him the major problems
facing our agricultural industries. Topping the
list was of course the finance necessary for the
grain growerfsheep industry. Mr Kerin's expo-
sition into the macroeconomics of the
Australian economy was fairly far-reaching and
he came back with the solution to interest rates
as he saw it. He also highlighted the tremen-
dous resources that would be necessary to en-
able the State to embark on an interest subsidy
scheme. He revealed that to effectively reduce
interest rates Or to pay an effective subsidy
would cost in the order of $92 million. That of
course is the magnitude of the problem that is
being faced. He also recognised the difficulty
that any State would experience in trying to
meet that interest payment.

The member for Moore, although he is not in
the House at the moment, supported the
remarks of the member for Katanning-Roe and
with several analogies he highlighted some of
the problems that rural industries are facing. I
make the point that not only should the State
Government play the role of lender of last re-
sort but also this assistance should be extended.
However, there are two difficulties here:
Firstly, the magnitude of the financial re-
sources the State would need and, secondly, the
administration of just who would be eligible for
assistance if the State Government became a
prime lender to a mural industries. The area of
eligibility would be so clouded as to make the
proposal, if not undemocratic, certainly most
uncomfortable for any Government trying to
operate it. While the member for Moore
highlighted all these aspects, he did not touch
upon the points that world commodity prices
for our grains, meat and wool have not kept
pace with the increases in costs. While we can
endeavour to effect all possible mechanisms be-
tween the farm gate and the ship side, there are
limitations to it, and of course world markets
have a great impact on the total productivity of
farming for an exporting country such as
Australia.

Finally, the member for Stirling expressed
his regrets at the need for this legislation, and I
imagine that every member of this House feels
much the same way.

He made reference to the loan funding for
home buyers' finance. I will have a little more
to say about that in the Budget debate in
another context. I reiterate my appreciation for
the Opposition's support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister
Agriculture) [8.03 p.m.]: I move-

for

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [8.04 p.m.1: I was
going to ask a question or two of the Minister
in the Committee stage, but due to my tardi-
ness and lack of attention I did not realise the
schedule was part of clause 9. I take this oppor-
tunity to make one point; the other points I was
going to make were more of a conversational
nature, and I covered most of them during my
dissertation in the second reading debate.

I wanted to ask the Minister to elucidate a
little as to the administration expenses. I note
that under parts A and B an amount equal to
one per cent of so much of the amount of aver-
age outstanding loans as relates to assistance
under those parts can be applied to
administration, and under part C an amount
equal to two per cent for the same particular
purpose. I know the reason for the one per cent
difference between the two. Is the calculation
made on the grant from the Federal Govern-
ment or is it an amount calculated on the
amount of money actually borrowed for the
administration of the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation scheme?

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for
Agriculture) [8.06 p.m.]: The administration
expenses are set out in the schedule in clause 10
on page 15. It is my understanding that one per
cent is the amount that is used in the total
lending of the corporation.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.
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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett)

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

The CHAIRMAN: Before I call the Divisions
I want to advise members that as they are fam-
iliar with the procedures of debate I will not
readvise them other than to say that if they
want further guidance they should consult
Standing Orders Nos. 303 and 304.

Divisions 2 to 50 postponed, on motion by Mr
Gordon Hill.

Division 51: Agriculture, $58 915 000-
Mr OLD: I have already made a few com-

ments about the agriculture vote in the general
debate on the Budget. I would like to reinforce
a few points in the general debate before deal-
ing with the particular items. The amount
allocated to agriculture and fisheries is
disappointing, to say the least. As I have
pointed out previously the vote for agriculture
and fisheries has increased by four per cent
compared with 46.4 per cent for the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet, and 22.3 per
cent for the Department of Tourism and the
Department of Racing and Gaming.

I feel this is an indication of the importance
of agriculture and fisheries. They are, I sup-
pose, the greatest contributors to our export
industry and therefore to our economy.

I acknowledge that, over a period, the
amount of expenditure allocated to agriculture
and fisheries has been quite abysmal. I think it
is something that will be remedied at the
change of Government next year after the elec-
tion-that is, when the Treasurer decides to
inform us of the exact date of the next election.
It seems that we are underwriting an industry
which is of such importance to the State that
successive Governments have relied upon
grants from the Commonwealth plus industry
money to keep it going. I think we will have to
look to increasing the amount of money avail-
able.

Prior to the Budget the wildlife sector of the
Fisheries and Wildlife portfolio was transferred
to the portfolio of Conservation and Land
Management. Obviously this has some effect
on the allocation of money. However, the
actual percentage of the Budget shared by
agriculture and fisheries is so poor that
agriculture, plus the Agriculture Protection
Board in 1985-86, are estimated to account for

only 2.2 per cent Of the Budget. That section
represented 2.27 per cent of the 1982-83
Budget. It is not a very proud record for either
this Government or the previous Government.
However, it has declined since 1983. I feel this
matter should be remedied and it will be, with
a change of Government.

Expenditure on agriculture has increased in
varying degrees over the past five or six years.
Not long ago the Australian Labor Party met
with its rural committee in Narrogin. Senator
Walsh represented the Federal Government.
He is a very important Minister today as he is
Federal Minister for Finance. He had some as-
tounding things to say at that meeting. I under-
stand it was not terribly well attended but a
reporter from The Australian attended.

Senator Walsh spoke about the National
Farmers Federation and described its leader as
culpably ignorant and a supporter of tax
evasion schemes. That is a fairly bold
statement even for a man of the calibre of
Senator Walsh. Hie is noted for his wild, cow-
boy-like utterances. However, I do not believe
he does himself, his party, or the industry any
good when he makes utterances like that. The
article goes on to say-

The surprisingly vehement accusations
were made by the minister during an ad-
dress to Labor supporters in the West
Australian town of Narrogin, south of
Perth.

According to Senator Walsh the NFF
and some of its affiliates were deliberately
undermining the Government's attempts
to catch tax cheats, and supported the
so-called Pitt Street farmer.

That is an indication of Senator Walsh's men-
tality.

Mr Williams: He has not got a mentality, has
he?

Mr OLD: Indeed. Senator Walsh and Mr
Keating have repeatedly referred to the Pitt
Street farmer as the greatest tax cheat when for
many years the Pitt Street farmer has been
partaking in an entirely legitimate exercise
under Governments of varying colours. Pitt
Street farmers have been able to undertake ru-
ral pursuits in conjunction with members of
their profession and write off some of the losses
of their rural pursuits against their professional
income. Now that negative gearing has been
outlawed as something dirty and something
which has been costing Australia many millions
of dollars, that avenue of tax relief has been
removed. It was never a tn-cheating scheme, It
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was a legitimate method of reducing one's tax
that a professional person who was debarred
from taking his wife and family into partner-
ship had available to him. It was one way in
which he could invest money and hope, in
time, to make some capital gain. The fact that
these "Pitt Street tax cheats" were running
farms at losses did not mean a thing to the
Federal Minister for Finance! The fact that
they invested a tremendous amount of money
into developing properties which could be sold
later as productive properties did not mean a
thing to the Minister for Finance!

It is all right now to say that farming is not a
paying proposition and therefore these people
who are engaging in farming should be
penalised. If that were the reason that these
people did it, I would not be quite so harsh on
Senator Walsh's statements; but it was not the
reason. The reason simply was that the socialist
Federal Government thought that the pro-
fessional people commonly refered to as Pitt
Street farmers were getting something that the
Mudginberri meatworkers could not get. For
that reason, and that reason alone, they were
singled out for special treatment.

I have seen properties developed by pro-
fessional men in Western Australia. One does
not need to drive far from Perth to see them.
Some of the land which they took up was, to
my mind, anything but productive. In fact, it
had to have a tremendous amount of money
spent on it in fertilisers. and for planting leg-
umes before it was capable of running a reason-
able amount of livestock.

These people did it, firstly, because it gave
them taxation relief;, secondly, because it gave
them an interest outside the surgery or
wherever they were locked up for five days of
the week; and thirdly, because it was doing
something for agriculture. Many of those
people became very much involved in the agri-
cultural industry, to the extent that some of
them are still in it. In fact, I know a retired
professional man in Albany very well. I-e
bought himself a block of land to develop and
while he was developing it he certainly enjoyed
some taxation concessions for clearing and so
on. He stocked the land and then one day it
started to make a profit and he began to pay tax
on it as well as on his practice. However, he
continued to run that property and has since
retired and is probably one of the keenest farm-
ing characters in the Albany district. That is the
depth of the tax cheating.

I do not for one moment deny that a percent-
age of professional men went into the farming
industry purely and simply for tax relief, but it
was a legitimate way to obtain some tax relief.
However, I tell members that there are pro-
fessional men of pretty high standing in this
parish who have undertaken the same exercise
and have told me that that is their
superannuation-that because of the taxation
level applicable to professional men who can-
not take their families into partnership, they
must took elsewhere for some way to provide
some capital gain for their retirement.

Since the new tax package has come out the
industry has lost a lot of its glitter and some of
these people will again be disadvantaged by the
legislation which was introduced in the Budget
this year. Hopefully some of that legislation, or
parts of it, may be opposed because I think that
thinking people in Australia will be very keen
to see some of the so-called loopholes which
help the agricultural industry remain rather
than block them off in a manner which, to say
the least, was quite cavalier on the part of the
Treasurer.

I spoke about the plight of the rural industry
tonight before the tea suspension and I do not
want to give anybody the impression that my
attitude to professional people is such that I
feel they should be taking the bread out of the
mouths of farmers who are full-time farmers.
Far be it from me to do that;, but farming is a
profession or a vocation which is, apart from
being a way of life, something that traditional
farming families have carried on for many
years and hopefully will continue to carry on.
Those traditional farming families are in the
main in a fairly solid situation. They are cer-
tainly not rich but many of them are able to
shelter and wait until the dust settles and will
be right on the job again once we get back to a
reasonable economy.

If Senator Walsh would only apply his ability
as Minister for Finance to endeavour to en-
courage farmers and people engaged in farming
pursuits rather than denigrate them and deni-
grate the National Farmers Federation as an
organisation which encourages tax cheats, I
think he would be doing a tremendous amount
for Australia.

It was interesting to note that the Executive
Director of the National Farmers Federation,
Mr Andrew Robb, dismissed Senator Walsh's
vitriolic attack as yet another manifestation of
the Minister's paranoia about the rural sector,
and that is really what it is all about. Mr Robb
said-
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We have just about given up now trying
to explain Senator Walsh's paranoia over
the rural sector.

Is it not rather grim, when rural organisations
are faced with the problem of having to try to
make excuses for the Minister for Finance who
is, or was, a practising fanner in Western
Australia in an area where things have not
always been easy? One would think that Sena-
tor Walsh would look at every avenue to assist
the rural industry rather than denigrate the
people who are making some effort to ensure
that the industry returns to a buoyant note.

I must make mention of one facet of the rural
industry that does concern me, and that is that
a tremendous amount of money was spent on
entomology by the Department of Agriculture.
The Minister will be surprised to know that I
am going to talk about firuit-fly rather than Ar-
gentine ants. However, let me warn him that
we have not finished with Argentine ants-we
will return to them later in this debate.

The Carnarvon area was the subject of an
experimental exercise in the biological control
of fruit-fly. It was something which was con-
sidered to be a little chancy. It had been tried in
other parts of the world and it appeared that
certain conditions should prevail to ensure the
success or otherwise of the spread of sterile
male fruit-flies into an area in an endeavour to
reduce the population.

Carnarvon was the site chosen because it
happens to be a horticultural area entirely
divorced from any other honicultural area in
the State and was therefore a prime place in
which to undertake this experimental work. An
irradiator was purchased for the Department of
Agriculture and the fruit-fly were bred, put
through an irradiation process and sterilised,
then sent to Carnarvon and released there. The
female fruit-flies obviously had no indication
that these flash fellows from the city were
purely drones, and mated with them, which
was the hope of the exercise. Over a period of
years the experiment at Carnarvon has proven
to be a complete success.

Mr Thompson interjected.

Mr OLD: No, the eradication of the fly. The
Countryman of 17 January 1985 contained an
article headlined "Depantment Rids Carnan'on
of Fruit Flies". I was very pleased, as most
people interested in the horticultural industry
would be, to note that that was the case because
Carnarvon is certainly a very productive hoti-
cultural area and one which has a very large

research station fostered by the Depantment of
Agriculture and the Government. It is very im-
portant in the supply of tropical fruits.

It seemed to me that the logical thing to do,
having rid the area of fruit-fly, was to ensure
that no further fruit-fly were introduced.
However, and this is where I come back to the
Budget, I can understand that the Minister and
the department would be hard-pressed to man
a fruit-fly inspection point with the amount of
money that was allocated in the Budget to ento-
mology.

It is an absolute disgrace that that work is
now subject to prostitution by people bringing
fruit into Carnarvon from southern areas in
which fruit-flies are prevalent. Although the
Government and the department may put
yellow drums out with a notice on them that no
fruit must pass that point, there is no doubt
that people take little heed of them. I am sure
the Minister is aware of the number of people
on public transport travelling from the Eastern
States who endeavour to beat, and in many
cases succeed in beating, the checkpoint at
Norsemnan. These people are forever on the job
because they think it is smart to beat the
checkpoint restrictions. They regard the
officials as their enemy and they have such a
mentality that they try their hardest to get
through the checkpoint and then boast to their
compatriots about doing so. It will not be very
long before Carnarvon is once again riddled
with fruit-fly and we shall experience the prob-
lem of fruit being rejected at the metropolitan
markets. That is one of the biggest industries in
Carnarvon today, and we should ensure that it
can continue on a profitable and expanding
basis. That is one of the pities of the fact that
the entomology vote has been cut. We shall say
more about that during the debate on items.

One of the recent pieces of bad news for the
agricultural industry is that New Zealand,
while applying a ban on nuclear weapons, has
lifted its ban on the export of live sheep from
New Zealand. While the two go hand-in-hand,
it is an indication of the cavalier attitude of the
New Zealand Government. The ban on the ex-
port of live sheep was introduced in New
Zealand because the meat industry employees
union in that country objected strongly and to
such an extent that industrial disruption had
reached the stage where the Government had
to ban the export of live sheep and allow all
sheep to be exported in bags only.

We have witnessed the result of that in West-
emn Australia without banning the export of
live sheep. We have become aware of what it
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costs the producers in this State to export
lambs and we know of the virtual devastation
of the lamb industry brought about by the
import of lambs from the Eastern States. I do
not care what anybody says in this Chamber-
and he will have to produce figures to prove or
disprove what I am saying-but the major
problem is the Lamb Marketing Board's
charges. If the board reduced its charges a little
and increased its promotion of locally
produced lamb, we would not have a problem.
However, we have a problem and lambs are
being bagged for export, which reduces the re-
turn to producers. If, in fact, our live sheep
exports decrease because of the activities of
New Zealand we shall find exactly the same
happening in the mutton market.

Mutton is virtually a throwaway product
today. It is able to be sold on the export market
at a very low price, and therefore, the price of
mutton per se in the yards is not high, but it has
a value. It has a value because sheep which are
considered suitable for export are able to be
purchased for live sheep shipping and, there-
fore, do not complete directly in the mutton
trade. If we reach the stage where our live sheep
exports drop, and it is one of the larger pants of
the shipping industry in Western Australia,
more mutton will be forced onto the market,
resulting in a greater glut in the world mutton
market and a decline in prices. We can do with-
out that and, quite frankly, with the projections
for the current financial year the agricultural
industry will need every cent per kilo it can get
for mutton and lamb in order to keep its head
above water.

It is interesting to note that it is not only the
New Zealand Government which is intruding
into our live sheep export market. So-called
conservationists are endeavouring to have the
RSPCA ban the export of live sheep. If groups
wear away at these things for long enough they
can eventually win; that is what happened in
New Zealand. These people were eventually
onside to the extent that they were able to ban
the export of live sheep. We have seen what
happened to the New Zealand market and it
was amply demonstrated by the fact that the
surplus sheep were slaughtered on farm be-
cause they had no commercial value.

Top quality New Zealand lamb was
sacrificed in Middle East markets because there
was nowhere else for it to go. Lamb was
dumped onto the world markets because the
price of surplus sheep and lamb was at an
all-time low. We do not want that to happen in
Western Australia or in Australia. However, it

will happen if those groups get their way. It
needs only one bad move such as the recent
event when a live sheep shipment ran into
trouble. Such things are bound to happen every
now and again, however many vets are on
board. I understand that on this occasion the
problem was put down to heat stress, but other
common causes are salmonella and typhus.

Mr Evans: A breakdown of the ventilation is
the biggest worry.

Mr OLD: Yes, it probably is, and I guess that
it is hard to overcome mechanical problems.
However, it is very difficult to control an out-
break of salmonella or typhus among sheep in a
shipment. I do not think it matters if there are
20 vets on board; but such a situation provides
good propaganda for the people who are
anti-live sheep shipments. I exhort the Minister
and the Government to ensure that our live
sheep shipments are able -to continue uninter-
rupted. I feel quite centain that the members of
the Waterside Workers Federation are very
keen to ensure that no interruption occurs be-
cause it is probably one of the main
occupations of the waterside workers today.

Another point I would like to raise during
this general debate is the matter of clearing
controls. Some time ago the Minister made a
statement in the pastoralists' and graziers'
magazine of December 1984 about the ecology
and the necessity to ensure that clearing was
undertaken in a sane manner. I do not think
anybody has a quarrel with that.

I can assure the Minister that a lot of farmers
are very uptight because they are aware that
regulations are about to be tabled in Parlia-
ment in the short term which will restrict the
clearing of more than one hectare of land. They
are aware that if they wish to clear more than
one hectare they will have to make application
for a permit to clear. I would like the Minister
to respond in a very positive manner to my
understanding that the restrictions will apply
only to vulnerable land, such as deep sand-
which I do not think any sane person would
want to clear-or an area of land which could
be subject to salinity. My understanding is that
compensation will be paid to anyone who is
debarred from clearing land which has the
potential to become arable land. I am sure
when the Minister replies he will give us chap-
ter and verse on exactly what is envisaged.

Last weekend I was in Albany, and at the
Albany show I was approached by two people
who were very concerned about the possibility
of these regulations being gazetted before we
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were able to assess them and perhaps challenge
their validity prior to the House rising. I as well
as other people would be upset were the regu-
lations to be gazetted during the parliamentary
break. This subject is so delicate that any regu-
lations covering it should be tabled in the Par-
liament during a parliamentary sitting in order
that the Opposition may decide whether to
move for the disallowance of the regulations
and that reasonable debate may ensue. I hope
the Minister takes heed of this because I know
many people are very apprehensive about the
possibility of this happening.

I turn now finally to comment on the tuna
quota in Albany and the disastrous effects upon
the industry that the sale of the quota down
there has had. An advertisement appeared in
The West Australian last month and the tuna
quota was advertised as $2 890 a tonne. The
advertisement, which appeared before the Fed-
eral Government's tax package, read as fol-
lows-

TUNA QUOTA
Sell your S.B.T. Quota for top price and
AVOID CAPITAL GAINS TAX.

$2 800 ATONNE
Cash on D.P.I. approval- Funds held in
our trust account. All legal fees paid by
purchaser.

RING JOHN BYRNE (09)322 4713
BJRMAN & RIDE SOLICITORS

105 St George's Terrace, Perth
It has become an open market, which is a pity
because not only have we lost a very important
industry within the fishing industry in Albany,
but we have also seen the demise of the canning
industry.

Southern Ocean cannery is based in Perth
and Hunts Foods Pty Ltd is based in Albany,
and between the two of them they were able to
vie for, purchase, and process all the tuna
caught within the quota in the Southern Ocean,
and also for the salmon caught. I know that at
times our canning industry had great difficulty
handling the amount of salmon being netted,
but these firms were able to do a pretty good
job of it despite grizzles from some sections of
the industry at times of glut. Unfortunately,
Hunts is now in receivership and is
non-operative, and West Ocean Canning Pty
Ltd is looking for a guarantee from the Govern-
ment that tuna will be available.

I know that since West Ocean Canning Pty
Ltd has been negotiating with the Government
there has been a change in attitude, and some

quota belonging to the Government has been
retained in WA waters, and the original intent
to allow fishermen to sell their fish offshore to
the Japanese long-liners has been changed. I am
pleased this has happened, but there still will
not be enough tuna to keep one cannery going.
It will mean either that the cannery will have to
import tuna fish for canning in WA or the
Fisheries Department, through the Govern-
ment, will have to make it attractive for re-
search into tuna fisheries in other parts of WA
waters. I do not know how much tuna is avail-
able in northern waters, but I do know that in
the latter pant of the war the department was
doing research in northern waters and the fel-
low who used to fly out in the old Anson air-
craft to ascertain what was going on used to tell
us then young blades how many ton nes of fish
were swarming out in the ocean 300 or 400
kilornetres offshore. We need to get cracking
and undertake some research to see whether
other varieties of tuna are available in abun-
dance and suitable for canning, because the
canning industry is an important part of the
fisheries industry.

I will conclude my remarks until we get to
the items.

Mr BLAIKIE: The matter of concern I wish
to relate to the Government on this area con-
cerns the scales used at abattoirs and at live
cattle auctions. I have had some correspon-
dence with the Director of the Department of
Agriculture, and the response 1 have received
to date have been very unsatisfactory. The con-
cern I had raised both with the Department of
Agriculture and the. Department of Consumer
Affairs related to the infrequency of checks
made on scales used at abattoirs; and at live
cattle auctions. In both areas it is important
that the people selling livestock are paid the full
amount for the stock they bring forward. I am
concerned that because of the infrequency of
the checks, producers could be missing out on
money that should be coming to them and the
abattoir proprietors or someone in the system
is being advantaged because of what is
happening.

On 20 August 1984 I wrote to the Director of
Agriculture in the following terms-

It has been brought to my attention by a
constituent, concern regarding the fre-
quency of checks made on scales used at
abattoirs and for live cattle auctions.
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I would be pleased if you would advise
me who carried out the assessments, the
times when assessments were made and
whether any deficiencies, plus or minus,
were detected.

The Director of Agriculture duly responded by
saying that the matter I had raised had also
been pursued in recent times by the State beef
cattle liaison committee. The director's letter
was dated 5 September 1984 and stated-

I am advised that checks on the accuracy
of scales are made by the Weights and
Measures Branch of the Department of
Consumer Affairs. These checks include-

verification checks which are required
by Statute every two years and involve
comprehensive testing;

spot checks using test weights which
are made occasionally.

Because of the number of scales con-
cerned the time at which checks are made
in different abattoirs, etc., varies greatly, If
you require this information for a particu-
lar location I suggest you contact the De-
partment of Consumer Affairs for details.

With respect to the frequency and mag-
nitude of errors found during checks, the
State Beef Cattle Liaison Committee were
informed that no records of this nature
were kept by Weights and Measures. I am
sorry that I cannot be of further assistance
in this regard.

I took this matter further with the Department
of Consumer Affairs, as was suggested by the
Director of Agriculture. The department re-
plied as follows-

Under the Weights and Measures Act
weighing instruments are required to be
verified every two years and for this pur-
pose the State is divided into a number of
areas, the towns in each area being visited
at approximately 2 yearly intervals.

The verification of scales is carried out
by Inspectors of Weights and Measures
employed in the Weights and Measures
Branch of this Department. Abattoir scales
are tested in conjunction with all other
scales in a town and usually at a time
arranged between the Inspector and abat-
toir manager so as to minimise any disrup-
tion to normal operations.

It is normal to find scales with either a
plus or minus error and when the error
exceeds the amount permitted by the regu-

lat ions it is rejected and the owner
instructed to have it repaired by a licensed
scale repairer.

As far as the matter of keeping records is con-
cerned, Mr Fletcher went on to say that it was
not correct to say that no records were kept by
the Weights and Measures Branch. My concern
again relates to the cattle industry. Concern
had been expressed that the scales at one abat-
toir had been underweighing, and it was under-
stood that this had been going on for a length of
time.

I do not believe it is good enough for scales
to be tested only at two-yearly intervals, be-
cause although spot checks can be carried out
and will be carried out when the Weights and
Measures Branch officers are in a town
carrying out other checks, we are talking about
a cattle industry which is handling many
millions of dollars. In the course of a week in a
large abattoir, the amount of money lost on
goods consigned by producers or goods coming
out of the abattoir and being sold to the whole-
sale or retail trade amounts to hundreds of
thousands of dollars.

It is simply not the same set of circumstances
as would apply in the corner butcher shop or
grocer store where the weight may refer to a
kilo of beans or tomatoes. The proportions are
not the same. There should be far more regular
testing of scales; although the Statute requires
that testing be carried out every two years, rhat
period is too infrequent. A 10 per cent vari-
ation in scales from one test to the next could
cost producers literally many millions of dol-
lars. As far as I am concerned that is not satis-
factory. In question 147 of 21 August 1985 I
asked the Minister for Consumer Affairs
whether any tests carried out in relation to
abattoirs had found faulty scales. Although the
answer was rather obscure, it was fairly widely
understood within the meat industry that there
was one abattoir whose scales had been found
to be underweighing.

The Government has a responsibility to en-
sure that the frequency of testing is increased.
While I have related my remarks to ahattoirs, I
believe the frequency of testing should be ex-
tended to cover scales used for live weight auc-
tions because in the course of a day literally
hundreds of thousands of dollars worth of live-
stock could pass over the scales. If there is a
discrepancy of five per cent one way or the
other either people buying the goods are being
overcharged, or people selling the goods are not
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receiving their full payment. I ask the Minister
to give consideration to the points I have made
because they are important.

Although the conduct of assessment is con-
trailed by the Department of Consumer Affairs
I believe this is a matter of agricultural import-
ance and the Minister for Agriculture is the
responsible Minister in this case. I ask him to
ensure that the frequency of testing is increased
to a greater rate than exists at present.

Mr EVANS: I thank both members opposite
who have spoken. I would like to reply in some
depth to several aspects of the debate.

The member for Katanning-Roe made the
point that the allocation to agriculture has been
disappointing this year and in recent years.
Like him I would like to see another fisheries
inspector at Kununurra and Karratha, and two
at Esperance, and another $2.5 million for soil
conservation. However, there is always diffi-
culty in achieving those aims. He made the
point that this budget represents 2.2 per cent of
the State Budget as opposed to the record high
of 2.27 per cent some years ago.

I would like to clarify some further aspects
where agriculture has benefited although they
are not shown directly and clearly in budgetary
form. New measures to assist the Western
Australian rural sector will cost the State
Government more than $17 million in
1985-86.

1 would like to indicate where these measures
are located and what is entailed- This is on top
of the increases in funding for the Department
of Agriculture's drought assistance and water
subsidies for country people. First and fore-
most, the major items include in excess of $5
million to the Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation for debt reconstruction and farm
build-up, and improvements in concessional
interest rates. There is also the saving through
transport deregulation and the early introduc-
tion of and more competition in grain rail
freight rates. They are avenues in which the
Government can take and has taken some ac-
tion. There is the removal of the State fuel
franchise levy on petrol used on farms and
stations. There is an allocation of $5 million for
pastoral industry reconstruction.

Other measures the State Government has
announced include raising the maximum
drought loan to 170 000 at concessional rates
beginning at four per cent with no interest pay-
ments for two years and the interest
capitalised. There are coneessional loans of up
to $70 000 to small businesses in drought

declared areas. There will be more than $110
million in subsidies for country consumers to
ensure charges for power and water are in line
with those charged in Perth. The rural sector
will also benefit through decreases in the pay-
roll tax and the financial institutions duty.

While in Western Australia last month, the
Federal Minister for Primary Industry
indicated that provision would be made for the
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation to
raise a further $1 million. I might add here that
we will be discussing the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation Division. It has $5
million in its trust account, which will be
drawn upon if there is a demonstrated need.

The State Government instigated a special
carry-on loans scheme which will be continued
in 1986 if there is a demonstrated need. The
existing loans under the carry-on scheme have
enabled some farmers to carry on and have a
greater chance of restoring financial viability
than otherwise would have been the case.

I point out that $2.3 million has been ap-
proved as the borrowing level for the Rural
Housing Authority in 1985-86 compared with
just over $1.5 million in 1984-85. The Rural
Housing Authority finished the last financial
year with a $900 000 unused balance, and this
has been carried on into the 1985-86 year.
There has not been a great fuss made by the
Rural Housing Authority about the work it has
done but I would like to point out that the State
Government, through the Rural Housing Auth-
ority, provides loans or helps farmers to secure
loans at rates between t0 per cent and the
Commonwealth Bank's housing loan level,
which is currently 13.5 per cent. There has
been some fall-off in demand for RHA funding
as housing takes a lower priority in the face of
the worsening terms of trade and the general
economic situation in rural areas. The State
Government has been willing to continue its
commitment to those farmers who wish to take
advantage of these schemes.

Since the Rural Housing Authority was es-
tablished nine years ago it has provided loans
or guaranteed loans totalling more than $12
million and has helped 397 farmers and pastor-
alists. This is quite a significant contribution
and one that it is intended will be continued. I
know there has been some criticism of the State
Government with its concession to home loan
borrowers, but when one looks at it in cornpari-
son with the Rural Housing Authority I do not
think it is inordinately generous. I make the
point that the State Government does have
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control over building societies; it can take ac-
tion with respect to them but it cannot with
respect to trading banks.

I have already dealt with some of the actions
taken by the Government previously, not the
least of which is the degree of consultation and
coordination that has been established with the
rural organisations in this State. I am certain
that has been most beneficial as far as the rural
industries are concerned.

One of the areas of coordination has been in
the field of establishing a committee to moni-
tor, assess, and evaluate mortgagee sales. I gave
an answer to a question without notice earlier
this evening, so I do not think I need to reiter-
ate that, except to volunteer that it looks as
though it has every prospect of achieving its
aims and it has the great benefit of not inter-
fering directly with the flow of funds between
rural lenders and rural borrowers. Everywhere
we have taken guidance and advice, whether it
be from the financial institutions, from the
Treasury, or from the producer arganisations,
there is one thing they are adamant about and
that is that there should be no impediment in
the flow of funds available to the rural sector.
They see that although for a short time a lim-
ited number of farmers could be assisted, it
would only be for a limited time because if
there was any unwarranted hold-up, that would
place both the mortgagor and mortgagee in a
worse financial position. Every week there is an
unnecessary delay, and it is costing someone
somewhere something. The position would de-
teriorate for both parties in this case.

I have noted the points the member for
Katanning-Roc made about the live sheep
trade. The involvement of the New Zealand
Government in this area is one in relation to
which I would agree there is cause for conster-
nation and very close monitoring. While we
might have a freight advantage, it is not enough
to make the rural industries in this State
sanguine.

The operation of the Western Australian
Lamb Marketing Board has been referred to,
and the problem that has arisen with the influx
of lamb products from the Eastern States
where there has been one of the best
seasons on record. The moves that the Lamb
Marketing Board will need to make to offset
the influx will have to be ongoing, and the mat-
ter has been referred back to the Lamb Market-
ing Board for its consideration. I understand
the next meeting is on Friday.

The question of the tuna quotas was a most
regrettable incident in the history of the fishing
industry in Western Australia. It was brought
about by the overfishing of the tuna industry
on an international basis. Japan, of course, is
the most prominent operator in the tuna fish-
ing industry, and its catches have declined dra-
matically over the last five years. It was a mat-
ter of concern that the original reports of the
CSIRO were not made at a sufficiently early
time to preclude fishermen in Western
Australia from investing in the industry and
setting up to go tuna fishing. That was most
unfortunate indeed. However, the question of
quotas was introduced by the Commonwealth,
and being a Commonwealth-controlled fishery,
that is the way the decision was taken on the
advice of the CSIRO.

At that time Japan would not accept that
there should be a quota level. Subsequently, it
accepted a quota of about 20 000 tonnes, The
issuing of individual tuna quotas was some-
thing that was capitalised on immediately. I
understand some quotas were actually sold to
South Australian interests before they were
issued.

The State Government moved as ex-
peditiously as possible to set up a fund to pur-
chase as much quota as it was able to ensure
that it remained in the State. That has at least
given a floor to the market and the State can
require that the amount of the catch that it
owns can be landed in Western Australia.

The operation of the canneries is a matter
about which, naturally, there is concern. Two
projects to examine the possibility of
developing the tuna industry further have been
finished. Only time will indicate whether it is
possible to expand the industry from Western
Australia.

The member for Vasse referred to the diffi-
culties associated with the scales used in abat-
toirs. and in the live saleyards. He was perfectly
correct when he said that this matter has the
potential to cost the industry much money.
Even a small discrepancy in the accuracy of the
scales could be very expensive. 1 will take the
matter up with the Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs.

Another matter related to clearing controls.
Regulations are being drafted. I assure the
member for Katanning-Roe that no compul-
sion is involved. It is rather a matter of edu-
cation. That is the only way that the sodl con-
servation programme will be achieved.
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Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr OLD: The matter to which I wish to refer

relates to the staff in the Minister's office. It is
not of world-shattering impontance. The staff
number is set at three. I assume that the Minis-
ter still retains a private secretary, a reception-
ist and a typist. However, I understand that Mr
Greig Paust is also a part of the Minister's
office. I have spoken to him on occasions about
several matters. I think there are at least four
members on the Minister's staff.

1 recall a horticulture officer from Manjimup
was brought into the department. He appears
to have been seconded to the Minister's office.
When I held that position I had a Press officer,
and three other staff members. I wonder
whether the Minister also has a Press officer. I
understand Mr Nigel Higgs, from the Western
Farmer went to the Minister's office as his pub-
lic relations man.

Mr EVANS: I have an attractive receptionist
at the front door, a secretary-typist and a pri-
vate secretary. I was without a Press officer
about three or four months ago. Mr Paust was
seconded pantly into that role and partly into a
research role. Subsequently Mr Nigel Higgs be-
came an officer of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet. He has been filling in a pant of his
time in my office doing some Press work,
speech writing, and matters of that kind.

itenm 14: information Services-
Mr OLD: I notice there has been a decline in

the money allocated, albeit a very small de-
cline. However, when one considers the in-
flation rate, it is a fairly significant decline. I
am sure that the Minister places as much pri-
ority on information services as has been tra-
ditionally placed on them. I know that the
printing of the agriculture journal and farm
notes through the information services is a very
important part of extension services. I trust
there has been no diminution in the dissemi-
nation of information.

It may be that under the decentralisation
programme which began a few years ago, some
of the dissemination of information has been
decentralised to country offices.

Mr EVANS: I reassure the member for
Katanning-Roe that the dissemination of infor-
mation has always been one of the most im-
portant functions of the department and will
remain so.

Item 12: Entomology-
Mr OLD: There has been a very serious de-

cline in the amount budgeted for this item
when compared with the expenditure for last
year. The amount expended last year was

$ 721 000. The amount allocated this year totals
$447 000. In view of that decline in the Budget
for entomology I asked the following question
last Thursday relating to Argentine ant control.

(1) What aggregate area is programmed
for Argentine ant control treatment in
the current financial year?

(2) What individual areas are to be
treated and what is the approximate
size of each area?

(3) What aggregate area was treated dur-
ing the past financial year?

The Minister for Agriculture replied-
(]) 60 hectares.
(2) Burswood Island Casino Site, 50 hec-

tares; Wanneroo Shire, 10 hectares.
(3) 353.4 hectares.

I do not know how seriously the Government
of the day is taking the very important area of
Argentine ant control. I know that some people
get rather weary of my mentioning this matter.
Such people would probably not remember the
seriousness of the Argentine ant pest in the
Perth metropolitan area and in some country
areas. It was a bold move on the pant of the
Government of the day and the chief entomol-
ogist-I think in those days it was Mr Clee
Jenkins-to decide collectively that there
should be a concerted effort to get rid of the
Argentine ant pest. For those people who have
not had any experience with Argentine ants, I
point out that if this Government continues
with the pattern it has set in its cavalier ap-
proach to this pest, people will have their meals
with the legs of the table in jam tins filled with
water. That may seem strange, but that is what
used to happen so that people could enjoy a
meal without battling with the ants.

Mr Thompson: It was the only way I could
get to sleep when I was a kid.

Mr OLD: That is how old the member for
Kalamunda is; he had a problem getting to
sleep because of ants when he was a kid. It
sounds crazy, but it is factual.

I am amazed that more pressure has not been
put on this Government, first, by local
authorities and, second, by individuals, to see
that this programme is kept going. A couple of
years ago 1 went up to Lake Banjibup at the
invitation of the entomology division to have a
look at the work it was doing. At that stage, the
easier areas had been cleaned up; there were
known infestations of Argentine ants in various
lakes north of Perth which were able to be
contained by treating around the periphery of
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the lakes and keeping them in the rushes and in
the lake's area. The ants were to be cleaned up
during the last periods of the Argentine ant
control programme. The entomology division
had perfected a system of getting into these
lakes. It is a man-sized job to get into the
rushes. People who have looked at Herdsman
Lake would understand the problem. To get
into such lakes people would probably have to
go to an area of rushes twice as wide as this
Chamber-worse than a jungle. The entomol-
ogists involved got into the lake with
rush-cutters, amongst the tiger snakes and
other terrible creatures that live in freshwater
lakes. They cut a swathe through the rushes.
The operators were then able to go into the lake
proper with the extension hoses from the
chemical unit and spray amongst the rushes.
That was the only way that there could be any
possibility of cleaning up the pest.

I recall that we had a problem on one oc-
casion when an area was treated. Normally
after treatment the paddock adjacent to the
area treated should be left destocked for about
10 to 14 days. Unfortunately, through some
sort of a mix-up, a gentleman in the northern
area put some prize trotting mares back into
the paddock. That cost the department quite
dearly. But such are the hazards of the pro-
gramme.

I mention the matter at the risk of boring the
Chamber, because unless this programme is
continued enthusiastically there could be
another serious outbreak of Argentine ants in
the metropolitan area. They would spread
quickly to country areas and with transport as
it is today could very quickly provide us with a
problem which would not be as easily solved as
cleaning up the remaining ants in the metro-
politan area.

There is nothing sinister about treating the
area which is currently occupied by the casino,
except that Burswood Island had a very low
priority; Argentine ants were fairly well con-
trolled on Burswood Island. When all else had
been finished, a bit of chemical could have
been pumped into Burswood Island to clear it
of the remaining Argentine ants. I know that
Argentine ants are avid eaters and they may eat
$50 notes, Perhaps that is the reason priority
has been given to the casino. I have no great
axe to grind about casinos. I can take them or
leave them; normally I leave them, but I am
concerned that priority has been given to that
area purely because a casino is being built
there. I am quite sure that the casino can exist
temporarily with some Argentine ants.

When I asked a question at one stage about
how those ants on Burswood Island were being
treated, the answer quite astounded me. It was
that they were digging holes and dumping a bit
of gear in them and then filling up the holes.
That is like putting a plug in the basin. There
appears to me to be only one way to treat Ar-
gentine ants and that is to use one of the dread-
ful chemicals that have to be used, for example,
heptachlor, and put up with some small incon-
venience of leaving the country unstocked for a
while. At least we would get rid of the ants.

I have mentioned before that the day one of
our importing countries receives a consignment
of food or iron ore in which there are any Ar-
gentine ants will be the day that that country
says it will take no more such goods because it
does niot want the ants any more than we do. It
seems strange to me that we have reduced the
Argentine ant control programme by $300 000.
I can only assume that it is because of the fact
that Herdsman Lake is being completely left
alone. The conservationists have some bright
idea about drowning the ants. We have been
through all this before. The ants will not
drown. They have to be treated in the same
way as the ants at Lake Bangibup were treated
and in the same way as the ants anywhere else
were treated. If they are not treated like that,
we will have an ongoing problem.

It seems strange to mue that all sorts of com-
mercial activity can go on uninhibited around
Herdsman Lake yet when it comes to treating
the Argentine ants that is a big no-no. It is a big
no-no because the World Wildlife Authority
has been given control of Herdsman Lake. It is
a big no-no because it is currently being listed
as a heritage site. I suggest to the Minister that
before that listing becomes a fact, we rid that
lake of Argentine ants, otherwise we will go
through all sorts of bothersome programmes
trying to get rid of them.

If the conservationists really think that by
raising the level of the lake they will get rid of
the ants, they must have ants in their heads.
There is only one way to get rid of them; that is
to get in there with some decent chemical and
give them a blast and get them to hell out of
Herdsman Lake. I find it quite irreconcilable
that people who are interested in wildlife can
be so anti ridding the lake of a predator which
feasts on nestling ducks and birds.

It has been put to me that the reason the
Wildlife Authority does not want chemical con-
trol of Argentine ants is that the chemical will
kill some of the young birds. The chemical is
not killing the young birds because they are not

4118



[Tuesday, 12 November 1985111

allowed to use it at present, but I guarantee as
many nestling birds are being killed today as
when Argentine ant control was undertaken be-
cause the Argentine ants will enter any orifice
and eat the birds out.

If that is what the Wildlife Authority wants,
all I can say is that it should revise its ideas
about the humane treatment of wildlife. If the
authority thinks that is humane, I can assure it
I do not. If chemical treatment will kill a small
percentage of the birds, so be it. But for God's
sake, let us get down to getting rid of the ants
and the painful deaths those young birds are
experiencing.

Mr EVANS: I would like to respond to the
member for Katanning-Roe as he has pointed
out that there has been a reduction in the ento-
mology budget due to the actual expenditure in
the 1984-85 year. One of the major factors
which contributes to this is the successful
completion of the fruit-fly project at
Carnarvon, which has meant the saving of
$129000.

Coming to the Argentine ant control prob-
lem, 1 share with him his very great concern
about the control of Argentine ants. They are
predatory, as he has indicated, and they are
also prolific. The reason is that there are so
many free queens, There is not just one single
queen within a nest; there may be a multitude
of them. When they go out to forage, if they are
cut off from the nest, they can start a colony of
their own. Coupled with very voracious feed-
ing, they are most obnoxious pests.

The member raised the question of
Burswood Island. Whilst the area was left alone
the ants were contained, but once it was
disturbed by vehicles and what-have-you mov-
ing in and out of the area it became necessary
to take action.

As far as Herdsman Lake is concerned, firstly
we are still awaiting the land management plan
before work can be resumed. At the same time
with the spraying of heptachlor on the verges,
barriers are formed so that they can be
contained. I agree it would be highly desirable
to clear out that 400 acres of Argentine ants,
and that is something which will have to be
addressed in due course. It is disturbing not
only the nestlings but also the nesting birds.
When they are disturbed by the ants the eggs
become cold and perish.

Mr Old: Whilst I appreciate what the Minis-
ter is saying, does he think the World Wildlife
Authority will allow that chemical control to
resume later on?

Mr EVANS: I hope so, and it is anticipated
that it will. Heptachlor is the only successful
chemical which can be used against ants. It is
not the only one, but it is the least damaging. It
has a fairly long residual effect so it must be
approached with great caution.

I have had an outbreak of ants in my own
area, and I received a petition asking me not to
proceed with spraying heptachlor. Six months
later most of those petitioners were back say-
ing, "What about going in there and doing
something?"

That is the sort of situation which can arise. I
take very seriously the points made by the
member for Katanning-Roe. If I can provide
him with any information as to the land man-
agement plan at this time I will do so.

Item 13: Horticulture-

Mr OLD: I want to elucidate a little on the
Carnarvon fruit-fly project. I know the Minis-
ter is as well aware of the situation as I am, and
I know the problems of putting in control
points. Even a fruit-fly control point can be a
fairly expensive operation. But it seems to me
that having spent some $600 000 on the eradi-
cation of fruit-fly in Carna von, it is
short-sighted not to have some control to con-
tinue the fruit-fly-free studies.

From memory, the Carnarvon Shire spent
something like $20 000 a year to assist in the
eradication programme because it was in its
interests to do so. If it had been running a local
eradication programme it would have cost that
much money and it certainly would not have
received the service it did from the Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

I know that one of the bigger entrepreneurs
in the horticulture industry in this State has
purchased horticultural land in Carnarvon and
is engaged in erecting a very large packing shed.
This could be a big breakthrough as far as the
Carnarvon industry is concerned. I hope a very
close watch will be kept on this situation be-
cause it is inevitable that the fruit-fly will re-
turn with people running backwards and for-
wards and that sort of thing. If it is not watched
very closely and kept under strict control, a
tremendous amount of money will be wasted.
It is the wish of growers in the area that they
are able to enjoy that fruit-fly-free status, from
the point of view not only of their produce but
also the profitability of their undertakings.

Division 51 put and passed.
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Divisions 52 and 53-Agriculture Protection
Board, $9 329 000; Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation of Western Australia,
$681 000-put and passed.

Division 54 -Western Australian Meat Com-
mission, $2 453 000-

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the
year-

Mr OLD: This item covers most of the WA
Meat Commission vote. I am rather puzzled at
the Budget deficit which has been forecast for
the coming year.

Last year the net loss to the WA Meat Com-
mission was $4 5 I15 000 and this year it is pro-
jected to be $2 453 000. In the Countryman of
24 October concern was expressed as to how
this great reduction occurred. I know that the
Government has announced that it was picking
up some items of recurring expenditure of the
WA Meat Commission in an endeavour to
make it viable. I have no great quarrel with that
concept except that it is purely-I was going to
say "deceitful" but I will not use that word
because I do not believe it was designed to
deceive-disguising the losses which are being
incurred or will be incurred by the WAMC. If
the Government decided that it would pick up
interest payments that would be another mat-
ter.

The article in the Countryman reads as fol-
lows-

Minister for Agriculture Dave Evans es-
timates that the WAMC will require
$2,453,000 to provide its services in
1985-86.

Payment of a shortfall of some $607,000
in funds allocated last year will reduce the
operating loss further to about $1.8
million.

For an instrumentality that has progress-
ively increased its losses to reach a
staggering $4.5 million last year, the
budgeted loss for 1985-86 slashed to $1.85
is somewhat surprising.

It certainly is surprising to me and I would like
the Minister to give us chapter and verse
exactly how we will achieve this respectable
figure. Ilam not on a bashing programme of the
WA Meat Commission. I am certainly critical
of the fact that the Government of the day did
not continue the programme for disposal of the
assets of the Midland Junction Abattoir. That
abattoir has now been closed for some 4'/2
years. The day the Government changed hands

was the day that the disposal of the assets of
Midland Junction Abattoir stopped. I have
never quite worked out what reason was given
for the cessation of the disposal of those
assets-perhaps the land will appreciate; I do
not know, but certainly the remaining equip-
ment will have no chance of appreciating and it
must deteriorate to the extent that it will lose
some of its value.

I would like the Minister to tell this Parlia-
ment exactly why and how the Meat Comn-
mission will be expected to operate with that
great advantage, I presume, of not having any
interest repayments, and at the same time try-
ing to deceive the taxpayers into thinking that
it is running an efficient business, because I
will make it my business to ensure that there is
a proper accounting of the WA Meat Com-
mission. I mentioned in debate on the Acts
Amendment (Meat Industry) Bill that in no
way should the taxpayers of Western Australia
be called upon to subsidise the activities of the
WA Lamb Marketing Board, and if in fact the
losses of the WA Meat Commission are going
to be buried, in effect the taxpayers will be
subsidising that operation along with the pre-
vious operation of the WA Meat Commission.
Sure, if the merger of the Lamb Marketing
Board and the WA Meat Commission is able in
some way to increase the efficiency of the WA
Meat Commission, I will be very happy to ac-
knowledge it has been a good thing, but right
now I have my very grave doubts. The WA
Lamb Marketing Board would have been far
better off to be able to continue with the free-
dom of choice it had in the abattoirs to which it
consigned or directed lambs for slaughter.

As I mentioned previously, my ultimate fear
is that the Government of the day will say,
"Okay, the WA Meat Commission is running
at a loss which is unacceptable to the Govern-
ment. We are picking up a tremendous amount
of it, therefore we are going to direct the rest of
the lamb kill to the WA Meat Commission."~
That would be totally unacceptable as far as I
am concerned and I am quite sure my col-
leagues would agree because it would be an
unnecessary incursion into the private
enterprise sector of the meat industry.

Mr EVANS: Firstly, every endeavour has
been made to dispose of the Midland Junction
Abattoir assets. One of those efforts involved
examining the area to see whether it could be
an alternative site for the metropolitan mar-
kets. From there the site was examined by a
committee comprising all those departments
and authorities which could have an interest in
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it. At this time they are still looking at the best
means of disposal and method of sale. The bulk
of the equipment has now been removed, but
the buildings, being such massive structures of
concrete, have not. Indeed, I have heard a fig-
ure in excess of $1 million mentioned as the
cost to dispose of the buildings alone. This situ-
ation is fraught with problems. Some of the
area which was used for the burying of offal
and carcases has provided a problem of
another kind.

Mr Thompson: There is a mob in ]the UK
who will blow it up for you, or part of it any-
way. They will remove the bottom seven
storeys!

Mr EVANS: Yes.

I make the point that it is the Lamb Market-
ing Board and the marketing division of the
WA Meat Commission that are to be
amalgamated. There is not to be the close tie
which the member for Katanning-Roe seems
concerned about and which he believes is open
to some sort of threat to future trading. How-
ever, I certainly heard what he said. There has
been a restructuring of finance. I am not able to
give the member for Katanning-Roe the precise
figures at the moment, but I can undertake to
provide them for him. The component of
superannuation together with interest pay-
ments are two of the matters that have been
restructured in the financing, but also a pro-
gramme of rationalisation has been developed
by the commission over the past nine or 10
months and is gradually being put into effect. It
should start to reflect upon the operating costs
of the commission. I am not even certain-I
can only speak from memory-of the numbers
that will be reduced in the work force there, but
I am sure that the member for Katanning-Roc
would be more satisfied if I were precise and
wrote to him.

Mr Old: Thank you.

Division 54 put and passed.

Division 55: Fisheries, $7 209 000-

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-

Mr OLD: I would like to ask the Minister a
question relating to fisheries .management.
Could he give the Chamber some idea of what
is happening regarding the management of the
Shark Bay snapper fishery? The Minister is well
aware of my interest in the matter as I know he
is interested. It is a very difficult subject be-
cause most fisheries are controlled through the
use of equipment whereas if one goes into a

wetline fishery it is very hard to control gear in
order to control the catch, as in the lobster
industry.

Mr EVANS: This is a very complex issue and
the essence of it is that something like 60 boats
are involved in fishing the Shark Bay area this
year, whereas the area will sustain only about
20 boats.

iQuorum formed.j
Mr EVANS: With that overfishing of a quan-

tity at a rate about twice that which the fishery
can sustain, it is obvious that something must
be done. Some of those fishermen must leave
the industry. Over the last six months or so a
snapper working group involving representa-
tives of all aspects of the industry has been
established. It has now completed its
deliberations and has brought out a discussion
paper which is in the process of being printed
and is to be released about the end of the
month. I think that the committee reached a
fair degree of consensus. There is only one
issue that does not appear to be acceptable by
the committee generally, but it is one upon
which somebody will have to be prepared to
bite the bullet.

Mr Old: Some progress is being made.
Mr EVANS: Yes. It will have to be resolved

by the next snapper season and that means that
we are talking in terms of notification to those
involved in the industry by the end of the year.
The paper is now in the course of being printed
and I would expect to make an announcement
in about three weeks' time.

Division 55 put and passed.
Divisions 56 to 96 postponed, on motion by

Mr Gordon Hill.
Division 2: Parliament, $4 401 000-
Mr TRETHOWAN: I express concern as to

conditions under which many of the staff in
Parliament have to work. It is my belief that
they are conditions that do not pertain to the
rest of the Public Service and it represents a
significant disadvantage to those people who
have to work within the Parliament.

I particularly express concern about the
Hansard staffs accommodation. It is barely ad-
equate for their needs and it is not suitable for
the job that Hansard is required to do. I am
concerned that at present there appears to be
no move on the part of the Government to
provide suitable funds for air-conditioning,
particularly of the Hansard area, It is my
understanding that in the hot weather this area
is unbearably hot as a working area. Consider-
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ing the intensity of the task that Hansard re-
porters and their typists are required to do,
this is not adequate. I think that generally Par-
liament has not paid sufficient attention to the
needs of its staff and I certainly hope that
moves will be made soon to rectify that situ-
ation.

I would like to make a comment in relation
to the answer given by the Treasurer in a ques-
tion that was asked this afternoon which re-
lated to the provision of media information to
the library in this Parliament for the benefit of
members. He indicated that it would probably
cost a considerable amount of money for the
library to instal the appropriate equipment,
equivalent to that which resides within his own
department. The Treasurer ended up saying to
the effect that this was no doubt unlikely be-
cause of the frugality of the Joint House Com-
mittee. I would like to point out to the
Treasurer that the Joint House Committee has
nothing whatever to do with expenditure in the
library area. As can be seen from the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Estimates, the
funds available are entirely dependent upon
those provided by the Government. If these
funds are insufficient for the library to operate
satisfactorily, that is not the fault of the Library
Committee or the Parliament; it is a fault of the
Government because the Government provides
the funds in these votes to meet the needs of
the various committees of this Parliament and
to meet the needs to service the members of
this Chamber.

I express concern at the apparent tack of
understanding of the way the Parliament
operates and the way the committees of the
Parliament operate because they are there to
service the needs of members, irrespective of
which parties they belong to, whether they sit
on the Government side of the Chamber or on
the Opposition side.

I consider that this is an important matter
and that members of Parliament should receive
the appropriate information and servicing that
can be provided to assist in their job. It is not
good enough for the Treasurer to maintain that
mnembers of the Opposition are not doing their
jobs properly and are not working hard enough
because they are requesting additional infor-
mation. It may be that when one is in Govern-
ment one adopts that attitude, but one can do
so because one has access to the whole of the
Public Service and a very large amount of
money to spend as one will on the provision of
information services to maintain one's ability
to be effective politically. Regardless of

whether members of Parliament are Govern-
ment backbenchers or members of the Oppo-
sition, their access is to the services provided
within the Parliament and the library is one of
their main sources of information.

The provision, for example, of a facsimile
machine for the receipt of facsimile copies over
the telephone is an important facility and I
trust that this will be maintained. The pro-
vision of videotext is a welcome addition, and
the provision of access to media monitoring
information either through the service
provided by the library at present in the form
of video recordings or in relation to having
access to the texts of programmes, particularly
radio programmes that have been broadcast are
of very great assistance to members of Parlia-
ment in their endeavours to keep abreast of
everything that is happening. I view with con-
cern any reduction in the services that are able
to be provided by the library to members of
Parliament because of the actions of Govern-
ment.

I merely wanted to make those points be-
cause I feel they are important, for all members
of Parliament irrespective of whether they are
backbenchers on the Government side or mem-
bers of the Opposition.

Mr MfacKINNON: I support the remarks
made by the member for East Melville. Mem-
bers would be aware that the member for East
Melville is retiring from the Parliament at the
end of this session so his comments are not
from the point of view of trying to feather his
own nest or to support his own cause. His
remarks are very timely.

The conditions occupied by the Hansard
staff in this House are disgraceful to say the
least. I have visited many Parliaments around
Australia and also the offices occupied by
senior Government staff and I cannot recall
staff occupying offices which are in a poorer
condition.

The Treasurer has indicated previously that
if this is the case, we are placing a higher pri-
ority on Hansard and the conditions in Parlia-
ment House than on other issues. I do not think
it would be very much to ask the Government
to spend a little of its $3 000 billion to upgrade
these conditions.

The Hansard staff work under trying con-
ditions in the same way as members do when
Parliament is sitting and in recent weeks we
have been sitting for long hours. I think it is
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reasonable that they be given proper conditions
in which to work. What I have said applies to
other facilities in this Parliament.

This situation which we now find in Han sard
is impacting in a detrimental way on the rest of
the Parliament. One only has to go to that sec-.
tion of the building to see that it is certainly not
a happy situation in which to work. It is not an
area to which members would be proud to take
members of the public and say, "This is your
House of Parliament." I am sure it is not a
place in which they would be proud. It is time
the Government put its best foot forward and
gave an indication of when it is likely to pro-
vide funds to improve the facilities in Parlia-
ment House.

The Treasurer should note that I am not
complaining from a personal point of view. My
office is not air-conditioned but I am prepared
to put up with that for a little longer. However,
it is reasonable that the Hansard staff, in par-
ticular, and members who have to share offices,
are given some indication of when they are
likely to see some improvement.

The other point to which I refer was also
referred to by the member for East Melville;
that is, the library. The member for Greenough
and the member for East Melville referred to
the accessibility of members to reports from
the electronic media to which we had access,
until recently through the Government media
office.

That service was well used by members of
this Chamber, not only for their own purposes,
but also to keep abreast of what is happening in
the community at any time. The resources sup-
plied to members of Parliament through the
library are first rate. We are lucky to have a
library with such dedicated staff who give a
good service- However, that service has been
diminished by lack of access to the information
to which I have referred.

One can only assume that the reason the ser-
vice was taken away was the forthcoming
election and the fact that the Government was
not prepared to give the Opposition any chance
to obtain information reported through the me-
dia. That is, of course, a short-sighted stance. If
the Treasurer is proud of his performance and
his Government's performance, he should en-
courage scrutiny by a strong Opposition be-
cause that, in turn, means a strong Govern-
ment. I have heard him say that. He should
invite the Opposition to be critical of his

position in a constructive way and the pro-
vision of the information to which I have re-
ferred assisted in no small way in that regard.

I commend the member for Greenough for
taking the action he has and I hope he visits Mr
Nigel Wilson from the Treasurer's office,
although that really is not his job. The
Treasurer should have followed up the answers
in this Parliament. He should have reported to
the Parliament and said, "No, I am not too lazy
to pursue it." Instead, the member for
Greenough has to go to Nigel Wilson's office
who, after all, is an officer working in the
Treasurer's Department; he cannot make a de-
cision. The Treasurer must authorise a decision
which he has done by taking away that service.
The service should be restored.

As I have said, I support the comments made
by the member for East Melville and I hope the
Treasurer will take them on board.

Mr HASSELL: 1, too, wish to raise the matter
of the accessibility of transcripts and other ma-
terial from the Parliamentary Library. The
simple fact is that if' one traces it through it can
be seen that the Government established a
major media monitoring service with all the
necessary electronic equipment and with the
necessary support to carry out that monitoring
service.

Last year, the Government was given some
publicity in relation to the fact that this service
was to be available to the Parliament and to
members of Parliament. However, now in the
lead-up to the State election, a sudden decision
has been made by the Government that the
material should be made available to Ministers
only.

That is the story that is told, but I frankly do
not believe the information would not be made
available to any Government member who
asked for it on any occasion.

The material which is being gathered by the
Government's Media Monitoring Office was
only made available previously on request,
when required. It provided no burden to the
Government's Media Monitoring Office, and
the suggestion made by the Premier tonight
that an extra member of staff would be
required to continue that service is just a com-
pletely unbelievable statement. The material is
being produced as a matter of course. It is be-
ing made available to the Government Minis-
ters as a matter of course, and I have no doubt
that in the election period the Government will
take full advantage of that service to help
further its position in the election campaign, to
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help it respond to whatever may come through
the media to which the Government wishes to
respond. It is not a matter of coincidence that
the Government has unilaterally withdrawn the
availability of that service to other members of
Parliament in the lead-up to the election. In
other words, so far as the facts Present them-
selves, the Government seeks to take for itself,
quite deliberately, a political advantage using
an asset of the taxpayers.

The Government claimed the credit when it
changed what had been the former policy of
not making material available. It claimed the
credit for making that change and it was given
some publicity for it. Then suddenly the service
was cut off. If the Government is dinkum
about wanting to run things on a fair and
reasonable basis, it should give the clearest in-
structions that the service to the Parliamentary
Library from the Government's Media Moni-
toring Office be resumed and that the
transcripts and other material previously avail-
able be again made available. That would es-
tablish the Government's sincerity when it
talks about fairness and claims; that it has not
followed in the steps of its predecessors whom
it has so often criticised. It has to make a de-
cision to play fair or to try to take every poss-
ible advantage that it can from being in
Government.

Mr Tonkin: Like you did.

Mr HASSELL: I remind the Leader of the
House that his colleagues and he criticised all
those things over and over again and claimed
the kudos for making changes. Having made
the changes, the Government is now to revert
to the former position because there is an elec-
tion around the corner and it sees that it might
have some advantage by having the Media
Monitoring Office exclusively kept for the use
of its political party in the lead-up to the elec-
tion. That is the position as it appears in view
of the fact that the service has been cut off a
few months before the election.

It simply is not credible for the Premier to
claim, as he suggested in question time today,
that for the maintenance of that service an ex-
tra member of staff would be required. That
statement does not carry the weight Of credi-
bility; it is simply a statement of convenience.
The Government should be prepared to review
that matter straightaway and to supply the
transcripts and other material that has hitherto
been made available to the Parliamentary Li-
brary.

I make one comment in relation to the con-
duct of Parliament in this session under this
topic relating to Parliament; that is, the pro-
cedure that has been adopted by the Govern-
ment in the conduct of Parliament in this
session has been one that has led to the Legis-
lative Assembly being forced, unwillingly on
our pan, to forfeit to the Legislative Council
part of its important role. These matters have
been the subject of some previous comment
and some previous debate and I will not can-
vass all that again. The one critical point to
note is that the Government came into this
session and, as a deliberate act of policy, sus-
pended the operation of the Standing Order
requiring that the Address-in-Reply be dealt
with before other business.

It was that critical change which changed the
character of this session because, in the normal
course of events, while the Address-in-Reply
and the various amendments to it wended their
way through Parliament over a period of
weeks, a Government would be introducing its
Bills during that period. Those Bills would then
be on the Notice Paper. They would be avail-
able to the members and to the public and they
would be properly prepared. But with the sus-
pension of the Standing Order relating to the
Address-in-Reply, the character of the session
changed completely because all the Govern-
ment's legislation came in as a matter of course
from day to day and the House was expected to
be prepared to deal with that legislation after a
very short time in relative terms.

When dealing with legislation it is not just a
matter of whether we have one week or two
weeks in which to do so. Some of the important
legislation that is presented to this Parliament
requires a period of two or three weeks for
outside bodies and members to come to grips
with it; to see what is going on so that the
legislation can be digested, circulated and con-
sidered;, so that committees can meet on it and
organisations can formulate policies with re-
spect to it. As I said, I will not cover many of
the grounds that have been covered, but I be-
lieve that the change in the procedure that was
adopted has led to the session being unsatisfac-
tory in the sense that the legislation has been
dealt with less effectively in this Chamber than
it should have been. A greater weight and a
greater burden has been placed on the Legislat-
ive Council.

What is done in the Legislative Council is a
matter for its members, but I feel it is undesir-
able as a general principle for the work of this
Chamber to be reduced and for the Assembly
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simply to push through legislation quickly and
to leave it to the Legislative Council to deal
with as though anything that we did not do
properly could be fixed up there. That is not
the way Parliament should operate. This
Chamber should do its work in full; the Legis-
lative Council should then carry out its
separate function.

The Premier has on a couple of occasions
recently sought to counter these arguments and
other points that have been raised about the
handling of business in this Chamber by ac-
cusing the Opposition of being lazy. I know
that he does that to try by his process of rep-
etition to establish something in the minds of
the Press and the public as to the Opposition,
and to try somehow or other to get that sort of
story across and get it to run somewhere. I just
want to say very clearly that I think that is a
contemptible attack on the Opposition. Mem-
bers of the Opposition have worked long and
bard in this session and have done their jobs. I
know of no member of the Opposition who in
this session could be described as having been
lazy. The legislation has been dealt with. I
know it is not a matter about which we have a
right to complain, but I mention that we have
very few research facilities and that those facili-
ties cannot possibly cope with the volume of
work that has to be done by all members of the
Opposition.

Amongst the 23 members of the Liberal
Party in this place there is one research officer,
and no person can say with any fairness, objec-
tivity, or justice that that one person can
handle all the basic research work, distribution
work, and so on for the Opposition members.
To believe that would be ridiculous. To add to
that, to come into this place and accuse mem-
bers of the Opposition of being lazy because
they have not always been prepared after a rela-
tively short period to debate Bills the Govern-
ment wants to bring on is, to my mind, grossly
unfair, apart from anything else.

I want to place on record my belief that the
members of the parliamentary Opposition have
not been lazy in any sense. They have seen a
complete change in the handling of this session
and that complete change has been centred on
the critical decision made by the Government
at the beginning of the session, which was to
eliminate the priority of the Address-in-Reply
and to try to force through the business in what
I have previously described as a press-
ure-cooker atmosphere.

That situation is not good for this House of
this Parliament. It has led to a lot of the fric-
tion which has taken place in this session and
unnecessary debates about procedural matters,
most of which could have been avoided. I sup-
pose there will always be some friction between
a Government and an Opposition, but most of
it could have been avoided by a reasonable and
normal approach.

The other matter I wish to mention in this
section on Parliament is what I regard as a very
discourteous approach to the Budget debates
on the part of the Treasurer in failing to re-
spond to issues raised in a number of those
debates in the Parliament. When the General
Loan Fund debate came on the Treasurer was
not present in the House. The Deputy Premier
was. He declined to answer any of the issues
raised during that debate but he assured the
House that he was taking careful notes and that
the Treasurer would respond in the debate.

Quite a number of substantive issues were
raised in that debate and none of them has
received an adequate or a fair response. Fur-
thermore, the Treasurer alleged that in the past
there had never been a debate on the General
Loan Fund. I just looked up one issue of
Hansard relating to one year and there was a
debate. Admittedly it was a short debate-I
think it was in 1978-but there was a debate
and I can remember as a backbencher in Parlia-
menit having raised issues in the debate about
such subjects as the funds available to schools
in my electorate and the funds available to the
Town of Cottesloc for beach maintenance and
restoration in my electorate. Those sorts of
things have been raised in the past, not only by
me but also by other members.

But that is not the point. The point is,
whether or not there has been a debate in the
past. The Parliament was having a debate and
substantive issues were raised about the placing
of the new gaol-as to whether there should be
a new gaol at Canning Vale, for instance. Issues
were raised about whether the General Loan
Fund went up by a substantial amount. They
are two assertions that were made and a whole
series of financial questions was raised. In my
view it was very discourteous, and that is
putting it mildly, on the pant of the Treasurer
over and over again not to give any answers,
not to respond in the debate, and not to deal
with the points raised in the Parliament.

A Treasurer never welcomes having to sit in
the House for many hours and answer what he
regards, no doubt-indeed, as any Treasurer
would regard in many cases-as tedious and
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relatively small issues. But there is in this Par-
liament precious little examination of the ex-
penditure of the State, and when one considers
that between the General Loan Fund and the
Consolidated Revenue Fund we are talking
about expenditure of approximately $4 200
million in the current financial year, it would
seem to me that it is only reasonable for such
limited accountability as is pursued through
the debates, both general and Committee, to
warrant a reply from the Treasurer who is re-
sponsible for the Budget.

I think that the parliamentary session has
been unfortunate in a number of respects, and
in particular I have mentioned the conduct of
the business and the treatment of the Parlia-
ment by the Treasurer in relation to the Budget
debates. Those points ought to be noted when
we talk about Parliament and the way that it
functions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thank the members
for their contributions. Firstly, in respect of the
conditions in Parliament House, particularly
those that affect the members of staff-and
Hansard was referred to specifically-the
Government is well aware of the shortcomings
of the conditions under which members and
staff work in Parliament House. Considerable
thought has been given to the necessary capital
expenditure to change the present system and I
think that, at last estimate, one of the proposals
under active consideration-and perhaps the
one under most active consideration-
involved a capital expenditure of about $13
million.

It was the Government's view that despite
the conditions, the new additions to Parlia-
ment House could not be a priority. We would
hope to be able to find, in the next Budget or
the one after, funds to at least begin the work
that is necessary. But quite simply, a great deal
of money is involved and there are a great
many purposes to which we have to put the
scarce resources that we have at our disposal.

I stand rebuked by the member for East
Melville in respect of the library facilities being
under the control of the Joint House Com-
mittee. He is perfectly correct. He simply re-
ferred to the fact that the provision of the infor-
mation to which the member for Greenough
referred, when he spoke about duplication and
certain equipment, might not be obtainable
through the normal parliamentary allocations,
whether it be the Joint House Committee or
the Printing Committee which was responsible
for firstly seeking and secondly spending the
funds involved.

In dealing with that matter I should also
point out that members opposite do the
Government a disservice when they fail to ac-
knowledge the fact that we have been excep-
tionally generous in our treatment of the Oppo-
sition. In respect of the matters of vehicles,
drivers, travel, and all those things that we can
reasonably accommodate, we have tried to be
generous.

Mr Hassell: I think that is a fair comment in
many respects and I would acknowledge that.
Not all the requests that have been made have
been met, but quite often they have, and you
have heard no complaint from us about those
you have refused-not from me anyway, about
some you have refused that I had made. You
have to make those decisions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, and we tried to
accommodate the Opposition despite the fact
that we felt very seriously those years during
which we were refused any assistance. In fact,
we were criticised for using typewriters, for
example, that were provided from outside
sources.

An Opposition member: At the beginning of
this Parliament you condemned an individual
who actually loaned two electric typewriters to
the parliamentary Opposition.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In any case, that is
water under the bridge. We have tried to ac-
commodate the Opposition.

We accept that the situation is not ideal. In
this particular matter the material provided to
the library was provided by the Government as
a result of a decision the Government made.
The decision to continue to provide the infor-
mation was made after decisions were made
about staff levels in the media unit. It is unfair
for the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to say
that I promised to discuss the matter with the
director of that unit and failed to do so. What I
said to the member for Greenough was that I
could not recall the substance of the minute
sent to me by the director in response to my
approach to him following the questions asked
by the member for Greenoughi. I do not have
the minute with me and I cannot recall the
substance of it. I do recall the director
informing me that his staff were fully stretched
by the work that was being thrust upon them
and not just in respect of providing transcripts.

One would think that we had stopped some-
thing that had been going on for years, but this
has not been going on for years. We started it as
a service to members and it was stopped well
before the pre-election period, which might be
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considered to be now. It was stopped some
time ago I believe as a result of the stretching of
the resources of the media unit to the maxi-
mum. That is not the only area of activity that
was curtailed; a number of areas of activity
were curtailed as a result of the workload being
borne by those people in the media monitoring
unit.

Mr Hassell: You would have to acknowledge
that there would not be a single transcript or
other service from that unit that you or your
Ministers would not get if you wanted it. You
have not curtailed anything for the Govern-
ment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have curtailed
some things for the Government, but it would
be true to say that if a Minister wanted a par-
ticular transcript he could get it. That is the
primary responsibility of the media monitoring
unit. I know I get some items as a matter of
course; I am not sure about other Ministers.

Mr Hassell: The unit draws the attention of
Ministers to items in the media when it feels
there should be a response.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Not the media moni-
toring unit. What the Leader of the Opposition
suggests relates to the Press corp. The media
monitoring unit does not necessarily do any
assessments; it monitors the media and
produces transcripts under the direction of Mr
Gladwell, the second in charge.

We have done our best to accommodate the
Opposition; we have been generous in many
ways. We have provided services that we could
comfortably provide. The director of the media
unit has explained to me that his resources are
taxed to the limit. I said tonight that I could
not recall the detail of his minute to me when I
raised the matter with him after the member
for Greenough questioned me in the Parlia-
ment, but that I thought it would be a good
idea for the member for Greenough to talk to
him and understand his problems as well. That
is what I meant by suggesting he go to see Mr
Wilson. Nevertheless the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition stood and said that the Premier
had said that he would talk to Mr Wilson about
it but failed to do so. That is not the case.

Mr Hassell: Are you suggesting there is likely
to be any change in the decision if the member
for Greenough talks to Mr Wilson?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Two things are poss-
ible: On the one hand, the member for
Greenough might become convinced that the
workload the unit is carrying is great; on the
other hand, by discussing the matter with Mr

Wilson, Mr Wilson might be able to advise the
member of some service that might be
provided that would suit his purposes but
would not involve the amount of work that
previously was involved. All things are poss-
ible. No conscious or deliberate decision was
made that because an election was coming up
this service should be stopped.

Mr Hassell: So the decision is capable of
modification?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course it is; every
decision is not only capable of modification
but also, in most cases, of being reversed.

The Leader of the Opposition also referred to
the Standing Order that allowed us to interpose
motions into the Address-in-Reply debate. I do
not share his view about this session because it
does not seem to me to have been unduly
hot-tempered or unruly. I can remember
sessions which were much more heated than
this one.

Mr Clarko: Mainly because of yourself. Do
you remember the Ugle affair?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member's Govern-
ment appointed a Royal Commission into that.

Mr Clarko: But the heat came into the debate
because of yourself.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the member for
Karrinyup is confused as to the source of any
unruliness.

Mr Hassell: That was not the essence of my
point.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will go on and try to
cover the area the Leader of the Opposition
appeared to touch on about the Opposition's
performance and why it had performed in the
way it had and why he thought it was a good
performance.

Mr Hassell: I was talking about what this
Chamber did.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He seemed to be
talking about the inability of the Opposition to
perform because of the interposing of legis-
lation into the Address-in-Reply debate. First,
in respect of the Address-in-Reply debate, I
think members must appreciate that in fu-
ture-I am not sure when it will occur-
specific periods of time will be allocated to
every piece of legislation that comes into the
Parliament; I am sure that is going to be the
case. I suppose the first time it happens there
will be a fight for a day or two but then every-
one will get used to it. Members will know they
will have two or three hours to discuss a par-
ticular piece of legislation and the legislation
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will be dealt with in that time. Members will be
forced to conform to those requirements. This
happens in the Federal Parliament, and with
the increasing amount of business that the Par-
liament in this State deals with, as with the
Parliaments in other States, will happen in
this State Parliament as well.

Mr MacKinnon: The Federal Parliament has
a much more extensive system of committees.
Its committees scrutinise legislation before it
comes to Parliament.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In some cases that is
true, but it is also true that many debates are
not subject to committee scrutiny but are sub-
ject to a time constraint of the sort I am speak-
ing of. Inevitably because of pressure of
business a move will be made towards time
constraints being placed on legislation con-
sidered by the Parliament.

The Leader of the Opposition moved on to
say that one of the reasons why the Opposition
found its task difficult was this interposing of
parliamentary business during the period when
the Address-in-Reply might normally be
expected to run. I can see that there may have
been some difficulty in that matter, but at the
same time I do not believe that the Leader of
the Opposition can, on comparative analysis,
accuse us of treating the Opposition in this
Parliament any less generously than the Oppo-
sition has ever been treated. We have extended
greater courtesies to the Opposition than were
extended to the Opposition when I was a mem-
ber of it. We can argue about that all day and
we can argue about the performance of the Op-
position or of the Government, but they are
mainly subjective assessments that will source
the arguments.

I do not propose to contribute to their exten-
sion. It is sufficient to say that my view is that
the Opposition has not easily become used to
being in Opposition and to not having the re-
sources it previously had. It is difficult, but we
battled for nine years with fewer resources than
Opposition members now have. We had the
same strictures. Under the previous Premier
but one, the prospects of obtaining any assist-
ance whatever were very slim.

I pick up the Leader of the Opposition on
one point and that is the fact that he said he
had not complained about any requests he had
made which were rejected. That is not true be-
cause he complained vociferously over the cost
of the telex machine and our failure to expend
extra money to pay for his use of the machine.
That was well publicised at the time.

Mr Hassell: When was that?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure when the

Opposition used the $5 000 allowance but the
Leader of the Opposition made perfectly clear
his dissatisfaction with having used the amount
of money allocated for the use of telex. It is not
a major point.

Mr Hassell: I do not think we made a request
for it to be increased. Quite frankly the situ-
ation has been serious, but we did not ask for
an increase.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure about a
formal request for an increase but I remember
publicity surrounding it.

Mr Hassell: There was publicity about the
fact that we had run into trouble. We did not
make any attack on the Government. You
increased the telex allowance 18 months ago.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, we did. We are
perfectly comfortable with the facilities we
have expanded to the Opposition.

As far as the Opposition's performance is
concerned, the Leader of the Opposition has to
expect that from time to time the Premier or
the Leader of the Opposition will criticise each
other about the performance of their respective
parties. There have been times when perhaps
the Opposition has not been used to being in
Opposition and has not done the detailed work
it could have done. It does not appear to have
approached its responsibilities with the experi-
ence we had after nine years, and I guess that is
understandable.

As far as the General Loan Fund debate is
concerned, the Leader of the Opposition
pointed to my discourtesy. Without wanting to
exacerbate the situation I point to the past his-
tory of the GLE and the debate surrounding it.
It is not true to say, to my knowledge anyway,
that there has ever been a debate of the nature
of the one that was carried on by the Oppo-
sition. The Opposition was well-known to have
made it perfectly plain that it intended to
stonewall or filibuster and delay business in the
Parliament for as long as possible.

Mr Hassell: That is not accurate.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We were asked on sev-

eral occasions whether we were aware of the
Opposition's intention to do that, and we
simply said we had not been officially informed
but it seemed the Opposition intended to delay
the passage of legislation for as long as possible.
We have had one or two, or perhaps a few
more, late sittings, but largely because of the
Opposition's own predeliction to lengthy de-
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bates on matters like the GLE. Previously that
has not occurred. I can remember occasions
when there were one or two or three speakers
on a OLE Bill, but never a debate of the sort
carried on by members of the Opposition on
this occasion.

Mr Trethowan: How often have the GRE Es-
timates been left till last?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot answer that
straightaway except to say that normally the
GREF Estimates are taken first.

Mr Trethowan: And the GLF is last, in which
case most of the Budget debate takes place on
the GRE. In this case they were brought on for
debate first.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member's point is
that had the CRIF been debated first members
opposite would have raised the points on the
GLE Bill?

Mr Trethowan: You were complaining that it
was not debated in this way in previous years.
The way the business has been handled has
been totally different.

Mr BRIAN BURKE:There is no meaning to
the member's point because the GRIF is still
being debated and whether the OLE is passed
in the traditional manner before or after the
CRIF is a matter of quaintness and interest; but
the GREF was the vehicle on which that sort of
debate has traditionally occurred and will oc-
cur on this occasion.

Mr Trethowan: People Were taking the first
opportunity they had to debate.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying they
were not. I am saying the GLE is not normally,
to my memory, a vehicle seen as providing the
opportunity in the way it was on this occasion.

Mr H-assell: There were a number of very
legitimate financial and budgetary questions
raised, to none of which were any answers
given, despite the undertaking by your deputy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was perfectly clear
from some Opposition members' comments
that a lot of points were raised without any
other reason than to ensure the passage of time
as well. Whether I am right or wrong, most
members of the Government are under the
firm impression that the Opposition intends to
filibuster as long as it can. Perhaps that is
wrong, but comments in passing by members
like the member for Vasse who said quite
plainly he could feel a speech coming on and
had better think of something to speak about
added to the Government's conviction of the
Opposition's intentions.
(1303

Mr Glarko: You would not hang your hat on
his comment because he did have something
significant to say.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not attribute
the whole of any importance to the member for
Vasse's comments about anything, but the
practical reflection of that view about the
filibustering intention of the Opposition was
the way the Opposition carried on in the GLIF
debate.

Mr Glarko: We deny that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE I know that.
Mr Glarko: The member for East Melville

was correct in relation to my situation. I spoke
on prisons where I would have spoken on that
matter on the GRE. I will not be saying that
again.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know members op-
posite deny it. Members have now told me
some of the reasons for denying it. It still seems
to me to be the case that the Opposition was
determined to filibuster and see as much
time as possible pass prior to any legislation
passing. Rightly or wrongly it was my view that
if that was the way the Opposition wanted to
pass the time it should be permitted to do so on
its own. I am sorry if that is seen as discourtesy
by the Leader of the Opposition.

As far as the Government is concerned the
Opposition made its bed in respect of the OLE
and it is not up to us to point out to the Oppo-
sition the error of its ways. Had I started to
answer all the points that were raised I suppose
my reply would have taken four weeks, and it
could not have been made without a
substantial amount of research. Some of the
exotic and unusual matters addressed by some
speakers beggar description, let alone answer.
Discourtesy or not, that is the clear position the
Government has in respect of the OLE.

Division 2 put and passed.
Division 3: Parliamentry Commissioner for

Administrative Investigations, $455 000-
Mr HASSELL: There is a very substantial

increase involved in the estimate for 1985-86
over the expenditure for 1984-85, from
$237 000 in round figures to $340 000. I would
like the Treasurer to explain what this is about
and why it is justified.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The simple answer is
that the passage of the Complaints Against
Police Bill involved the provision of additional
staff, and travel and other costs. The balance of
the allocation provides for normal costs. As far
as the increase is concerned, it is to cover the
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commissioner's new responsibilities in that he
can now investigate complaints against the
Police Force. The full year cost of new staff
appointed in 1984-85 in relation to that juris-
diction was $60 000. Then there were increases
in on-costs relating to travel and other ex-
penses.

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

Cabinet, $9 674 000-
Mr COURT: This department has grown

into a very large department with a large ex-
penditure of funds. I know a number of func-
tions that were not previously handled by the
department have been brought into it. The
Treasurer has said that this Government has a
different way of handling this department.
That might be so; but every year there seems to
be a considerable increase in its expenditure.
People say that a chief executive who needs
many people around him is weak.

In a previous debate we mentioned the prob-
lems of Parliament in getting information from
the Media Monitoring Office. However, when
one sees the amount of staff working in this
department, the provision of the odd transcript
for the Parliamentary Library should be a
simple exercise.

I think the Premier's need to surround him-
self with so many people is unhealthy and does
not set the example for other departments. We
are constantly striving for smaller government
and the need for fewer people to back up the
Premier. I agree that the Premier has an im-
portant job and needs some support staff. How-
ever, I believe it is not necessary for him to
have the amount of staff involved in his depart-
ment.

My other point relates to the question of
travel expenses. A few weeks ago the Premier
was under attack both from inside and from
outside this Parliament about free travel. The
Budget makes allowance for a certain amount
Of Money for travel for the Premier. I do not
believe that the matter was ever resolved prop-
erly. At the Press conference the Premier said
that there had been about 20 examples of cases
of free travel being provided to the Premier
and Ministers. However, he said he could not
give us that information because the infor-
mation he had was not up-to-date and did not
include all of the cases.

I think the Committee still needs an expla-
nation about free travel. The matter should be
aired once and for all. I think the Premier be-

lieves that the public does not agree with the
Premier's taking holidays at other people's ex-
pense.

Mr MacKINNON: I have a copy of the Esti-
mates for the year ending 30 June 1984, the
first full year of the Burke Labor Government.
The estimate for the Department of Premier
and Cabinet for that financial year which in-
cluded, as far as I am aware, similar functions
to those contained in the department today,
totalled $6.92 million. The allocation for this
financial year totals $9.674 million or a 45 per
cent increase in two years. We should consider
what has happened with the education budget.
It is a far larger total vote than the Department
of Premier and Cabinet. However, it has
received an increase of only eight per cent in its
allocation for the same period. It is little won-
der that people, like Mrs Margaret Ponta of
Highgate, write to newspapers. She wrote to the
newspaper on 31 October and spoke about the
30 groups which confronted the Treasurer for
emergency financial aid. The Treasurer has
found it easy to give his department a 40 per
cent increase in two years but has found it
difficult to provide money to community
groups which are desperately in need and
which are seeking support from this Parlia-
ment.

As the member for Nedlands rightly said, a
Government which calls itself a frugal Govern-
ment and says it is intent on cutting back ex-
penditure, does not set a very good example
when the area for which the Treasurer is re-
sponsible belies that comment.

Mr CASH: I raise an issue that I have raised
on two separate occasions in recent weeks. I
find it necessary to speak on the issue again
because to date no answer has been given to the
questions I have raised. Those questions relate
to the provision of Western Australian flags to
various sporting and other community groups
within members' electorates.

Mr Bryce: They cost $30 each.
Mr CASH: Again, the Deputy Premier bolts

and makes a mistake because he does not think
before he speaks. In fact, they cost $42.50.

Mr Bryce: Perhaps I get a discount because I
buy a lot.

Mr CASH: Perhaps the Deputy Premier does
get a discount, but he was wrong when he said
they cost $30 when in fact they cost $42.50.

1 raise the matter now because I see that
under "Ceremonial and Hospitality" an
amount of $220 000 has been set aside for
1985-86 in a budget for the Department of the
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Premier and Cabinet of $9.674 million. I be-
lieve that the Treasurer owes some explanation
to the Chamber as to why he does not see any
need to provide State flags to community and
other sporting organisations within the State.
The flags are asked for quite frequently and I
would have thought that we would all have
been proud to be able to present these flags and
fly them from the masthead.

I wonder whether the fact that the Depart-
ment of the Premier and Cabinet wants to
restrict the distribution of these flags has any-
thing to do with the philosophy of the Labor
Party, because I am reminded that recently the
Commonwealth Government put some restric-
tions on th e distribution of the Commonwealth
flag. I ask whether the Treasurer would care to
comment in respect of the State flag.

I hear some sort of interjection from the
member for Mandurah. If he does not wish to
present State flags in his area that is his busi-
ness. I would be very pleased to distribute a
number of these flags in my electorate, and
while at the moment I am prepared to fund
these from my own pocket, I believe that it is
something that the Treasurer may wish to con-
sider in a reallocation during this year's
Budget.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At the outset I point
out to members that the net percentage in-
crease in the Budget year on year for the De-
partment of Premier and Cabinet is 15.7 per
cent, in respect of wages and 11. 1 per cent in
respect of contingencies, making a total in-
crease in general termrs of 13.9 per cent, which
is not inordinate, particularly when we con-
sider that contrary to what the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition said-he could not have
looked at it too closely-new and extra func-
tions are involved. For example, the Timber
Bureau was never part of the Budget to which
he referred; in fact, it was not even part of last
year's Budget.

Mr Bradshaw: How long ago did the Depart-
ment take it over?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure. In this
year's Budget the Timber Bureau will receive
$ 163 000 for staff.

Mr MacKinnon: In my copy of the Estimates
under item 18 it says the Timber Bureau will
receive $33 000.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, but the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is talking only about
"Other Services". In fact, the allocation to the
Timber Bureau is estimated at $163 000 for
staff plus $33 000 under "Other Services",

which is a total of almost $200 000. If we take
the $200 000 as a new function off the increase
in the Budget, as we did in the net percentage
figures previously given, we see that the in-
crease is a fairly minor one overall. In any case,
it is also interesting to subtract the total num-
ber of staff. For example, there are 26 Corre-
spondence Despatch Office staff. The member
for Nedlands talked about a burgeoning bu-
reaucracy, but those 26 staff members have
been transferred into my department from Ad-
ministrative Services. If, in addition, we take
away the four Timber Bureau staff from my
departmental items, we reduce the total staff
number to 200 across all activities.

I remind members that there have been quite
dramatic increases in the resources committed
to areas such as the Women's Interests Div-
ision and attempts to modernise and stream-
line the Cabinet procedure.

All in all, we are looking at an increase of
perhaps 12 per cent or 13 per cent in the
Budget for the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. That does not seem to me to be un-
reasonable. It seems fair to me to question the
motives of the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition in referring to the 1983-84 Budget as his
base. Obviously that is much more convenient
than referring to last years Budget which seems
to me to be a more relevant comparison to
make.

I also point out that there has been a dra-
matic change because, unlike previous
Premiers, I have not been the Minister respon-
sible for resources development or industrial
development, for example, so I have not had
the support within a department that was
provided to previous Premiers by those depart-
ments- Thus there has been a change in that
method of operation and that change has
predicted some of the changes that are reflected
in the Budget estimates.

in respect of the flag, I have listened to the
member for Mt Lawley on two occasions. I
suppose that the member for Mt Lawley has 10
primary school* s in his electorate and one or
two high schools. Ten Or 12 sporting groups
might also want flags. All I can say is that even
if 100 people wanted the flags an amount of
$4 000 or so would be involved. I do not know
how the member for Mt Lawley approaches his
job, but in the first nine years of my period in
this Parliament I spent far more than that
amount annually on things like flags and the
like. It is not unreasonable to ask members of
Parliament to pay $40 for a flag for one group
or another. That does not mean that we are not
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proud of the flag or that somehow or other we
are trying to stop its fluttering proudly at its
mast; it means that we think members also
have some responsibilities. I am happy to have
the matter considered, but the general thrust of
the member for Mt Lawley who is able to stand
up after nine years in which his party did nut
do anything and bluntly say that we are to be
condemned or criticised for not doing anything
when the need was as pressing for nine years of
Liberal Party Government as it is now lacks
Credibility, particularly when we consider that
if the member for Mt Lawley were to provide
100 organisations in his electorate with a flag
he would pay roughly $4 000 for those flags.
That would not break his bank.

In any case, I am happy to consider the mat-
ter again, particularly in reference to schools,
but I think that the member for Mt Lawley
probably should consider his own resources
and the commitment he can make in the way of
presenting flags, because all of us are asked to
present flags. Not all of us ask the Government
to pay for the flags.

Item 3: Communications-

Mr MacKINNON: Whilst I acknowledge the
Premier's comment with respect to the Timber
Bureau, the fact remains that the expenditure
in this department has increased quite
substantially. I just refer to this item and ask
for an explanation. In 1983-84 the Budget
under the heading of "Communications" was
$60 000. The vote last year was in fact only
$81 000, although expenditure was consider-
ably more. The estimate for this year is
$ 154 000. 1 ask whether the Premier could ex-
plain to me the reason for such a rapid increase
from the 1984-8 5 vote to the 198 5-86 estimate.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition makes a fair
comparison. The expenditure in 1984-85 was
$138 801 and the estimate for 1985-86 is
$1 54 000. That is roughly 13 per cent different
and I am advised that that is to provide for a
general cost escalation and increase in activity.

Mr MacKinnon: The point I am making is
that the year before it was considerably less.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The vote was less but
the expenditure was not. It includes postal ex-
penses, telex charges and courier services. The
vote was less but the actual expenditure last
year was $138 801. The estimate for this year is
$ 154 000. In respect of the vote, the estimate is
far greater, but not in respect of the actual ex-
penditure.

[tern 7: Purchase of Plant, Equipment, etc.-
Mr COURT: I simply ask the Treasurer for

an explanation as to what this expenditure re-
lates to. Where does the increase from $81 000
to $255 000 come from?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The higher provision is
necessary to cover ongoing equipment needs
and the acquisition of extra computer facilities
for the department. The item generally pro-
vides for the purchase of office machines, com-
puter equipment and general items of equip-
ment. Across most of the departments mem-
bers will see in this Budget that provision has
been made under plant, equipment, etc. for in-
creases that go to the computerisation of as
much of the activity of Government as we can
reasonably afford to computerise on this oc-
casion.

Item 9: Ceremonial and Hospitality-
Mr COURT: I presume that in the coming

year many visitors will come to Western
Australia, some of them senior people from
overseas, largely as a result of the America's
Cup activity. Does the Treasurer envisage that
the funds for looking after these people will be
provided in this item or is provision made else-
where? Is that sort of thing covered under this
vote?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, it is not. The item
provides for visits by diplomatic corps mem-
bers and other distinguished visitors, foreign
Government missions, visiting Ministers and
Government hospitality extended to delegates
attending national and international confer-
ences, expenses associated with royal visitors,
State ceremonials, such as the opening of Par-
liament, and the reimbursement to the
Governor for out-of-pocket expenses incurred
on Governors General's visits and investitures.

I am not saying that in no case will this item
not extend to the hospitality provided to a par-
ticular visitor, for example, associated with the
America's Cup. However, that is not what the
item is intended to cover.

Last year there were 32 visits by ambassa-
dors, high commissioners, consul generals,
foreign Ministers, and other distinguished visi-
tors and lunches, dinners, and other functions
extended to these visitors totalled more than 80
different functions. The answer is that across
the Government generally funds are available
to provide hospitality for America's Cup visi-
tors, for example through the America's Cup
office and the Tourism Commission. This item
is intended to cover those categories to which I
have referred. That is not to say that there will
not be an occasion when someone will be
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visiting to whom courtesy or hospitality will be
extended on behalf of the State through the
hospitality and ceremonial section of the De-
partment of the Premier and Cabinet.

Item 10: Government Media Office-
Mr HASSELL: There is an increase of expen-

diture on this item from $ 151 000 to $174 000.
That takes us back to the question about the
provision of transcripts, etc. to the Parliamen-
tary Library. A substantial increase is involved
bearing in mind that it is apart from staff costs
and I ask the Treasurer what the increase is for
and what it covers. What is estimated to change
in this period?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not a very major
increase as I am sure the Leader of the Oppo-
sition will appreciate. It is an increase of
$23 000 which is in line with the general in-
crease of approximately 13 per cent to which I
referred previously. The information I have is
that the increased allocation is attributable to
general cost escalation. The item provides for
State promotion of publications, advertising,
publicity, photographs, reference material, tele-
vision and radio monitoring, the purchase of
newspapers, travelling by media officers, and
general maintenance of media equipment.

It is almost only an incremental increase; no
specific new activities to which I have been
referred are responsible for the increase of
approximately $23 000.

Item 15: American Liaise. Activities-
Mr COURT: Can the Treasurer give an ex-

planation of what these activities are? Do they
cover assistance to Ministers travelling to the
United States, throughout the United States or
whatever?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increase is mainly
due to the full-year cost being provided this
financial year as against the six-months cost
provided last financial year. The detail
provided to me in respect of the American
Liaison Activities is that the activity in the
United States was established by the Govern-
ment in recognition of the very real need for
proper and effective liaison with the monitor-
ing and coordinating functions of the United
States on behalf of our State in the many areas
in which this State has interests. Specific areas
of activity are: The maintenance of contact and
coordination with the United States business
and financial community; tourism stimulation
and promotion; America's Cup coordination;
and special projects, for example, for the ar-
rangements and schedules for visits to the
USA-

The item provides for the liaison officer, Mr
Arthur Reef, the liaison officer's services, the
cost of an office in the United States, and gen-
eral contingency expenses such as telephone,
stationery, reports, publications and travel ex-
penses. Mr Reef has proved to be a boon to
Ministers on occasions and was instrumental in
arranging a very beneficial itinerary for the
Minister for Minerals and Energy when he
addressed a major conference in San Francisco
in the past two months.

Division 4 put and passed.
Divisions 5 and 6-Governor's Establish-

ment, $881 000; Executive Council, $10-put
and passed.

Division 7- Office of Economic Development,
$287 000-

Mr HASSELL: The principal point I want to
raise in relation to the Office of Economic De-
velopment is the duplication of areas of
Government involved in economic develop-
ment and to ask precisely what this office is
engaged in.

We used to have a Department of Industrial
Development. We then gained a Department of
Resources Development as well.

Mr Bryce: That was during your Govern-
ment.

Mr HASSELL: That is true. We now have in
addition the South-West Development Auth-
ority, the Western Australian Development
Corporation, the Western Australian Govern-
ment Holdings and all its subsidiaries, includ-
tig Exim Corporation. We have a Technology
Development Authority and a Small Business
Corporation. There are one or two others also
involved in economic development.

There has been a dramatic increase in the
size of the department operated by the Deputy
Premier, with all sorts of new people brought
in, and all sorts of advertisements for people in
recent months. I do not suppose all those
positions have yet been filled.

Some time ago Within the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet a policy unit was estab-
lished. I do not know whether this Office of
Economic Development has taken over the role
of the policy unit.

We seem to have an amazing growth in the
number of Government bodies involved in one
way or another in business development or
economic development or in promoting
growth. Despite all these organ isations we do
not seem to be doing any better than we have
done in past years when we had fewer of them.
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I am seeking in this debate to ask the
Treasurer what it is precisely that this office
does. Where does it fit into the whole scene,
and why is it necessary to have this office in
addition to all the other bodies that we have in
this State?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The answer is that the
Office of Economic Development has played a
central and major role in assisting Government
with the renegotiation of the gas contract which
was successfully concluded a few months ago.
The Office of Economic Development, headed
by Mr McCarrey, a former Under Treasurer, is
charged with a special responsibility in a num-
ber of areas, including the ongoing surveillance
of and advice on that natural gas contract into
which the State has entered, as well as the in-
vestigation of and provocation of develop-
ments flowing specifically from that natural gas
surplus of which members have ample knowl-
edge.

It is not a big unit; it is not an intrusive one
in terms of the Department of Resources De-
velopment, the Department of Industrial De-
velopment or the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation. It is a small and very able
unit with good experience of Government and
with the capacity to pursue very vigorously
economic opportunities flowing specifically
from the natural gas contract into which the
State has entered. It also has the capacity to
straddle other areas of Government should
Ministers or the Treasurer wish advice in re-
spect of matters that they may have had under
consideration within their own departments.

I suppose the answer is that the unit plays a
very valuable role. Mr McCarrey makes a
substantial contribution. What can be
demonstrated to be part of that contribution is
the success of the renegotiation of the contract.
What he will be able to achieve in other areas
will depend upon the evidence which accrues to
his efforts, but I am confident in all those
areas-whether it is the investigation of
opportunities flowing from that gas surplus,
specific developments with which he will work
in his Office of Economic Development in con-
cert with the SEC or the Resources Develop-
ment Department, the WA DC, or the Indus-
trial Development Department-Mr McCarrey
and his small group of people will make a
unique contribution to the State's welfare. I do
not believe it can be demonstrated that the
Office of Economic Development has
duplicated any work whatsoever.

Division 7 put and passed.

Division 8: Equal Opportunity Commission,
$1104 000-

Mr COURT: I want to make a brief com-
ment on this Division. I am fortunate to be
able to speak with a number of different
groups, particularly of small business oper-
ators. At some recent functions problems have
been brought to my attention for the first time
which seem to be arising with the Equal Oppor-
tunity Commission. I have not had the time to
investigate these further, but suffice it to say
that a couple of businesses have told me some
pressure has been put on them. I think one
actually has a case against it where the business
did not comply with the legislation.

It is my intention to find out further infor-
mation, but as was brought up during the de-
bate on the legislation covering equal
opportunities, we were concerned that ad-
ditional regulatory burdens could be placed on
the business community which may inhibit
some of them from going about their normal
busi .nesses.

I hope that does not become the case, and I
hope the commission does not put additional
burdens on the business community, because
things are hard enough out there without the
nitpicking going on.

There is considerable opposition to any talk
of affirmative action. I know that this type of
action is talked about only for the larger
businesses, but it involves further demands on
a sector which is currently having a pretty
tough time. It is my intention to monitor this
very closely.

Division 8 put and passed.
Division 9: London Agency, $1 160 000-
Mr MacKINNON: My comments on the

London Agency refer to comments made in a
Press release by the Premier in March of 1983
just after he became the Premier. The Press
release said this-

"It seems ludicrous to me that for many
years the Western Australian Government
has maintained an office in London,
staffed by almost 40 people, but has had
no representation in South East Asia," the
Premier said.

I cannot see any increase in the Estimates this
year for South-East Asia Or in fact the Asian
offices in Japan and the Tokyo Agency, being
the only other agencies I am aware of. I ask the
Treasurer therefore, as the London Agency has
been wound down, when can we expect-if at
all-the South-East Asian offices that he was
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talking about in March 1983 to be established;
or has the Government changed its mind since
that time?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government's in-
tention is to increase our effectiveness and
presence in South-East Asia and far east Asian
regions. At the same time Exim Corporation,
which is active in that area, in general terms is
fairly new and we expect that the represen-
tation to which the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position refers will flow from the operations of
Exim perhaps on a more commercial basis than
previously.

I think that while it has taken some time to
wind down the London Agency in an effective
and efficient manner, that is now being
achieved and there is evidence of that in this
Budget. The stage is being set for the increased
representation to which I previously referred. I
would have liked to have achieved that
increased representation sooner, but Rome was
not built in a day and it takes a lot longer to
achieve change than many people first antici-
pate.

The general thrust of the Government's pol-
icy has not changed and that is that we should
be more efficiently represented in South-East
Asia and far east Asia than previously has been
the case.

Item 9: W.A. House and Official Residence-
Mr MacKINNON: I point to the expenditure

of $193 668 in 1984-85. The vote this year is
$380 000. Could the Treasurer explain to the
Committee the reason for the doubling of that
item?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increased pto-
vision provides for the cost of conversion of
part of Western Australia House into a residen-
tial flat for the Agent General. That amount is
$187 000. On the recommendation of the
Agent General, the Government has decided to
sell the house in Wimbledon and convert part
of the presently rented Agent General's office
in London into a residential flat. The toDP floor
will be converted and that will cost an ad-
ditional $187 000 in 1985/86.

Mr MacKinnon: What do you estimate the
building cost will be?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know the
answer. I would be guessing.

Mr Court: It is the top floor of the office
building.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes. It is now vacant.

Division 9 put and passed.

Division 10: Tokyo Agency, $439 990-put
and passed.

Division [I: Public Service Board,
$9 202 000-

Mr HASSELL: The basic question to be
answered here is the very substantial increase
from $5.3 million in round figures to $9.2
million. If one looks at it in terms of salaries
and wages it is from $4.2 million to $7 million
on all counts. It is very substantial. Presumably
there is a particular reason for it. I raise the
question particularly when one sees we have
the creation of an Office of Redeployment and
Retraining with a $2.6 million allocation
involved. That really is a Public Service Board
item, so the total increase in relation to the
Public Service Board Operation is enormous
when one takes that into account. I would like a
response on that point.

Mr COURT: I reinforce the comments of the
Leader of the Opposition. We have heard a lot
in the past year about the Government improv-
ing the efficiency of certain departments, and I
think the classic one was the Public Works De-
partment and its conversion into the Building
Management Authority, where the staff went
through a dramatic upheaval and we saw that a
number of people either left or went elsewhere.
Perhaps we are finding out where they went
when we look at Divisions I I and 12. There
has been an upheaval, with all the human
trauma that went on with that particular case,
and the end result is that the staff are still
working somewhere inside the Government,
and the Government simply allocated $4
million to handle that particular problem. I do
not think one could say what the Government
has achieved has been all that successful. We
will be debating the whole question, I presume,
when we deal with the BMA. I support the
Leader of the Opposition in those comments.

I would also like to make the point that I
think the Public Service Board does have a
very important role to play and these days we
realise that people are a most important
asset-they are certainly the Government's
most important asset. They are also a very ex-
pensive asset and it is important that we get the
maximum value out of those people.

I would fully support the move by the Public
Service Board to update continually the way it
goes about helping manage the people who are
involved in the Government's operations. I
hope the Treasurer's explanation will further
enlighten us as to what it is doing training-wise
as to some of their activities and other func-
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tions it is providing because it seems to be
getting more and more into this field of provid-
ing management consultancy services to the
different Government departments. Again, the
board would be in a good position to provide
this service. Some of the people working in this
department are very professional and capable
people who can do it.

Does the Treasurer think there is a dupli-
cation of services from some of the other
Government departments?

The Minister for Technology is responsible
for DOCIT, which provides services to the de-
partments on their requirements for computing
services and the like. I think there might be a
duplication. I think there may already be
people in the Public Service Board, if they do
not provide that advice, who are quite capable
of providing that advice.

Mr Bryce: No, they are not. They have very
different functions. I thought you had a brief
on this.

Mr COURT: I am talking about the Public
Service Board because I know some of the
people providing the management consul-
tation-type service from the Public Service
Board to some of the departments are very
capable and very experienced people in the
computer field and quite capable of providing
the advice. Does the Treasurer believe that
there is a duplication of these services being
provided?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: To start at the end; no.
I do not believe there is a duplication; but I
think that at the end of this week, after the
Chairman of the Public Service Board has fully
briefed the Leader of the Opposition, as I
understand he intends to do on Thursday,
about the new initiatives the board is taking,
then he will understand and applaud the reason
for much of the increase. Some of the new in-
itiatives relate to things like corporate plan-
ning, to the broad banding that has been
introduced, to the development of strategic
systems in personnel and records management,
and also executive training arrangements and
courses that are now to be embarked upon.

It is also true that there has been an increase
in the number of staff flowing from the
restructured BMA. We have never claimed that
all of those people who were found to be excess
to the needs of the BMA left the service. A
substantial proportion did.

But those who chose not to leave the service
were guaranteed redeployment and retraining.
That is being done through the Public Service

Board. There is an amount in excess of $1.4
million of the total increase which represents
an increase in wages for staff undergoing train-
ing-that is, the management training initiat-
ive. This is not to say that there has been any
excess of staff because those staff who are
retrained and redeployed will be positioned
within the service and their positioning will
mean that new recruitment will not be necess-
ary to fill vacancies, as they will fill them.
Already we have a surprising success rate in the
placing of people who have been retrained and
redeployed. It really is lamentable that an
Office of Retraining and Redeployment was
not established until the past year in this State.
Private enterprise has been embarking on its
own retraining and redeployment for many
years, yet Government in this State has never
accepted the responsibility to face up to
changes that have occurred in the nature of the
Public Service, and to accommodate those
changes.

Mr Court: How do you account for the two
amounts: That is, this one and the amount for
the Office of Redeployment and Retraining?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One is the Office of
Redeployment and Retraining; that is, the
wages of Mr Maine and his staff, and the
contingencies attached to the office. The other
is an amount of money made available as
wages to people who are undergoing manage-
ment training courses as part of the redeploy-
ment and retraining process. One is for the
actual office and the other is for the people
undergoing the process.

I do not think there is any duplication any-
where at all and I believe that the Public Ser-
vice Board is making tremendous strides in the
management of the most valuable resource that
the public sector has-that is, people.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr MacKINNON: In question 1316 1 asked

the Treasurer about the item headed "Staff
Undergoing Training" which is now listed as
being $2 million, and he gave me an indication
of the Public Service Board's commitment to
the functions that the Treasurer just spoke
about. Could he give me an indication as to
how that money will be spent? Is it to be spent
on consultants? Where is this $2 million, which
is almost four times the amount spent last year,
actually going to be spent, and how is the train-
ing to be carried out?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The money is essen-
tially the salaries paid to the staff undergoing
management retraining for a period of one year
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on courses organised by the board through, I
think, the Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology. These people are being paid under this
item and that is their wages. It is a 12-month
course and at the end of the 12-month period
those retrained personnel are placed in
positions in service that may bear very little
relationship to those from which they originally
came.

Mr MacKinnon: In effect the number of
people in the Public Service should be
increased by the number of people in training
in that area at one time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, because they are
included as people in the Public Service.

Mr MacKinnon: They are not included else-
where as an item or number? I refer to the
member for Nedlands' comments.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition listened, be-
cause I answered that. What I said was thait of
the number of staff from the BMA who were
found to be-

Mr MacKinnon: I am talking only about the
BMA.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that they
are only BMA people, because that is the only
major restructuring that we have undertaken.
There may be some people on the attached list,
but I do not think so. I think it refers on ly to
people from the BMA.

Mr Court: Unattached officers?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: They are officers

placed on the attached list, but I do not believe
they are undergoing the training that is covered
by the expenditure referred to in this item. As
far as I am informed, this item refers specifi-
cally to those people who were working in the
old Public Works Department who chose not to
take advantage of the redundancy package that
was offered, but wanted to stay in the service
and were offered a full 12 months' retraining.
This is their wages that we are talking about
and the placement of those people in the ser-
vice in other positions will occur during and
after their retraining period; but they are still
public servants and are still listed. as public
servants.

Item 4: Services and Contracts-
Mr MacKINNON: Again, I ask a question of

the Treasurer about this item because it has
seen a pretty dramatic increase. In answer to
the question I asked on 24 October the
Treasurer said-

The net increase in the provision reflects
mainly increases in consultants' fees of
$64 000-e.g. development of strategic
systems PIMS; data processing charges
associated with strategic systems

I ask: What is a strategic system?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The strategic system

is a PIMS-a personnel information man-
agement system. It costs $64 000 which rep-
resents the consultant's fee for the development
of strategic systems and data Processing
charges associated with those systems. Then
there was general printing of $7 000. The data
processing charges associated with the system
were $253 000 but it relates to the
informational systems that the board is
developing and of which it is very proud.

Item 7: Purchase of Plant, Equipment, etc.-
Mr MacKINNON: I would ask the Treasurer

to explain the reason for the Purchase of plant
and equipment increasing from an expenditure
of' roughly $5 000 last year to $395 000 which
is the vote for 1985-86.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The increase provides
funds for office automation. The personnel in-
formation systems-PIMS-cost $33 000 and
computer equipment cost $12 000.

Mr Court: Did DOCIT recommend PIMS?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether

it did. The consultant's fee indicates that an
outside consultant was used. Perhaps, the Min-
ister for DOCIT knows.

Mr Bryce: No he does not.
Item 8: Development and Training-
Mr MacKJNNON: The expenditure for this

vote is $437 000 compared with $170 000 last
year. Could the Treasurer explain this in the
light of what he explained this evening? Should
the most unfortunate thing happen and the
Government be re-elected at the next election,
I will be interested to see exactly how much the
vote for the Public Service will go down next
year in the light of this new efficiency drive and
considerable investment in retraining and
changes for the future. I will take the
Treasurer's word: I believe that we need to de-
vote some expenditure towards expanding the
assets we have in the Public Service which, by
and large, are its people. It will be interesting to
see exactly how much, if any, the vote is
reduced in the forthcoming years. I hope it is
considerable.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The higher provision
reflects mainly expenditure relating to the hu-
man resources management training initiative
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and to EDP training costs. To detail what is
provided for in expenditure terms under this
item, it is the executive and management de-
velopment and EDP training for all Govern-
ment departments.

Division 11 put and passed.

Division 12: Office of Redeployment and
Retraining, $2 630 000-

Mr HASSELL: Again we see here the effec-
tive creation of a new department. It is jump-
ing from an expenditure in the last financial
year of $54 000 to an estimated expenditure of
$2.6 million. This is the sort of situation where
one sees runaway growth and I think the
Treasurer should provide a complete expla-
nation about the Office of Redeployment and
Retraining; what it is meant to do, who is in it,
and why and in what way the system has been
changed to require the creation, existence, and
support of such an organisation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Office of Re-
deployment and Retraining can be equated to a
new department and there has been a signifi-
cant increase of $2 386 898 in the office's
salaries budget.

Previously, when talking about extra money
for salaries in the Public Service Board's vote, I
was talking about the wages of unattached
officers. I made a mistake. The training courses
referred to when I was speaking about that cost
referred to training under the human resources
training programme which the department has
implemented. It is a programme where em-
ployees are taken from various departments for
a 12 months' training period and are sent back
to the department from where they came or to
other departments.

The salaries of unattached officers are in-
cluded in the Office of Redeployment and
Retraining. Unfortunately, I misled the
Chamber unintentionally by talking about an
amount under the Public Service vote of some-
thing in the order of $2 million being the
salaries of unattached officers from the recently
reconstructed BMA. The unattached officers
are covered under Division 12, item 1, and it
involves an amount of $2 014 000.

Division 12 put and passed.

Division 13: Treasury, $11 146 000-
Mr MacKINNON: The Treasury office ex-

penditure has certainly blossomed in recent
years. There is a significant increase in this
year's estimate especially in comparison with
the 1984-85 expenditure.

However, if one looks back at the 1983-84
estimates one will see that in 1982-83 the ex-
penditure under the heading of "Treasurer"
was $4.284 million. The estimate for 1983-84
was marginally up on that figure at $4.715
million. This year, the vote is for $11.1
million-a remarkable increase.

I refer to a question I asked in October 1983.
It was simply how many people were currently
employed in the Treasury Department office.
The answer was that at 31 October, 160 people
were employed by Treasury in a permanent or
full-time capacity.

Mr Brian Burke: When did you ask that
question?

Mr MacKINNON: It was 31 October 1983.
This year, we see an increase in the staffing

level to 264. Again, it is quite a remarkable
increase. My estimate is that from October
1983 to October 1985 there has been an in-
crease of almost 100 staff in the Treasury
office.

Mr Brian Burke: It is misleading going back
two years. Last year the figure was 262.

Mr MacKINNON: The Treasurer made that
point earlier this evening, but the fact is that
when his Government came into office there
were 160 people working in this section in
October 1983 and now there are 264. In other
words, 100 additional people have been
employed in that office in two years. There
must be a good explanation for that.

Last year the expenditure was $7.7 million
and this year the estimate is $11.1 million. I
understand that part of the increase is to cover
services and contracts and I guess that is the
result of computerisation. However, it is a
massive increase from $4.2 million in the last
year that we were in Government to $11.1
million this year.

I ask the Treasurer the reason not only for
the massive blow-out in the Treasury estimate,
but also for the blow-out in the employment of
staff during that period.

Mr COURT: I support the comments of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. There has
been a considerable increase in the operations
of Treasury.

I take this opportunity to express my concern
about Division 13. It is not very often that we
are given the chance to debate the activities of
Treasury. I express my concern that Treasury,
with its expertise and first-class staff, has seen
fit to transfer the management of its short-term
cash surpluses to another body outside the con-
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trol of this Parliament; that is, to the Western
Australian Development Corporation. The
Treasury has had a very good track record for
its investment of the surplus funds of this State.

We now have the situation where the funds
are transferred to the WADC. The Treasurer
has said that WADC will be able to work those
funds harder and will receive a better rate of
return than that which would be achieved if the
funds were invested by Treasury.

Mr Cash: It is a vote of no confidence in
Treasury.

Mr COURT: It is a vote of no confidence in
Treasury. If the Treasurer wanted to make it
possible for Treasury to enter into the types of
activities into which WADC can enter, under
the changes to the Financial Adminstration and
Audit Bill it could have widened the powers to
enable Treasury to undertake those activities.
According to the Prime Minister anyone hand-
ling those types of funds in the months ahead
will be able to earn high interest.

On 5 November the Government had $500
million-odd to invest. When those funds were
in the hands of Treasury they might have been
invested in a conservative fashion, but they
were certainly safe and they did make a good
return. Now those funds are held by WADC
and I have asked questions about this. The
answer I have been given is that WADC is
using these funds to trade in Government
bonds and bank bills. We all know that that is
one way in which a person can make a lot of
profit, very quickly; but he can also make a
very quick loss. In the current volatile market
the interest rates, are jumping quickly. I used to
say, "Who would think that interest rates could
go up five per cent in one year?" but it looks as
though they will go up seven per cent if the
current trend continues.

Mr Brian Burke: Did you really used to say
that? I have never heard anyone say that.

Mr COURT: I have said it a number of
times. Who could have budgeted for that in-
crease last year? Who would have thought that
interest rates would rise as quickly as they
have? There is now talk that the overdraft rates
will move from 18.5 per cent to possibly 20 per
cent.

The point I am making is that I have asked
whether the WADC is trading in those securi-
ties and whether it has made any losses. It
could get caught if interest rates rise at the rate
they have recently, and considerable losses
could occur. In the last week the interest rate
increased by one per cent. In this connection I

refer to the experience in Melbourne with
MAVIS. That was just an example of a body
which got caught.

Mr Brian Burke: I have the feeling that I
have heard all this before.

Mr COURT: The Treasurer has heard it be-
fore because I have repeated it at least a dozen
times in the last year. I have repeated it be-
cause I am concerned about the safety of these
funds. We are talking about hundreds of
millions of dollars. With reference to the
example I referred to in Melbourne, that or-
ganisation had a shortfall of approximately $3
million and it paid out 97c in the dollar. We
are debating the vote to the Treasury at the
moment and the Treasury is quite capable of
managing the funds. If the Treasury wants to be
able to invest in more risky ventures by all
means insert the necessary controls to enable it
to do so if it is considered that the risk will be
worth the additional return. However I do not
support the proposition of management of
these funds being transferred to a body which is
not accountable to this Parliament.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said
that there had been an increase in staff and
other costs. I would like to know how many
people were involved in handling the manage-
ment of these funds. I do not believe it was a
large number of people but the WADC has
spent a considerable sum setting up its money
market operations under that corporation. A
function is being removed from the Treasury
and at the same time the costs of running this
department have increased substantially.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition does the debate a disservice
when he refers to the 1983-84 Budget. He is
able then to neglect to mention substantial
structural changes that have occurred which
give rise to the comparison he finds favourable
when he looks at this year's Budget.

Last year, as I indicated, 262 people were
employed in Treasury. This year the figure is
264, an increase of 2. That is hardly a magnifi-
cent increase. When the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition goes back because it does not suit
his comparison to use the previous year, he
does not tell us that the financial systems de-
partment branch was transferred from the for-
mer Department of Computing and infor-
mation Technology into Treasury. The
130-odd people associated with the department
at that time went into Treasury in that year.

Mr MacKinnon: If 130 went into Treasury in
addition to the 160 that means there should be
290 employees.

4139



4140 [ASSEMBLY)

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not saying that.
The final figure may have been 100 or 140;
there may have been some wastage and I am
not sure of the final figure. In any case the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition neglected to
mention the fact, or perhaps he did not know
about it.

Mr MacKinnon: How could I ascertain that
from the printed figures?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition could have ascertained it from
last year's Bill and Estimates, had he bothered
to do the work. He was looking for a favourable
comparison.

Mr MacKinnon: I was looking at last year's
and it seemed to be a similar comparison.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At the bottom of page
42 of last year's Estimates was a note that that
branch had transferred into Treasury. If the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition had looked at
Division 18, he could have worked it out. It
would at least have given him a clue that would
have caused him to desist from talking about a
massive increase in Treasury.

It is not fair to attack Treasury in that way. It
is a frugal department and I have to twist its
arms to encourage it to take on more staff in
important areas. Because it is supervising other
departments it feels that it must set an
example. It is not fair of the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition to accuse the department of be-
ing profligate. Going back to 1983-84, and
leaving out an important structural change, is
not a fair way of making a comparison.

If the Deputy Leader of the Opposition looks
at the contingencies he will see where most of
the extra money is-in services and contracts.
Almost $2 million is allocated for the conver-
sion of the NCR system to the IBM system
being undertaken in Treasury. When the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition makes the com-
parison from 1983-84 to 1985-86, missing out
1984-85, he also misses the distortion in the
wages due to the transfer to which I referred
previously. I do not think it is a fair compari-
son unless it is made in much more detail. The
increase in the wages estimates was from $7.71
million to $11 15I million, approximately $3.44
million, much of which is attributable to the
conversion to the IBM system to which I re-
ferred earlier.

Division 13 put and passed.
Division 14: Audit, $3 685 000-
Mr MacKINNON: I indicated last year on

this item in the Budget papers the same criti-
cism that I make this year. Since the currei-it

Government has been in office this department
has been one of the worse treated of all
Government departments.

The Government came to office with many
great claims about efficiency in Government
and I have taken a great deal of interest in
those claims. It claimed it would introduce sun-
set clauses; I can recall the present Deputy
premier saying how it would introduce sunset
clauses as a matter of efficient Government
operation. However, it has yet to introduce
one.

It also spoke about introducing efficiency
audits, yet from memory only one such audit
has been carried out by the Government.

We now see a reduction in staff for the Audi-
tor General. I do not think that is reasonable If
the Government were dinkum. about efficiency
in Government and about improving the office
of Auditor General to the stage where it could
properly do its job in looking after the ef-
ficiency of Government, we would be seeing a
very much better allocation of resources to the
Auditor General.

Mr COURT: We recently debated the
Financial Administration and Audit Bill, which
was designed to improve the accountability of
Government departments and authorities and
provide more up-to-date auditing techniques to
help make departments more efficient. Does
the Treasurer believe the Auditor General will
be able to carry out his functions with the re-
sources being allocated to him? The Treasury
has been allocated some $2 million for the
transfer of a computer system, yet this whole
department is to be allocated just $3.5 million.

My other question concerns the new Audit
Act, which allows for the private sector to do
some Government auditing. Does the
Treasurer envisage that in future years more
and more of this work will be going out to the
private sector?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As the Deputy Premier
remarks, it is a bit priceless that when we in-
crease expenditure we are criticised and when
we decrease expenditure we are criticised. On
this occasion we have decreased expenditure
on the Opposition's terms for the purest of mo-
tives, because the decrease in staff is due to the
transfer of the audits of local authorities to the
private sector. We have done something the
Opposition wanted us to do.

Mr MacKinnon: You didn't do it: we did.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members opposite may

have made the decision, but we actually
transferred it.

4140



[Tuesday, 12 November 1985] 44

The Auditor General has been
accommodated to a degree that has pleased
him. Certainly his most pressing need was for
office space and I understand be is satisfied in
that area. The transfer allowed the decrease in
staff during 1983-84 except that three officers
are still to be replaced as at I July 1985.

The increase of $270 149 is to cover the
full-year effect of award increases, and to make
provision to cover anticipated award increases
and other salary costs including annual in-
crements, allowances and full-year costs of
vacant items. The salary of the Auditor Gen-
eral is met by the "Special Act" division of the
Estimates.

I am not aware of his coming to us saying he
wants a great many more staff or of his making
known he cannot manage the new Financial
Administration and Audit Act responsibilities
with his existing staff. If he cannot he will be
given more staff.

Mr MacKinnon: What is the problem with
efficiency audits? Why have you not pursued
them with the vigour I thought you were
intending to pursue them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot answer that
question. I think it has something to do with
the new Financial Administration and Audit
Act and the way in which accountability will
change under that Act.

As I have said, we do not have any predilec-
tion not to give the Auditor General all the
facilities we can reasonably give him. However,
as a result of the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition's raising the matter I will refer it to the
Auditor General and determine whether he has
sufficient resources.

Division 14 put and passed.
Divisions 15 to 23 postponed, on motion by

Mr Cordon Hill.
Division 24: Crown Law, $25 343 000-
Mr MENSAROS: I would like to raise a

number of problems I have with areas coming
within the portfolio of the Attorney General,
and I will commence firstly with the Family
Court. I find it quite strange that virtually no
other single item has been the subject of so
many complaints made to me, either as the
member for Floreat-or when I have been a
Minister-over the last nine months or so since
I have been Opposition spokesman on legal
matters than the Family Court. It is interesting
to note that without exception the complain-
ants have been men. That leads me to say that
in a democracy we cannot ignore such a com-
paratively large number of complaints and we

cannot dismiss them as being made by people
in an emotional state or by cranks prepared to
complain about anything.

The number is too great and the varying
complaints indicate that there must be some-
thing wrong. I am not saying there is necess-
arily something wrong with the Family Court
itself. I am aware that Western Australia is the
only State which has a State Family Court,
although the legislation which established the
Family Law Act and the Family Court was
Commonwealth legislation, enabling the States
to establish a court, which only Western
Australia has taken up.

By comparison, although it is very difficult
to make a comparison, I would think that this
court, being a State Court and therefore nearer
the people, should be even better than the
courts operating in the other States. There was
some indication of this at the Constitutional
Convention which I attended this year. The
matter came up for discussion in connection
particularly with the dual jurisdiction, because
both State and Commonwealth law apply in
these family matters. The main legislation is a
Commonwealth Act which was brought down
during the time of the Labor Government be-
tween 1972 and 1975 and, again, it is subject to
quite justifiable and large amounts of criticism.

That criticism does not only come from the
conservative side of politics, because quite re-
cently Mr Kim Beazley, a prominent retired
Labor politician, has taken up the criticism. I
must admit that I fully agree with him. Mr
Beazley stressed the situation where the Family
Court legislation ignored the family as a unit
despite its name, and was based more on the
individual. Whatever one can criticise Mr
Beazley for, I agree and have always agreed
with his ethical and moral views. Some people
might not.

There is without doubt a lot of difficulty in
the operation of the jurisdiction itself. It is a
great pity that some of these matters, according
to the Constitution and quite justifiably, have
been taken up by the Commonwealth and as a
consequence many problems which have to be
resolved in connection with families are partly
under the jurisdiction of the Commonwealth
law and partly, particularly with regard to
property and financial matters, under the juris-
diction of State courts. The Government's aim
ought to be, as is the aim of the Opposition, to
somehow get these jurisdictions into one hand
because quite obviously that would at least
ameliorate the situation about which there are
so many complaints.
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There is another matter in connection with
this which, albeit prima facie a Commonwealth
matter, is very important and very much con-
nected with the Family Court questions. That
is the problem of the Marriage Guidance Coun-
cil of Western Australia Inc. I suppose all mem-
bers would have received a very well
documented and extensively detailed sub-
mission by that council which spells out the
problems, particularly the financial problems,
it has. It explains that the Commonwealth
funding has only increased by 7.34 per cent
during the last year and that will result in a
cash deficit of $60 000 this year, which in turn
will result in the sad fact that the December
salary cheques; will not be honoured.

The submission then goes on to say that this
is despite the fact that there have been volun-
tary reductions in staff salaries and there are
quite a number of people who give their
services entirely free, and yet according to the
agreement which the council made with the
Commonwealth, it is bound to charge the
people who are accepting counselling because
that is one of the conditions of maintaining
even what the council justifiably considers to
be a meagre subsidy from the Commonwealth.

The council is not very happy with this pro-
vision of having to introduce fees for services.
It points out, quite justifiably and quite rightly,
that the expenditure going towards the council
is actually a saving to the Federal Government
or, in our case, to the State Government as
well. The council even gives a figure. It reckons
that every dollar spent saves about $6 of sup-
porting parent's benefit, which is a Common-
wealth expenditure, and on the cost of liti-
gation in the Family Court, which is a State
expenditure but which then, if the counselling
service has more result, logically has fewer
cases to handle.

The submission also says that 40 per cent of
the officers receive no remuneration whatso-
ever for their services despite the charge to the
client.

I believe the Attorney General should direct
his attention to this matter, and even if he
himself cann ot do a lot in connection with the
subsidies towards this council, at least he
should be able to remind his Federal colleagues
that their budgetary supply this year was not
only small but counterproductive as well.

I thought it would be appropriate to record
these observations about the present legal
system, and it would be equally appropriate if I
use this debate to spell out some of the
thoughts which the Opposition has in connec-

tion with legal matters. In doing this I will con-
tradict the Treasurer, who not only said that
the Opposition is lazy but also said we do not
have any positive policies. Of course, that is far
from the truth and it is probably only wishful
thinking on his part.

Law and justice are becoming almost
separated in our society. The growing com-
plexity of the law is driving them apart. Too
much of the law is becoming so complex that
even experts are, more often than not,
disagreeing as to its meaning and its interpret-
ation. The average citizen is too often unable to
know what the law means and the cost of
taking or defending an action is more often
than not quite beyond the capacity of the
average citizen. Again, the law is therefore
more available to Governments, large
companies, large unions, and others who are
financially strong, as opposed to individuals,
most of whom are financially too weak to seek
justice at courts.

This is now true not only for the average
individual, but also for small business and
smaller organisations. As law is based on legis-
lation it is our view that law-makers should
take more interest in the effect on the com-
munity of the rules they set for the community
to live by. It ought to be said that this issue
cannot be left alone to bodies like the Law
Reform Commission whose main task is to
make existing laws better. What is also now
needed is to make a system which is simpler
and bring justice and the law back together.

I wanted to point out in view of the fact that
I do not think the Treasurer was right in saying
that we wanted to filibuster that these points
are very pertinent and are important from the
point of view of the Attorney General's port-
folio.

Another matter which should be mentioned
is the question of parole, or the result of de-
cisions by the Parole Board which is occupying
the thinking of a large number of people and
has received a lot of publicity recently, and
justifiably so. What we observe happening in
case after case is that convicted criminals are
let out at the first legal opportunity and are
committing offences again while on parole.
They are a risk to the community as a whole.
The Government has a Bill before Parlia-
ment-I do not know whdther it has reached
the Assembly-to amend the offenders
probation and parole legislation.

Mr Grill: It has passed the Council and is
about to be introduced here.
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Mr MENSAROS: In this legislation the
Government proposes to open up the dis-
cretion of the court so that it need not interpret
the present Statute in such a way that it is
almost compelled to set a minimum term. On
the contrary, the court should consider itself to
be at liberty not to set a minimum term in
many cases. That goes some way towards
answering the public outcry in connection with
insufficiently harsh penalties and, in particular,
with early parole. It does not go far enough
because despite this amendment the Parole
Board will not be subject to any new provisions
in law under which it would be better able to
consider the interest of the community at large.

That is precisely what the community wants.
Opinion in the community is led by the media,
and in this case I think the media led and the
effect on community opinion is quite justified
because there are undoubtedly cases in which
criminals, particularly those who have repeat-
edly committed offences, are a grave risk to
society. Their parole should be considered not
only according to the crime itself and their be-
haviour but in particular whether they consti-
tute a risk to the community. I hope the Minis-
ter will relate these thoughts to the Attorney
General and that some consideration will be
given to them. The solution of this problem is
definitely our policy, and we will implement it.

Mr GRILL: The member has raised a num-
ber of matters in a very general sense. Firstly he
referred to the Family Court and the Family
Law Act. He referred to a number of com-
plaints about the substantive law applied in
that court, and indicated that all the com-
plaints he had received had come from men. I
have read in the newspapers the kernel of the
complaints that are coming forward. I would
probably agree that the Family Law Act needs
to be looked at in respect of those matters
although the member did not specify the de-
tails; buttI know the general nature of the com-
plaints. There is a feeling among a substantial
section of the population that in certain cir-
cumstances men are not being treated as justly
as they might be by the Family Law Act. It is
something that legislators at a Federal level
need to apply themselves to. The substantive
law applied in the Family Court is a Federal
matter. Administration of the Family Court is
very much a State matter. I do not think the
member for Floreat was directing any of his
remarks at the administration of the court,
therefore this Parliament apart from making
representations to the Federal Government
cannot take these matters very much further.

The member also commented on the Mar-
riage Guidance Council and made a plea for
increased funding. We would like to see
funding increased to the council, and I have no
doubt that the Attorney General will make the
necessary representations to the Federal
Government.

The member for Floreat then went on to deal
with some general questions relating to the
administration of the law. He made a plea for a
simpler system. We would all agree we would
like to see a simpler system and simpler laws.
That has been the catchcry of legislators and
members of the public for centuries. We can all
make that plea; I do not know whether it will
bring anything closer; it is probably 'pretty
doubtful.

The member then went on to deal with his
and his party's concern over the operation of
the Parole Board and the so-called early release
of prisoners. When this Parliament debated the
Dodd case several weeks ago I was able to
produce on behalf of the Attorney General
some comparative figures relating to how the
Opposition had dealt with cases of murder and
how the Dodd case had been dealt with. It was
able to allude to 17 cases and in almost every
instance, with the exception of one or possibly
two, the prisoner was dealt with more leniently.

Mr Mensaros: That is not the answer to the
question even though it might be so. I raised
the question because in this case there seemed
to be a justifiable public uproar because the
person being released was a danger to the com-
munity. That was not the case on other oc-
casions. You did not read in the newspaper
that someone had been let out and had com-
mitted another rape. The risk to the public has
to be taken into account. It is not a question of
what the previous Government did.

Mr GRILL: We had this argument on a pre-
vious occasion. I do not think it will do us a lot
of good to canvass these issues again tonight.
The public uproar over the release of Dodd was
somewhat artificial because much of it was
manufactured by the Press. It is an easy matter
over which to whip up emotion. I think the
Opposition would be very hard put to justify its
case with hard facts. Tomorrow we will be de-
bating the Offenders Probation and Parole
Amendment Bill. That might be a better time
to debate this question.

Item 9: Law Courts-
Mr MENSAROS: Will the Minister explain

the proposed expenditure for the Law Courts. I
am not critical about the increase because it is
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necessary. If anything, it should have been
greater. The increase has been from $5.3
million to $6 million. It is better than nothing.

Mr GRILL: The increase totals $760 000
approximately. Most of that increase has been
allocated to firstly higher court reporting, and
witnesses and juror fees to cater for increased
court activity; secondly, for the provision of six
judges to attend the District and County Court
Judges' conference; thirdly, the revised security
services contract for the Central Law Court
building; fourthly, higher SEC charges due to
installation of air-conditioning in some lower
courts in 1984-85; fifthly, the provision of
word processing equipment for two new judges
appointed last year; and, lastly, increased Fam-
ily Law Court expenditure which probably is
not reflected in the amount that I mentioned
because it will be 100 per cent funded by the
Commonwealth.

The courts covered include the Supreme
Court, the District Court, the Family Court,
the Coroners Court, the Court of Petty
Sessions, the Childrens Court, and the Small
Debts Court. The provision provides for ad-
ministrative expenses, equipment, court
reporting, witnesses and jurors' fees, increased
expenses etc, and things of that nature.

Division 24 put and passed.
Division 25: Corporate Affairs Office,

$4 902 000-put and passed.
Division 26: Public Trust office,

$3 527 000-
Mr MENSAROS: I think it would be very

desirable-it is our policy-to amend the pro-
visions which govern trustees' investments be-
cause today everybody wants a better return on
investment, It is a great pity that trustee
companies-not only the Public Trustee but
also other trustee companies-are restricted by
the law governing the choice of investment
available to them. I am not advocating less
security because there are many investments
other than what trustees can use which even the
Treasury or its subsidiary, the WADC, use for
investing taxpayers' money. I can understand
people such as widows or others who have
inherited assets being managed by trustee
companies, wanting the benefits from proper
investments.

I oppose change for change's sake. This is an
example of a change being of benefit to many
people. It would not disadvantage anyone,
virtually. This will be OUr policy on return to
Government and it is a pity the Government
has not thought about it.

MrT GRILL: I agree with the member for
Floreat. I have some memory that, not so long
ago, the law was changed in relation to the
investment of trust funds by the Public
Trustee.

Mr Mensaros: I do not think so because com-
plaints from trustee companies occur from
time to time. If that had occurred some months
ago I would have remembered the legislation
being passed. I cannot remember legislation of
this sort being passed during the time of this
Government or during the time of the previous
Government.

MrT GRILL: Perhaps I am mistaken, but I
have it at the back of my mind that there was
an extension of the scope by which these funds
could be invested. I do not want to argue it
now, but I will certainly pass the comments of
the member to the Attorney General and try to
get back to the member on that point.

Division 26 put and passed.
Divisions 27 to 29-Probation and Parole

Service, $3 750 000; Registrar General's Office,
$i1235 000; Law Reform Commission,
$607 000-put and passed.

Division 30: Legal Aid Commission,
$1 942 000-

MrT MENSAROS: I emphasise that much is
to be desired in connection with the Legal Aid
Commission. Again, oddly enough, Western
Australia is in a better position than the other
States. We have retained more autonomy than
the other States, but the Commonwealth's
sourcing of the expenditure is very minimal.
Day after day people complain that they are
not able to be given the necessary aid despite
the fact that they are in need.

The second matter I raise relates to eligibility
for legal aid. Such eligibility is often dependent
upon the means the commission has at is dis-
posal. This is a rather sad state of affairs, be-
cause many people miss out on receiving aid.
As I said earlier when speaking to the Attorney
General's portfolio, litigation today is tremen-
dously expensive and very few people can
afford it. If we want proper justice to be dealt
out, we need to provide legal aid. Although the
provision of legal aid could be argued against
on broad principles, because of the expense of
litigation there is a need to provide it.

I also express my view about the efficiency of
the Legal Aid Commission and some of its
officers. Whenever I have asked for advice,
that advice has been given promptly and ef-
ficiently, which enables me in turn to go to the
complainants and explain to them why they
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might not be entitled to legal aid-that their
lack oS entitlement is not something which is
meant to be against them as individuals, but is
due to the fact that not enough money is avail-
able. That matter ought to be taken into con-
sideration.

Mr GRILL: I do not think that the comments
made by the member for Floreat need much
comment from me. I would simply say that his
comments are noted. The Government does
not take any exception to his views. We would
all like to see a larger amount of money applied
to legal aid. Let us hope that that will be the
case in the future.

Division 30 put and passed.
Division 31: Government Stores,

$10 151 000-
Mr MENSAROS: In connection with the

Government Stores, my position has always
been that even in purchasing, decentralisation
as practised by large private companies pays
more dividends than centralisation. I know
that the Government Stores division was orig-
inally established because of the idea which can
be vaguely expressed as "cheaper by the
dozen". That might apply in certain cases but it
definitely does not apply in all cases. In fact, on
many occasions is works out the opposite way.
Some of the large Government
instrumentalities, such as the SEC and the rail-
ways, no longer have to purchase through the
Government Stores. The Water Authority of
Western Australia was added to these recently.
Logically, it follows that the Government
Stores would then have less work to do, yet, in
line with the prevailing spirit of resignation to
the fact that Government departments inevi-
tably grow, last year's actual expenditure for
the central administration of the Government
Stores of $1.7 million plus has been increased
for the 1985-86 year to $2 million plus. That
increase has occurred despite the fact that the
Water Authority has been given dispensation
to do its own purchasing and tendering in this
financial year. I would be very interested to
hear why there is this increase in expenditure
when the workload has been diminished. It is a
most illustrative example of Parkinson's law
that irrespective of the Workload a department
must grow.

Mr COURT: The Government is one of the
largest, if not the largest, purchasers of goods
and services in the State and plays a significant
role in the market place. We have made it clear
that one of the policies that we will implement
next year when we get into Government will be
to change the operations of the Government's

purchasing practices. I confirm what the mem-
ber for Floreat said; we support a decentralised
purchasing policy. We want to make it possible
for more businesses to be able to participate in
providing goods and services to the Govern-
ment. We would like to implement this policy
by cutting down order sizes to enable more
small businesses to participate and to bring
more competition into the system.

President Reagan introduced such a policy
into the United States where many abuses of
the Government's purchasing practices were
found to exist. Once a major supplier had a
contract for certain goods or services, it was
expected that he would provide other parts of
that contract and many abuses crept into the
system. President Reagan insisted on
revamping the purchasing departments which
provided more work for the purchasing
officers. They had to break down the orders
into smaller components, which involved more
work. But they ended up getting the goods at a
cheaper price because there was more compe-
tition in the system. The Minister might be
aware of the ludicrous examples which came
out;, for example, toilet seats that had cost $400
coul d be bought at the corner sto re for $ 10, an d
a tool kit for one of the fighter plans cost $700
when it could be bought at the local hardware
store for $35. These were the types of abuses
that had crept into the system. I have just read
a book put out by Grace called Burning Money,
I recommend it for any member to read. It
outlines the wastage and inefficiency that were
found in the American departments, including
their purchasing systems.

Mr Mensaros: They bought goods on the east
coast and shipped them to the west coast; they
bought goods on the west coast and shipped
them to the east coast.

Mr COURT: It is full of examples of crazy
purchasing. I am not accusing our Government
of going to those extremes, but it is possible to
enable more people to participate in competing
to provide those goods and services.

Another thing which concerns us is the prac-
tice of Government departments purchasing
goods for country centres. Often a Government
department in a country centre requires an
item. It is purchased through the central oper-
ations in Perth, which in turn, sends it up to
that department. We would like to see those
country towns being given the opportunity to
supply those goods or services, provided they
are competitive. In many cases those country

4145



4146 [ASSEMBLY]

towns can not only provide the goods but also
they can provide them at a competitive price
and provide a far better service.

One can imagine problems in these towns
when goods and services are provided from out
of town. The local people feel they have been
left out.

We are not saying we want preferential treat-
ment for country towns, We want them to be
given the same opportunities to provide those
goods at competitive prices. That requires
more work from the purchasing Officer at the
end of the day, but the benefits to the taxpayer,
in this case to the country community, are con-
siderable.

The last point I want to make is that in many
cases with tenders the business concerned goes
to a great deal of trouble to prepare its tender
document, particularly in the more hi-tech pur-
chases which Government departments might
make. The company then loses the tender. The
only information it receives is that it has lost
the tender. If it inquires further it can find who
won it.

We would like to see a change in the pro-
cedure whereby the people who lose the tender
may have a debriefing session from the Tender
Board or the people running the tender situ-
ation so that they have an understanding of
why the tender was lost, and, I suppose, where
they went wrong. This is terribly important for
a company, which might be a small company
which has gone to considerable expense to put
in the tender. If the company keeps losing ten-
ders without knowing why it is missing out, in
the end it does not want to know anything
about any Government work. Many good sup-
pliers, because of the trouble they have to go to
in Government tenders, lose interest and do
not participate in that work; however, we think
they may be good people to do that work.

Mr Mensaros: That was done some years ago.
At that time there was preference given by the
Government.

Mr COURT: The Minister might agree with
me; even if a local preference is not given one
can always find a good reason to support the
local product. I would tend to take that course
of action.

Mr GRILL: The first thing I should say is
that Government Stores in this State do a very
fine job. As far as I know there is no evidence
of abuse within the Government Stores system.

That is not to say that it cannot be made
more efficient. I am not an advocate of the
centralised system. In fact I believe that we
should be looking at a slightly more
decentralised system.

This Government has Government Stores
under scrutiny at present. In due course we
would like to bring down some rationalisation
of the present administration. We appreciate
that a centralised system can in many instances
lead to delays and inefficiency, and that other
problems are associated with a highly
centralised system.

Having said that I must also concede that
Government Stores have endeavoured to do
the right thing by country suppliers. From in-
quiries I have made in respect Of Orders for
automobiles and other items of plant, I have
been satisfied that local suppliers in most in-
stances have been given a very good oppor-
tunity to tender.

I am not saying the situation is perfect, but I
have been surprised at the lengths to which
Government Stores have gone to allow people
or businesses in regional centres to get in on the
action. Perhaps that can be improved, but I
think Government Stores are making a real ef-
fort in that regard.

In respect of the suggestion by the member
for Nedlands that there be a debriefing session
for unsuccessful tenderers, it sounds like a good
idea, but I really do not know.

Mr Court: I do not mean for all tenders, but
for the more expensive, complicated ones.

Mr GRILL: It sounds a little bureaucratic,
but quite honestly I do not know. It may be
something we can look at and give some con-
sideration to. I will certainly pass it on to the
Minister concerned.

The member for Floreat put forward a query
in respect of the increase in expenditure of
nearly $2 million. The major component of
that increase is due to the fact that Govern-
ment Stores have taken over from the Public
Works Department the administration of the
automotive services division which was pre-
viously run by that department. That accounts
for just over $1.5 million of the additional ex-
penditure.

Mr Court: That is in East Perth is it?
Mr GRILL: Yes, I think that is the one. The

other items of additional expenditure are just
the normal things one might imagine-
increased salaries, provision for increased
awards and so on.
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Mr Mensaros: It is a grand total of $4
million. You mentioned $1.5 million for
automotive services. That was meant to be
self-supporting. They employed many people,
but theoretically were self-supporting.

Mr GRILL: The automotive services div-
ision of $1.5 million in a full year's costs. The
full year's costs of new staff appointments is
$ 100 000. The provision for extra anticipated
award increases is $153 000. Other salary costs,
including annual increments, in a full year and
the cost of filling vacant items is $847 000.
That totals $2,755 million.

There is additional payroll tax of $16 000;
additional costs under the heading of "Services
and Contracts" which are mainly attributable
to consultant's data processing and data entry
costs; additional printing and stationery costs
of $ 13 000; additional maintenance charges for
computer terminals of $24 000; additional
costs with respect to purchase of plant and
equipment of $74 000. 1 have mentioned the
major additional items of the automotive ser-
vices division and the additions in respect of
salaries. I think that covers the lot.

Division 31 put and passed.

Division 32: Government Printing Office,
$22 410 000-

MrT MENSAROS: I think it can truly be said
that if there can theoretically be an efficient
Government Organisation, the Government
Printing Office is the one. I am opposed in
principle to the Government's being in busi-
ness, but there is no doubt that the Govern-
ment Printing Office does a very commendable
job. It is particularly efficient with respect to its
involvement with parliamentary work, the
day-to-day printing of the proceedings while
the Houses are sitting. This work is done with
amazing efficiency, despite OUr occasional
complaint that something does not come up on
time. But considering the odd hours the office
works and the effort that has to go into the
work, it provides a very good service.

On this point, F have often wondered why the
Government Printer, who is a very competent
businessman and not just a Government
officer, and his deputy, receive salaries which
are very much on the bottom level of salaries
received by heads of departments. With all due
respect to other high ranking departmental
officers, the Government Printer undertakes a
very business-like activity involving more de-
cision making than delegating. I know he does
a lot of subcontracting work, as is borne out by

the figures, and this particularly relates to plum
work. No subcontractor would be keen to do
the parliamentary work, but sub-
contractors do undertake some of the glossy
work such as the annual reports.

This does not mean that I would not like to
see the whole Organisation removed outside of
the Government, and that might easily become
the situation if our party were to sit on the
Treasury benches. Were that to be the case, the
Government Printer, his deputy and some of
his staff would get better accommodation than
they have today.

Mr COURT: In recent years I have had the
privilege of attending a number of printing in-
dustry functions where the majority of people
in attendance are from the private sector but
where there is always a representative of the
Government Printer, which is very good to see.
At these functions there is always some friendly
rivalry and criticism between the two sides be-
cause the private sector obviously sees the
Government Printing Office infringing on
some of its own business. As the member for
Floreat has said, the Government Printer puts
out a lot of work to the private sector, particu-
larly those companies which have the equip-
ment to do some of the specialty work.

My point is one I have complained of to the
Government previously and involves a busi-
ness that came to me and that sells stationery,
including envelopes. Among other things the
business is in the habit of quoting for the
supply of envelopes to local government, but it
has found it is losing business and this business
has been taken up by the Government Printing
Office. The Government Printer now has a cli-
ent services staff member, whom the industry
would call a sales rep, who goes around to local
authorities pushing the services the Govern-
ment Printing Office provides, including the
supply of envelopes.

The Government Printing Office does not
make envelopes, but it is a major purchaser of
them. It is in a favoured position, because it
asks for quotes from all the major suppliers
before it makes a purchase and then it can
underquote the private sector. It can buy the
envelopes very cheaply and then go out and
underquote people wanting to sell to local
authorities.

The private sector is complaining that this is
unfair; it does not believe it should have to
compete against a Government corporation.
This might not sound like a big deal, but for a
small stationery supplier trying tp sell envel-
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apes to local government, this is considerable
business by its standards. This is an example of
the problems we face when a Government de-
partment competes with the private sector. A
Government body such as this should be care-
ful not to enter territory that should be handled
by the private sector.

The Deputy Premier told me that the
Government Printing Office had been supply-
ing envelopes and other stationery to local
authorities for some years. This should not
mean that the practice cannot be changed. I
have not been given an assurance by the Depu-
ty Premier that this practice will cease;, he has
merely confirmed that the Government Print-
ing Office is in the business of supplying
stationery to local authorities.

Mr GRILL: I have noted the complimentary
remarks made by both members in respect of
the Government Printer. The problem of com-
petition in the sale of envelopes is probably a
matter that the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment can look at again. It now comes under his
jurisdiction and I will refer it to him.

Division 32 put and passed.

Division 33: Miscellaneous Services,
$164 544 000-

Mr MENSAROS: I raise this matter under
general debate because, despite numerous
items, there is no item which could accommo-
date my comments. Simply, it is a pity really
that the Treasurer of the State shared this Div-
ision with a Minister with other responsibilities
in the other place. The monetary appropriation
very much belongs to this Assembly with re-
gard to financial matters. This is no reflection
on the persons involved. Members will recall
that this Division has always been the most
hotly debated and contested subject matter
within the GRE Budget. Almost every member
has been involved in (he past. Of course, at the
time when we were in Government debate was
not restricted to the Opposition. Many Govern-
ment members participated in it.

Firstly, it is a great pity that the Treasurer
did not retain this responsibility solely; sec-
ondly, that the Minister who has the responsi-
bility for this matter is not in our House and he
has to be represented by another Minister;, and
thirdly, of course. that the debate seems to have
come on deliberately at a late hour in the night
which does not allow members to show perhaps
the same interest as they did in all previous
years that I can recall.

Mr RUSHTON: We will be seeking answers
in relation to many items in this division. I
support the remarks of the member for Floreat
in that this shows the weakness in the manage-
ment of the Government in the application of
the Treasurer's responsibilities to the Minister
for Budget Management in this case. It has de-
prived the Chamber of a close examination of
Budget responsibilities. In fact, we have had
very regrettable experiences throughout this
Budget debate-not with this Minister, of
course-with the Treasurer because in relation
to the items that we wanted to raise with him,
he was not in the Chamber at the time or he
would not answer them.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
H-enderson): Order! I draw the member's atten-
tion to the fact that we are on general debate
under Division 33, Miscellaneous Services, and
I expect his comments to have some relevance
to those particular miscellaneous items and
that he does not seek to use this opportunity to
range more generally over items he might have
discussed in a general Budget debate. I hope
the member will make his remarks more rel-
evant to the items before us so that they are
acceptable as general debate under this Div-
ision.

Mr RUSHTON: I accept your remarks,
Madam Deputy Chairman. All I was saying
was that I have regard for the situation we find
ourselves in-obviously we will have to de-
velop our debate on the items before us, which
from past experience are extensive-and if we
do not get the answers we seek it will show very
clearly the mismanagement of this Govern-
ment.

Mr MacKINNON: I point out a difficulty in
relation to this Division and I raise it under the
general debate. It relates to an item that comes
between item 155 and 156. 1 would have raised
it as an item but there is no item number. The
heading says "Stamp Duty on Transfer of
Money Market Operations $2.5 million." That
was not included under last year's Miscel-
laneous Services. There was no vote for this
year so there is no item number. All I am
asking is for the Minister to explain to the Par-
liament and to myself in particular exactly
what that $2.5 million was all about. I cannot
raise this matter at any other time but now at
the beginning of the debate on the Miscel-
laneous Services section.

Mr Grill: Why can't you bring it up later?
Mr MacKINNON: I cannot bring it forward

at any other time because there is no item num-
ber.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! It is not
in order for a member to debate an item for
which no vote is proposed and in this case
there is no vote for the item that he raises. The
member is raising an item after item 155,
"Stamp Duty on Transfer of Money Market
Operations". As I see it, there is no vote for
1985 and 1986 so the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is quite correct in saying he cannot
debate it under the items section; but he can
raise it under general debate.

Mr MacKINNON: I can raise it in the gen-
eral debate as I just did? Thanks.

Point of Order
Mr CLARKO: My memory is subject to the

same frailties as everybody else's but I thought
that under this Division in the past it was poss-
ible to raise the fact that items had not been
allocated to a particular miscellaneous service,
particularly if an amount was allocated for gen-
eral expenditure last year but none for this
year; in other words, if previously money was
allocated to a favourite cause of a member and
it was now missing from the current Budget it
was possible under Miscellaneous Services to
argue that it was disappointing it had been
omitted. Madam Deputy Chairman, would you
rule on that matter, please?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: My ruling is
the same as the one I made previously, that if
an item which was provided for last year is not
provided for this year it can be raised in gen-
eral debate, but a member cannot raise it under
items if there is no vote also in this year's
Budget.

Committee Resumed
Mr BLAIKIE: On the general debate, and

following on from the two areas that were
raised by both the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the member for Karrinyup, I also
have some concern as to items that Are in fact
included, yet they appear to be what I would
refer to as petty cash items.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition raised
a matter in respect of stamp duty on the
transfer of money market operations and,
Madam Deputy Chairman, you ruled that be-
cause there is no vote it cannot be included in
the debate at this time.

I want to refer to the Mandurah Offshore
Fishing Club. It appears that no money was set
aside last year but an amount of $3 580 was in
fact expended. That gives the Government the
opportunity to make ex gratia payments in re-
spect of that matter.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! Would
the member for Vasse indicate the number of
the item he was referring to?

Mr BLAIKIE: No, I am speaking to the gen-
eral debate.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I appreciate
that, but I thought the member was mentioning
an item for which there was no vote this year.

Mr BLAIKIE: That is right, but I am speak-
ing to the general debate on Miscellaneous Ser-
vices.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Just in order
for me to locate the item could the member
mention the numbers it falls between?

Mr BLAIKIE: It has no number but it is
between items 47 and 48 and is indicated by
dots.

My next points falls between items 53 and
54, so I could assume it is either item 531/ or
54 minus a half. It is related to the Norseman
Turf Club, and the amount shown is $ 10 000.

I want to raise a number of items in relation
to which the Parliament should be advised how
the money has been spent. No doubt the Minis-
ter will have a good explanation of this particu-
lar item because the turf club is in his own
electorate. If these moneys have been expended
surely the Parliament should have been advised
in advance of the reasons for the allocation.
These items amount to a fairly sizeable amount
of money. Because there was no vote for these
items in the 1984-85 financial year Parliament
has not had an opportunity to approve or dis-
approve the expenditure of that amount of
money.

I note in relation to the Wesley Church resto-
ration appeal an amount of $10 000 was
expended during 1984-85, but again there was
no vote for that sum of money in that financial
year. If one moves on further to payments to
local authorities, one sees the Shire of Broome
received an amount of $9 000. Again I would
seek a similar response from the Minister as to
the purposes for which that money was
allocated and the authorisations that were
given.

I come back to the point that after my exam-
ination of the Budget I have been unable to
find one item; that is, the $6 million which was
transferred from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to the State and subsequently by the State
to Exim. I have not been able to turn up that
sum of money in any of the Budget papers. I
can only assume it will probably turn up next
year under the miscellaneous items.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
Henderson): I am finding it difficult to relate
the member's comments to this Division.

Mr BLAIKIE: Ilam finding it difficult to find
the $6 million.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The most im-
portant thing is whether this is the most appro-
piate Division in which to raise it. If the mem-
ber wishes to continue his remarks and he can
make a case that such an allocation can be
fitted into the Division, I will be prepared to
allow him to continue. At this stage I am
finding it difficult to see how this non-existent
item fits into the general debate on this Div-
ision.

Mr BLAIKIE: I assure you the amount of
money is not non-existent, but it does not ap-
pear anywhere in the Budget that I have
searched. Parliament knows $6 million has
been advanced from the Federal Government
to the State Government and subsequently to
Exim. That is common knowledge, and yet the
$6 million is not within the Budget papers. I
am asking whether we are going to find it in the
miscellaneous items in next year's Budget. Will
there be an item showing $6 million of expen-
diture without parliamentary approval?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I draw the
member's attention to the fact that we are on
the Miscellaneous Services Division. My
understanding is that this does not include
items involving transfers of money from the
Federal to the State Government, and I do not
think it is the appropriate place for the member
to raise that matter. I have allowed him some
latitude, but I am finding it difficult to see how
it fits into the Division. It is the kind of item
the member should have raised in the general
debate on the Budget if he was concerned to see
where this item should be located in the
Budget.

Mr BLAIKIE: I acknowledge your ruling. I
want to make a couple of minor points in con-
clusion. Notwithstanding whatever comments
one would have made in the general Budget
debate they would have been to no avail be-
cause the damned Premier was never here to
answer them.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I have
requested the member for Vasse not to con-
tinue speaking about that particular item. If he
wishes to discuss other items in the Division he
may continue, otherwise he will resume his
seat.

Mr BLAIIE: [ refer to the item raised in-
itially by the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition-the $2.5 million that was the stamp
duty on transfer of money market operations.
That item appears in the papers but it was not
available for debate when the Budget was
proposed last year. The Minister representing
the Minister for Budget Management can
probably indicate to me and the Chamber
where is the $6 million I have referred to be-
cause there is nothing about it in the Budget
papers.

Mr CASH: The Chamber will be aware that
the RSL War Veterans Home is located in
Alexander Drive in the Mt Lawley electorate. I
refer to an item that is set down as the Rats of
Tobruk Association. Yesterday the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and I had the oppor-
tunity of speaking to a number of members of
this association at a Remembrance Day service
at the war veterans home. In 1984-85 there was
a vote of $ 12 000 for that association, but in
1985-86 it is not proposed that it should re-
ceive any funds from the Government.

Can the Minister advise whether the associ-
ation has fallen out of favour with the Govern-
ment, or were the funds allocated last year for a
particular purpose, maybe a one-off grant, or
what is the situation? I assure the Minister that
even in our discussions yesterday with mem-
bers of the association they raised certain
propositions which I would have thought
would come in for some Government funding
this year.

Mr GRILL: It may be appropriate that we
adjourn this item now because the notes I have
been given do not give me detailed expla-
nations of the matters raised. We can probably
deal with it tomorrow night.

I move-
That the balance of this Division be

postponed until a later stage of the sitting.
Question put and passed.
Division 34: Taxation, $7 185 000-
Item 11: Pay-roll tax-
Mr COURT: The point I wish to make in

connection with this item deals with payroll tax
and the financial institutions duty. I am con-
cerned about the way the payroll tax laws are
being policed and interpreted, particularly the
grouping divisions of those laws where more
and more small businesses are grouped under
the payroll tax umbrella and are put into the
situation where, when they are connected with
a larger company which is eligible to pay pay-
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roll tax, they too must pay it although they
might not have done so in the past. I do not like
payroll tax fulistop. However, it seems that in
the last couple of years the Government has
been able to catch people who were previously
not under the payroll tax umbrella. As I have
said on previous occasions, the grouping legis-
lation was brought in by a previous
Administration but the way that it has been
policed under this Government ensures that a
good many small contractors and so on are
liable to pay payroll tax in particular.

I asked a question in this Chamber as to how
many FID inspectors are chasing up FID re-
turns. The answer I received was that that was
confidential information and it would not be
proper for it to be made public, It concerns me
that we have to have lID inspectors to make
sure that businesses are paying FID at the night
rate and so on. Members all know how compli-
cated that particular tax is, and a week ago we
debated amendments to it in this Chamber,
recognising that there were considerable prob-
lems in interpretation of that tax. The problem
of FID and having inspectors involved
checking out businesses is that it is another
problem of interpretation. This would all be
overcome if the Government would get rid of
this FID tax.

In respect of land tax, I should point out that
this has been a debacte. 1 deal with quite a few
people who work in this area and I take this
opportunity to cite a few examples. The
Treasurer sent a letter out to all people with
their land tax bill for this year. I think this was
a public relations exercise which backfired, and
did not fool anybody.

Mr MacKinnon: I hope he does it next year
because it will certainly help us.

Mr COURT: People have certainly seen a
large increase in their land tax bill and yet the
Treasurer told them, by Way of this letter, that
they would be paying 10 per cent less.

Mr Rushton: At cost to the taxpayer, no
doubt.

Mr COURT: Yes. This week people have
sent details of their land tax bills to my office,
indicating what a ridiculous situation it was.
The Treasurer has created a good deal of
ill feeling.

Mr Read: Could you explain what happened
to them?

Mr COURT: How does one explain to some-
one that their land tax bill has increased by 30
per cent and then has gone down by 10 per
cent?

Mr Read: If they hadn't received that, they
would be 10 per cent worse off.

Mr COURT: I have one example in which a
Person received a letter saying that his land tax
bill had been reduced by 10 per cent. His as-
sessment for 1984-85 was $2 870.82, After his
10 per cent deduction was allowed for, his bill
went to $3 676. That was a 28.08 per cent in-
crease, and it is typical of the people who have
been expressing their annoyance to me at what
can only be described as misleading advertis-
ing. One can imagine a business advertising in
the Daily News or The West Australian that it
had a 10 per cent reduction in the price of a
Commodore car, for example, when the price
had actually gone up by 40 per cent. This is
misleading advertising.

Mr Clarko: We are not complaining about it
because whenever anyone reads about it, it will
be a vote for us.

Mr Read: You tell me how an assessment
increases from this year.

Mr COURT: I have already given one
example.,

Mr Read: The Treasurer has given a discount
of 10 per cent.

Mr Grill: You are not impressin,g anyone. We
have gone through this argument many times
before. Do you want to go through it again ad
nauseam?

Mr COURT: If members of the Government
had stopped interjecting, I would have
completed my remarks by this stage.

Mr Clarko: You have to agree that the
Treasurer's move will be good for us.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
Henderson): The member for Nedlands should
address the Chair and ignore the interjections.

Mr COURT: I thank you, Madam Deputy
Chairman, for your protection.

I use the opportunity available under this
heading to raise these points in connection with
payroll tax, FID, and land tax. I think we have
reached a situation where there could well be a
taxation revolt because of the tremendous in-
creases in tax at a time when individuals and
businesses alike are under enormous pressure
simply to pay their basic costs.

The Taxation Department has a very diffi-
cult job to do when collecting these different
taxes, and it is particularly complicated by a
tax such as FJD. which is often difficult to
interpret. I recall that during the debate on the
original legislation the Opposition raised many
concerns, and it has turned out that most of
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those concerns were justified. I think the last
amendment to the FID Act was the result of a
Supreme Court judgment on interpretation.

I repeat that the grouping provisions for pay-
roll tax and the way they are being policed are
of some concern.

Mr MENSAROS: It has been emphasised in
this place many times how inequitable land tax
is. If I remember correctly, the Treasurer agrees
with me. It hits people who own property as
opposed to those who have other assets such as
shares or gold.

I explain to the member for Mandurah who
queried this by way of interjection how the
Premier's letter to ratepayers backfired. Metro-
politan land tax revaluations are done every
three years. I do not know which Government
requested it but they are always done after the
elections. The valuation is based on the value
collected I8 months or a year previously from
30 June or 1 July of the subsequent year. The
last valuation in the metropolitan area came
into operation in 1983 and it took into con-
sideration values which prevailed in 1982-83.
Members may recall that that was the time
properties peaked so every metropolitan Prop-
erty had a very high value which was mirrored
in the 1983 valuations which were, in turn,
mirrored in land tax.

The previous Government introduced the
rule that instead of land taxpayers recei ving a
shock every three years, the revaluations
should be phased in over a three-year period.
So, every year, one-third of the valuation is
added to the value base of land tax. Had the
Treasurer been advised as he could so easily
have been advised, he could have calculated
that one-third of the valuation increase would
have been added to the land tax assessment as
it has on almost every metropolitan property.
Considering that the original revaluation was
more than 30 per cent and also considering that
many land taxpayers' valuations were lifted
progressively from one bracket to another
bracket or even to the next bracket, that
resulted in at least a 10 per cent increase during
the last year. That is despite the Treasurer's 10
Per cent rebate. In many river or seashore
frontages, as the member for Nedlands would
know-I have also received many com-
plaints-the consequent land tax increase
would have exceeded the rebate. That is a
simple calculation. It could have been foreseen
by the Treasurer had he known the situation or
had one of his many advisers known and
reminded him of it.

The Treasurer wrote a letter to land tax-
payers under his auspices informing the public
of the 10 per cent rebate. That information, as
my colleague said before me, was good news for
the Opposition because of the general upset
against the Treasurer.

Because country revaluations are done every
six or seven years, there may not have been an
increase in those valuations and they probably
enjoyed the 10 per cent rebate. They were in
the minority. The Budget papers point to at
least a 10 per cent increase in the total land tax
revenue. The aggregate land tax has increased
despite the 10 per cent rebate. Obviously, new
properties are being created in the metropoli-
tan area each year because of rezonings from
rural to Urban. However, that cannot make up
the 10 per cent increase in land tax because
that would mean that every year we would have
10 per cent more serviced properties.

Mr CLARKO: I am brought into this debate
because of the peculiar mathematics of the
member for Mandurah, and my colleagues who
have spoken about the brilliant letter written
by the Treasurer regarding a 10 per cent cut in
land tax. It is strange that people's bills have
increased. That is what happened when I
received my land tax bill. It included a letter
from Brian Burke, the Treasurer, saying that I
had received a 10 per cent cut. However, my
bill had increased by about 20 per cent.

Mr Carr: Don't you think this has been
explained adequately by your colleague?

Mr CLARKO: No. Ten years ago, when I was
a councillor on the City of Stirling, the City of
Stirling was revalued upwards from $100
million to $300 million. That happens to coun-
cils all the time. If, at that time, the City of
Stirling had a rating value of 10c in the
dollar on $100 million, it would have collected
$ 10 million. On the new figures, if it charged
5c in the dollar it would collect $1 5
million instead of $10 million. I could then
write a letter and say, "Last year you paid
$100; this year your bill is $150 and we have
given you a 50 per cent discount." That is non-
sense. This is the specious nonsense that this
Treasurer i s trying to poke up the noses of
people of Western Australians.

His letter is one of the best things that ever
happened to us as the people in Western
Australia who received this bill with the letter
from Brian Burke, Treasurer, would now
realise that they have received an increase of 20
per cent, 30 per cent or whatever.
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Mr Blaikie: They would read the letter again,
read the bill, read the letter again and say,
"Goodness gracious me, I think the Treasurer
is telling fibs."

Mr CLARKO: Madam Deputy Chairman, I
was not directing any comments; I was only
listening. I hope everyone is listening as care-
fully as the member for Vasse. It is a pity the
Treasurer is not in the Chamber tonight be-
cause he will find out that what he has done in
relation to land tax is foolish and he has a done
a great deal of good for the Opposition. He has
irritated every person in Western Australia
who has received a land tax bill. He has
adopted the practice of many people when they
refer to percentages. They do not know how to
use them and, as a result, they become con-
fused and try to cheat other people.

This situation will fortunately work to the
Opposition's advantage. I repeat that every lo-
cal authority in Western Australia which has
had a revaluation carried out has been placed
in a similar position and they will not get away
with arguments by saying that they have given
the people a cut in their rates when the people
are paying more for them.

Mr GRILL: I advise members opposite that
this time of the night, and this particular night,
is not the time to display their rhetoric. No-one
is very impressed and the Press has walked out
on us.

We have been through this argument in re-
spect of land tax ad nauseamn, and if members
opposite want to make the point again and
again they will make the rest of this debate a lot
more painful. The sooner we get it over, the
better.

In respect of the comments of the member
for Nedlands I advise that the Government is
proud of the fact that the rate has been lowered
in two consecutive years. It is also proud of the
fact that the scope of the operation of payroll
tax has been reduced. The amount that has
been collected has increased.

Mr Clarko: You are trying to tell us that
there has been a cut.

Mr GRILL: The rate, smarty-pants, was
reduced. Do any members argue with that? Do
they have any argument with my second point;
that is, that the scope of the operation of pay-
roll tax has been reduced?

Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr GRILL: Is the member for Karrinyup

arguing about the two statements of fact which
I have made?

The member for Nedlands has some concern
about the group provisions in the legislation. If
he is alleging that the legislation is not being
applied properly, lhe needs to bring forward
specific examples and I can assure him they
will be examined.

In respect of the financial institutions duty
the rate has been reduced in two consecutive
years. The member for Nedlands said that he is
disappointed that the number of inspectors
employed to police this area has not been
disclosed. It is quite elementary as to why the
number of inspectors has not been disclosed.
No Government discloses the number of in-
spectors employed on any particular task.
Neither this Government nor any previous
Government would do that sort of thing. It is
the same as asking how many traffic patrolmen
will be patrolling on a particular night and
where they will be based.

In respect of land tax the simple facts are
that the rate was reduced this year by 10 per
cent.

Division 34 put and passed.
Division 35: Valuer General's Office,

$6407000-
Mr CASK: In The Western Madl of 9

November a comment was made in respect of a
site in St George's Terrace which, I understand,
the Government has sold to the WADC. I will
not discuss the WADC's involvement in this
matter. However, I will refer to the Valuer
General putting a value of $14.9 million on the
property. I understand that the figure for which
the property was sold to the WADC by the
Government was $20.5 million. In the same
article a comment was made that the WADC
had on-sold the site to a private developer for
$33.5 million, making a profit of $1 3 million.

I ask whether the Valuer General valued the
site at $14.9 million and how the Government
determined it to be worth $20.5 million-the
price alleged to have been paid by WADC. I
also ask the Minister if he can confirm whether
the property has been resold for $33.5 million.
To my knowledge there has been no rezoning of
that site. The City of perth has not offered any
concessions in respect of the development of
the site and I wonder the Government has
taken advice from a private valuer to deter-
mine the real value of the site.

In his answer, the Minister might care to
comment on whether the Valuer General ap-
plied the market value to the site or whether he
assumed some special value when determining
the valuation for the Government.
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Mr GRILL: The specific question put to me
by the member for Mt Lawley does not come
within the scope of this debate. I do not have
that information before me. It is a detailed
question which should properly be put to the
Treasurer at the appropriate time; that is, at
question time.

Mr Clarko: Why don't you adjourn the de-
bate because of lack of information?

Mr GRILL: Because the question does not
come within the scope of this debate.

Division 35 put and passed.
Division 36: Prisons, $55 139 000-put and

passed.
Divisions 37 to 78 postponed, on motion by

Mr Cordon Hill.
Division 79: Office of Co-ordinator General of

Transport, $893 000-
Mr RUSHTON: I point out that we have not

yet received the annual report from the Coordi-
nator General of Transport, which should have
come to the Parliament by September or there-
abouts.

Mr Grill: It will probably be tabled
tomorrow.

Mr RUSH-TON: We have yet to receive I I
annual reports in connection with the
Transport portfolio. It would have been appro-
priate to consider the report of the Transport
Commission tonight, but it did not get a
guernsey in these Estimates. It could be dis-
cussed in general debate on the portfolio, but it
is not included in these items.

With respect to Division 79, legislation has
been passed for an amalgamation of this office
with the Transport Commission. I would be
delighted if matters stayed as they are at least
until March so that we could reconsider the
decision when there is a change of Govern-
ment.

I pay tribute to the Coordinator General of
Transport, Dr Taplin, who from my infor-
mation and experience was well placed in that
role. I would have liked to have seen him con-
tinue to be closely associated with the Minister
without having the administrative or regulatory
role that he will now have with the Transport
Department. I think the change is unfortunate,
but it conforms to the political dogma of the
Labor Party Government.

The staff members of the Office of Coordi-
nator General of Transport should have some
tribute paid to them. Their number has fluctu-
ated from I I to 1 3.

Mr Grill: It has been one or two under for
most of the time. It has just been brought up to
establishment.

Mr RUSHTON: The office began with only
one or two staff members in the old days and
built up to the 13, who will now no longer be
staff members of the office. I ask the Minister
when he expects the Office of Coordinator
General of Transport to cease and be
amalgamated with the Transport Commission.

I was also looking forward to the monitoring
report of the Transport Commission, with
which these people will be amalgamated. The
Minister has already tabled that report and
provided some very good news which vindi-
cates my confidence in the deregulation of
transport. The Office of Coordinator General
of Transport played quite a part in the
recommendation. The reports that have come
forward, even in a limited way, indicate that
there has been considerable acceptance of the
new system by the users of it-something like
69 per cent prefer the new system and about 12
per cent or 14 per cent resisted it. There have
been very large savings to the Users Of the
system.

Our resistance to the attacks on deregulation
by the present Government when in Oppo-
sition has been vindicated. I give credit to the
Coordinator General of Transport and his staff
for leading the review and for making the
recommendations which led to the introduc-
tion of that policy. I pay tribute to those people
for the work they did over the years. I expect
that in the years to come there could be a very
small policy division which would have a
special role of leading policy matters. Time will
tell whether the new Department of Transport
will work or whether it will cost us a lot more
money in the future. Acceptance of what we
did in regard to the Office of Coordinator Gen-
eral of Transport is widely known. Once again,
I pay tribute to the staff of that office.

Mr GRILL: With regard to the member's
query about the timing of the amalgamation of
the Office of Coordinator General of Transport
with the Transport Commission, the necessary
documentation and arrangements are now
under way. In fact, some documentation will go
before the Executive Council within a week or
so.

Mr Rushton: Why is there full provision for
theL1 office in these estimates?

Mr GRILL: They Were prepared in June of
this year.
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Mr Rushton: In case the amalgamation did
not go through or something like that?

Mr GRILL: Yes. Later we will amalgamate
the two figures so that next year in the Esti-
mates there will be an amalgamated figure.

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the
Year-

Mr BLAIKIE: An amount of $137000 has
been set aside for special projects for the
1985-86 year. Last year some $73 000 was
spent under that heading, and that amount
compared reasonably with what had been
available in previous years. I would be obliged
if the Minister would indicate to the Com-
mittee for what special projects funding has
been sought.

Mr GRILL: A number of new projects will
take up the additional sum mentioned in the
Estimates. The major component is $40 000
for the urban travel survey which needs to be
done at about the same time as the national
census is taken. There are two or three other
projects, but I do not have details of them here.

Mr Blaikie: Will that survey be investigati ng
MTT and Westrail services in a given area?

Mr GRILL: And road services as well.
Mr Blaikie: Within the metropolitan area?
Mr GRILL: Yes.
Mr Blaikie: Does that include areas such as

Bunbury or only the metropolitan area?
Mr GRILL: It includes only the metropolitan

area. It does not include Bunbury or any of the
other regional centres.

Division 79 put and passed.
Division 80: Marine and Harbours,

$14394000-
Mr RUSHTON: Some change has been made

in this area in the past year and that has
obviously been taken into account for the
coming year. I wish to touch only briefly on. the
replacement for Mr Clive Gordon who was
general manager of this department during my
time. I can emphasise that he was most con-
scientious in his work. He was taken on by me
at the time of the change and demonstrated a
great deal of competence. As far as I was con-
cerned he was the first manager for some time
who was able to balance the books and who did
not have overruns in his department. His per-
formance was very creditable and I regret that
he has been overlooked. Mr Gordon has been
replaced as the chief executive and I ask what
has happened to him and what his future is?

This department will play a major role in the
management of the America's Cup exercise. I
ask the Minister to indicate what extra patrol
boats will be needed for that exercise and what
extra staff will be required during that period?

Mr GRILL: With regard to the replacement
for Mr Clive Gordon, the former manager of
the Marine and Harbours Department, Mr
John Jenkins, was appointed as the new man-
ager of the revamped department. Mr Clive
Gordon had done a very fine job, as the mem-
ber for Dale mentioned, and at present he does
not have a set position in the Public Service. I
do not wish to jeopardise his position by mak-
ing statements in this Chamber at present but I
understand he wants to retire. I think it might
be better to leave it at that.

In respect of the America's Cup event, I can
only rely on memory. I think the additional
number of craft needed for supervision,
policing and rescue work will be in the nature
of 32 and the number of staff needed for those
boats will be in the order of 35. That sounds
somewhat limited but in view of the fact that
some of those craft will be hired with crews, the
number of additional staff is not as high as
might be expected with 32 new boats coming
into operation. Many of those boats will basi-
cally be revamped fishing boats used for the
purpose. We shall Purchase four additional
craft which will need to be properly crewed
during that period.

All-up I am not sure of the exact number of
permanent and temporary staff to be employed
for the America's Cup but I think it is 35 on
board vessels and perhaps the same number
onshore doing ancillary jobs.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr BLAIKIE: I realise there has been a

change in the structure of the Marine and Har-
bours Department and I ask the Minister to
give a brief explanation for the increase in the
number of staff from 115 in 1984-85 to 219 in
the current year.

Comparing this year's estimates with last
year's, it is noted that a provision was made in
1984-85 for an amount of $245 000 for nine
staff in the Minister's office. No provision is
made for those staff members this year. Not-
withstanding that, the estimate for the current
year for wages is almost $6 million compared
with $4.2 million for the previous year.

Other items appeared in the 1984-85 Budget
which do not appear in this year's Budget. I
refer to the comparison between casual wharf
labour for north-west ports. The estimate this
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year is $462 000 and the expenditure for
1984-8S was $393 000. By comparison with the
financial report of the previous year, in
1984-8S a further amount of $548 000 was
estimated for expenditure on jetty staff for
north-west ports. However, no provision is
made for jetty staff in north-west ports in this
financial year.

I seek the Minister's advice as to the reasons
for the changes.

Mr GRILL: The increase in the number of
staff comes about because the whole of the sec-
tion previously known as the harbours and
river section of the PWD now comes under the
Marine and Harbours Department.

In respect of the Minister's staff, I think that
staff will come under the newly created
Transport Commission and will be removed
from the Marine and Harbours; Department.
The figure will be given as a composite next
year.

The estimate of $462 000 for casual wharf
labour in north-west ports covers the item.

Mr Blaikie: There were two items last year
relating to casual wharf labour and together
they amounted to more than $1 million. This
year there is one item only for $462 000. That
is a big decrease without some specific reason
being available, unless the Government is go-
ing to sell Stateships. I will give the Minister a
copy of the estimates for last year which show
that $548 000 was allocated to jetty staff in
north-west ports.

Mr GRILL: I cannot give an exact answer; I
do not have the facts in front me. I can only
guess the cutback is due to ports like
Carnarvon and Derby closing.

Mr Blaikie: Would it be contained under
item 2?

Mr GRILL: No, it is not included under item
2. There has been a fairly sharp cutback in jetty
maintenance staff in the north-west. It can all
be put down to that, and the fact that at least
two ports where we had considerable staff pre-
viously do not operate any longer.

Mr Court: Is that Derby?
Mr GRILL: Derby and Carnarvon.
Mr Rushton: It has not been taken up by the

Pilbara services or anything like that?
Mr GRILL: That is normally a contra item. I

think the member will find the explanation I
have given is the correct one. There has been a
very considerable cutback in maintenance on
jetties in the north-west. In fact that work has
been almost cut out completely. I think the

member Will find we are not doing mainten-
ance on jetties in the north-west and staff has
been withdrawn from those two ports.

Item 2: Other Staffing Costs-
Mr RUSHTON: The issue raised by the

member for Vasse relates to the Minister's staff
which has increased from 9 to 19, according to
the answer he gave to me. There seems to be no
provision for that. It would not be good enough
to have them in an area which is not related to
in the Budget. They should be provided for
here. To say they will be coming forward in the
new Transport Department budget is not good
enough. That has not been gazetted, so the
Minister cannot bring them into this process
there. Provision must be made for his own
staff. It should be somewhere in the Budget.

Mr GRILL: Provision has been made. It
comes within the budget of the Transport Com-
mission. As the member well knows, it is a very
flexible budget.

Mr Rushton: That is why they used to be
under the Marine and Harbours Department.

Mr GRILL: They are coming out of that. The
Transport Commission will make up the bulk
of the new Transport Department. That is
where the member will find the allocation of
funds for my staff.

Item 4: Services and Contracts-

Mr BLAIKIE: In 1984-85, $117 397 was
expended. This year the amount sought is
$247 000. That is almost double. I ask the Min-
ister to indicate what we will be getting as far as
services and contracts are concerned.

Mr GRILL: The bulk of the additional
amount is for what is called electronic data
processing, which I think means a computer.

Mr Bryce: It is the technology revolution.

Mr Court: Someone moved into the depart-
ment at one end and moved through. He made
a killing.

Mr GRILL: Anyway, it is a computer for the
engineers.

Division 80 put and passed.

Division 81: Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust, $40 959 000-

Mr RUSHTQN: Part of the MTT should be
privatised. If there had not been a change of
Government there would have been extra ser-
vices at less cost already introduced, and that
would have been from Arrnadale south. That is
the way it should be tackled. It should be
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tackled in a commonsense way in the interests
of the patrons and the people who work in the
service.

Mr Bryce: You privatise that and the bus
fares will jump from 50c to $4.50.

Mr RUSHTON: In the Eastern States the
fares came down as a demonstration, and they
would come down here with pirivatisation. it
will have to come. That is one of the points I
will raise with the Minister.

The real issue I want to raise is the transport
strategy policy which the Minister indicated
would be with us by Christmas. It is important
that it be presented. Obviously it will not be
before the Chamber rises unless he is very
quick. I wonder when he expects to present that
policy, which will be a comprehensive one.

He may claim this as the first time he has
ever had a five-year programme. There have
been a number of five-year programmes in a
period of time, but he claims this as more com-
prehensive than the others. That would be
good.

The intended electrification of urban rail
should be fitted into the system to see if it is
even viable. I do not think it will be because
there should be an integrated system using all
the components of transport in the most ef-
ficient way. This is the opportunity for the
Government to demonstrate its announced
electrification will stand up. Studies
undertaken by private people to date prove
that it wit not, and it will not because there are
more efficient ways of doing it. There are
opportunities by using a light rail vehicle- That
would be on test now if it had not been for the
change of Government.

The Government has pushed for heavy rail,
and that means 25 years for that type of ve-
hicle. Technology has already been spoken of
earlier tonight. That will bring something more
advantageous both to the patrons and to the
taxpayers. We want to be able to avail our-
selves of it without being locked into a vehicle
which will be with us for 25 years. This is re-
grettable.

My endeavour was to go for a vehicle with a
life of 12 years, which would have meant we
were not overcommitted. That would have
been the commonsense approach. But the Min-
ister had to deal with the railway unions and
their impressive power, and that is what he is
locked into at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Are you talking
about Division 8 1?

Mr RUSHiTON: Yes, it is the Metropolitan
Transport Trust. It actually controls the urban
railways.

Another point 1 would like to put to the Min-
ister is the fact that the estimates were that he
expected deficits for the MIT by 1991 would
be something like $163 million. This will in-
clude the social services and the running of the
transport trust. If the Minister sees a better
figure I would like him to indicate how he ex-
pects that to happen.

Mr COURT: My first point relates to ferry
operations. A recommendation came either
from the State executive of the ALP or from
the TLC earlier in the year that the Govern-
ment should run an ocean ferry service, I think
from the new marina.

Mr Grill: We are not going to.

Mr COURT: The point is that the Deputy
Premier has interjected to ask whether we
would privatise these things. This is a classic
case of how private operators over the years
have developed what is a really inter-
national-class service. We mighit hear com-
plaints about prices occasionally, but the ser-
vices we get and the type of boats they use on
that ocean ferry run are superb. The ferry oper-
ator is building ferries for export to the UK,
which is quite an achievement when we re-
member that Sydney's Manly ferries came from
the UK. I make the point that I am glad the
Minister has given an assurance that the
Government will not operate that type of ocean
ferry service.

My next point relates to the old Perth which
the MTT used to run on the river. It went down
for repairs and was pulled to pieces. It is a bit
like the way we pull car engines to bits: They
are easily dismantled but difficult to put
together again. The Perth is of historical signifi-
cance and it seems that it will be an expensive
job to recondition and refit it. Rather than
having it left in its current state of disrepair it
would be opportune to pull it out of service and
place it in the maritime museum. I know it
costs a lot to keep a vessel on the water, but we
have an opportunity to do something worth-
while with a boat which has tremendous his-
torical significance. Either it is fully restored or
scrapped. I hope it does not face the same fate
as the old Zephyr; that was another boat which
we should have kept.

In the Loan Fund debate we discussed an
item of $14.48 million provided this year for a
bus replacement programme. I am not sure
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whether that shows up here. I would like the
Minister to explain how those buses are being
accounted for.

We are all concerned when our bus services
go on strike; it causes a great deal of incon-
venience. I hope the tactics we saw employed
yesterday will not be the order of the day in
future. The MTT costs the taxpayers a lot of
money to run. The inconvenience caused yes-
terday, especially to students doing their TAE,
was unnecessary. I could not see the logic of it.
The drivers went on strike because they wanted
more bus services for certain routes, but it
seemed a funny way of going about it. It was a
bit like their action a few months ago of
refusing to help mothers with children put
prams. on the buses, although they soon backed
down because of the public outcry. I hope we
do not get to the stage where this costly public
service is able to hold the public to ransom.
Today's editorial in The West Australian dealt
with the problems of providing bus services in
peak hours. It mentioned that a certain number
of buses were needed, but the problem was how
we utilised the extra buses in off-peak times.
We all know the problems with providing ser-
vices on weekends, where the services cost a lot
of money but very few people use them.

The Deputy Premier might want to ridicule
our privatisation policy, but I believe there are
ways that we could provide a better service to
the public by looking at a few options without
maintaining this huge operation providing our
bus system. The Government should not just
shut its eyes and say that things cannot be
changed. Millions of dollars are involved in
this bus service.

Mr Rushton: The projected deficit for 1991
of S 163 million is quite scary.

Mr COURT: I am sure the Minister is aware
of the problem.

I should make the point while on the subject
that the bus services we have here-and I am
thinking now of their cleanliness and the polite-
ness of the drivers-is considerably better than
the situation found in other States and cer-
tainly in other countries I have visited. I hope
that in the years to come, no matter who is
operating our bus services, this cleanliness and
politeness are maintained. I would not like to
see in Western Australia some of the grotty,
dirty and dangerous systems operating in other
countries. We are lucky we do not have those
problems here.

Mr BLAIKIE: The estimate for the MTT
finds the Government seeking the approval of
an expenditure of $40.9 59 million. The MTT
involves a heavily subsidised service with a
total gross expenditure of $107 million; there-
fore this item deserves the attention of all
members.

We see in the estimates a minimal difference
in the income derived by the MTT for 1984-85
and the income expected to be derived in
1985-86. In 1984-85 the income from fares was
$ 19.637 million while the estimated expendi-
ture for this year is $19.77? million. Although
the size of the metropolitan area has grown and
the metropolitan population has increased, we
do not see a corresponding increase in the in-
come to be derived from fares. We do not see a
correspondingly small increase in The allocation
for fare concessions or social welfare con-
cessions, which have increased quite dramati-
cally.

Returns for social welfare concessions have
increased by $1.? million over last year, so in
that area alone metropolitan transport services
will benefit by almost $2 million, again by way
of taxpayers' payments. I support the remarks
made by the member for Nedlands; that is, it is
incumbent on the Government to improve the
profitability of the service and at the same time
attempt to improve the services to its passen-
gers.

I also support the remarks made by the mem-
ber for Nedlands by saying that of all the bus
passenger transport services I have travelled on
in the respective States of Australia, possibly
with the exception of Canberra, I found that
the Mfl is better than any other service. I
found the services in Canberra probably ran a
little more frequently than the services in West-
ern Australia.

Mr Court: They have those chauffeur driven
cars there.

Mr BL.AIKIE: Yes, that is another service,
and I do not know what the profitability of that
service would be like.

The standard of MIT service is very good.
The quality of the buses the MTT uses is very
good, but there needs to be an added drive or
incentive-

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you use the buses?
Mr BLAIKIE: I certainly use the bus, yes. My

wife commutes on it frequently. From where
we live at Mt Pleasant-

Mr Court: Tell them about the private sector
buses from Busselton.
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Mr BLAIKIE: I will come to that in a mo-
ment,

From where we live in Mt Pleasant, my wife
tells me it is about a 15-minute bus ride into
the city and it is the same from the city irres-
pective of whether it is peak hour or not.

Mr Davies: Did your wife tell you that?
Mr BLAIKIE: My wife told me that and I

have also used the service. My wife thinks the
service is very good. But there does need to be
the desire by the Government to increase the
number of paying passengers on the service.
That is very important.

Much has been said by Government mem-
bers about where the Opposition stands in re-
lation to privatisation and what the Opposition
will do in relation to the MTT. Let me simply
relate to this Committee details of a service
which is totally privatised and of which the
Government should be aware. I believe the
Minister for Transport has a particularly high
regard for the company known as South West
Coachines. That company operates on a tour-
ist licence and it runs a daily return service to
Perth from Margaret River, Bridgetown, and
Collie. The fares it charges are laid down by the
Transport Commission. When it carries pen-
sioners or children under the age of 14 or 16
years the company provides those people with
a concession out of the company's own
generosity. It is not subsidised by the Govern-
ment or the taxpayers.

This company runs a service five days a week
from the centres I have mentioned, with no
assistance from the Government to provide animportant service to those communities, and
runs its services in the essence of private
enterprise. The operation is well known to me
because the operators are based in Busselton.' I
have seen their operation grow from simply
running without any passengers to its present
state and it certainly attracts many passengers
per day. South West Coachlines runs in compe-
tition with Westrail because it has to run a
tourist bus operation, and it is certainly
attracting passengers which is helping the tour-
ist industry in a significant way. It is also pro-
viding a very valuable and very important tour-
ist service to those areas. The operations have
been of importance to the towns I have
mentioned.

The same company recently was one of the
tenderers for the Government's contract for an
Mfl-style service in the town of Bunbury and
I have previously complimented the Minister
on the decision to grant that contract to South

West Coachlines. I have no idea of what the
tender amounts of other companies were, but I
understand another local bus operator tendered
and that Westrail also was a competitor for the
tender. Suffice it for me to say that on receiving
the contract South West Coachlines put on or-
der a further 11I coaches which will be delivered
by the end of this month. This will cost the
company approximately another $2 million.
The coaches are all what are called five-star
clipper tourist class coaches, so a good quality,
excellent and reliable service will be provided.

I do not know what place an operator such as
South West Coachlines would have in the gen-
eral functioning of the MTT services, but the
Government has seen fit to ensure the
company was the successful contractor at
Bunbury. and if the company continues to pro-
vide the standard of service it has already
provided to other centres of the south-west, I
hope it will be successful. If it is successful it
will be because the company is able to attract
people to use its services. The Government and
the MTT can probably learn lessons in regard
to the high standard of the bus fleet of South
West Coach lines. L hope they are successful.

The MTT is an operation with a gross expen-
diture of over $100 million and it provides a
very important facility to over one million
people. There is a need for that service to be
improved and for more people to be attracted
to use the service. The Minister, after awarding
South West Coachlines the contract for the
Bunbury service, could well look at seeing how
the success of that company could be extended
into perhaps the MTT and one of its arms of
service.

Mr GRILL: Firstly, I will answer the ques-
tions asked by the member for Dale. His first
question was in respect of the comprehensive
five-year transport policy. I expect to receive a
report on this matter prior to Christmas-

Mr Rushton: Would you release it before
Christmas?

Mr GRILL: I cannot guarantee that, but I
still hope to receive it before Christmas and I
think that will be the case.

In respect of the suburban rail system, I in-
form the member for Dale that light rail has
not been ruled out.

Mr Rushton: It has not been ruled out?

Mr GRILL: It has not been ruled out, no. It
is still one of the three possibilities which will
come forward in the master plan which we will
present within a couple of months.
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We are all concerned about the deficit and
the efficiency of the MTT. Last year was the
first year for a long time that the MTT deficit
went down in real terms. That was a consider-
able achievement.

Mr Rushton: Thai is from taking off the
social services?

Mr GRILL: No, it went down in real terms in
the operational sense. In 1985-86 it will go up
basically because this Government took the de-
cision not to increase fares.

Mr Rushton: Whereas the MTT would have
recommended some increases?

Mr GRILL: Yes, it certainly recommended
there should be a reasonable increase.

Mr Rushton: You leave the burden for the
taxpayer.

Mr GRILL: That is quite true. I know there
are arguments in that respect, but the Govern-
ment took the decision that by and large people
who use public transport need to be con-
sidered, and we did not put up fares this year.

Mr Rushton: Election year is a fairly power-
ful argument.

Mr GRILL: I am sure that did not come into
it! Last year we only put up fares by half the
rate of inflation, so in real terms it was a de-
crease.

Mr Rushton: The year before you put them
up savagely because of the zonings.

Mr GRILL: It was flat savage; it was quite
moderate. Last year the increase was three per
cent which was half the inflation rate. This year
there was no increase at all. Thai is why the
deficit willf blow out a little this year.

The member for Nedlands raised a whole
range of questions. It is most unlikely while I
am Minister there will be an MTT ferry oper-
ation to Roitnest. In respect of the old Perth I
would not be too quick to write it off. There are
prospects of its being restored and operating on
the Swan River at no cost to the taxpayer.

In relation to the buses, there will be 40
coming on stream this year, so the expenditure
on buses is under the item relating to leases.

Mr Court: What was the figure in the loan?
Mr GRILL: I cannot tell the member off the

cuff. The buses are leased and that is where one
picks up the cost.

in relation to strikes or bans-and I think it
is bans rather than strikes at present-I agree
they are certainly irritating to the public. The

Bus Operators Union has had a very fine
record aver the last three years. The union has
not struck for nearly three years.

Mr Blaikie: That was the time they struck
and you gave them the extra pay overnight.

Mr GRILL. Unfortunately the extra pay was
a pre-election promise.

Mr Court: It stopped the strike quickly.
Mr GRILL: I do not think they threatened to

strike. It was early on, within the first month of
our entering Government. It was a pre-election
promise to give them parity with the Victorian
branch.

Mr Court: Are you saying it is now a pretty
happy, cosy team?

Mr GRILL: I cannot go that far, but their
record in relation to strikes is good.

There has been a lot of talk about
privatisation. We have to remember that the
present Metropolitan Passenger Transport
Trust is the result of the private operators
simply being unable to make profits within the
metropolitan area. That was a quarter of a cen-
tury ago, but the fact is that privatisation in the
bus system in Perth simply did not work. It
does not work anywhere in the world.

Mr Rushton: You indicated you would intro-
duce some private operators in peripheral
areas.

Mr GRILL: I cannot remember ever making
that promise.

Mr Clarko: Does that mean you did not
make it or that you have a poor memory?

Mr GRILL: It means I did not make the
promise.

The member for Vasse raised the query as to
why income has not increased dramatically in
the Estimates this year. The fact is there was no
increase in fares. We have budgeted for a slight
increase in patronage which we hope and ex-
pect to get. One has to bear in mind that
patronage in the Perth metropolitan area had
been falling off for a couple of decades. The
loss of patronage has been stemmed during the
period of the Burke Government.

Mr Rushton: It was stemmed in the last year
of our Government.

Mr GRILL: It happened during the period of
our Government. I do not want to get into an
argument as to who gets the credit.

Mr Blaikie: How has the opening of
the Perth-Fremantle railway increased
profitability?
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Mr GRILL: It has not increased profitability.
I think I have made that clear over and over
again. Nor has it decreased profitability by the
wild figure of $5 million which some Oppo-
sition members have thrown around from time
to time. The decrease in profitability was of the
order of $800 000 in the first year, slightly less
in the second year, and double that in the third
year.

Mr Rushton: Those old, antiquated trains
would cost a lot to maintain.

Mr GRILL: The member for Dale can take
credit for the antiquated nature of the sub-
urban train system.

The member for Vasse also referred to the
social welfare repatriations from Treasury.
They will go up, and they are linked to costs as
much as to revenue. When costs go up they go
up as well.

I concede that South West Coach Lines is an
efficient operator in the south-west, but in the
Bunbury town service, which is about to be
implemented, the company will operate at a
loss and will be recouped by way of a
substantial subsidy.

Mr Court: Does that come in under the
South West Development Authority?

Mr GRILL: No, under the Transport Com-
mission.

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the
year-

Mr COURT: On the question of fares the
Minister said there had been no increase and so
the income was the same. A paint I want to
make is that teenagers have a problem caning
their surfboards on buses. It does not seem to
be a problem on trains. Is it possible for a
simple rack to be put on the back of a bus so
that they are encouraged to catch the bus and
take their surfboards? I know it is a problem in
some northern suburbs and throughout my dis-
trict where the buses are running to and from
the beach all the time.

Yet we have the crazy situation in which
parents have to run their children backwards
and forwards to the beach because they have to
carry boards, despite the fact that these boards
are very small. I know that there was a summer
bus which ran up and down the coast, but it is
not possible to carry the boards on normal
buses.

Mr Rushton: Some beach buses ran directly
from town to the coast.
(131)

Mr COURT: Perhaps a rack or something of
that nature could be designed to fit onto the
back of buses which could increase their ability
to carry surfboards.

Mr BLAIKIE: I refer to the question of in-
comes that are derived from fares and I compli-
ment the Metropolitan Transport Trust. I have
always found drivers to be very courteous
whenever I have used the MCI'. Drivers are
generally efficient and have a good rapport
with the public. I found out recently that this is
not the case in other States of Australia, par-
ticularly Melbourne. I travelled with some col-
leagues and one of the surprising things we
found was that on the couple of occasions we
used public transport there was a complete ab-
sence of bus conductors taking money from the
passengers. No doubt this would be of great
concern to the Victorian transport service if the
situation occurred regularly. However, on two
or three separate occasions in Melbourne my
colleagues and I found that the bus conductors,
who were quite noticeable, made no attempt to
take fares from passengers. I hope that practice
does not occur in Western Australia. I hope the
morale of the MTT and its staff is kept high at
all times and that their responsibilities are kept
to the fore.

Mr GRILL: I briefly reply to the suggestion
made in respect of surfboards. Could I ask the
member for Nedlands to write to me on that
particular question?

Mr Court: We put out a Press release a
couple of weeks ago but it has not seen the light
of day.

Mr GRILL: In respect of fare evasion, I
understand from the MTT that this State does
not have a big problem in this regard.

Division 81 put and passed.
Division 82: Western Australian Coastal

Shipping Commission, $17 681 000-
Mr RUSHTON: I would just make two

points. Firstly, I indicate to the Minister my
confidence in the executive and staff of the
commission and Stateships. I think they are
equal to any task. Personally I would have liked
to see the deficits declining. I had expected that
within something like four years the budget
might have broken even in Stateships. I think
that was also the Minister's expectation.

I would like the Minister to indicate-if he is
in the position of being Minister after the next
election, which is something that we on this
side would challenge-whether he is able to
determine what the future for Stateships would
be under his management. Are we to see bigger
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ships on the run to Singapore and other places?
I am concerned because shipping is vicious in
its competitiveness. Many people have made
losses in shipping. Obviously this State is losing
money but did we need a bigger ship on the
Tasmanian run? Under the Minister's
administration, we lost money on the services
to the north and Darwin. We have not been
able to get a subsidy from the Commonwealth
to help us in that regard. What is the Minister
intending to do to lift Stateships out of its con-
stant declining returns to enable it to break
even if it can? What form of ships will achieve
that aim?

Mr GRILL: I hope there will be a rosy future
for Stateships. I think it really is very
shortsighted of the Opposition to indicate in its
policy that it would close down Stateships if it
got into power. I think the Opposition would
regret that action.

As the member for Dale has indicated,
Stateships' losses are basically made on the
north-west run. Cargoes into that area have not
been up to expectations. That is a pity. I think
we would have liked Stateships to grow, as the
previous Government expected and this
Government expected it to but it has not.

In respect to that northern service, there is
currently a review under way. I understand that
a draft paper is now being written as a result of
that review and it should come to me in its
final form very shortly. I suspect that the re-
view will not recommend dramatic changes to
services in the north-west but I think members
will all have to bear in mind that the north-west
is changing. About a quarter of the State's road
budget is being spent in the noath-west to im-
prove roads and extend the black top. I think it
is inevitable that rationalisation at some future
date will have to take place in respect of
Stateships' northern service. However, I hope
that Stateships can expand its operations with
bigger ships, like the Irene Greenwood, being
profitable. There is a proposal for the Govern-
ment to extend the east-west operation to New
Zealand. It is a logical step and there are car-
goes there. With this bigger ship we could com-
pete more successfully against our opposition.

Mr Blaikie: You should have a Select Com-
mittee of the Legislative Assembly examine the
potential of overseas markets.

Mr GRILL: I do not mind other people be-
coming involved in potential overseas markets
if they want to do so. However, there are some
problems with that and in that respect the
Government will make a decision very shortly.

The Government is also looking at extending
the services from the north-west to Asia. I
would like to see a viable maritime industry
operating out of Western Australia.

Unfortunately, competition is fierce. For
example, the Australian National Line made a
profit of $19 million this year. We have to bear
in mind that ANL has sold off some of the
unprofitable ships and unwise Purchases made
by the Fraser Government. That is a fact.

Mr Rushton: It is the conditions of employ-
ment that kill you.

Mr GRILL: Everyone knows as a fact that
there were some very unwise decisions on ship
purchases by the Fraser Government and there
is no use denying it. There has always been a
fairly hefty injection of equity capital into the
ANL, which has improved its profitability.
Whether it can continue to rack up profits is
problematical. The maritime unions, I think,
are being sensible in respect of manning and
there are a number of Australian operators
which are now operating in Austral ian-man ned
ships around Australia and around the world
on a profitable basis. I do not see why Western
Australia cannot do the same.

In respect of the Irene Greenwood, we are
operating this very efficient ship on the
east-west run, and I think we can extend those
operations with similar ships in order to create
a lot of jobs and employment, not necessarily
caused by people being directly employed on
the ships but by small contractors in and
around Fremantle and the other ports of West-
ern Australia being able to employ more
workers. I think the Opposition has taken a
very short-sighted and ill-advised view.

Mr Court: The private sector can still run
ships.

Mr GRILL: Of course it can. However it is
most unlikely that a private operator will
operate those ships out of Fremantle. It will
operate either out of Sydney or Melbourne as
the other operators do.

Division 82 put and passed.
Division $3: Western Australian Government

Railways Commission, $260 655 000-
Mr RUSHTON: I have been disappointed

that the Government has not supported the
commercial isat ion of Westrail. Westrail put
forward many proposals regarding its
commercialisation, none of which the Govern-
ment has supported. The previous Government
committed itself to Westrail's
commercialisation.
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My second point relates to the numbers
working for Westrail. I wonder whether the
Minister could indicate what that figure is and
when that figure will bottom out. I know it is
all tied up with the economic running of
Westrail.

It has been pleasing to see that Westrail has
received a little more tonnage which must have
come from the wheat harvest. However,
unfortunately it lost the iron ore tonnage.
Westrail's future is dependent on bulk carriage.
Westrail is still the most efficient railway in
Australia. Queensland has the opportunity to
become the most efficient if it can get its num-
ber of employees down. When it electrifies its
freight lines it will have a great opportunity to
become more efficient.

Mr COURT: A couple of senior citizens in
my electorate travelled on the Prospector to
Merredin and found that there was not a plat-
form there on which to alight from the train.
Steps were lowered to allow people to get off
but because these people were elderly, they had
great difficulty. Is that so?

Mr Grill: Not that I am aware of. I do not
think there is any problem. Could the member
for Nedlands drop me a line and I will follow
that matter up?

Mr COURT: Perhaps the member for
Kalgoorlie might be aware of it because he goes
through there occasionally.

Mr GRILL: The Government has not made a
definitive endorsement of the commercialisa-
tion of Westrail. The concept is attractive to
the Government. The details of
commercialisation are presently being
negotiated between Treasury and Westrail.
Hopefully we can come up with something
fairly definitive shortly.

In respect of the rundown of the numbers
within Westrail, I was looking at the figures a
few days ago and, on the figures given to us by
the Public Service Hoard, it appears that, since
the present Government has been in power, the
reduction in numbers has been something like
1 800. 1 am using the Public Service Hoard fig-
ures which use whole bodies. It is down to.
about 6 800.

Mr Rushton: Do you see that continuing?
Mr GRILL: There is no doubt that will con-

tinue. I think there is a budgeted loss for this
year of 140 or 150. The salaries are also cormi.ng
down. Westrail is becoming more and more
efficient very quickly. It is easily the most ef-
ficient railway system in Australia.

Mr Court: I bet you are glad you are not
running the New South Wales or Victorian
systems.

Mr GRILL: They have had a lot more prob-
lems than we have had. We have had a good
run from the unions. People in this Chamber,
from time to time, denigrate the unions. They
have allowed new technology to be adopted in
Western Australia which unionists in other
States have not allowed. That is the reason our
system has become very efficient. Many things
have been introduced, the foremost of which is
the two-man crewing situation which now
operates on freight trains and is to be
introduced on the passenger system.

Mr Court: Is there any hope that the Indian
Pacific will be run by a private operator?

Mr GRILL: It is a possibility. A report has
just been completed which recommends that
the Indian Pacific should be run by one oper.
ator. I doubt very much whether it will be a
pnivate operator. However, that is not out of
the question.

The last question put to me related to
tonnage. Iron ore tonnage is down. However,
we may be able to announce a contract with
BHP as a result of its negotiations with the
Chinese. I think that is still in the offing and I
hope it will be a reality in a short time. Cartage
of coal is down dramatically and will fall
further, unfortunately. With the downturn in
the price of alumina, that tonnage will also be
down in the coming year.

Mr Rushton: What is the grain harvest pros-
pect?

Mr GRILL: That is slightly up.
Mr Rushton: Not on last year.
Mr GRILL: I think it is, actually. It is a

carryover. The estimated grain haulage for
1985-86 is 4.6 million tonnes compared with
5.2 million tonnes in 1984-85. It is slightly
down but not as much as one would imagine.
The revenue will be up.

Mr Court: What effect has the downturn in
bauxite mining had-they are closing some-
thing at Kwinana?

Mr GRILL: The estimate this year is that we
will lose $6 million because of the downturn in
coal. The estimate with alumina is that we will
lose $62 000 only. I mention alumina because I
do not think these estimates, which were pre-
pared months ago, reflect the downturn we
have seen over the last few weeks.

Division 83 put and passed.

4163



4164 ASSEMBLY]

Division 84: Regional Development and the
North West $1 487 000-put and passed.

Division 85: South West Development Auth-
ority, $1196 000-

Mr BLAT KIE: It is interesting to note that
last year the estimate was $528 000, but in
actual fact the total expenditure by the South
West Development Authority was
$1 455 000-almost $1 million more than the
estimated amount. A large amount of that
money was for the acquisition of property. I
ask the Minister to indicate to the Chamber the
other overruns that occurred in relation to the
authority.

The area covered by the authority includes
the shires bounded by Mandurah in the north
and Manjimup in the south, and it also in-
cludes the Shire of Augusta-Margaret River. In
its 1983 policy the Labor Party put to the
people of Western Australia a proposition to
establish the South West Development Auth-
ority to encompass the areas I have mentioned.'
It also put forward a programme known as
"Bunbury 2000".

1 have a number of concerns about matters
involving the south-west region and the area I
represent. First, I refer to mineral sands mining
which has been a principal industry since 1957.
Approximately one million tonnes of mineral
sand is exported through~ the port of Bunbury
each year. Mineral sands mining is the industry
which gave the port of Bunbury the necessary
tonnages which enabled other industries to be
developed around it.

From reading yesterday's Daily News and
today's The West Australian it is evident that
the mineral sands mining industry is again
facing difficulties and is under threat. The
headline on page seven of the Daily News of 12
November is headed, "Beach mining pro-
posal-Govemnment faces two sided problem".
The article reads as follows-

A mineral sands company wants to mine
the dunes and beach at Minninup where
high radiation levels have been detected.

And the Government says that if the
spectacular strip of coast south of Bunbury
is not mined it would consider closing the
beach because it is a health hazard.

I question the comments supposedly made by
the Government that it is a spectacular strip of
coast and whether the Government has any
right to close it because it is suggested that it is
a health hazard. The article continues-

Westralian Sands wants to mine the high
grade deposits of ilmenite, zircon,
leucoxene and radioactive monazite-
which would involve the removal and res-
toration of about I 4ha of dune and beach.

The Government believes that because
of the high radiation levels, mining may be
G"environmentally desirable''.

High radiation levels have been found
over a 600m stretch of beach accessible
only through private property.

Other comments were made relating to that
proposal.

One of the matters which has concerned me
since this Government has been in office is the
absence of support-public support and sup-
port in the media by members of the Govern-
ment representing the area, and for that matter,
Ministers-for the mineral sands mining in-
dustry. The Minister will have the opportunity
to indicate whether he supports the proposal.
More importantly, it is incumbent upon the
Minister to indicate whether he supports the
industry and what it means to the people of' the
south-west.

The mineral sands mining industry has a
work force of 700 people who come from SCM
Chemicals Ltd, formerly Laporte Australia
Ltd, as well as from employees involved at the
mining sites. Those people have a gross earning
capacity of well in excess of $ 100 million, and
all that money is regenerated back into the area
of the South West Development Authority. It is
not just a mining or subsidy industry, but it is a
very important principal industry.

The Daily News also carried another story
which was headed, "Plan counter to Labor pol-
icy". It stated-

Proposals to mine the dunes and beach
at Minninup, near Bunbury, are against
official Labor Party policy.

The ALP platform says a Labor Govern-
ment will "aim for the reservation for pub-
lic use of a strip of land one kilometre wide
commencing at the high water mark, along
the entire Western Australian coast."

It says that environmental impact
statements and specific public inquiries
are prerequisites for the mining of any
frontal dune systems for heavy mineral
sands.

As far as I am concerned I have no objection to
environmental impact studies being carried
out;, I believe that is a matter of commnonsense.
However, having received the umpire's de-
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cision that there were sufficient controls which
enabled mining to commence and be operative,
and to meet the conditions laid down by the
Environmental Protection Authority, the proj-
ect should go ahead. The people in the
south-west would be quite concerned if the
Labor Government or the people supporting it
used the Labor Party's policy which aims for
the reservation for public use of a strip of land
one kilometre wide commencing at the high
water mark, along the entire Western
Australian coast to stop mining, It might be a
very plausible statement, but in practice it is
ridiculous to the extreme and it will have a
deleterious effect on so many industries.

Several members interjected.
Mr Taylor: Burble, burble.
Mr BLAIKJE: If the member for Kalgoorlie

waits a moment, he will hear me continue with
a statement which gives some indication of
where the Labor Party is headed.

Mr Taylor: Burble, burble.
Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Kalgoorlie

ought to be very careful about where he is
headed right now.

I have said that the reservation for public use
of a strip of land one kilometre wide commenc-
ing at high water mark along the Western
Australian coast is ludicrous in the extreme and
I have mentioned one industry, the mineral
sands industry, and the extent to which that
will be affected by that reservation. That was
reported in the Daily News today and in The
West A ustralian.

Mr Grill: We have been particularly generous
to you in respect of this debate. It is very hard
to see how any of this relates to the South West
Development Authority. Are we going to go on
all night in this vein?

Mr Read: Wasn't there a question asked in
question time about that?

Mr BLAIlCIE: The question may well have
been asked by the member for Mitchell.

In addition, the Minister for Conservation
and Land Management tabled in the House
tonight a paper seeking revocation of State for-
est comprising some 1 876 hectares some 7
kilometres south-west of the Cape Leeuwin
townsitc- It is so easy for the Government to
say that it will preserve the tuart forest by cre-
ating a national park. That might be commend-
able.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Burkett):
Order! I wonder whether the member for Vasse
might direct his remarks to the business before

the House- I think the Chair has been particu-
larly fair. At this late hour the member appears
to be wandering across the length and breadth
of the State and covering everything that might
happen in that southern region. That does not
bear much relevance to the item before the
House, the South West Development Authority
and the vote of $1 196 000.

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Deputy Chairman, may I
reassure you that-

Government members: No, sit down!
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do not think

at this late hour those interjections from the
right wing and the back pocket and the
half-back flank are helping. The member for
Vasse might be inclined to wind up at some
time if we do not interject and upset him along
the way.

Mr BLAIKIE: I assure you, Mr, Chairman,
that the mineral sands industry is at the very
heart of the South West Development Auth-
ori ty.

The Government has sought to have an area
of tuart forest reserved as a national park. Pant
of that national park to be claimed by the
Government happens to have a significant
amount of mineral sands under it. This gives
me further concern that the mineral sands in-
dustry is now being pinched out of existence.
That industry happens to be a very impontant
industry for the progress and development of
the south-west. I certainly seek a response from
the Government to those comments. I would
like to know where the Government stands be-
cause, although that industry has been a cor-
ner-stone, there has been very little public re-
sponse to, and certainly no public
acknowledgement of, what the industry has
done for the State.

During the lead up to the polls in 1983, the
Government brought forward its "Bunbury
2000" concept.

Mr Bryce: Great idea!
Mr BLAIKIE: It is interesting that the Depu-

ty Premier has a degree of enthusiasm when we
talk about something other than the mineral
sands industry. Although the Government has
heralded all its successes in relation to
Bunbury, it has done so at the expense of a
series of other centres. It is very easy to under-
stand why places such as Kalgoorlie, Albany
and Geraldton believe they have missed out on
their fair share of the Government's purse.

Mr Taylor: Not Kalgoorlie; the only time we
missed out was when you were in Government.
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Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Kalgoorlie
can say what he wishes, but the Government
has certainly been extravagant in the extreme
in the amount of funds it has poured into
Bunbury, first, to meet its "Bunbury 2000"
commitment, and secondly, to pork-barrel for
its members for Bunbury and Mitchell. A com-
parison of housing activity by Homeswest in
Albany and Bunbury is very interesting. The
Bunbury region has profited by something like
400 or 500 per cent more than the Albany re-
gion, yet the Government is still pouring hous-
ing money into Bunbury. It is now seen in the
region that the Government has been
pork-barrelling for its political survival.

The South West Development Authority was
created by the Government. The Minister
handling this part of the Bill will recall the
debates in the Legislative Assembly on this
issue. We pointed out time and time again the
need for local government to be involved with
the South West Development Authority. Fol-
lowing a series of meetings with key local
government representatives of the south-west
region, the Minister finally agreed to have writ-
ten into the Bill the opportunity for local
government as of right to have membership of
the South West Development Authority. That
was one of the principal arguments that we
advanced during the initial stages when the
Government brought in its Bill for thc South
West Development Authority. Despite that op-
portunity for local government to be a pant of
the authority as of right, there still remains a
degree of suspicion and a degree of concern by
local government authorities that authorities
adjacent to the region are still missing out
while the City of Bunbury is having very large
sums of Government money spent within it.
We need only look at the breakdown of expen-
diture for the Building Management Authority
for this year to bring this argument into proper
focus.

An article by John Nayton in today's The
West Australian is headed "'Instant city' on
target". The article made a number of claims,
some of which are factual and some of which
need further elucidation. One claim was that
the Bunbury population growth rate was run-
ning at double the national average. That may
well be the case, but the growth rate in Bunbury
prior to this Government's coming into office
was certainly running well above the national
avenage anyway.

That was the case for the whole of the
south-west region. The growth rate in the
south-west region exceeded the national aver-

age growth rate prior to the Government's es-
tablishment of the concept of "Bunbury 2000"
and the population also had a healthy growth
rate in excess of the national average.

The article also stated that a building boom
has pushed the annual value of the city's con-
struction industry from $12 million to more
than $40 million in three years. I agree with
those comments. However, it needs to be con-
sidered in proper perspective. A substantial
part of that boom has been directly attributable
to the Government's building activity within
the city area. One of those is the Austniark
building and although it is a private contract,
the Government has certainly given the private
contractor a licence to print money. The
Government has given the developers a 25-year
lease plus two five-year options at $150 a
square metre -plus which will make it the
dearest office space leased anywhere in the
south-west. It may well be the only office space
of that quality available in the south-west but I
remind the Government that when the contract
was first entered into no opportunity was given
for other contractors, particularly south-west
contractors, to submit tenders, or to give
quotes. For some reason the Government went
to the Bond Corporation and together with
Austmark an arrangement was made with
Multiplex to erect the building. The people of
the south-west do not know whether they have
the best deal available. However, the Govern-
ment got the deal that suited its political pur-
poses best.

It was indicated that a consortium of
builders in the south-west would have been pre-
pared to enter into a similar contractual ar-
rangement to erect a Government building. It
was prepared to do so but was not given the
opportunity of submitting a tender.

A sad fact which has emerged in recent
months is that the plans for the aluminium
smelter have been shelved. I share the Govern-
ment's concern in this regard. In my opinion it
was a very important phase in the ongoing de-
velopment of the south-west.

Mr D. L. Smith: Are you happy with the site?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am very pleased that the
member for Mitchell has raised this question. I
had not intended to refer to it today but I will
do so now in some detail later. The develop-
ment of the smelter in the south-west has been
heralded as most important and it was the
linchpin of the other developments that would
follow, for example, the extension of the power
station and an upsurge in the benefits that
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would flow. I hope that it is not too long before
the project comes on stream because it is most
important to the area.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Burkett):
Order! I think I have been fairly tolerant but I
cannot for the life of me see how the South
West Development Authority or the matter be-
fore the Committee, relates in any way to either
the establishment or non-establishment of the
smelter. I would like the member for Vasse to
address his remarks to the Bill before the
House.

Mr BLAIKIE: My assessment of the debates
earlier this evening had been that members
were able to speak in a broad sense on the
matters contained within the Divisions. I fol-
lowed what I believe has been previous prac-
tice.

As far as the South West Development Auth-
ority is concerned, last year it employed seven
people and this year it will employ 13 people.
The wages bill last year was $179 000 and this
year htis estimated at $363 000. The number of
staff has doubled and so has the wages bill.

When the Liberal Party wins Government
one member of the staff will certainly be
changed and that is the media officer. The
authority is a relatively small body employing
1 3 people and yet one of its staff is a media
officer costing the State $41 000. None of the
other departments we have talked about this
evening, including Treasury and a whole range
Of Others, has its own media officer. I believe
that the only reason for the employment of a
media officer is to suit the Government's pol-
itical purposes to herald and report the political
contents of that body and the local ALP mem-
bers in the area. That is pork-barrelling at its
worst and I give the assurance that when we are
back in Government, one of the first changes
will be the removal of the media officer. He
should start looking for other accommodation
now.

I want to raise other items but I will leave
them for later discussion.

Mr BRADSHAW: I am certainly concerned
at this item of the Budget for the South West
Development Authority. Last year the running
costs were $700 000 but it must be
remembered that from the expenditure of
$1.455 million, $771 000 related to the acqui-
sition of land. I consider the purchase of land
to be like money in the bank to some extent
and such an amount does not concern me.

Located in Bunbury are the Industrial Devel-
opment Department and the Small Business
Development Corporation and this seems to
smack of duplication bearing in mind that the
South West Development Authority is also
located in the south-west. Either those two de-
partments should be moved from the area or
the South West Development Authority should
be moved. Such duplication concerns me. I
have already stated the Opposition's policy sev-
eral times.

Mr Read: What is your opinion?
Mr BRADSHAW: It is a waste of taxpayers'

money. I have said it publicly. The Oppo-
sition's policy is that it would be reviewing its
performance. We are not blockheads.

The South West Development Authority is
putting out glossy brochures about what it is
doing. Most of these things will happen re-
gardless of whether there is a South West De-
velopment Authority or not. Early this year Mr
Baden Pratt went down to become the media
officer. Before the 1983 elections he was down
there working for the ALP. Now he is doing the
same thing at the taxpayers' expense.

Mr Blaikie: He has promoted the member for
Mitchell and the member for Bunbury.

Mr BRADSHAW: They have now taken on
Mr John Leighton to help them. I wonder how
long after the next election Mr Baden Pratt will
remain in Bunbury.

Mr Blaikie: About two minutes.
Mr BRADSHAW: Now there is a similar

scenario to that prior to the 1983 elections
when Mr Baden Pratt was down there. I have
nothing against him; I like him as a person.
Similarly Mr John Leighton. With a bit of luck
we will soon be in Government.

Mr Davies: You will need some luck.
Mr BRADSHAW: I like John Leighton as

well.
Mr Read: How do you like Peter Murray?
Mr BRADSHAW: I do not know him very

well.
Mr Read: His father was a Liberal member

of Parliament.
Mr BRADSHAW: Does that make him a

Liberal?
Mr Read: It is funny you do not know him.
Mr BRADSHAW: I did not know his father

either.
Mr Blaikie: What is his uncle like?
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Burkett):
Before we get on to his great-grandparents, we
might get back to the matter before the
Chamber. I have appreciated the colourful in.
terjections from the member for Mandurab,
but at 4.03 a.m. perhaps he might keep a little
silent.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Mandurah office of
the South West Development Authority started
up with Mr Peter Murray. I have met him but I
do not know him very well.

Mr Court: Has he got a spare office?
Mr BRADSHAW: That is what I am about to

talk about. He has a secretary, of course. Then
it was decided to have a project officer who has
some journalistic training. Then they moved
the member for Mandurah out of his office
next door to the South West Development
Authority. This, of course, had nothing to do
with the fact the project officer had some
journalistic training and followed the member
for Mandurab around to take his photo for the
paper.

Mr Read: In his own time.
Mr BRADSHAW: It smacks a little of pro-

moting the ALP. They tried to lump Mandurah
into the South West Development Authority.
Mandurah does not want anything to do with
it; it is a region on its own.

Mr Read: Where are the next south-west
games to be held?

Mr BRADSHAW: What has that to do with
it? If one analyses it, the venues are very lim-
ited. There are only about three places to have
the south-west games. Even Mandurah will
have trouble. It will have to use some of the
facilites of the Pinjarra and Murray Shires. In
fact there is no rifle range so it will probably
use the Yarloop facilites.

Mr Blaikie: They will probably use pant of
Perry Lakes Stadium.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Before we
reach Exmouth with the south-west games, we
might get back to the business before (he Com-
mittee. I would prefer no interjections, because
the mare members interject the longer we will
be here.

Mr BRADSHAW: Thank you, I appreciate
those comments, Mr Deputy Chairman.

I was trying to point out that this smacks of a
waste of taxpayers' money to promote the ALP.
It concerns me that the Government has the
audacity to use our money in this way.

To return to the "Bunbury 2000" concept

and those things which are supposed to be done
in the South West Development Authority, it is
like some of the ALP false advertisements say-
ing, "Look what I have achieved without even
being a member." I can remember the member
for Joondalup who, after a year, handed out a
pamphlet showing how she had opened a fire
stat ion at Wanneroo or somewhere. The fact
that it was finished before the election was
ignored, so I do not know how she could have
opened it. She certainly had nothing to do with
it. It was already built and running before the
elections.

Coming down to the Austmark tower, it was
built to show that something was being done. It
is all right to say there is no other office space
of that quality in the area. I suppose it may be
filled up with bureaucrats, but I do not believe
one creates regional development by having
bureaucrats there. The only way to develop a-
region is by developing business in that area.
For example if one has a free park in that area
it will possibly be beneficial. That I can under-
stand. But it is not necessary to bring in
bureaucrats.

Mr Blaikie: One of the things the locals are
worried about is that the people may be in the
building but they will not be there all week.
They may commute to Perth.

Mr BRADSHAW: They may. if one has chil-
dren in high school in Perth or at university,
one will not be pleased to be pushed down
there to live.

I turn now to comment on the representation
of the advisory committee to the South West
Development Authority. At the recent
changeover of membership we saw it with two
representatives from the Mandurah Shire but
with no representatives from either the Murray
or Waroona Sh ires. This is ju st not on. I t i s n ot
as though no-one from those shires was pre-
pared to join the advisory committee.

Mr D. L. Smith: What about Dudley Tuckey?
Mr BRADSHAW: I do not know where he

farms, but the important thing is where he
lives, and he lives in Mandurah. It is time the
Minister looked at the composition of the ad-
visory committee.

Mr Grill: How do you know there was any-
one from that area on the short list?

Mr BRADSH-AW: I know people from the
area did nominate.

Mr Grill: I don't decide who will be on the
short list. Local government has a very big say
on this short list.

Mr BRADSHAW: I do not think it does.
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Mr Grill: Local government has a very big
say on the short list because you people
dictated that in respect of the selection of
people to the advisory committee, my choice
would be very much circumscribed. You
should go back to the local government rep-
resentative and ask why someone was not in-
cluded.

Mr BRADSHAW: I think it would be better
if the selection was from a wider area.

Mr Grill: You people used Your numbers to
amend the legislation to restrict my choice by
allowing local government a very big say on the
short list.

Mr BRADSHAW: I disagree. About 12
months ago when there was a change in the
membership of the advisory committee, we had
Pat Rutherford from the Harvey Shire replaced
by a Mr Van Gent, who had nothing to do with
the Harvey Shire. What input did the Harvey
Shire have on that decision?

Mr Grill: The short list that comes to me is
decided by a representative of local govern-
ment representing all local government in that
area, and a representative of the South West
Development Authority.

Mr BRADSKAW: H-e must not be
representing local government too well if that is
the case.

Mr Grill: You people changed the legislation
to set up that system.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is not the point. He
cannot be representing local government too
well if he changes a shire councillor with some-
one who has nothing to do with that shire coun-
cil.

Another thing which has concerned me dur-
ing the year is the abandonment of the alu-
minium smelter. The smelter project was com-
pletely mishandled by the Government because
the Minister for Minerals and Energy and the
Treasurer kept boosting up the hopes of people
in the area, and we also had the South West
Development Authority echoing the Govern-
ment's comments and explaining what benefits
would be derived by the region. The authority
was quite embarrassed by the announcement of
the abandoning of the aluminium smelter proj-
ect because on the day the Treasurer
announced that the project would not be a
goer, only a couple of weeks after the Minister
had told people how soon it would be built,
members of the South West Development
Authority were holding a meeting with local
businessmen and telling them all about the
great benefits that would flow from the smelter.

The disappointing thing about this whole affair
is that people had continually had their hopes
built up. The businessmen in the Australind
shopping centre had not had the best of
trading.

Mr Tom Jones: It was built ahead of its time.

Mr BRADSH-AW: Yes, and that is perhaps
the case because of their anticipation of this
smelter going ahead. The shopkeepers there
had had their hopes built up and some hung on
in the expectation that the smelter would go
ahead. They were told that the project would
involve more than 2 000 Workers who, with
their families, would provide a boost in their
trading. Not only the shopkeepers in that
centre but also other tradesmen in the area and
people who had undertaken subdivisions were
expecting to make gains from the project.

All of a sudden their hopes were dashed to
the ground. It is sad to think that the Govern-
ment boosted their hopes by saying the smelter
would be built and then, only a matter of weeks
after the Minister was 'saying it was going
ahead, we had the Treasurer saying that the
project would not proceed.

I am concerned about the blow-out in funds
from $700 000 to $1.2 million for the South
West Development Authority. This sont of ex-
penditure should be curtailed yet it seems to be
going on and on.

Mr GRILL: Both Opposition members who
spoke ranged far and wide and I simply do not
intend to follow the trails they left all about the
place. The one pertinent point raised related to
the additional expenditure this year for the
South West Development Authority. The bulk
of that extra expenditure relates to the acqui-
sition of land on behalf of a whole range of
agencies for which the authority will be
recouped from the Government in due course.
Other areas of expenditure relate to salaries,
consultancy fees and the like. I make no apol-
ogy for that because I have always believed that
if reasonable development is to take place it
needs a strong regional authority to back it.
The authority needs to have at hand the necess-
ary expertise and consultants, and therefore the
necessary finance to be able to do the job.
Doing the job and doing it well is the South
West Development Authority. It has been spec-
tacularly successful and is making unpre-
cedented progress in developing the "Bunbury
2000" concept. I do not think anyone can deny
that the area around Bunbury and the
south-west generally is going aheadl dramati-
cally as a result of the South West Develop-
ment Authority and its staff.
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The Opposition on this subject appears to be
in complete disarray. On one band we have the
Leader of the Opposition saying that the Oppo-
sition, in Government, would disband the
authority. Then there is a retraction of that
statement.

Mr Bradshaw: Not a retraction, just putting
the record right.

Mr GRILL: He said he was not really going
to disband it. That retraction was made after
an outcry from the people of Bunbury includ-
ing the incumbent candidate down there who
was absolutely petrified that he would not have
an earthly chance of winning his seat with such
a palatine existence. So the Leader of the Op-
position had to retrace his steps and retract
that piece of policy.

The member for Murray-Wellington consist-
ently knocks the "Bunbury 2000" policy and
the South West Development Authority, and
appears to be completely at odds with the can-
didate for Bunbury who consistently supports
the South West Development Authority, the
"Bunbury 2000" concept, and the progress that
is being made in Bunbury in respect of a whole
range of measures to better regional develop-
ment and the lot of the people who live down
there.

Then we have the member for Vasse who
runs hot and cold on the subject and who is not
prepared to say whether he supports or does
not support the "Bunbury 2000" concept. He is
sitting on the fence and he has pickets up his
bottom. That is a summation of the situation.
Those members do not know where they stand
on the subject. They are in complete disarray.
The "Bunbury 2000" concept is a tremendous
success by any stretch of the imagination.

Mr BLAIKIE: On the items, 1 want to raise a
number of matters. 1 want to let the Minister
know very quickly and very carefully that the
South West Development Authority's ability to
trade or interfere in private business will be
totally and absolutely removed. Instead of mis-
quoting as the Minister is wont to do, he can
get it right from the word go.

In relation to the staff of the South West
Development Authority I want to refer to a
number of items and to ask the Minister to
indicate where this added expense is coming
from. Under the heading of "Contingencies-
other staffing costs", I note some $97 000 is to
be expended. If one was to look at the estimates
that are allowed for in the actual staff areas, it
amounts to probably four or five staff in total. I
find the amount of $97 000-almost
$100 000-for "other staffing costs" to be a
very significant item when taking it in the con-

text of the amounts that have already been
provided for staff in the general budgetary area.

In addition, there is a further item related to
"services and contracts" for which this year
$427 000 is provided, double the amount
which was provided in 1984-85. By compari-
son, the amount that was proposed in 1983-84
was some $81 000; so, there has been a dra-
matic increase. In that three-year period we are
looking at an increase of about 500 per cent.

Under "grants, subsidies and travel pay-
ments", $ 154 000 is allocated. I have no idea
what those amounts are for, and I want the
Minister to provide a full explanation. I ask the
Minister to explain the allocation of $ 100 000
for the Bunbury town square development.
One can only assume that it is related to
Bunbury's I150th year celebrations.

They are my preliminary comments. I may
be obliged to make other comments depending
on the extent of the Minister's response.

I have already spoken of the media officer
and the role that he plays in the South West
Development Authority, but 1 also find it
rather disconcerting to see that the media
officer receives a salary of $41 000, yet the
senior executive officer, Peter Beeson, receives
a salary of $41 000 also. I would imagine that
any Officer worth his pound of flesh-Peter
Beeson-should be worth double what the me-
dia officer is worth. Either the Government is
overpaying Baden Pratt, which could well be
on the cards, or it is underpaying the senior
executive officer. To have a person of Pratt's
capacity in that town for simply the purpose of
expanding the political arm of the Government
and for no other purpose, while paying that
officer $41 000 of taxpayers' money, is quite
scandalous.

That goes one step further. Many questions
were asked in relation to the salary and con-
ditions that Mr Baden Pratt was receiving fol-
lowing his appointment to Bunbury. I do not
want to launch any sort of personal vendetta
against Mr Pratt because, quite frankly, I rather
like the fellow, misguided as his direction in
politics may be. He is a pleasant chap and is an
easy person to get on with. in spite of the ques-
tions that were asked by members on this side
of the House, the Government never gave any
indication of what Mr Baden Pratt's salary was,
so we had to wait until the Budget papers came
out. We find a figure of $41 000. 1 want to go
one step further and ask the Minister: In ad-
dition to his $41 000 salary, what other
emoluments of office are paid to Mr Pratt? Are
they in relation to motor vehicle expenses, liv-
ing expenses, and other expenses associated not
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only with his office, but also out-of-pocket ex-
penses that the Government may meet in an ex
grafla way? It is a matter of concern and I seek
the Minister's response. The extent of the Min-
ister's response may welt satisfy my queries.

Mr GRILL: In respect of staffing costs, I in-
dicate that the majority of those costs are taken
up with the appointment of an officer to rep-
resent in South-East Asia the South West De-
velopment Authority and the growers of the
south-west with additional costs in respect of
awards, workers' compensation, super-
annuation, and the like. In respect to services
and contracts-

Mr Blaikie: Before you go any further, in
other words, that is the South East Asian Mar-
keting Corporation, is it? Is that Kevin Strapp's
job?

Mr GRILL: That is his job, yes.

Mr Blaikie: So he comes under "Other
Staffing Costs"?

Mr GRILL: His additional salary and ex-
penses, yes.

Mr Blaikie: How much would his salary and
expenses be expected to be?

Mir GRILL: I cannot tell the member at the
present time.

Mr Blaikie: Is it $97 000?

Mr GRILL: No. Other factors are involved
in that figure. It includes workers compen-
sation, superannuation-a whole range of mat-
ters like that. If the member contacts me next
week I will tell him exactly what his expenses
and emoluments are.

in respect of services and contracts, there are
seven or eight projects on which the South
West Development Authority is involved in the
current year. I do not have a list of them in
front of me, but I would be quite happy to give
the member a list of them in due course.

I cannot give the member details in relation
to grants, subsidies, and transfer payments, but
I will send him a list. The Bunbury Town
Square development figure is a provisional sum
which relates to the planning study which was
done for the proposed town square. A sum of
$ 100 000 was set aside for the implementation
of recommendations of the study. Part of that

could form a gift for the sesquicentenary of
Bunibury, but no decision has been made yet
and perhaps none of that sum will be

expended.

In respect of the $41 000 paid to the media
officer, Mr Baden Pratt, I believe that sum is
commensurate with his abilities and I can
make no further comment than that.

Mr Blaikie: You reckon he is as good as Peter
Beeson?

Mr GRILL: There are other journalists work-
ing for the Government and Government
agencies who receive emoluments of that
nature. As to whether he receives other ex-
pen ses, I would suspect that he does but I can-
not give details. Other journalists in the pay of
the Government receive such expenses.

Mr Blaikie: Will you provide the details?
Mr GRILL: If the member drops me a li ,ne I

will give him the details.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister has already
indicated the sum of $97 000 in other staffing
costs relates to the South East Asia Marketing
Corporation and the salary of Mr Kevin
Strapp. It would have been far better if that
had been set out in the schedule and properly
identified. As regards the other three items I
raised, the Minister has indicated he will pro-
vide the details to me, and I would expect them
reasonably soon. With those provisos, I will
contact the Minister's office tomorrow to seek
that further information.

Division 85 put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit

again, on motion by Mr Carr (Minister for
Police and Emergency Services).

BILLS (4): RETURNED
I . Stamp Amendment Bill.
2. Stamp Amendment Bill (No. 2).
3. Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment

Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.
4. Acts Amendment (Potato Industry) Bill.

Bill returned from the Council with an
amendment.

OFFENDERS PROBATION AND PAROLE
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from Council; and, on motion
by Mr Grill (Minister for Transport), read a
first time.
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Second Reading

MRt GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [4.37 a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill proposes to effect two changes to the
Offenders Probation and Parole Act. The first
is in respect of a court's discretion to fix a
minimum term.

Section 37 of the Act provides that a
sentencing court may, as part of a sentence of
imprisonment, fix a minimum term. The mini-
mum term is a lesser ternm than the maximum
sentence imposed. Until the minimum term
has been served, the convicted person is not
eligible to be released. Thereafter, he may be
released on parole on such conditions as the
Parole Board requires or recommends.

Section 37(2) of the Act provides that a court
is not required to fix a minimum term if it
considers that the nature of the offence and the
antecedents of the convicted person render a
minimum term inappropriate.

However, section 37 as a whole has come to
be judicially construed as obliging a sentencing
court to fix a minimum term unless the circum-
stances clearly require or justify the imposition
of a maximum sentence only.

There have been a number of cases in which
the sentencing judge or magistrate would have
preferred not to fix a minimum term for a var-
iety of reasons which the Act does not now
accommodate. For example, the Court of
Criminal Appeal has held that section 37(2)
requires that both the nature of the offence and
the antecedents of the convicted person make
the fixing of a minimum term inappropriate: A
minimum term must be fixed even if one of
these considerations suggests a minimum term
is inappropriate.

It is accordingly proposed to amend section
37 to give the sentencing court a very wide
discretion to decline to fix a minimum term.
This is consistent with the Government's view
that sentencing courts should have appropriate
discretion when sentencing.

The Government anticipates that the
proposed change to section 37 will lead to an
increase in the number of cases where a maxi-
mum sentence only is imposed. The likely
number of such cases cannot be quantified, but
it is expected that they will continue to be a
small proportion of the whole. The real aim of
this exercise is to ensure that the courts should
not feel bound to allow parole where this is

regarded, for whatever reason, as clearly inap-
propriate. Clause 6 of the Bill effects the above
change.

Clause 7 effects a consequential amendment.

The Hill also seeks to amend the composition
of the Parole Board. Section 21 of the Act pro-
vides that where the Parole Board is dealing
with a male prisoner, the board shall consist of
seven members, namely, a judicial member
appointed by the Governor on the re-
commendation of the Minister; the Director of
Prisons, and three men and two women
appointed by the Governor. Section 21 also
Provides that where the board is dealing with a
female prisoner, the board shall consist of five
members, namely, the judicial member; the Di-
rector of Prisons, the two women appointed by
the Governor, and one of the three men
appointed by the Governor. It is proposed to
remove the distinction in composition of the
board when it deals with female prisoners.

In addition to the removal of that distinc-
tion, it is also proposed to provide-

that there be three persons appointed by
the Governor, a reduction from the
present three men and two women;

that the Director of the Probation and
Parole Service-or a nominee when the
director is not available to attend-be a
member of the board;

that a nominee of the Director
Prisons attend as a member when the
rector is not available; and

of
di-

that one member of the board be a mem-
ber of the Police Force nominated by the
Commissioner of Police. This confirms the
Present practice.

Accordingly, in future the Parole Board will
consist of seven members: The judicial mem-
ber appointed by the Governor; the Director of
Prisons, or a nominee; the Director of the
Probation and Parole Service, or a nominee; a
member of the Police Force; and three other
persons.

Clauses 3, 4, and 5 effect this change.

Clause 8 is a transitional clause.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by
Mensaros.

Mr

House adjourned at 4.42 a.m. (Wednesday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PORTS AND HARBOURS: MARINA
P1 Picquet: Environmental Report

1358. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Now that the Environmental Protec-

tion Authority has made its
recommendation in relation to the
proposed Pt Picquet boat harbour,
what action does the Government
now propose?

(2) Does the Government intend to pro-
ceed to fund and build the boat har-
bour at that location?

(3) Would he have a copy of the report
tabled?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) The Government is considering the

development of a broad regional plan
which would identify potential har-
bour sites in Geographe Bay.

(2) Such a decision will have to await the
development of the abovementioned
plan. The Government is keen to pro-
ceed with the construction of a boat
harbour in the general area and re-
mains prepared to commit the necess-
ary funds.

(3) The report has been released to the
public.

CRIME
Indictments: "Ex officio"

1490. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) How many ex officio indictments have

been issued in each of the last 10
years?

(2) Who is the responsible officer who de-
cides whether an ex officio indictment
should be issued?

(3) What criteria are used to decide
whether to proceed by ex offici .o in-
dictment rather than committal pro-
ceedings?

(4) In each of the last 10 years how many
ex officio indictments have been
issued against a person or persons fol-
lowing the dismissal of committal pro-
ceedings for the same offence by a
magistrate?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Statistics are not maintained which

differentiate ex officio indictments
from other indictments. I am advised,
as a very rough estimate, it is thought
that ex officio indictments are between
I0 per cent and 12 per cent of the
total.

(2) The Crown Prosecutor has the pri-
mary responsibility. He refers a num-
ber of such cases to the Crown Coun-
sel for decision. If there has been no
committal for trial on any charge, the
Solicitor General is consulted. He re-
fers many such cases to the Attorney
General.

(3) It is necessary that there be a clear
prima facie case of an offence. In ad-
dition, if the relevant facts have not
been the subject of a committal pro-
ceeding or coronial inquest, there
must be some circumstances justifying
an indictment without a committal.

(4) These statistics are not maintained.

POLICE
Heavy Haulage Squad: Grain Trucks

1497. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for
Transport:

Have any arrangements been made
with Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd
to enable officers of the heavy haulage
squad to have access to information
contained in growers' dockets or to
witness the weighing of farmers'
trucks by weighbridge officers
employed by Co-operative Bulk
Handling Ltd?

Mr GRILL replied:
I am advised that no such arrange-
ment exists.

TRANSPORT
Boat Moorings; Blackwall Reach

1505. Mr MacKIN NON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has the Government received an ap-

plicat ion from a marine charter
company to instal temporary moor-
ings in the Swan River adjacent to
Blackwall Reach Parade?

(2) -I f so, who has made th is appl ication to
the Government?
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(3) Has a final decision been made on this
application?

(4) If not, when is it likely that this de-
cision will be made?

(5) Will local residents be consulted be-
fore the decision is made?

(6) If not, why not?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) We have a copy of one submitted to
the Melville City Council.

(2) John Mantle Marine has forwarded an
application to the Melville City Coun-
cil, which then submitted a copy to the
Government.

(3) No.

(4) Within one month.

(5) Yes.

(6) Not applicable.

DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTING AND
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

Computers: Standardisation

1514. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Technology:

(I) Is the Department of Computing and
Information Technology responsible
for ensuring the standardisation of
database software and database
language in Government departments
and authorities?

(2) Have any reports been prepared on
this matter and communicated to the
participating Government depart-
ments?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(I) DOCIT is responsible for ensuring
that before decisions regarding choice
of database software and languages are
made, the characteristics of the par-
ticular problem or opportunity to be
addressed are analysed and under-
stood and that the software and
language chosen are best for the cir-
cumstances. That is, it is the appli-
cation that drives the decision-making
process rather than technology; that
the solution fits the problem rather
than vice versa. A significant result of

this policy is that the Government is
not wedded to any particular database
software or language,

(2) The above policy has been
communicated to all Government
agencies.

DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTING AND
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

Staff Titles

1516. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Technology:

(1) Is it necessary for the Department of
Computing Information and Tech-
nology to use titles such as "learning
facilitator" and "human factors plan-
ner" when recruiting staff?

(2) Who is responsible for selecting these
titles?

(3) Will consideration be given to
returning to the use of commonly rec-
ognisable titles?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The titles in question were chosen as
they aptly reflect the nature of the du-
ties of the positions. DOCIT's learn-
ing facilitator position has the role of
promoting information technology
competence throughout the entire
public sector by encouraging appropri-
ate tertiary education, industry sem-
inars, and conferences, and through
assisting staffing Government
agencies with immediate training and
development roles to more effectively
meet their responsibilities. The title
"human factors planner" was chosen
as the position is concerned with all
the human elements which are vital to
the successful implementation of in-
formation technology including
psychological and physiological fac-
tors.

(2) The titles were determined in the nor-
mal manner through consultation be-
tween the Department of Computing
and information Technology and the
Public Service Board.

(3) The titles are apt and have attracted a
very high number of applications.
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SUPERANNUATION BOARD
Investments: Rate of Return

1523. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
What is the estimated rate of return in
years I1, 2, and 3 of the
Superannuation Board investment in
the-
(a) Technical College site redevelop-

ment;
(b) David Jones site redevelopment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am advised by the State
Superannuation Board that the
estimated rates of return are-
(a) Technical College site redevelop-

meft-
Year 1- 16 percent
Year 2-16 percent
Year 3-16 per cent

(b) David Jones shte redevelop-
inent-
Year 1-29.2 per cent
Year 2-12.3 per cent
Year 3- 17.3 per cent

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Canning Vale: Relocation

1531. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) H-as the Education Department ident-

ified an alternative location for the
Canning Vale Primary School?

(2) If so, what is that location?
(3) If not, when will that alternative

school site be identified?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Alternatives are being considered.

EDUCATION
Hostels: Subsidies

1534. Mr OLD, to the Minister for
Education:

What per capita subsidies have been
available from the-
(a) Commonwealth Government;
(b,) Western Australian Government,
to parents of students attending high
school hostels in Western Australia for
years-

(i) 1982;
(ii) 1983;

(iii) 1984;
(iv) 1985?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Boarding away from home allow-
ance-
(a) Commonwealth Government

(Basic Boarding Allowance)
1982-$780 per annumn per child
1 983-$866 per annum per child
1984-$927 per annum per child
1 985-$927 per annumn per child;

(b) State Government
1 982-$250 per annum per child
1983-$250 per annum per child
I1984-$250 per annum per child
1985-$250 per annum per child.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
English: Vacancies

1539. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Are there any vacant positions within

the Education Department for quali-
fied English teachers?

(2) If so, how many such positions remain
unfilled?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Nil.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Computers: Budget Allocation

1 540. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:

Of the $300 000 referred to in ques-
tion 1429 of 31 October 1985, what
amount has been budgeted to be spent
on subsidising the purchase of comn-
puting equipment in primary schools?

Mr PEARCE replied:
An overall split on funding for comn-
puter equipment between primary and
secondary schools cannot be detailed
at this stage as final allocations de-
pend upon the demands from schools.

1547. Postponed.
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PORTS AND HARBOURS

Fremantle Part Authority:- Ombudsman's
Investigation

1548. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Is it fact that the Fremantle Port Auth-
ority is now being investigated by the
Ombudsman regarding the circum-
stances relating to the sinking of the
yacht Lesclienazdt on 19 December
1984?

Mr GRILL replied:
I have been advised by the Parliamen-
tary Commissioner for Administrative
Investigations that he is investigating
a complaint he has received from Mr
W. G. Wales. To this end he has asked
for a report from the Fremantle Port
Authority,

1550. Postponed.

MINERAL SANDS

Wesiralian Sands Ltd:- Ludlow State Forest

1551. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) H-as the Government given

perrnisssion for Westralian Sands Ltd
of Cape] to undertake trial mining and
rehabilitation in the Ludlow State for-
est?

(2) If "Yes", when will the company
undertake the trial mining activity?

(3) Does any other mining company in-
tend undertaking mining or mineral
exploration activities in the Ludlow
State forest?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), what is the name of
the company?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) and (4) There are no other mining ten-

ements in State forests Nos. I and 2
which form the Ludlow tuart forest.
However, Western Titanium Ltd
holds mining tenements in the adja-

cent State forest No. 12 pine forest. I
understand there is no tuart in this
particular State forest.

FORESTS

Logging:- Howkce Block

1552. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Is it Government policy that further

timber cutting will be permitted in the
Hawke block, once the present coup is
finished?

(2) If "Yes", what area of Hawke block is
scheduled next for clear felling and
would he table a map of the area?

(3) If "Yes" to (1), when will cutting for
the next area of Hawke block begin?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) To be determined following

completion of the southern region
land management plan in t987.

(3) Answered by (2)_

ARTS COUNCIL

Allocations

1553. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Arts:

Referring to my question 1440 of 5
November 1985 concerning grants by
the Arts Council, will he provide de-
tails indicating-
(a) how much each company or

group requested from the Arts
Council in its application this
year;

(b) how much each company or
group was allocated;

(c) what percentage the allocated
amount represented in regard to
the requested amount in their ap-
pl icat ions?
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Mr DAVIES replied:
(a) to (c) The information requested by

the member is given in the table be-
low,

Company

WA. Opera
W ,A. Ballet Co,
W ,A. Arts Orcb.
W.A. Theatre Co.
Fremantle Arts Centre (P.A.C.)
HOle in the Wall
Film & Television Inst.
Spare Parts Puppet Theatre
FAC. Press
Crafts Council of W A.
Deck Chair Theatre
SWY Theatre
Praxis Group
W.A, Youth Orchestra
Ethnic Music Centre oEWA

Total

196AplcainAmount Amt Given Amt Givenl96ApictinAllocated vs.Amal byW.A.A.C.
WA.At utai oa by Applied to vs. Total.A rt usrli atl W.A.A.C. W.A.A.C. Amnountcouncil Council Applied()(cAple

(a)(b(cAple
677 800 68000 745 800 569000 83.9% 76.3%
785400 191800 977200 629100 80.1% 64,4%
554600 36500 591 100 533000 96.1% 90.2%
5900No 38 700O 977000 489900 $3.0% 50.1%
461907 - 465907 457700 98.7% W91)
266 700 125 500 392200 Defer 0.0% 0.0%
145500 271 500 417000 172000 118.2% 41.2%
157000 148000 305000 136800 87.1% 44.9%
J130 861 - 1 30 861 135 100 103,2% 103.2%
63 271 18 144 81415 63300 10O.0% 77.7%
95760 64950 160710 102 100 106.6% 63.5%
90000 7t1000 161000 92300 102,6% 57.3%
72360 110570 182930 72400 100.1% 19.6%
48 000 20 000 68 000 Defer 0.0% 0.0%
61 355 - 61355 62300 101,5% 101.5%

4202514 1 512964 5 71[5478 3515000 83.6% 61.5%

ARTS COUNCIL
Drama Officer:, Re-employment

1554. Mr RUJSHTQN, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) Will he confirm that the drama officer

at the Arts Council, Mr Catlin, whose
task it is to recommend grants to
drama companies or groups, has been
employed by a drama company, Swy
Theatre Company?

(2) Is that drama officer associated with
any other company or group in any
capacity?

(3) Which other members of staff at the
Arts Council are involved with
performing arts companies or groups,
and which companies or groups are
these?

(4) What funds have been allocated to
these companies or groups which have
associations with Arts Council
officers?

(5) Is this an acceptable practice in the
terms of employment of these officers
within the Public Service or
conditions similar to the Public Ser-
vice?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Yes, with full cognisance of the WA

Arts Council. The period of involve-
ment was during the officer's long ser-
vice leave in 1985. The project
involved Federal funding for the pro-
duction and the commissioned theatre
script. The officer paid his own salary
and costs during his leave and
received no royalty or ongoing re-
muneration from the company.

The practice of contracted arts staff
maintaining active involvement in
their areas of arts speciality has been
endorsed by the WA Arts Council.
The officer in this case had no in-
volvement with the decision making
on the company in question and
exempted himself from debate in
1984. He also was replaced at his own
insistence in the official meeting with
the company in 1985 when the
company-like all arts organis-
ations-was invited to make an
official presentation to the WA Arts
Council.

Furthermore, the process of assess-
ment of all submissions to the WA
Arts Council is the most comprehen-
sive in Australia to our knowledge. No
single staff member makes
recommendations to council com-
mittees, or to the council itself. Sub-
missions are placed in a five-stage pro-
cess which means that only in rare and
urgent cases are staff in a position to
place a funding recommendation be-
fore council, and then only with the
imprimatur of the director and the
chairman of the council.

(2) Apart from the appointment as the
representative for the Perth Institute
of Contemporary Art on the Drama
Theatre Complex Committee of the
Perth Cultural Centre-which was ap-
proved by me-there are no other for-
mal associations.

(3) Lindsay Lovering, in his capacity as a
flautist, is a member of the flute and
harp duo "Concorde", with full WA
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(4)
(5)

Arts Council approval. Government
funds have never been applied for or
received.
Frances Head is an active member
and secretary of University Collegium
Musicumn Choir. No funding-a Uni-
versity choir.
Nil-see (3) above.
Not applicable.

1555. Postponed.

FISHERIES: LICENCES
Shark Bay: Reduction

1556. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) Have regulations been gazetted to re-

duce the number of fishing licenees in
the Shark Bay area?

(2) When were these regulations gazetted?
(3) What criteria were used to grant fish-

ing licences in the Shark Bay area?
(4) How many licences are now allowed

for fishing in the Shark Bay area?
Mr EVANS replied:
(1) No. A working group report on the

management of the Shark Bay snapper
fishery will be submitted to me shortly
for consideration and decisions.

(2) to (4) See (t) in relation to snapper.
Criteria for entry into the prawn, scal-
lop, and beach seine and mesh net
fisheries have been in place for some
years. These can be supplied if
required.

1557 and 1558. Postponed.

ROTTNEST ISLAND
Management Strategy Report

1559. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Will the Minister advise whether the

final management strategy report on
Rottnest Island has been released?

(2) If not, when will it be released?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) The report is currently being

examined in detail and will be re-
leased in due course.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Forreszftield-Fremantde: Completion

1560. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Could he advise if the narrow gauge

line from Forrestfield to Fremantle
via Maddingion has been completed?

(2) If so, has the Government directed
Westrail to route goods trains on that
line, rather than on the Perth to
Fremantle line via Cottesloe?

(3) Could he please advise the number or
goods train journeys between Perth
and Fremantle in either direction in-
(a) 1983-84;
(b) 1984-85?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The matter was not one of Govern-

ment direction. Westrail constructed
the south-of-the-river narrow gauge
line as a more efficient route which
also avoided narrow gauge goods
trains travelling through the suburban
passenger system. Naturally, there-
fore, n arrow gauge good s t rai ns si nce 5
November 1984, when the route was
completed, have travelled via the
Maddingion route.
However, recently trackworks in the
Freman tle area associated with the
America's Cup caused Westrail to re-
veit to the Perth-Fremantle route.
These trackworks will be completed
about January 1986 when the goods
trains will revert to the Maddington
route.

(3) 1 cannot answer the question without
involving Westrail in a
time-consuming search of records.
However, perhaps it will suffice to say
that prior to 5 November 1984 an av-
erage of about four services ran each
way daily, Monday to Friday.

ROAD
Servet us Street Bypass

1561. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) Could he please advise the commence-

ment date of construction of the by-
pass road on the western side of
Cottesloe golf course which will join
Servetus Street?
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(2) Could he also advise the anticipated
completion dale of the bypass road?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) Construction is planned to

start later this month and be
completed by August 1986.

ROAD

Canning Highway: Upgrading

1562. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that-

(a) major road work is to be
undertaken in Canning Highway
between South Terrace and
Greenock Avenue. Como;

(b,) the Stale Energy Commission has
given an indicative estimate of
$209 250 as the cost of converting
existing overhead lines to
underground power reticulation
in the section of Canning High-
way affected by the road works?

(2) If "Yes" to (1) (a) and (b), and given
that the actual cost of conversion
would be less, as the cost to relocate
the existing aerial mains to enable the
proposed road works to go ahead
would be approximately 120 600, and
this expenditure would be unnecessary
were the overhead lines convented to
underground reticulation, will he re-
consider the matter of financing
undergrounding. power lines progress-
ively with the work in Canning High-
way?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) (a) No; in fact, minor widening to al-

low provision of a pedestrian me-
dian refuge is proposed between
Thelma Street and Greenock Av-
enue during 1985-86; other sec-
tions could follow in subsequent
years;

(b) I am not aware of any estimate of
cost of underground power; how-
ever, the South Perth City Coun-
cil may have sought this. The
commission's estimate to relocate
the aerial route between Thelma
Street and Greenock Avenue is
$6 000, and the total cost of the
project is approximately $70 000.

(2) There are arguments from safety and
aesthetic viewpoints in favour of
undergrounding power lines, but in
this case the cost would be increased
at least tenfold. It is not reasonable
that the project meet this cost.

DR SYD SHEA
Timber Industry: Agreements

1563. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:

Will he explain the contradiction in
his assurance that Dr Shea's
statements on 96UVSFM were factual
when Dr Shea claimed that the agree-
ments with the timber industry "were
nonetheless binding on the Govern-
ment", and his assurance that the
claims by the timber industry were not
binding?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Dr Shea, in the same interview, noted
that the Governent was not legally
bound to grant access to any specific
area of forest to the timber industry.

LAND: RESERVE

Lane-Poole:- Draft Management Plan

1564. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

Will the Government stand by the
undertaking of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management
in its publication "Toward an En-
viron mental and Recreational Man-
agement Plan for the Lane-Poole Re-
serve", that the draft plan will be
made available for public comment
for three months?

Mr DAVIES replied:

Yes.

TRANSPORT AGENCIES
Annual Reports

1565. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(I) What annual reports for the transport
agencies have yet to be tabled for the
year ended 30 June 198 5?

(2) When will the outstanding annual ie-
ports be tabled?
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Mr GRILL replied:
(1) (i) Coordinator General of

Transport
(ii) Metropolitan Transport Trust

(iii) Westrail
(iv) Department of Marine and Kar-

bours
(v) Fremantle Pant Authority

(vi) Albany Pant Authority
(vii) Bunbury Port Authority
(viii) Esperance Pan Authority

(ix) Geraldton Port Authority
(x) Pant Hedland Port Authority
(xi) South West Development Auth-

ority.
(2) Annual reports for (i), (ii), and (iii)

will be tabled during the coming week;,
the balance will be tabled once they
become available.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT
Deregulation: Report

1566. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Will he table the Transport Com-

mission's monitoring report on
deregulation of freight for the year
ended 30 June 1985 or a later date if
available?

(2) If the report is not available, for what
reason is the report being withheld
from Parliament?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) The Transport Commission's

monitoring report for the 1984-85
financial year was delivered to my
office on 8 November. I have not yet
examined the report but hope to be
able to lay a copy of the report before
the Parliament by the end of this
week,

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Oakfard: Land Purchase

1567. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the land for the new Oakford pri-

mary school been purchased?
(2) If "No", when are negotiations

expected to be completed?
(3) If "Yes" to (I)-

(a) how much land has been secured;
(b) what was the Purchase price;
(c) when will the school be built;
(d) will the school be ready for-

(i) commencement of 1986 school
year;

(ii) before winter 1986;
(e) will a water bore for reticulating

the grounds be sunk and equipped
immediately;

(f) if "No" to (e), when will water be
provided?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) The land and property branch of the

Lands and Surveys Department was
requested to purchase the replacement
site for the Oakford primary school
early in January this year. The owners
rejected the initial offer made by the
land and property branch. Nego-
tiations between the owners and the
Valuer General's Office have
proceeded until late in October. The
owners have agreed verbally to sell
approximately 6.3 hectares of their
land to the Government for the re-
placement site for the Oakford pri-
mary school.
A formal offer of $35 000 has recently
been made to the owners by the land
and property branch of the Lands and
Surveys Department on behalf of the
Education Department. It is not poss-
ible to specify when this matter will
be completed until the owners have
formally con firmed their agreement to
sell portion of their land to the Edu-
cation Department for the site for the
replacement of Oakford primary
school.

(3) Not applicable.

ARTS COUNCIL
Finance Committee Chairman

1568. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) Is he aware, and will he confirm, that

the chairman of the finance com-
mittee of the Western Australian Arts
Council has established a new private
publicity company and received a sum
of money from the director of one of
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the Arts Council's funded companies
or groups on behalf of the arts group
called CAPPA?

(2) Is such practice where a person re-
ceives money in a private capacity and
recommends the distribution of public
funds to those from whom the money
is received in strict accordance with
the Public Service guidelines?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) and (2) CAPPA stands for the
Confederated Association of Pro-
fessional Performing Arts Organ is-
ations, which is an incorporated
national body, established to promote
and lobby for the performing arts
across Australia.

Performing arts organisations support
CAPPA with a membership fee and
vote on 12 directors, representative of
the different areas of the per-forming
arts and the membership across
Australia, to the national board,
chaired by Alex Dix. Two of these di-
rectors, representing drama and opera
on the board, are drawn from the
member companies in this State.

The membership of CAPPA in this
State includes representation from op-
era, ballet, music, drama, youth
theatre, and puppetry. Representa-
tives meet monthly to coordinate
State concerns and keep their two
co-directors in Western Australia
informed on State issues.

This year CAPPA raised sponsorship
support from the Peter Stuyvesant
Cultural Trust to establish Royal
Show exhibits on the performing arts
in every State in Australia. The WA
membership of CAPPA received
$5 500 of these moneys towards coor-
dination costs and expenses to mount
such an exhibition at the Perth Royal
Show. Notice of this sponsorship be-
ing available was received in August
1985. At a meeting of all WA mem-
bers of CAPPA, it was agreed that it
was essential to contract the services
of an agent, with considerable knowl-
edge of the arts, to coordinate the
exhibition at such short notice. Sev-
eral potential candidates were
canvassed, and at a meeting of all WA

members of CAPPA on 21t August it
was agreed to contract Brunelli
Vision.
*Brunelli Vision is a multi-media pro-
motions partnership, one of the part-
ners being Ms Ali Sumner, who is
chairman of the finance subcommittee
of the Western Australian Arts Coun-
cil.
One of the directors of the CAPPA
Board was authorised to sign this con-
tract on behalf of WA CAPPA mem-
bers, and did so with all members
present.
On completion of the exhibit, which
received considerable praise and
positive press exposure, plus ad-
ditional help from the R&l Bank, a
full report was submitted from
Brunelli Vision to CAPPA. The proj-
ect had been effectively managed to
the extent that the WA branch of
CAPPA was able to reimburse its
national executive over 31 000. No
Commonwealth or State funds were
involved in this admirable effort of
coordinated self-help and promotion
by our performing arts organisations.
CAPPA does not receive State funds
or assistance from the Western
Australian Arts Council.
For those interested in details on the
breakdown of expenditure by Brunelli
Vision submitted in the report to
CAPPA, items of expenditure were as
follows-
BUDGET-$5 500.
EXPENDITURE-

Brunelli Vision
Showtime newsletter-

Printing
Typesetting

Design and erect ion of display
units
Materials

(Display pins, display rib-
lbons, and velcro)

Transport of rosters to and
from the showgrounds
Attendance passes
Photocopying

TOTAL:
Savings on projected expendi-
ture:

2000.00

1 665.00
320.00

250.00
40.96

112.00
90.00
14.40

4491.36

1 002.64

I am grateful to both CAPPA and
Brunelli Vision for so willingly supply-
ing so much detail which has enabled
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me to answer the question fully and
show that the innuendoes contained
therein are absolutely baseless.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT

Grain: Lakes District
1569. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is Westrail active in canvassing grain
transport from the Lakes District to
port destination via the Newdegate
railhead?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) how is grain to be transported ex
farm to Newdegate;

(b) what is the freight rate offered to
Lakes producers from Newdegate
to port;

(c) what is the tonne per kilometre
rate for road transport from farm
to Newdegate;

(d) what quantity of grain has been
contracted to date for this par-
ticular operation?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) By private road contractor;,

(b) $18.32;
(c) this is commercial information

confidential to Westrail and its
subcontractor and therefore the
negotiated rate cannot be
divulged;

(d) negotiations are still in process.
However approximately 20 000
tonnes of grain is involved under
the proposal.

ARTS COUNCIL
Finance Commillee Chairman

1570. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Arts:

(1) Is he aware, and if so, will he confirm,
that the chairman of the finance com-
mittee of the Western Australian Arts
Council has established a new private
publicity company and received a sum
of money from the director of one of
the Arts Council funded companies or
groups on behalf of an arts group
called CAPPA?

(2) Is such practice, where a person re-
ceives moneys in a private capacity
and recommends the distribution of
public funds to those from whom the
money is received in strict accordance
with Public Service guidelines?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) and (2) 1 refer the member to the

answer given to question 1568, which
appears to be almost identical to the
above question.

SEWERAGE
Metropolitan Area: Soil Types

157 1. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Would he ascertain from the Western
Australian Water Authority and in-
form the House what proportion,
approximately, of the yet unsewered
pans of the metropolitan area are on
what could be called sandy ground
and what proportion on what could be
termed clayey ground?

Mr TONKIN replied:
The area of unsewered developed land
generally referred to as infill sewerage
areas is 15 000 ha-Of this 1 500 ha
10 per cent-is clayey ground and
13 500 ha-90 per cent-is sandy
ground.

LAND TITLES
Amalgamation

1572. Mr TRETH-OWAN, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Has he received an application for the

amalgamation of the titles of pant lot
36, Swan Location 73, LTAP6 129 and
lot 61, Swan Location 73,
LTAD5 933?

(2) Who are the current owners of these
two properties?

(3) Has a development application been
received for either of these two
properties?

(4) If so, in whose name is that appli-
cation?

(5) Is an area of lot 36, Swan Location 73
currently part of the Swan River re-
serve?

(6) If so, what is the area of lot 36 that is
part of the Swan River reserve?
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(7) Is lot 36 adjacent to lot 38, Swan Lo-
cation 73 owned by the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority and leased
to the City of Melville, part of .which
property is also covered by the Swan
River reserve?

(8) If an area of lot 36, Swan Location 73
is pan of the Swan River reserve, what
are the current zonings covering lot
36?

(9) Will a rezoning of pant of lot 36 be
required if the whole of lot 36 is to be
used for multi-unit residential devel-
opment?

(10) Has the Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority considered any appli-
cations in regard to either lot 61 or lot
36, Swan Location 73?

(11) If so, what decision was resolved by
the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority?

(12) Has any application been made to
sand fill that pant of lot 36 below high
water mark?

(13) If so, what authorities are required to
approve such sand filling of lot 36?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No. The Town Planning Board re-

ceives amalgamation applications.

(2) Gumpat Pty Ltd-Lot 61;
Kanat Pty Ltd-Lot 36.

(3) Yes.

(4) Camsell Holdings Ply Ltd.
(5) Pant is reserved for waterways under

the metropolitan region scheme.
(6) Approximately 1 550 in2 .

(7) No, lot 36 is not owned by the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority.

(8) Urban in the metropolitan region
scheme and residential C-subject to
the R5O code-under the City of
Melville town planning scheme No. 3.

(9) Yes. Rezonings. would be required to
both the metropolitan region scheme
and the City of Melville town plan-
ning scheme No. 3.

(10) No.

(11) Answered by (10) above.

(12) No.

(13) Answered by (12) above.

ENVIRONMENT
Aquatic Reserve: Attadale

1573. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Is any pant of lot 36, Swan Location

73, LTAP6I29, subject to the
recommendation of the System 6
Study Repont M6 1 Aquatic Reserve
Attadale?

(2) If so, what area is involved?
(3) Is either he or the Environmental Pro-

tection Authority required to approve
the filling of any pant of the Swan
River Reserve?

(4) Is any part of lot 36, pant of any
declared conservation area?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) That pant which is below high water

mark and is described on the lands
and surveys cadastral map, Perth
2000. BG. 34/10.16 and 11. 16.

(3) No. However, a licence from the Swan
River Management Authority is
necessary.

(4) No.

PLANNING
Rezoning: Residential

1574. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has a report been prepared by T. S.

Martin and Associates for either or
both the Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority and the City of
Cockburn which proposes rezoning of
land within the rural wedges between
the south-eastern and south-western
corridors for residential use?

(2) If "Yes", was this report used as the
basis for the Urban Lands Council or
Homeswest purposes in the .landakot
area?

(3) Has either the Urban Lands Council
or Homeswest purchased the whole or
part of Jandakot AA lots 221, 222,
215, or 224?

(4) Has either the Urban Lands Council
or Hoineswest made approaches to
purchase the land directly or through
intermediaries to purchase whole or
part of Jandakot AA lots 215, 223,
and 224?
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(5) Is it a fact that the activities of the
Urban Lands Council and Homeswest
have increased the values of land in
the area by approximately 20 per
cent?

(6) Have either the Urban Lands Council
or Homeswest been competing for the
same parcels of land?

(7) If "Yes" to (6), has this resulted in
increased prices being paid to the ven-
dors of the land?

(8) (a) Will he table the relevant files of
both the Urban Lands Council
and H-omeswest on land referred
to in both (3) and (4);

(b) if not, why not?
(9) Have the actions of the Urban Lands

Council and Homeswest pre-empted
decisions to be made in the metropoli-
tan region scheme?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) 1 have no knowledge of such a report.

The member may care to direct this
part of the question to the Minister for
Planning.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) The Urban Lands Council has pur-

chased lots 215 and 22 1.
(4) Homeswest was approached and

offered lot part 223 in April 1985.
However, the sale was not concluded.

(5) 1 have seen no evidence to even
suggest this could be the case.

(6) No.
(7) Not applicable.
(8) (a) No;

(b) there is no good reason to do so.
(9) As neither of the organisations have

knowledge of decisions to be made, it
is not possible that any actions could
be pre-emptive.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

TRANSPORT: AIR
Perth International Terminal. Disputes

435. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:

I indicate that notice of this question
was given to the Minister's office early
today.

(1) Since 1 January 1985, how many stop-
pages have occurred in the course of
construction of the international
terminal at Perth Airport?

(2) How many stoppages have occurred
since I July 1985?

(3) When was the last stoppage?
(4) What was its duration?
(5) What was the issue?
(6) What was the contracted scheduled

finishing date of the international
terminal?

(7) What is the estimated finishing date?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (7) 1 thank the Leader of the Oppo-

sition for some notice of the question.
While indicating that this matter is
not entirely within my jurisdiction, I
have ascertained the following.
The information the Leader of the Op-
position seeks is only available from
the Commonwealth Department of
Housing and Construction, the auth-
ority in charge of the international
terminal complex at Perth Airport.
The department will not provide the
information until it is cleared by the
Minister. When that is done it will be
pleased to pass on to the Leader of the
Opposition the answer to the question
he raises. He will receive it in due
course.

ARTS
Hole in the Wall Theatre: Funding

436. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) What has been the extent of Govern-

ment funding for the Hole in the Wall
Theatre since the Burke Government
took office?

(2) Is it true that the Hole in the Wall
Theatre will not receive any Govern-
ment funding this year?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Since this Government took office,

base funding for the Mole in the Wall
Theatre has increased by 191 per cent.
In addition the theatre has received
funding for special projects, equip-
ment and capital expenditure. Details
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of funding over recent years are as fol-
lows- 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
Annualgrant 49500 53000 59000 1130DO069 DD0
special proj- 2 170 700 11 265 (42 114 -
ects
Equipment - - 39 126 (40 000 -
Capitul E.- - - - 325000 -
penditure __________________

S51 670 53100 101391 520 114 169000O

While there is probably no limit to the
funds any organisation can absorb, I
believe the Hole in the Wall Theatre
has been welt looked after.

(2) I am advised by the WA Arts Council
that the Hole in the Wall Theatre will
be funded when information required
is to hand. In a media release yester-
day the WA Arts Council advised
there had been a meeting with the
Hole in the Wall director and honor-
ary administrator requesting-

a plan of action to eliminate the
company's anticipated accumu-
lated deficit at 30 December
1985;
a balanced budget for 1986 oper-
ations; and
copies of relevant financial
records.

I am advised that to 10 o'clock this
morning no response had been
received.
That was following the meeting on 29
October. However, I have since been
informed that a reply was received at
2.1 5 this afternoon.
I have a personal high regard for the
Hole in the Wall Theatre, but this
bears no influence with the WA Arts
Council which is the. recommending
funding authority and which has
responded to the Government's com-
mitment to a greater accountability of
public sector resources and more re-
sponsible management of the public
purse.

Mr H-assell: You have to approve all
grants, don't you?

Mr DAVIES: No.
Mr Hassell: Don't you have to approve

grants for the Arts Council?
Mr DAVIES: Unfortunately, I do not. I

have no control over them. The only
ones I approve is where they are
topped up by the Instant Lottery
funds.

Mr Hassell: In other words, they can de-
cide what they like.

Mr DAVIES: They can decide what they
like, but they must take into account
the policy of the Government of the
day.

Mr Hassell: Is it a constitutional require-
ment that they take into account the
Government's policy.

Mr DAVIES: Not necessarily; it is a matter
of common sense. If they do not take
into account the Government's policy,
their funding is cut off.

Mr Brian Burke: With the generosity you
have been showing towards the Hole
in the Wall, we will be looking at it
closely next year anyway.

Mr DAVIES: That is a fact. It has been
well treated and it ill behoves it to be
cri.tical of the funding system when it
cannot get its own funds into order
and provide the information that is
required of it within a fortnight.

ENERGY
State Energy Commission: Foreign Exchange

Losses
437. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the Minister aware of an estimate

by the Australian investment bank,
Dominquez Barry Samuel Montague
Limited that at 30 June 1984 the State
Energy Commission had capitalised
exchange losses and unrealised
exchange losses of $65.1 02 million?

(2) Is he further aware that these losses
significantly exceed similar estimates
in respect of the Australian National
Line, the Melbourne and Metropoli-
tan Board of Works, Qantas, the State
Energy Commission of Victoria, and
TAA?

(3) Can the Minister advise the House of
the estimated position of the SEC in
relation to the same items as at 30
June 1985?

Mr
(1)

PARKER replied:
Yes. The figures are, in fact, quoted in
the State Energy Commission's annual
report which was tabled in this House
about a year ago.

(2) No.
(3) The current accounts of the com-

mission show the full capitalisation of
any foreign exchange gains or losses,
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together with the bringing to account
of any realised gains and losses in ac-
cord with normal accounting stan-
dards. It also needs to be understood
that a substantial proportion of the
loans are covered by Alcoa under the
terms of its agreement with the State.
The annual report together with cur-
rent accounts will be tabled in the
House this week.

MINERAL SANDS
Dune Mining

438. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Has the Minister seen an article in

tonight's Daily News headed, "Beach
mining proposal", which relates to the
mining of dunes and the beach at
Minninup?

(2) If "Yes", would he comment on the
accuracy or otherwise of that article.

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) I have seen the article in the

Daily News this afternoon, and I have
been questioned on it by representa-
tives from the media. The article pro-
ceeds on the fairly Wrong assumption
which may be derived from some mis-
understanding that the Conservation
Council has about the proposals at
Minninup-it is hard to tell from the
article who said what.
The situation is that there are two dis-
tinct leases in the Minninup beach
area. One is a lease held by Cable
Sands Pty Ltd, which is part of the
Ampol Pioneer group and which is a
lease which is entirely on private land.
It is not only private land, but it is
land alienated prior to 19989 which
means that the mineral rights lie with
the owner of the land and not with the
Crown. Almost all that land is well
back from the dunes and there appears
to be no substantial concern with the
mining of that area. It does contain
some fore-dune area about which
there is some concern. As the land was
alienated from the Crown prior to
1889 it means that neither I nor the
Environmental Protection Authority
has any power over the mining
activities on that land because there is
no provision for the Mining Act to

apply. We have had that matter
investigated and that position has
been confirmed.

I understand that the Shire of Capel
has given an extractive industry li-
cence for the mining on that private
land and that it is proposed by Cable
Sands to proceed on that basis.

By mineralisation, about four per cent
of the Cable Sands area and the en-
tirety of the Westralian Sands Ltd area
is in an area which is described as a
fore-dune and is particularly en-
vironmentally sensitive. The area
which Westralian Sands has is, in its
entirety, Crown land or land vested in
one or the other of the Crown
authorities and is not private land.
Therefore, we do have complete auth-
ority over that land under the pro-
visions of the Mining Act and other
aspects of legislation which prevail.

It has been strongly suggested that
there will be no disturbance to the
mining of the Cable Sands area-the
96 per cent not in the fore-dune area.
As I understand it, there is no signifi-
cant opposition to that. In the case of
the fore-dune area there is consider-
able concern and I have suggested to
both Cable Sands and Westralian
Sands that the proposition should be
that if there is to be mining of the
fore-dune area at all it should take
place on a joint basis rathe r than being
done separately. Everyone seems to
agree with that. However, before any
mining were to take place on the
fore-dune area, if at all, it should be on
the basis of a full-scale environmental
review and management programme
with public input into that in the nor-
mal way and a report to the EPA, and
by it to Government, with decisions
being made in the normal way.

That seems to have escaped the
journalist who wrote the article and
maybe he was unable to find out that
information in the time he had avail-
able to him. Contrary to what the
article says it is quite certain that the
Government will be insisting on a
full-scale environmental process be-
fore any mining is allowed on the
fore-dune area. That has been clear for
some months now.

4186



[Tuesday, 12 November 1 985] 18

The other point I make is that there
does appear to be a suggestion by
some Government technical
authorities that there is a very high
level of radiation at the beach and in
some respects it might be seen to be a
good environmental step to actually
mine the beach sands, take the radi-
ation away, and restore the beach to
its earlier state. I have no comment on
the validity or otherwise of that except
that it is obviously one of the things
which may be considered during the
EPA process.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Interest Rates:- Prime Minister's Comments

439. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
Does he agree with the Prime Minis-
ter's comment that we will all now
have to learn to live with high interest
rates?

The SPEAKER: Order! That is not a
proper question because it requires an
opinion.

Mr MacKINNON: Is it the State Govern-
mnent's policy to fall into line with the
Prime Minister's statement that
Australians and Western Australians
will have to learn to live with high
interest rates?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The second question is not much im-
provernent on the first.

The SPEAKER: No, but it is in accordance
with the Standing Orders.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If it were a fish, one
would throw it back.
It is not the State Government's policy
to fall into line with anyone. The State
Government makes its own decisions
on matters of policy in areas where it
has a responsibility to do so.

Mr Rushton interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Dale should put his questions on the
Notice Paper because they are too
tricky. We will bring a frog into the
House to kiss the member for Dale
and perhaps he will turn into a prince.
The State Government acknowledges
the seriousness of the interest rate
situation. That is why the State
Government, in an imaginative and

enterprising fashion, provided relief
that cost the taxpayers $11 million, so
that people owning homes and facing
high and rising interest rates would be
able to avoid the hardship threatened
by an increase of one per cent. Scant
credit was given by the Opposition to
that decision by the Government. In
respect of interest rates, I have con-
sistently said publicly that the State
Government believes that the balance
to be struck between supporting the
Australian dollar and the burden of
high and rising interest rates is an ex-
tremely sensitive balance.

It is my personal view, not as State
Government policy, that high interest
rates have not been demonstrated to
provide the suppont to the Australian
dollar that might theoretically or
historically have been thought to have
been provided in the past. That is the
situation.

1 think the Federal Government has to
start rethinking its policies going to
the support of the Australian dollar. It
has to stant reassessing the impact on
the economy of interest rates that are
far too high.

Mr Hassell: What about its wages policy?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What about its wages
policy? The Leader of the Opposition
forgets that in 1981-82 a 17 per cent
increase in real wages was presided
aver in one year by his Government,
and that in the last round of the
national wage hearings an increase of
3.8 per cent has occurred. The Oppo-
sition would begrudge people with
families an increase of 3.8 per cent a
year.

Mr Hassell: Which sent down the dollar
and sent up interest rates.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What would the
Leader of the Opposition have the
public do? If a person lives in Circe
Circle, Dalkeith, he will not starve;
but if he lives in Balga it is a different
matter.

Mr Hassell: You look like you are starving.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I shall not starve so
long as the member for Cottesloe is
the Leader of the Opposition.

4187



4188 ASSEMBLY)

There is a balance and the balance
does not always rail on the shoulders
of the underprivileged, the poor, and
working men and women. That is
where the Opposition would thrust the
burden.

Mr MacKinnon: That is where the Hawke
Government has thrust the burden.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Hawke Govern-
ment has provided the revitalisation
of the Australian economy.

Mr Hassell: We are glad 10 hear your affir-
mation of support for the Hawke
Government's economic Policies.

Mr MacKinnon: When is Mr Hawke
coming to Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On 2 December.

When this Government was elected,
the unemployment rate was 10.4 per
cent. It is now 6.9 per cent. What does
the Opposition have to say about that?
When this Government was elected
retail sales in this State languished be-
low the national average. We now lead
the nation. What does the Opposition
have to say about that? With regard to
housing approvals, when this Govern-
ment was elected the only building
work going on was the demolition
work the Opposition was presiding
over. Now the number of approvals in
this State leads the nation. What does
the Opposition have to say about that?
It has absolutely nothing to say.

The Opposition should give credit
where credit is due and it should not
be mean. It should at least learn the
political lesson that some generosity of
spirit attracts people. The way the Op-
position carries on as though Govern-
ments, because they are not of its pol-
itical complexion, can do nothing
good, ensures-

Mr Bradshaw interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the point.
That comment consigns the member
for Murray-Wellington to the Oppo-
sition backbenches for longer than he
will live.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
Disputes: Statistics

440. Mrs BEGGS, to the Premier:
Is the Premier aware of the latest
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures
which show that industrial disputes in
Australia are down to a 16-year low?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Opposition complains about
dorothy dix questions but, as I have
said before, the best dorothy dix ques-
tions come from the Opposition
benches. If we could guarantee that
the Opposition would maintain its
standard, no one on this side would
ask a question. The Opposition mem-
bers cannot even frame the questions
in conformity with Standing Orders
and that is why, to get some sense into
question time, a range of intelligent
questions from this side adds extra
generosity.
I am aware of the latest figures which
show that for the 12-month period to
July this year, Australia had the lowest
number of industrial disputes for any
comparable period since 1969.
The greatest news, of course, is in re-
gard to the significant decrease in
working days lost in this State for the
year ended July I1985 in comparison
with the previous year. New South
Wales, Victoria, South Australia, and
Queensland all show an increase in
working days lost for every 1 000 em-
ployees; in Western Australia this
trend was not just reversed, but we
saw a whopping decrease of almost 60
per cent.
This decrease clearly reinforces this
Government's good industrial re-
lations record, and this record is
further highlighted when compared
with that of Queensland where there
was a hefty increase of 50 per cent in
working days lost for the last
12-month period.
Consider what this means: In every
other State there was an increase in
working days lost for every 1 000
workers, but in this State there was a
decrease of 60 per cent. Consider the
full significance: We have an Oppo-
sit ion that is publicly wedded to the
industrial relations policy of the
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Queensland Government, and that
has waxed lyrical and fulsome in its
praise of the industrial relations poli-
cies followed in Queensland. In
Queesland for the 12-month period to
which I have referred there was an in-
crease of 50 per cent in working days
lost through industrial disputes. Take
the next step backwards to what
underlines that whole philosphy and it
is simply this: Do we want to turn
back the clock to the days when every-
one was in dispute and it was not
possible to erect a building in Perth
because no one would work? Every-
body except the Leader of the Oppo-
sition can count the number of cranes
in St George's Terrace. The Leader of
the Opposition drives home by an
alternative route to avoid having to
see them. There is a building boom in
this State despite interest rates in real
terms being as high as they are. Part of
the reason for the boom is the confi-
dence engendered by the abrogation of
the confrontationist approach adopted
by the Opposition.

No-one wants to turn back the clock to
the time when we had Noonkanbah
convoys charging north and to the
times when working men and women
were engaged in bitter industrial dis-
putes with their employers. That is a
thing of the past. The statistics indi-
cate that that is true. Why turn back
the clock which will provide benefit to
no-one apart from the Opposition in
its lust for power?

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS

Companies: South African Shareholding

441. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Will the Government's new policy of
refusing to give contracts to
companies having a 50 per cent or
more South African shareholding af-
fect any company currently operating
in Western Australia?

(2) How many such companies currently
have contracts with the State Govern-
ment?

(3) Which Government department will
be responsible for investigating alle-
gations and suspicions against

companies operating in Western
Australia with possible South African
connections?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am sorry but I do not have the

information that would permit me to
answer that question without notice.

Mr MacKinnon: Did you not discuss it at
Cabinet yesterday?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, it was discussed
at Cabinet yesterday and I was going
to say that, unfortunately, I was not at
Cabinet yesterday when it was dis-
cussed. I do not think that the member
for Murdoch will ever know again
what a Cabinet meeting is like.
I am sorry, but I do not have the infor-
mation to answer a detailed question
in that way. If the member puts the
question on the Notice Paper he will
receive a considered reply;
alternatively if he writes me a letter I
will write a letter back to him answer-
ing his question.

WATER RESOURCES
Metropolitan: Charges

442. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Can the Minister outline the

substantive differences between the
charges imposed on domestic metro-
politan water charges by the present
Government and the previous
Government?

(2) Does the current charges policy stand
up well in such a comparison?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) The differences between the

charges over the last three years and
the charges by the Liberal Govern-
ment for the three-year period
1980-83 are substantial, and a review
of the comparative charges is very
flattering to our charges policy. The
policy is essentially to keep prices for
essential services like water to a mini-
mum.
During the period 198M-3 the fixed
charge for water increased by 90 per
cent. Our increase in the fixed charge
for three years is only one-ninth of
this.
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Similarly the Liberal Government in-
crease in consumption charges was
63.1I per cent. We have kept it to
one-third of its rate.
In respect of the total water; sewerage,
and drainage charge, it increased by
an average $124.68 over the
three-year period 1980-83 compared
with an increase of only $57.56 in the
period 1983-86.
The projected cost of these services in
1985 had the Liberal Party remained
in Government from 1983 would have
been $562.19, compared with the
existing average of $422.35.

MEDIA MONITORING UNIT
information: Availability

443. Mr TUBBY, to the Premier:
Further to questions previously asked
concerning the supply to the Parlia-
mentary Library of news material
monitored by the Government Media
Monitoring Unit, I now ask-
(1) What was the result of discussions

he promised to have with the Di-
rector of the Government Media
Monitoring Unit as to the
possibility of again making the
material available?

(2) Does he realise the considerable
additional cost to the Parliamen-
tary Library for equipment if it
were to duplicate this service to
members?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) I cannot recall the information

provided to me by the Director of the
Government Media Monitoring Unit
in the minute he gave to me on this
matter.

Mr MacKinnon: A selective memory.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member is refer-

ring to a matter that is now a couple of
weeks old, and I do not recall the con-
tents of the minute. It may shock, it
may amuse, or it may surprise the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to
know tnat I do other things apart from
concentrate on some of the questions
he asks me. I will refresh my memory
as to that matter and I also invite the
member to discuss the matter with the
Director of the Media Monitoring

Unit. The member can go down and
speak with him and tell him why he
needs the extra information.

Mr Tubby: It is not extra information.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member can try

to convince him that we should pro-
vide it.

Mr Hassell: Information
Premier had stopped.

which the

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Perth, as usual with an intelligent in-
terjection, indicates that the former
Government provided nothing.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have reached the

stage where we will need to hold a
ballot for members opposite to ask
questions, because they are asking
questions all at once.

Mr Hassell: You stopped the flow of infor-
mation to the Parliamentary Library,
having announced last year you would
allow it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: .1 am now deferring
to the member for Greenough's leader,
because he usually manages to ad-
vance our cause more than the mem-
ber who has asked the question.
The member for Greenough should
speak to Mr Wilson. He is a nice man
and he will outline the problems with
resources that I referred to previously
when I1 spoke about the difficulty of
providing this additional information.
Members opposite are always criticis-
ing us for the number of media people
we employ. From recollection, Mr
Wilson told me we would need to pro-
vide an extra person if we were to
maintain that level of information, be-
cause the person previously involved
had been diverted to other duties. But
the member could discuss the matter
with him.

(2) There would be a considerable extra
cost to the Parliamentary Library for
this equipment and the answer is that
the services would not be provided to
members. Then we would save the ad-
ditional cost of providing these re-
sources in the media unit, and mem-
bers all know where that would lead
to.

Mr Tubby: To no information to members.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: It would lead to
members opposite having to do a bit
of work in future. An Opposition will
never win Government while it is
bone lazy.

Mr Tubby: You should do it rather than
fiddling with your stamps.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would go stark
raving mad if I did not have some-
thing to divert me from some of the
nonsense thrown across this Chamber
from time to time.
The member should speak to Mr
Wilson, who will try to help him. I
realise that to duplicate the equipment
would cost a lot of money, and the
Joint House Committee is notoriously
mean. It looks as though members op-
posite will have to listen to the radio
themselves.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Apprentices:, Indentures

444. Mr HUGHES, to the Premier:
Are the number of apprenticeship in-
dentures showing an increase or de-
crease on previous years?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am very pleased to be able to an-
nounce that in the multipronged at-
tack on the problem, not only are in-
dustrial disputes declining in terms of
days lost, but also the number of ap-
prenticeships is showing a healthy in-
crease.
In the three-month period I July to 30
September this year, there were 1 077
new indentures, representing a 41 per
cent increase on 1984 and a 129 per
cent improvement on 1983.

Mr MacKinnon: What is the total number
of new indentures?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not have that
information.

Mr Parker: I explained it to him in the
House recently.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: How many times did
the Minister explain it to him?

Mr Parker: A couple of times.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Four or five times

more might do it.
Mr Rushton interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member should
put his question on the Notice Paper.
He has a reputation; he is not going to
get under my guard. The people of
Dale sent him here on a mission, God
help them.
These latest figures indicate a
strengthening of apprentice employ-
ment and support the underlying im-
provement in the WA economy and
labour market over the past 12
months. While the total stock of ap-
prentices in training is still less than
that recorded for the previous year,
growth is evidenced by the continuing
increase in the new indentures
registered. As this figure represents
new apprenticeship contracts entered
into, it provides the most accurate
guide to the encouraging apprentice
employment trend.
The upward trend in statistics on em-
ployment of probationary apprentices
has also continued. During the period
under review, 710 probationary ap-
prentices were employed, representing
an increase of 32 per cent on last year
and a substantial improvement of
some 134 per cent on the figures for
the same period in 1983. These Figures
are most encouraging, but it is import-
ant to appreciate that comparisons are
being made over a relatively short
three-month period and a much more
accurate assessment of the trend can
be made later in the financial year.

Mr MacKinnon: You are increasing the
numbers from a record low.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am the first to ad-
mit that the number of apprentices
whose indentures were being sus-
pended or cancelled and the number
of apprenticeships that were being
offered at the time of our election to
Government were absolutely disas-
trou s.
I do not blame the previous Govern-
ment entirely for what happened. I
think many of the policies followed by
the Opposition's Federal counterparts
were wrong-headed, but there was an
international recession and the econ-
omy was in the doldrums not only be-
cause of Fraserism which was, if you
like, a compounding influence. In the
same way I would like to think the
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present State Opposition would give
credit where it is due-even if it is
only in small pant-to the rapid im-
provement instead of continually
detracting from an improvement that
reflects itself practically in young men
and women being given the chance to
work at a trade they previously would
not have enjoyed.

FORESTS

Logging: Reduction

445. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister
Conservation and Land Management:

for

I preface my question by pointing out
that the Minister tabled papers in the
House today proposing to reduce the
State forest by 78 000 hectares. What
amount of timber will be lost to the
milling industry as a result of that ac-
tion, and can he advise the number of
mills that may close and the number
of jobs that will be lost as a result of
the reduced level of available hard-
wood sawlogs?

Mr DAVIES replied:

Unfortunately I do not have that sort
of information. I also tabled papers
today showing that we are adding
28 000 hectares to the forests. Two
lots of papers were tabled; the member
should have a look at both and he will
find there is a balance between the
two.

Mr Blaikie: There is a net loss of 50 000
hectares, which must mean jobs will
be lost.

Mr DAVIES: I refer the member to
tomorrow's questions in which the
member for Dale, true to the request
of the Premier, has put a question on
the Notice Paper- because he knows
we will not answer them unless he
does so-asking why we are not doing
something about making reserves of
the Lane-Poole and jarrah forest areas.
Members opposite had better get their
act together. Do they want the re-
serves or the forest-one or the other?

ENERGY

State Energy Commission: Charges

446. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Can the Minister give a comparison
between the average SEC charges
under the previous Government and
the present Government? Does the
comparison favour the current policy?

Mr PARKER replied:

At the present time the average dom-
estic electricity charge for the
two-month billing period is $75.91. If
over the last three years this Govern-
ment had increased domestic elec-
tricity costs at the same rate as the
Liberal Government did over its
three-year period the average dom-
estic electricity charge would be
$91.97. That is, the average consumer
would be paying an extra $16 each bill
or nearly $100-$96.36-a year more
under the Liberals than the present
Government. This is due to the in-
Creases in domestic electricity bills be-
ing some 50 per cent in the three years
of the previous Liberal Government.
This Government has cut the increase
in its term back to less than half of
this-23.8 per cent.

The average domestic gas bill is
presently $34.30. If we had continued
to increase gas prices at the same rate
as the last Liberal Government, the
average domestic gas bill would now
be $43.51. Under this Government
the average bill is $9.21 lower than
people could expect under a Liberal
Government. The average domestic
gas bill was increased by 58.2 per cent
during the last three years of Liberal
Government whereas in the last three
years of this Government-

Mr Clarko interjected.

Mr PARKER: When Opposition members
were in Government and the member
for Karrinyup was Minister for a brief
period of time, the average increase in
domestic gas bills was 52.8 per cent.
Under this Government the average
increase in gas bills has been well
under half of that rate.
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LAND
Mortgagee Sales: Committee

447. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What are the parameters within which

the recently formed committee to
oversee farm mortgagee auctions will
operate?

(2) Who are the members of the com-
mittee; and when will it come into ef-
fect?

(3) Will all mortgagors of rural properties
be eligible for protection under this
committee?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am unable to answer with the

full details that the member has
requested but I can say to him that a
commencement has been made in ap-
pointing the committee to which he
refers. in the interim period several
mortgagee sales have been scheduled
to take place, but just what is to
transpire has been established through
the offices of the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation after consul-
tation with the Valuer General's De-
partment and the primary industry or-
ganisations. No doubt the member is
aware of the two sales which have
taken place. Both organisations agreed
those sales should go on. It is import-
ant to remember that any undue delay
in a sale will result in a cost to the
mortgagee and the mortgagor. We
should not lose sight of that point.
In the case of the first sale yesterday
morning the price of $I million was
pretty well the top estimate of the
Valuer General's office. That office
indicated a price of $65 to $75 per
acre would be reasonable in the
present situation. It was thought it
would be a pretty spot-on valuation.
The price averaged $74.67 per acre
which indicates the price paid on that
occasion was in line with market
values.
At the second sale three separate titles
were involved. I have not received the
department's final report yet, and I
qualify any information I give to the
member. The price was in the order of
$30 per acre on two of the three
properties which were sold, and the

Valuer General considered that to be
reasonable having regard to the nature
of the area and the condition of the
properties. The operation of the com-
mittee is designed to ensure that any
mortgagor who so desires can make an
approach to it. The committee is
operating on a voluntary basis, and
obviously the financial institutions
have been prepared to accept that re-
sponsibility and make that effort. Any
mortgagor can make an approach and
he will get an estimate of the valuation
through the Valuer General's office. It
will ensure that every avenue and
option available to the mortgagor has
been explored and that the
possibilities and prospects of different
avenues of selling have been
investigated. In that way it is expected
that every mortgagor will be able to
ensure that he has had the best oppor-
tunity open to him in the prevailing
circumstances.

BUSINESSES
Conditions: Improvement

448. Mr P.SJ. SMITH, to the Deputy Premier:
This is another scintillating question
des igned to upset the Opposition. Is
there any evidence to show that busi-
ness conditions are improving in
Australia?

Mr BRYCE replied:
It would seem that today is the day for
good news. It is a great pity members
opposite do not seem to share our en-
thusiasm for all the good news that
seems to be coming forward from all
quarters.
The latest quarterly business survey by
the Australian Chamber of Commerce
and the National Australia Bank
shows business conditions continued
to improve in the September quarter.
The survey indicated strong trading
levels with further significant im-
provement in profitability. I do not
have time to go into all the detail.
Members opposite have to learn to
live with the fact that in absolute and
comparative terms Western Australia
is experiencing a business boom. They
will have to learn to swallow the facts.
As the Premier has said, inflation is
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now down from 10. 1 per cent to 7.1
per cent; unemployment is down from
10. 5 per cent to 6.9 per cent-

Mr MeNee: Interest rates are up.
Mr BRYCE: Interest rates are down sig-

nificantly from the peak they reached
when the mob opposite were in
Government. The number of indus-
trial disputes has been halved; the rate
of bankruptcies is down by 25 per
cent; the rate of employment growth
has increased far beyond the national
average, and for the sake of all those

opposite who" have recently discovered
an interest in small business-and I
can understand that members op-
posite are a little uncomfortable as we
head to the polls-I point out that in
the last three years the net increase in
the number of new small businesses in
this State has been 10 000. Face it fel-
lows, it is a tough and bitter pill to
swallow. Comparatively and absol-
utely, Western Australia is booming.
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