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

COMMUNITY SERVICES: ADOPTIONS
Birth Certificates: Petition

MR CRANE (Moore) [10.47 am.]: I present
a petition in the following terms-

To the Honourable The Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in
Parliament assembled, we the
undersigned, do solemnly request that you
amend the Adoption of Children Act,
1896, to allow adopted children over the
age of eighteen years to be legally
recognised within that act as adults
entitled to their original birth certificate
and any other information about their pre-
adoption status.

We make this request on the following
grounds:

1. Adopted children were never a
party to the laws which have cut them
adrift from their personal history.

2. This fundamentally human birth
right is validated by Article 1 of the
Universal Declaration of Human
Rights which states "All human beings
are born free and equal in dignity and
rights. They are endowed with reason
and conscience and should act
towards one another in the spirit of
brotherhood".

3. Research into the psychological
effects of genealogical bewilderment
or conscious ignorance of an adopted
person's familial, social and cultural
background, supports the United
Nations finding of the Expert Group
Meeting on Adoption and Foster
placement of children (Geneva 1978)
that the need of adult adoptees to
know about their background should
be recognised.

4. The State of Victoria has recently
passed legislation which recognises the
special needs of adult adoptees. West-
emn Australian adoptees have the same
special needs.

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

This petition bears 23 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 18.)

WATER RESOURCES: CHARGES
Yanchep- Two Rocks: Petition

MR CRANE (Moore) [(10.49 a.m.]: I present
a petition in the following terms-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-

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

We, the undersigned residents of
Yanchep and Two Rocks wish to protest
against the outlandish and outrageous
water charges of 300% increase on the
charges of the privately owned public util-
ity who previously administered the water
Supply for the area.

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 bears 166 signatures. I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
House.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House. I will exam-
ine the wording of the petition and make a
ruling as to its admissibility in due course.

CLOSING DAYS OF SESSION
Standing Orders Suspension

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House)f[l0. 51 a.m.]: I move-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as would prevent Bills being
introduced without notice and passed
through their remaining stagessbn the same
day, and messages from the Legislative
Council being taken into consideration on
the day they are received.

This motion to suspend Standing Orders is
brought forward each year to enable the busi-
ness of the House to move through with greater
dispatch. The need for this was shown this
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week when the Opposition consistently refused
leave to proceed to the third reading of many
Bills. Of course, the situation will be, as it
always has been, that there will be discussions
with the Opposition on the business of the
House, and we will endeavour to make sure
that seven days' adjournment is given for all
Bills. It may be that at the end of the session we
will ask the Opposition to agree to an adjourn-
ment of less than seven days. I am not saying
we will; it will be my aim as Leader of the
House and my job with the Ministers of this
Government to see that that situation does not
arise and chat seven days' adjournment is
always given. Whether we will see it will be
another matter.

Members would be aware that the Oppo-
sition has claimed this week that they have not
received cooperation from the Government.
One complaint was that Bills were being
brought on without the Opposition having a
proper chance to study them. There has been
no Bill dealt with since Parliament resumed
that has not had at least seven days' adjourn-
ment from the time the Minister explained the
Bill to the resumption of the debate; generally,
the time has been in excess of that. So, anyone
who says that he has not been given enough
time to study the Bill is really saying that,
although he has not had enough time, it was
nevertheless in order for the Opposition when
in Government to give the Opposition of the
day insufficient time.

In 1982 there were 19 Bills for which less
than seven days' adjournment was given, and
there has not been one this year. In 1982 the
time given for those Bills to be brought on was
sometimes one or two days. In that year private
members' business was interrupted by Mr
Hassell, who was then Minister in charge of the
Electoral Department. That has not been done
by this Government, but that is what members
opposite did without consultation with us dur-
ing the second reading debate on the Electoral
Districts Amendment Bill, which introduced
major changes to the electoral system and was
designed to safeguard the seat of the then
Deputy Premier and some other people who
were in trouble. The malapportionment in the
Kimberley was so bad that Mr Bill Withers
resigned from the Parliament in consequence. I
know members opposite are not listening be-
cause they do not want their record compared
with the Govern ment's-

Mr Clarko: Who said we are not listening?

Mr Cash: You called off pairs.

Mr TONKIN: YOU are aliar.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I want to advise

members that I will not tolerate a repeat of
some of the performances that I witnessed and
heard yesterday. In fact, if the rate of interjec-
tions continues at anywhere near the level of
yesterday, I will give a warning that I will ask
the Leader of the House to take the appropriate
action.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, the Leader

of the House a moment ago, called the member
far Mt Lawley a liar and, on your ruling in the
past that the remark is unparliamentary. I ask
you to ask the Leader of the House to withdraw
that remark.

Mr TONKIN: I withdraw.

Debate (on motion)Resumed
Mr TONKIN: I would like the House, the

people in the gallery, and the public of Western
Australia to judge who tells lies. The member
for Mt Lawley said that I had called off pairs.
The letter which I wrote, and which has already
been read out, said that in terms of the tele-
phone conversation I had with the member for
Karrinyup I understood from that conversation
that the Opposition was prepared to carry on
with any other business on the Notice Paper
bar the Local Government Amendment Bill
(No. 2), and then the Opposition said that I had
called off pairs.

Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr TONKIN: It did not do anything of the

kind. It said what we had agreed to on the
telephone-that the Opposition was prepared.
Since then I have learnt that Opposition mem-
bers were not prepared but I amn not critical of
that because the Deputy Leader said that, as far
as he knew, the Opposition was prepared to go
on with anything. All the letter said was that I
understood that members opposite were pre-
pared to go on with any other legislation.

Mr Clarko: I would suggest that means a per-
son on the Government side saying to the Op-
position, "We will give you this on condition
that all of you sit tight the whole time." That is
the effect of it.

Mr TONKIN: It did not say that. I did not
say that everyone had to sit tight. I said that I
understood that, in terms of our telephone con-
versation, members opposite were prepared to
deal with every other piece of legislation on the
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Notice Paper. I quote from the questions with-
out notice of 8 October in which the second
paragraph reads as follows-

Mr Tonkin has asked me to advise you
that he is prepared to accede to your re-
quest on the condition that the Opposition
is prepared to proceed with any other piece
of legislation on the notice paper.

Mr Clarko: So we have to sit here all the
time.

Mr TONKIN: It does not mean that at all. It
means that the Opposition is prepared to carry
on with any other piece of legislation. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that
members opposite were prepared to do that; it
does not mean to say that members have to be
prepared at any minute. It does not say any-
thing about calling off pairs.

Several members interjected.
M rTONKIN: The fact of the matter-
Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr TONKIN: When we were in Oppo-

sition-
Mr Clarko: You made the member for

Nedlands give his Address-in-Reply speech
without a minute's warning.

Mr TONKIN: When we were in Opposition
that happened all the time, but things are dif-
ferent now that members opposite are in Oppo-
sition. I remember on one occasion I wanted to
speak on the pant of the Budget relating to
police, for example. I was told it was on and I
raced from the parliamentary refreshment
room to this place and found that the debate
had been finished.

Mr Cla rko: That is not true.
Mr TONKIN: It does happen from time to

time.
Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: It happened once in the life of

this Government at 1.00 a.m., and that was
unfortunate because the debate collapsed.

Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr TON KIN: When did I say that?
Mr Clarko: On one occasion when you spoke

at 1.00 am. or 2.00 a.m.

Mr TONKIN: My letter which 1 thought we
were discussing said that I understood that the
Opposition was prepared to deal with any item
on the Notice Paper.

Mr Clarko: Did you give notice?
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr TONKIN: Since that time the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition came to me and said
that the Opposition did not want to deal with
three hospital or medical Bills. They were
postponed. Let us compare that with the situ-
ation that existed when we were in Opposition.
A major piece of legislation, the Electoral Dis-
tricts Amendment Bill, was debated with only
six days' notice; not seven days or two weeks.
Not only was private members' business inter-
rupted by the member for Cottesloe when he
was Minister, to give a second reading speech,
but six days later the debate of that Bill came
on. We protested. Members know what a lot of
good that did.

In the same year, 198 1, the City of Perth
Endowment Lands Amendment Bill was
debated with only two days' notice. In the same
year the Hospitals Amendment Bill was hotly
opposed by the former Opposition, and we had
six days to prepare for debate. The member for
Gascoyne whinged the other night about not
having enough time to prepare for debate on
the Taxi -car Control Bill!

Mr Laurance: I said there was no discussion
between the Minister and me. That is common
courtesy, in addition to what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and you arrange. Yes-
terday you brought on the third reading of that
Bill and the Minister was not even here.

Mr TONKIN: That happens all the time. I
have an example where Mr O'Connor was
handling a Bill because Mrs Craig was absent
during the third reading debate. It happened all
the time. One suddenly discovers new rules
when one is in Opposition. We had no choice
but to proceed when Mrs Craig was absent.

Mr Laurance: I bet it was arranged with the
Opposition.

Mr TONKIN: It was not arranged. The Mar-
ine and Harbours Bill was a major Bill handled
by the member for Dale; he claims we are not
consulting the Opposition. He gave us one
day's notice of what he called a most important
piece of legislation. Those words are from
Hansard.

The Opposition believes that no-one else has
a right to change the rules. Opposition mem-
bers are smarting because they are on the Op-
position benches. When they were in Govern-
ment they rode roughshod over the Opposition
and there was no consultation. I have
instituted, since coming to Government,
weekly meetings with the Opposition. Never, in
Opposition, was I permitted to talk to civil
servants. Every civil servant under my auth-
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ority is able to speak to the member for Fioreat,
for example. I have made that clear and on
many occasions I have organised briefings.

Mr Mensaros: It was the same during our
time in Government.

Mr TONKIN: It was not the same. I remem-
ber when I had arranged to meet with the Com-
missioner for Community Affairs. I was ad-
vised that the Minister had telephoned him and
said that he was not to meet with me.

Mr Mensaros: It might-
Mr TONKIN: Might, might. might! Never

was I permitted to speak to civil servants while
we were in Opposition. The member for
Floreat has asked me on many occasions to
enable him to speak to Water Authority people
and I have agreed on every occasion.

Mr Mensaros: Tell me of an occasion when I
refused.

Mr Bryce: You refused me unless you gave
the briefing yourself.

Mr TONKIN: That was the normal thing.
However, the former Government did not
agree to Opposition members speaking to civil
servants. We were given five days' notice of
amendments to the Metropolitan Water
Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Amendment
Bill, and two days' notice of a Bill amending
the Transport Act which contained seven
clauses. That Bill was introduced, again by the
member for Dale. Now he bleats about jack
boots. We were given two days to consider that
piece of legislation. Opposition members are
not interested in the truth.

In 1982 there were 19 Bills for which less
than seven days' notice was given to the then
Opposition, and this Opposition talks about
lack of cooperation.

I repeat what I have said already to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition: So far as the
Government is concerned, a request was made
early in the life of this Government that seven
days' notice should be given of legislation un-
less there were extraordinary circumstances. I
agreed with that. We have honoured that agree-
ment. I have also discussed with the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition the fact that anything
on the Notice Paper with seven days' notice
should be ready to be proceeded with. I have
had complaints from the Opposition that item
No. 8, for instance, was proceeded with. The
Opposition said, "How dare you go down as far
as No. 8?" If anyone wants to look at Mansard
they will see that during the nine years of the
Court and O'Connor Governments, it was

quite common for whoever was handling
Government business to move that item such
and such be taken ahead of other items. That is
normal. It is normal, in this place, for a debate
to collapse. It is impossible for me to know how
long certain legislation will take. Debates may
go on for hours and sometimes might go on for
five or 10 minutes. That would mean that any
member may be called on to debate a piece of
legislation on the Notice Paper at any time.

As a member of the Opposition I had Bills on
the Notice Paper to be debated for week after
week hoping every day that they would come
on. That was a normal situation. Members who
have any concern at all far the truth know that
that is the case. The Government intends to
stand by its statement that anything on the No-
tice Paper can be debated. Of course we will
give as much notice as we can but, when we do
not know ourselves how long a debate will last,
how can we say to the Opposition that a certain
item will come on at 1.30? We do not know
whether there are five or six speakers on that
legislation or whether the lead speaker will
speak for half an hour or three hours.

So there members have it. The Government
is as always prepared to discuss business with
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition or anyone
else deputed by the Leader of the Opposition to
work out the business of the day. This will be
done to the degree that planning can take place,
but we cannot always know how quickly de-
bates will end or how long they will last.

I repeat that this Government has been dif-
ferent from otber Governments. It has
honoured its undertaking to give at least seven
days' notice-most of the items on the Notice
Paper have been on it for more than seven
days. That contrasts- sharply with the shoddy
treatment we received in Opposition. For in-
stance, when in Opposition the member for
Victoria Park had a Bill put in his hands and
while on his feet he had to debate it. He was
not able to sit down and he did not have one
minute's notice that the debate would take
place. The Government has not done that to
this Opposition.

The Government will continue to cooperate
to the extent that it can, but the parliamentary
system should be able to demand of its mem-
bers a degree of maturity. It should be able to
demand that if a debate collapses and that no
notice has been able to be given, the member
concerned, who may be with guests, realises
that it is a parliamentary situation and that he
does only have a minute's notice. That situ-
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ation happened to us while in Opposition time
and time again, and that did not indicate any
malice on the part of the Government of the
day because that is in the nature of the parlia-
mentary system.

If members of the Opposition are not able to
realise that debates can be brought on quickly
and unexpectedly merely because a debate has
collapsed and not because there has been a
refusal by the Government to give notice, they
should not be in' this place. If they do not
understand this, they are not mature people
and are not able to do their job.

We will continue to discuss with the Oppo-
sition the business of the House and will con-
tinue to honour our undertakings to the degree
that it is possible. The record of the Court and
O'Connor Governments in 1981-82 should be
studied by members and by the public gener-
ally to see the contrast in what the Liberal
Party now demands as an Opposition and what
it was very happy to dish out to the Opposition
at that time.

MR MacICINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [ 11. 13 a.m.]: The
Leader of the House apparently has failed to
understand why the Parliament is in the
position it is at the moment. He stood in this
House, moved this motion and made a whole
lot of claims.

I will deal first with the record of this
Government in relation to the handling of the
Parliament. The first thing it did upon being
elected to Government and then coming into
Parliament was to reduce the amount of time
members were able to debate important issues.
This move came from a man who had
protested, in Opposition, about being cut off in
debate, and yet the very first thing he did was
to reduce debating time on almost every issue.
We used to have 45 minutes as the standard
time for debate but that has now been reduced
in almost all cases to 30 minutes. That was the
first move by this Government in the interests
of parliamentary democracy-it will not allow
members properly to express their point of
view.

The second thing which the Government did
was to say that although it had a guillotine
motion under the Standing Orders, it would
not use it. It then brought in a time manage-
ment motion-in other words, a guillotine mo-
tion by another name. Under the motion the
Government declares certain Bills urgent and
sets a time for debate. At the end of that time
the guillotine motion is used and it terminates

debate. This motion was used when we were
debating the Commercial Tenancy (Retail
Shops) Agreements Bill, and the result was that
the Act had to be brought back to this Parlia-
ment and debated again. The Minister for
Small Business ended up with egg on his face.

Another illustration of the Government's
handling of the Parliament occurred at the be-
ginning of this session. The Address-in-Reply
debate, as a tradition of this Parliament, has
always been a priority piece of business. How-
ever, the Government moved a motion that
Government business would precede the Ad-
dress-in-Reply debate. As a result, this debate,
which allows members to debate general mat-
ters of importance to them, has been put at the
bottom of the agenda.

The final straw which broke the camel's back
as far as every member of the Opposition is
concerned-this applies to not just one mem-
ber, but to every member of the Oppo-
sition-was the action of the Leader of the
House during the week preceding the show
week recess. Members will recall that during
that week the situation arose where at 1.00
a.m., and without any warning, the Address-in-
Reply debate was brought on. At that time the
Leader of the House indicated to the Oppo-
sition that it had to be prepared to debate any
issue at any time. It is little wonder, therefore,
that with that background I received from the
Leader of the House's secretary a letter which
read as follows-

Mr Tonkin has asked me to advise you
that he is prepared to accede to your re-
quest on the condition that the Opposition
is prepared to proceed with any other piece
of legislation on the notice paper.

It was not stated in the letter that during the
previous week's sitting of the Parliament the
Leader of the House had added, "at any time"
As the member for Karrinyup has repeatedly
indicated when debating this issue in the party
room and also in this Parliament, that meant
that Opposition members had to be in the Par-
liament in order to debate any issue at any
time, while the Government was free to do
what it wished. We all know that that is not the
tradition of the Parliament. The running of the
Parliament has always been done by cooper-
ation and agreement behind the Chair, and that
has been the Opposition's approach.

The Government will recall that the Oppo-
sition opposed the time management proposal
because it believed that the affairs of the House
could be worked out behind the Chair in a
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mature and sensible way. By and large we have
been able to do that, but at times the Leader of
the House runs off the rails and we are left
lamenting. The Opposition is no longer pre-
pared to take that treatment and that is why it
has agreed with the Leader of the House's pro-
posal that pairs should no longer be a pant of
the parliamentary system, at least until it can
be seen that the Parliament is to be run in a
proper manner.

I would like to address a couple of other
matters raised by the Leader of the House in
his address today. He gave as one of his reasons
for moving the motion at this time the fact that
the Opposition had refused the third reading of
a couple of Bills this week. For the benefit of
members I will read Standing Order No. 290
which applies to third readings. It reads as fol-
lows-

290. When the report is finally
adopted-

That is, the Committee report. It continues-
-the Third Reading, by leave of the

House, may be put forthwith. If leave is
not granted a future day shall be fixed, on
motion, for the third reading.

It appears from what the Leader of the House
has quoted today that he is keen on statistics. I
challenge him to lay on the Table of the House
the statistics which show the record of the Op-
position in dealing with Committee reports as
they are adopted and the requests for third
readings to proceed forthwith. I am sure mem-
bers would agree that by and large the Oppo-
sition has been selective in its approach to
those requests of the Government and that it
has not been trying to thwart the Government
in its business.

This week the Opposition has done so and,
in fact, as a consequence of that refusal, only
yesterday the member for Gascoyne, the mem-
ber for Nedlands, and the Leader of the Oppo-
sition spoke to the third readings of two separ-
ate pieces of legislation and raised issues which
the Opposition wanted to raise-it had not
been possible to elaborate on those issues dur-
ing the second reading stages of those Bills.

That particular argument holds no water
whatsoever. It is not the reason that the motion
has been moved.

The Leader of the House also quoted stat-
istics at length about what had happened in the
past, the number of days' notice, and the like.
What the statistics do not show is the number
of Bills where agreement had been reached be-

tween the Government and the Opposition be-
hind the Chair, as is normally the case, and as I
indicated previously. Those raw statistics do
not indicate how, in the majority of circum-
stances, the legislation was agreed to by both
sides of the House. If one did an analysis one
would find it was a very rare case indeed where
legislation was proceeded with without the ap-
propriate formalities.

Finally, let me indicate that the Opposition
will not be supporting this motion. In the past
the Government has moved this motion
towards the end of the parliamentary session
and at the end of the calendar year. It has
moved the motion more times than that but I
am talking about the spring session of Parlia-
ment which comes towards the end of the cal-
endar year. In the first year of this Govern-
ment's coming to office that motion was
moved on 27 October. In its second year of
Government the motion was moved on 13
November. It now happens to be Thursday, 10
October, and one must ask why the Govern-
ment is in such haste to get legislation through
the Parliament. If one reads the motion, and
that is what is important, it says-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as would prevent Bills being
introduced without notice and passed
through their remaining stages on the same
day, and messages from the Legislative
Council being taken into consideration on
the day they are received.

In other words, it means that legislation can be
brought through here in a very rapid manner
indeed; and it gives the Government the auth-
ority, if it so desires, to get the legislation
through the Parliament and out in a short space
of time. The only good reason for that to hap-
pen must be the fact that the Government is
going to call an early election.

At the current time we are seeing unpre-
cedented levels of activity by this Government,
largely funded at the expense of the taxpayer,
endeavouring to bolster the Government's
popularity. We see the television advertise-
ments about industrial development, tech-
nology, and small business, proudly proclaimed
by the Minister for Industrial Development,
but made in the Eastern States. Those adver-
tisements arc trying to extol the virtues of the
Government. The Deputy Premier has fallen
on his face by making the advertisements in the
Eastern States. I think the advertisements have
been a negative for the Government and not a
positive.
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We see the Premier taking unprecedented ac-
tion by writing directly to electors in marginal
seats around the State, extolling the virtues of
members. Even in Northam, we have a mem-
ber and Minister with a building named after
him, yet the Premier sees fit to have to write a
letter advising that Ken is a good bloke and not
to desert him. Surely the member's record is
enough for him to stand on. But no, the
Premier has to write to all those people and say
to them that they should get behind poor old
Ken, Pam Hegg, and all the others.

The SPEAKER: Order! This is not an Ad-
dress-in-Reply debate.

Mr MacKINNON: I am trying to indicate
that there is good reason for the Government
bringing this motion forward on 10 October,
the earliest date that this Government has ever
brought it forward. It is not wasting the tax-
payers' money for any other reason than it is
trying to gain a political advantage.

We can see from the performance of the
Government, highlighted by this motion, what
it is about and the Opposition will have no pant
in that. We oppose the motion.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [ 11.25 a.mn.1: As indicated by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, we oppose
this motion. The Leader of the House de-
scended into a long-winded diatribe simply as
a reflection of his disturbed personality and his
desire for revenge against the former Govern-
ment.

I do not intend to canvass all that nonsense.
What I do know is the simple position that
traditionally in the Parliament, towards the
end of the session, certain changes take place in
procedures. Firstly, this kind of motion is
brought in to facilitate the Government's busi-
ness. Secondly, private members' business is
excluded. Thirdly, the Government introduces
its business towards a deadline date after which
the Opposition can expect there to be no more
Hills introduced except by some reasonable ar-
rangements between the parties. Fourthly, the
Bills that are before the Parliament are some-
times dealt with mare quickly than would be
the case in the early part of the session. Those
are the usual and expected changes; but what
we see here is a completely different situation
and, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said, an unprecedented situation.

Firstly, we see this motion being introduced
at an extraordinarily early stage of the sitting.
We mlight well ask what is the justification of
this motion in terms of dealing with the
Government's business.

If one looks at the Notice Paper one will see
that there is very little left on it at this time, if
one crosses off the notices of motion and the
third readings. We have only the Budget, which
is yet to be introduced, and half a dozen Bills,
most of which could be dealt with in a very
short time. Given the state of the Notice Paper,
why does the Minister come to the House and
want to alter the established procedures of the
House to allow business to be rushed through
even more quickly than it has been? There is
absolutely no justification for it in terms of the
Bills before the House. There is no need or call
for it. There has been no delay of business in
this House because, as we have previously
pointed out, the business of the House has been
dealt with in the atmosphere of a pressure
cooker in this session and has been pushed
through very quickly. The Govcrnment sus-
pended the Standing Order relating to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply. The Address-in-Reply has not
been completed. Precisely as we predicted
when the Government suspended the Standing
Order, the Addressin-Reply has been brought
on at obscure times and late hours, and despite
that fact it still has not been completed.

Without this motion the Government's busi-
ness could still be dealt with in a logical, or-
derly, and expeditious way. The Government is
making an ass of itself by bringing in this mo-
tion supposedly to facilitate business when
there is absolutely no obstruction or delay to
the Government's business, and no need for a
change in the procedures. It is very apparent
that the Government has been following a
strategy for some weeks designed to get it out of
the Parliament early.

I guess I can understand that. It is said that it
is always good for Governments to be out of
Parliament and good for Oppositions to be in
Parliament, but there are limits beyond which
any Government with integrity should not go. I
frankly think that this motion goes beyond that
limit. We need to consider the justification for
this motion. If we look at the Notice Paper we
can see how little business there is before the
House. We can see how quickly that business
could be dealt with. As I have pointed out, this
situation is without precedent and, indeed,
without justification.
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We can but speculate as to why the Govern-
ment wants to introduce this motion at such an
early stage. As the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition has pointed out, in previous years the
motion has been introduced at a much later
stage. If it were introduced at the proper time
we would accept it without demur, as we have
in the past. We expect that at a reasonable time
the Government has to start planning to bring
the session to an end, but at this stage the
Government has not told us what the cut-off
date for legislation is to be. Have we seen all
the Government's legislation? Is the Budget the
end of the line? Perhaps the Leader of the
House would like to tell us how much more
legislation is to come before the House.

Mr Tonkin: There would be some more to
come in.

Mr HASSELL: How much more, roughly?
Mr Tonkin: Some Bills. I can give you a list

in due course when we have finalised it.
Mr HASSELL: When is the Leader of the

House planning to give us the final list or the
cut-off date?

Mr Tonkin: We could do that in a few days, I
imagine.

Mr HASSELL: If there are some Hills to
come, the Minister presumably is not talking
about a long list. Again we must question why
this motion is being brought in. It is not
required by the state of the business in the
House. It is being brought in at an extraordi-
narily unusual time in the course of the sitting.

In particular, I wonder why the Government
wants to cut off third reading debates. On a
couple of occasions this week there have been
valuable third reading debates; issues that had
not been raised in the second reading debates
were then raised. Perhaps this motion has been
motivated by the fact that the Premier was
caught out telling stories in second reading de-
bates, and that fact was highlighted in third
reading debates this week. Perhaps that is the
reason the motion is brought in.

Mr Brian Burke: That cannot be true because
notice was given before you say that happened.

Mr HASSELL: Was it?
Mr Brian Burke: So you have been caught

out telling stories.
Mr HASSELL: Perhaps the Premier is trying

to make sure of being protected on future oc-
casions.

What is the real reason that the Government
is introducing this motion? The Premier can-
not seriously suggest that the business of the
(66)

House justifies it. His Notice Paper is almost
empty. The precise strategy that the Govern-
ment has pursued for some weeks and which
has been apparent to me has come to pass. The
Government has virtually cleared the Notice
Paper. The Government has before the Parlia-
ment enough business to occupy the House
only until a decent interval elapses to allow the
Budget debate to be brought on. All that is
before the House is enough business to occupy
the House until the Budget debate is brought
on.

Mr Bryce: Efficient management.
Mr HASSELL: It may be efficient manage-

ment, but it is also a strategy that the Govern-
ment has followed. This motion is the type of
motion that might normally be brought on if
we were heading towards the end of November
and there was a lot of Government business
which might necessitate the Government's set-
ting its sights on a date to end the session. That
is not the situation now. The Government
knows that that is not the situation because its
Notice Paper tells it that. The fact that it is only
10 October tells it that. The Deputy Premier
cannot respond because he has been told not
to. It is a shame.

Mr Tonkin: It really depends upon whether
this motion is brought forward towards the end
of the session. It may be that we will end our
session earlier. That has happened in other
years.

Mr HASSELL: So the Leader of the House is
going to end the session earlier than has
happened in other years?

Mr Tonkin: You have been speaking about
the stuff on the Notice Paper. The point is that
a motion like this is usually brought in towards
the end of the session. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition has already said we must be getting near
the end because he asked whether there would
be any more Bills.

Mr HASSELL: I did not say that. I asked
what were the Government's plans. -

Mr Brian Burke: Surely that means asking
whether there are any more Bills.

Mr Tonkin: I said I would give you a list in
the next few days. That is not normally done by
the Government until well into November.

Mr HASSELL: So the Government is bring-
ing in this motion to help it bring the session to
a very early end.

Mr Tonkin: As every other Government does
towards the end of the session.
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Mr HASSELL: Yes, but this session is the
main session of the year. The Budget is to be
dealt with.

Mr Tonkin: We will be dealing with that. We
will have plenty of time for it. There will be no
time management motions on the Budget, I
would not think.

Mr HASSELL: I can only say that I find the
motion quite offensive. The Leader of the
House is motivated by revenge. Those who
listened to his speech would have heard him
going on and on about what happened to him
when he was in Opposition.

Mr Tonkin: I was contrasting the way we
treat the Opposition with the way you treated
it. You broke into private members' business to
give a second reading. You did not care about
the Opposition then, and you gave six days for
a major Bill. That is the point I was making.
The record stands up.

Mr HASSELL: Has the Leader of the House
checked the record with respect to the last
couple of years? Has he checked the record
with respect to some of the quite major Hills
that have been dealt with towards the end of
the session with the full cooperation of the Op-
position?

As I said, the Leader of the House is
motivated by revenge and his speech indicated
that. The motion is out of order, out of time,
and out of sequence. It is not in conformity
with the practice of the House and it is not
surprising that the Opposition should oppose
it.

Mr Tonkin: You always refuse to cooperate.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister has a unique

way of bringing about a series of confrontations
and conflicts. We have not opposed this mo-
tion in the last two years. We have not opposed
it because it was brought in in the normal way.
We would have expected it in the normal way
at the normal time. We would have expected it
if the Government had a problem in handling
its business. The Government's business must
be carried out. We know that and accept it.
Private member's business must be dealt with
at some time.

Mr Tonkin: We haven't interrupted private
members' business as you did with second
readings. When you were in Government pri-
vate members' business went out the door at
the drop of a hat.

Mr HASSELL: The continual references and
carry on by the Leader of the house confirm
that the motivation is revenge. The Govern-

ment should have thought about this a bit
more. I do not understand what the Govern-
ment is up to in the way it is approaching the
matter. The Government has virtually tricked
itself. It has made an ass of itself. It has brought
in a motion that its handling of the business
indicated it does not need.

Mr Bryce: You think we have tricked
ourselves because you don't understand what is
going on.

Mr HASSELL: I have a few ideas about what
is going on. I can see what is going on. I can see
what the Government is doing with the busi-
ness. I have been able to see that for weeks. It
has been obvious to me.

Mr Tonkin: What about the election that you
were touting a few months ago? We should
have had it by now.

The SPEAKER: Order! This debate will fin-
ish much sooner without the interjections.

Mr Brian Burke: That election was only
touted when the MacKinnon-Clarko ticket was
going on. Next time there is a ticket we will
have another election coming on. That is what
I am informed.

Mr MacKinnon: You should be a script
writer for a Hollywood movie.

Mr Brian Burke: If I am wrong I apologise,
but I just understood that there was a
MacKinnon-Clarko ticket going around and it
was getting a fair degree of support.

Mr Bryce: And yet, you know, I have heard
that the member for Gascoyne has said that he
wants so badly to be the leader of the Liberal
Party that it hurts.

Mr Brian Burke: Other members on that side
said that if you were the leader it would hurt.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: I can only advise the Premier

for his own sake to try to get a better source of
information from this side of the House. The
complete failure of his information was most
adequately demonstrated recently with his
story about our advertisements being made in
Melbourne and letters that had not been sent
out but which had, in fact, been sent out. He
referred to advertisements made in Melbourne
which not only had not been made in
Melbourne but also had not been made at all.
That is a measure of the accuracy of the
Premier's information. For his own sake and to
avoid making a fool of himself the Premier
should find a better source.

Mr Brian Burke: Can I say one thing?
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Mr HASSELL: No, the Premier cannot. He
has drivelled on and interrupted me constantly.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order; I will not tolerate interjections, and
that applies to the Premier also.

Mr HASSELL: The simple situation is that
the Government has not only breached the es-
tablished procedures and Practices of the
House, it is not only seeking to take away the
rights of all members of the House to deal with
legislation in an orderly manner-that is what
it comes back to, it involves the rights of all
members-but also the circumstances and its
handling of the business and the state of the
Notice Paper indicate that there is no justifi-
cation for that action. Not one shred of justifi-
cation exists for this motion. It is not needed
by the state of the Notice Paper, by the pro-
gression of the session, nor by the time of the
year. It has been introduced in order to satisfy
this maniacal desire for revenge which seems to
characterise the disturbed personality of the
Leader of the House.

We oppose the motion.
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [11.43 a.m.]: The

National Party opposes this motion. We feel it
is most unnecessary and certainly too early to
introduce such a measure. This House can only
operate and function properly if there is a spirit
of cooperation and goodwill from both sides.
The fact that this motion is before the House
indicates that the spirit of cooperation has
broken down and that is a very sad day for this
House. I wonder how far this tit for tat will go
before eventually leading to a complete break-
down of the functions of the Chamber.

The way we are going we might just as well
throw away the Standing Orders. At the begin-
ning of this session a sessional order was
introduced which allowed Bills to pass through
all stages prior to the completion of the Ad-
dress-in-Reply debate. At the time we said that
no doubt the House would still be debating the
Address-in-Reply when the Budget was
introduced, and that has proved to be the case.
The Budget will be introduced today and the
Address-in-Reply debate has not been
completed. I notice that it is well down the list
on today's Notice Paper, which indicates that it
is being pushed even further backwards.

A motion is now before the House which
would allow the Government to handle Bills
without notice and go through all stages in one
silting. That motion has been moved even be-
fore the Budget has been presented. The Oppo-
sition has already indicated, and we agree, that

a motion of this nature is in order and accept-
able towards the end of the session so that busi-
ness can be facilitated and tidied up. However,
it is certainly unnecessary to introduce such a
measure before the Budget. It leads me to the
conclusion that the Government is trying to get
even with the Opposition for its refusal to agree
to pairs. The National Party does not agree
with the withdrawal of pairs and it has not
taken that action.

Mr Tonkin: Who withdrew pairs?
Mr STEPHENS: I do not know and I do not

intend to get involved in that matter. It is re-
grettable that this argument has developed.

When I first came to this Chamber 15 years
ago it was customary for private members'
business to rotate through the Notice Paper but
that practice appears to have gone by the
board. It does not matter where the business
appears on the Notice Paper today; on sub-
sequent occasions it is criss-crossed and moved
around. I am not damning anyone but point
out that the system has broken down. The
sooner we get back to the method whereby pri-
vate members' business, whether it be motions,
Bills, or notices of motion, rotates on the No-
tice Paper in the order of introduction, the bet-
ter it will be for all concerned. That is an
example of another convention breaking down,
which no member has previously mentioned.

I said previously that this Chamber can only
function properly if there is a spirit of cooper-
ation and goodwill and if we abide by the estab-
lished conventions. The sooner we abide by
those conventions the sooner we shall be able
to represent the views of the people of Western
Australia.

We oppose the motion.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [11.47 a.m.]: I
am delighted that I did not get the call earlier
because in the meantime I have been able to
find the quote I was looking for to help me nail
the Leader of the House even more firmly to
the mast.

The Leader of the House is trying to deny
Opposition members the right to speak. He
introduced five-minute speeches into this Par-
liament; he is the five-minute man. He also
introduced to this Parliament the greatest cur-
tailment of the members' right to speak ever
introduced during the history of this Parlia-
ment. He reduced the time available for a
member to speak from 45 minutes to 30 min-
utes. That is the same man who abused the
House when he was in Opposition when he
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stood and spoke absolute drivel for more than
five hours and tried to pretend he was some
kind of modemn day saint.

This man introduced time management pro-
cedures into this House in an unfair and un-
reasonable way on one of the most important
local government Bills ever introduced during
the 90 years of this Parliament. That Bill
introduced the concept of adult franchise, and
the Leader of the House allowed members a
total of 35 minutes only to speak during the
Committee stage and the third reading. That
Local Government Amendment Bill dealt with
two important matters- adult franchise and a
new rating system. The member for East
Melville has advised me that we were able to
debate only one small element of the new rating
system as it applied to orchardists in the hills
who would receive some advantage, but no op-
portunity was given to discuss further points.
No opportunity was available to speak on
approximately 40 of the clauses in the Bill.

The man who did that is once more trying to
tear out our tongues, Spanish style. He has re-
moved free speech from this Parliament; he has
no respect for free speech. We live in an age of
so-called human fights, but he has no respect
for human ights either. He does not want the
public to hear what members of the Opposition
have to say and as a result he curtails our time
to speak and also the right of members on the
Government's backbenches to speak. He has
set out to silence the Opposition to a greater
extent than has any man in the history of the
Parliament of this State. He is conducting a
blitzkrieg on free speech.

Regarding the pairs issue, this week I have
been very much involved, because on Tuesday,
24 September, the Minister for Local Govern-
ment brought in a very important Bill dealing
with local government. It contains many major
matters, some of which are highly contentious;
some deal with new ground, and some with the
introduction of new arrangements for local
government which are quite dissimilar from
those in the past.

That-Minister, whom I respect-the member
for Geraldton, the Minister for Local Govern-
ment-came to me after presenting his speech
and said his officers were available to speak to
me on many of these matters if I wished. He
said they were complex and complicated, and
he would make an officer available to speak to
me.

In the early hours of Wednesday, 25
September-I think just after 1.00 a.m.-the
Leader of the House brought on the Address-
in-Reply debate without any advice whatso-
ever. He spoke during that debate and revealed
very clearly his attitude to the system of giving
notice to the Opposition about matters on the
Notice Paper. In his speech in Mansard dated
Tuesday, 24 September, though it was really
the early hours of the following day, on page
1477 he said-

The fact of the matter is that the
Government determines the order of busi-
ness and if members are not here when a
debate is brought on, that is unfortunate
for the member..

T hat is very clear. "We are the Government
and we will bring it on when we like. It is bad
luck if people who want to speak are not there."
That is what he said.

I spoke to the Minister's officers a few days
later. Parliament was in recess because it was
Show week. I understand that always has been
the case since the Parliament was first set up.

During the early hours of Wednesday morn-
ing, 25 September, 1 spoke to some of my col-
leagues in the Opposition in this Chamber.
They were members of the parliamentary Lib-
eral Party committee on local government and
town planning. It was about a quarter-to-three
in the morning. Our meeting normally begins
at 10 o'clock on Wednesdays. I said, "What do
you think? Shall we continue to have our usual
meeting or not?" At that stage it was pointed
out we did not know for how long the House
would sit and whether it would go on until 4.00
a.m., 5.00 a.m., or 6.00 am., so we decided to
cancel the meeting for that day.

That meeting would have afforded an oppor-
tunity for a preliminary look at the legislation.
I can assure members there is no way we could
have come to a conclusion in the 21/ hours of
our normal meeting in this committee, because
the Bill is too complex.

The following week the members of that
committee were spread throughout the State of
Western Australia. They were hundreds of
miles from Perth. They had made arrange-
ments many weeks before about what they
would be doing that week. I am sure every one
of of us, including you, Mr Speaker, would
have made arrangements for that week. As
members of Parliament we would have planned
to do this or that during this particular week.
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All the members of that committee had com-
mitments. We did not know that this legis-
lation would come in when it did, so we de-
cided many weeks before not to have a meeting
of the committee during that week. The next
meeting was to be on Wednesday, which was
yesterday.

I spoke to one of the senior officers of the
Department of Local Government. In fact he
rang me, no doubt at the suggestion of the Min-
ister, and he said, "I understand that the Minis-
ter has indicated that I will be available to talk
to you. I am the person concerned; if you want
to discuss any matters, I would be happy to do
SO."

I said, "Fair enough. Because of my commit-
ments and so on, what about meeting on
Tuesday?" That would have been two days ago.
"We will meet in the afternoon and discuss the
matter in a general way." I said the meeting
would be useful because it would give me the
maximum information to bring before my
committee the following day, which was yester-
day.

I rang back on Friday morning and said to
the officer, "I am sorry, I have made a mistake,
I cannot meet you on Tuesday because I have
already agreed to go to Goomnalling to attend
the Avon Midland ward conference to, which I
was invited a month or so ago. I will not be in
the House on Tuesday, what about Wednesday
afternoon?" It was a bit of a problem because I
would have preferred to meet him before our
committee meeting.

He said that seemed all right. However, he
rang me back and said the Minister said he
could not be sure the matter would not be dis-
cussed on Tuesday. I said there would be a bit
of a problem as we had not had much time to
look at the matter; I would have appreciated
the opportunity to discuss it, and I asked him
to approach the Minister to see whether the
matter could be brought on later.

Another officer rang me and said, "The Min-
ister said this is in the hands of Mr Tonkin. He
decides, and he has already decided that a Bill
of this nature, which has been before the House
for one week, can come on at any time." I said,
"You had better tell the Minister that if he
brings it on, I will be doing everything in my
power-"

Mr Tonkin: To whom did you say this?
Mr CLARKO: I was talking to the officer. I

am not critical of the Minister for Local
Government, I am critical of the Leader of the
House. I was talking to the officer, and I said,

"Would you tell the Minister, if it is brought on
like that, we have not had an opportunity to
examine the matter, so I will be doing every-
thing I can to let the Government know this
has been most unfair, unjust, and unreason-
able; it is not doing the right thing by local
government."

He went back to his Minister. Half-an-hour
later the Minister came back on the phone and
said, "As far as Ilam concerned, it suits me if it
does not come on this week. I do not need to
have it this week, but Arthur says matters like
this need to be available for debate at any time.
If you want to change it you will have to see
your Deputy Leader and get him to speak to
the Leader of the House and make some ar-
rangement about it."

I said, "Look, we could deal with it on
Thursday." The Minister said, "No, we cannot,
because I am away on Thursday." Obviously he
has gone away. Whatever the argument about
these actions, it does not affect the Minister.

When I heard that viewpoint put to me, I was
put in the position of having to cancel the trip
to Goomalling in which I was involved because
of my role as shadow Minister for Local
Government. I have to sit here all the time, but
the Government Minister can leave when he
likes.

I am not opposed to his leaving. It is com-
pletely in the hands of the Government to de-
cide what it needs to do by way of keeping its
members here, but someone like myself is de-
nied the opportunity of going to Goomalling.
Other Opposition members and I are required
to sit here the whole time if there is any item on
the Notice Paper on which a person plans to
speak. The Government can say it is going to
do this or that, but Government members are
free to come and go as they please because they
know when an item is going to come up. That is
unfair. It is unjust to have a system like that.

I agree with the position taken by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition regarding the letter
written by the private secretary of the Leader of
the House, which said he would agree to the
postponement of the Local Government
Amendment Bill (No. 2) to the following week.
It would have suited me to have it now, but the
reason we are going to the following week is
that the Minister would not be here today.

The words used by the Minister were, "I was
prepared to accede to your request on the con-
dition that the Opposition is prepared to pro-
ceed with any other piece of legislation on the
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notice paper." That confirms for me the
statement made by the Minister on page 1477
of Hansard.

Mr Tonkin: Those words were the words the
Deputy Leader used. I said, "Are there any
other Bills?" and he said, "Not that I know of
at this stage."

Mr CLARKO: That is moving away from the
central point I want to address. The point I
want to address is where the Leader of the
House said he would hold the Local Govern-
ment Amendment Bill (No. 2) over to the next
week, on the basis that we must be prepared to
debate any Bill at any time.

That means therefore that every member of
the Opposition is required to remain in his seat
all the time, whereas members of the Govern-
ment not only have pairs which we agree
to-the Government seeks them and we agree
to them-but also Government members de-
cide when to deal with any matter.

In regard to the Minister for Local Govern-
ment's absence today, it is just a coincidence
that I happened to know he was going away
today, Thursday, because he happened to tell
me; otherwise I would not have known and I
would have been sitting here all day when sev-
eral weeks or months previously it was decided
he would not be here today.

Mr Tonkin: It doesn't work like that. When
the member for Cottesloe was to be away for a
whole day we were told about it and we did not
bring his matters on.

Mr CLARKO: That is not what the Govern-
ment said in the letter to us on Monday. The
Leader of the House wrote to the Opposition
on Monday to the effect that the Government
was prepared to accede to the postponement of
the Local Government Amendment Bill (No. 2)
"on the condition"; they are the Leader of the
House's words. The words "on the condition"
have a very precise meaning. The Leader of the
House said, "on the condition that the Oppo-
sition is prepared to proceed with any other
piece of legislation."

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr CLARKO: That can only be interpreted

in one way-that members of the Opposition
are bound to their seats while members of the
Government are free to come and go whenever
they decide. That is an unfair system and while
the Government tries to use that arrange-
ment-I will not be the sole person to make
this decision on behalf of the Opposition; it will
be made by the Opposition as a whole, and

perhaps the Leader of the Opposition and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition will play a
bigger pant in this than 1-1 will oppose any
change from the present situation. I am not
particularly pleased with the current arrange-
ment because pairs are an essential pant of the
workings of Parliament. In the past I have been
very loath to agree to, or, to be more accurate, I
have always been opposed to, any change to the
pairs arrangement. The Government has
precipitated the situation, and until the
Government gives us a very clear arrangement
in regard to the order of business-

Mr Tonkin: I said that to the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition the other day.

Mr CLARKO: The Leader of the House said
that subsequent to the contents of this letter,
and until the Leader of the House tells us that
he will give us fair and ample notice and that
he will retract-

Mr Tonkin: I have written another letter
since then in which the situation is made clear.
Verbally I said to the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, "If this is your understanding, it is
not our intention." I said that to him on
Tuesday in the Minister's room. I gave that
assurance. It is my opinion and I believe it.

Mr CLARKO: The member has been here
for five minutes. He does not know anything
about the system. He has been acting whip for
about five minutes. He sits over there
grumping away as though he has not found a
nugget for 40 years; he sits there grumbling and
grizzling. In Hansard, the Leader of the House
said deliberately and specifically-I do not
want to read it out again, but this is the point of
it-that we shall be bound to our seats all the
time.

Mr Tonkin: I didn't say that.

Mr CLARKO: I will read it out again if that
is what the Leader of the House wants us to do.

Mr Tonkin: Tell me where it says, "bound to
your seats."

Mr CLARKO: The essence is that the
Government is prepared to accede to the re-
quest for the delay of the Local Government
Amendment Bill (No. 2) on the condition-not
possibly, maybe, or subject to our having
further discussions-that the Opposition is
prepared to proceed with any other piece of
legislation on the Notice Paper.

Mr Tonkin: Bear in mind what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition had told me-
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Mr CLARKO: That means we must remain
in our seats all the time. Those wards cannot be
interpreted in any other way. Members of the
Government do not know the meaning of plain
English. I will not dwell on that point any
further. That is the position.

M r Tonkin: Rubbish!

Mr CLARKO: All the egg is on the Leader of
the House's face. Although it is very difficult
for him, the Leader of the House has been rela-
tively contrite since this blow-up on Tuesday. I
presume some of his colleagues have been de-
nied the opportunity to do many things that
they have wanted to do. There must be many
members of the Opposition who, during this
week, could have quite reasonably and properly
for the good government of Western Australia
gone off and attended to certain electoral mat-
ters; and the reason that they have not been
able to go and attend to those things-they
may not now be able to do so for the remainder
of this session-is the intransigent attitude of
the Leader of the House and his bullying tactics
and approach. That is the reason we have not
been able to succeed and deal with those sorts
of things in a reasonable way.

Mr Bryce: We would sooner stay here and do
you, and don't take that literally!

Mr CLARKO: I do not think there is any
substance in that comment- All I can say is that
that is normality for the Minister. If the Depu-
ty Premier wants to interject on me, he can, but
I interjected once and I was told to not interject
again. Still, I suppose the Government has its
own rules, as usual.

Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not respond very
generously to that remark made by the member
for Karrinyup. It is an obvious reflection on the
Chair and I ask him to apologise to me.

Mr CLARKO: I got carried away, Sir, and I
certainly did not reflect on you. It was not my
intention to do so and I take notice of your
comment and will abide by your proposal.

Mr Tonkin: No apology?

The SPEAKER: Order! I am very tempted to
call the Leader of the Opposition. I warni the
member for Karrinyup this time. I sought an
apology and I want one.

Mr CLARKO: I apologise. [ took what I said
to be an apology.

Mr Davies: It clearly shows you don't under-
stand English.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr CLARKO: The situation is quite clear.
The motion before us today once again will
serve the purpose of speeding up the pro-
cedures of this House. My leader has pointed
out that the Notice Paper does not justify this
motion being brought on at this time. This is
pant of the whole package in the disgraceful
scene that has been placed in front of us
increasingly over the last couple of years where
we are made silent on matters. It has been the
big issue of the week. There are to be two sets
of rules. One set specifies that we are to carry a
load and the Government is to be free of it. We
are to be bound to our seats when members of
the Government are free to move around and
do whatever they like.

Mr Tonkin: I have given an assurance to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that that is
not true. I have given him that assurance, and
if he does not want to listen to the assurance I
cannot help that.

Mr CLARKO: On 24 September, a fortnight
ago, we had to take the Government to task
because of its attitude. The Government has
not changed. It has followed this approach all
the way through. Look at the way the Address-
in-Reply debate has proceeded.

Mr Tonkin: That is a Government decision.

Mr CLARKO: I do not believe it is fair. I
could not build my whole case against the
Government on that one item. The Leader of
the House has presented himself to the Press as
being a most reasonable man when he is totally
unreasonable in the way he runs the business of
this House. The Leader of the House is the one
who has said we will not sit after 11.00 p.m; we
will work reasonable hours; members of Parlia-
ment should not be kept here for long periods,
and so on; he is the one who, despite the fact
that he has shortened the time of our speeches,
still kept us here until 3.00 a.m. a fortnight ago.
This is the essence of my argument.

I have been trying to say that the present
system of Government is not just and fair and
the only way our parliamentary system can
work is for a fair and just system to be in
operation. The Government called off pairs-

Mr Tonkin: That is not true.

Mr CLARKO: The Government took the ac-
tion which is equivalent to the calling off of
pairs.

Mr Evans: Be honest.
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Mr CLARKO: I am sure the Minister for
Agriculture must be disappointed that he can-
not go for his normal Thursday afternoon drive
back to Manjimup, because in the 12 years that
I have been in this Parliament he has gone back
to Manjimup almost every Thursday after-
noon, probably for good reason.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier)
[12.08 p.m.]: The Leader of the Opposition-

Mr Hassell: Goodness me, they have called
in the big guns now!

Mr Burkett: Mr 32 per cent!

Mr BRYCE: I guarantee I will be here doing
this job longer than the member for Cottesice
will remain over there as Leader of the Oppo-
sition. The man whose popularity rating
around Western Australia has been hovering at
somewhere between 28 and 32 per cent in this
body politic should not be talking about any-
body else not being around the place to do the
job, as has been suggested about the Leader of
the House. Let me just inform the Leader of the
Opposition, the member for Mt Lawley who
interjected, and a couple of other members op-
posite-

Mr Hassell: We want to recruit you and the
Leader of the House to our campaign com-
mittee because we reckon you are both assets to
us-

Mr BRYCE: I reckon the Opposition is look-
ing for assets. I really think it is hoping for
assets when the people of WA indicate in a very
unequivocal fashion that about 28 per cent of
them think the Leader of the Opposition Is
doing a good job and about 1 8 per cent of them
think he would do a better job than the
Premier. That is not a bad sort of rating. We
know that the Leader of the Opposition knows
the truth, and that is one of the reasons that the
Opposition is in trouble at the moment- The
Opposition does not know whether to dump
him before the election or not. We have heard
of so many different rumours in recent times
and it really is fascinating, whether they refer to
the member for Karrinyup, the member for
Murdoch, or the newcomer, the member for
Nedlands.

Point of Order

Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, I ask you to re-
flect on the matter of whether the Deputy
Premier is addressing himself to the motion
before the Chair.

The SPEAKER: I agree with the point of
order -raised by the member for Karrinyup. I
ask the Deputy Premier to confine his remarks
to the motion before the Chair.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr BRYCE: I would be very happy to do

that, and say at the outset that that was just a
simple response to an interjection. I make the
point to members opposite that it occurs to
members on this side of the House that the
Opposition misread the letter written by the
Leader of the House; it overreacted to that let-
ter; and the performance by about four mem-
bers of the Opposition this morning in this de-
bate has demonstrated that the Opposition is
very much embarrassed because of its childish
decision to break one of the most time-
honoured traditions associated with the
Westminster system-the gentlemen's agree-
ment to subscribe to a system of pairs.

I said by way of interjection a little earlier
that I do believe some of the members op-
posit e-but not, I might add, the member for
Karrinyup.--will live long enough in the politi-
cal sense to one day come back into Govern-
ment and rue the day they ever made this de-
cision. All Governments in this place in years
to come will not enjoy cornfortable majorities,
and it will be remembered that it was the Lib-
eral Party in Western Australia that set this
precedent.

Mr Blaikie: It was the Labor Party that set
the precedent.

Mr BRYCE: It suits the Liberal Party at
this time to act in a childish, churlish maniner.
One of them has already said in the context of
this debate that the Opposition did not know
what else it could do, where else it could go, or
how else it-could express its feelings. Members
of the Opposition have done something com-
pletely childish and their political party will rue
the day-and it will be remembered in this
institution-that it broke the convention and
destroyed the tradition of pairs.

Mr Spriggs: What about the Premier? When
he was Leader of the Opposition he called off
pairs, not only in this House but in the other
place as well.

Mr BRYCE: There have been occasions in
the last 40 or 50 years in this Parl iamnt-

Mr Clarko: Last year Premier Burke went to
Gordon Masters and said-

Mr BRYCE: I said "this Parliament". Over a
tong period of time, in respect of specific and
individual issues, pairs have been called off.
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But no political party that has sat in this place
for a week or longer has ever sought to insti-
tutionalise the calling off of pairs, which is
what members opposite have done this week.
Pairs have been called off on issues before, go-
ing back 80 years. I had been in this place for
about one month when, I recall, the former
member for Narrogin called off pairs to save
one of his scaly mates from being expelled from
the Chamber when he was named. He did this
in order to overthrow the authority of the
Speaker.

Pairs have been called off on numerous oc-
casions previously, but never before has a pol-
itical party sought to institutionalise the dis-
solving of the pairs tradition. The Opposition
has done that this week, and members opposite
may even make up their minds that they will
continue this issue well into next week. If they
do, they should remember that some of them
will live long enough in politics-the poor old
Leader of the Opposition will not, but some
will-to rue the day they ever took this step.
They will be reminded of this period in history,
and it could even be that their own Govern-
ment is brought down on that occasion.

Mr Blaikie: Next year?

Mr BRYCE: I said some members may live
long enough-I doubt whether the member for
Vasse will make it. Hope may be welling up
inside the member for Vasse that he will
eventually be called upon by a conservative
leader to obey the call and become a Minister,
but I suspect time may well run out on him. I
reckon he has probably only got another decade
in him, and he will not make it.

Mr Blaikie: You had better start practising
for Opposition, because you will need it next
year.

Mr BRYCE: I know that the member for
Karrinyup, the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the Leader of the Opposition have,
from time to time in the last couple of years,
found life fairly tough in some respects because
their view has not prevailed, and their will has
not been obeyed in respect of the way things
have been run and organised in the Parliament.
It is not a question of anything other than their
point of view.

This Government was the first in this State's
history to appoint a Leader of the House to
take the historic step of bringing this Parlia-
ment screaming from the nineteenth century,
not in terms of its structure but in this respect.

It was dragged screaming into the twentieth
century, and that was a very valuable step for-
ward.

lust in case one or two members opposite
who have their tongues planted firmly in their
cheeks need to be reminded, this Government
is delighted with the job that the Leader of the
House has done.

Several Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: I will spell it out to members

opposite. I will repeat the interjection put by
me to the member for Karrinyup. He suggested
that there are many Ministers on this side of
the House who are terribly upset with the mem-
ber for Morley-Swan.

Mr Clarko: I did not say Ministers.
Mr BRYCE: Well then, that there are mem-

bers on this side of the House who are upset
with the member for Morley-Swan.

Mr Clarko: That is right.
Mr BRYCE: Can the member tell us who

they are? I see; he will not do that. It seems he
has as much substance as the member for
Gascoyne-when required to deliver the goods,
he cannot do it.

Mr Clarko: Shall I bring them up with you in
the corridor?

Mr BRYCE: That would be nice and sneaky,
and by the back door. Let us be honest and
have it all out in the open. I will tell the mem-
ber a few simple home truths. The home truth
is that members on this side of the House, as I
said by way of interjection, rather than be any-
where in the constituency, would be happy to
sit here and do the mob sitting opposite over
and over again, on issue after issue, and dem-
onstrate its incompetence. The Opposition
acted childishly and with great churlishness; it
acted stupidly and made an error of judgment.
It overreacted, and now members opposite will
live to regret it. I tell members of the Oppo-
sition that this Government is a great
team-both our backbenchers and our
frontbenchers. We are prepared to sit here day
after day, and night after night, on issue after
issue, to properly do the mob opposite, and
when that is finished we will go to the people of
Western Australia and get another resounding
endorsement for another term in Government.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier)
[22.19 p.m.]: There are three outstanding as-
pects of the debate presently before the Parlia-
ment. The first is that there has been no at-
tempt by the Opposition to answer, either in
the general or the specific sense, the compelling
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case advanced by the Leader of the House to
reflect the difference in the way the business of
the Parliament was managed when the Oppo-
sition was in Government compared with the
way in which it is managed under the present
Government.

It is simply not good enough for the Leader
of the Opposition to stand up and say that he
does not propose to deal with specific matters
raised by the Leader of the House.

Mr MacKinnon: I dealt one by one with the
specific matters he raised.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-
position can say that but it is not simply per-
suasive for any Leader of any Opposition to say
that he dismisses certain matters without even
attending in the most minute way to the details
of the case presented on this occasion by the
Leader of the House. That is the first notable
aspect of the case put forward by the Oppo-
sition.

The second aspect amplifies and compounds
the absence of specific arrangements advanced
by the Leader of the Opposition's reference to
the disturbed personality of the Leader of the
House. I suppose in some way that really
stamps the Leader of the Opposition and his
arguments for what they are. I have not pre-
viously heard any Leader of any Opposition-
certainly not on this side of politics during the
nine-year period we were in Opposition-say
that any Minister or Premier has a disturbed
personality. I do not think that anybody would
seriously accord any more to that statement
than that it was an attempt to gain some politi-
cal advantage in the absence of ot her argu-
ments.

Nevertheless, in making that attempt the
Leader of the Opposition has stamped very
clearly the hallmark of an absolute lack of
substance that was apparent in the argument
that he advanced. We on this side of the House
see two things to start with: First of all, there is
no attempt by the Leader of the Opposition to
say anything at all about the specific case
proposed by the Leader of the House.

Secondly, building upon that absence of any
specific argument, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition demeaned his party and his office by
lapsing into talking about disturbed
personalities and by talking about the Leader of
the House taking certain action-or in this case
refusing to take any action whatsoever in the
face of the Opposition's decision to call off
pairs-with revenge as his motive.

This Government really needs to address the
way in which it has attempted to accommodate
the Opposition if we are to judge that and if we
are to judge the substance of the arguments
now raised by the Opposition. Dismissing the
politics and the personalities played by the
Leader of the Opposition, let us look at the
substance. There are many members of the Op-
position who have not been in this place long
enough to remember the way in which business
was handled under previous Governments, but
let me refresh the memories of those members
who were here and inform those who were not.

First of all, amendments were inevitably
rejected. The Government of the day-a
Government of the Opposition's political
colour-never saw fit, except in the rarest of
circumstances, to permit any amendment to
legislation that was introduced. In terms of ac-
commodation in the personal sense, there were
no regular meetings between the Opposition
and the Government to iron out problems in
advance. There was no entertainment of the
Opposition's position in that sense at all. The
Government did not come to the Opposition
and say, "Well this week we can look at the
Notice Paper. How do you think it should be
arranged to suit your requirements?"

That happened with this Government until
two or three weeks ago when, I am informed,
the Leader of the House was not present in the
State. However, until then there had been reg-
ular meetings and in fact in the matter that is
presently before the Chair-not the motion,
but the substance of the arguments put for-
ward-the Leader of the House was accommo-
dating the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
who had asked that one Bill be deferred. The
Leader of the House agreed to do so. He then
asked whether or not the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition had any other legislation that the
Opposition wanted to defer, and the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition said, "No". The
Leader of the House then told the Opposition
that we had agreed to the deferral of that piece
of legislation but that we expected to go on
with any other piece of legislation. That is per-
fectly reasonable.

Since then, if one looks at the Notice Paper,
the majority of the important Bills-the
substantial ones-have been deferred at the re-
quest of the Opposition. So, firstly, there has
been no attempt to answer the specifics; sec-
ondly, there is no substance to the case put
forward by the Opposition; and thirdly, we
have the regrettable instance of the Leader of
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the Opposition, bereft of argument, lapsing
into personalities in the way in which he has
today.

As far as we on this side are concerned, I
suppose one could say all sorts of things about
the personality of the Leader of the Opposition.
Indeed the difficulties that the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition has when he throws his
hands up in the air and shrugs his shoulders
with despair when he tries to make arrange-
ments come about because he does not know
the authority with which he is allowed to nego-
tiate. He constantly comes here and says, "Well
I don't know what we are going to do about
that. I will talk to the Leader of the Opposition
about that." After he talks to the Leader of the
Opposition, lhe comes back here and says that
he is not in a position to advance the debate
any further.

The Government accepts what is happening
in the Opposition, and it accepts the instability
of the Opposition. We on this side have been
through it and we have known the same sorts of
pressures and difficulties. We know that the
natives are restless but we know the Oppo-
sition's restlessness and lack of satisfaction in
the way in which internally its own party is
being run has resulted in a chaos that could
spill over into the Parliament and therefore the
irrational attacks upon the personalities of
people can be excused.

That is the motive behind the difficulty, and
it is unintelligently disguised. That is what is
happening and everybody knows the stridency
that attaches to the positions taken reflects a
disquiet in the Opposition's ranks. If members
opposite are honest they will admit that. There
is a general restlessness within their ranks. If
they do not admit this, they deny something
which is widely held, not only by members of
the Government, but within the community as
well. In saying that and acknowledging the
existence of that difficulty, the Government
does not apologise for anything it has done in
relation to the management of the business of
the House.

The Government has tried to accommodate
the Opposition, and the Leader of the House
has demonstrated conclusively that he has
never imposed upon the Opposition in the way
in which we, when in Opposition, were
imposed upon. In fact on occasions I have said
to the Leader of the House, "Why cannot we
proceed with this legislation?", and he has told
me that the Opposition is not ready. I have

replied to that, "They have had two weeks",
and the Leader of the House has said, "Well,
they say they need more time."

I have upbraided the Leader of the House
and said, "Don't you remember that on so
many occasions we got less than a week, and
inevitably a week was the limit and often we
were not consulted about the Notice Paper?"
To which the Leader of the House responded,
"Well I am trying to give them more time." I
have told him that if the Opposition is not
ready to proceed after a week then I do not care
whether the Opposition is here or not. I have
said further, "We will proceed after a week
provided the Opposition has been given the
normal courtesy of being told that we intend to
proceed."

It is not the Government's job to tell Oppo-
sition members to get off their backsides and
work or to tell them that they have to be pre-
pared for debate. The Government should not
have to tell the Opposition that it will never
become the Government while it is shot
through with laziness. Time and time again Op-
position members stand up shamefacedly,
shuffle their feet, and say, "Well I haven't had
enough time to study for this debate."

It is not our job to do the Opposition's work
as well as our own, although time and again, as
is evidenced today, we have made the extra
accommodation. Let us look at today's Notice
Paper. The Medical Amendment Bill was
introduced on 24 September but has been
delayed again at the request of the Opposition.
The Local Government Amendment Bill (No.
2) was introduced on 24 September and has
again been delayed at the Opposition's request.
The Authority for Intellectually Handicapped
Persons Bill was introduced on 26 September
and has again been delayed at the request of the
Opposition. The Acts Amendment (Authority
for Intellectually Handicapped Persons) Bill
has again been delayed at the request of the
Opposition, although it was introduced on 26
September.

So we have not inevitably stuck to the one-
week rule; we have given more time and tried
to accommodate the Opposition. The net result
is that the Leader of the House in particular is
upbraided by the Opposition in the manner
that has occurred today because what he has
done is to reflect the instructions I have given
him for accommodating the Opposition to a
degree that was never the case previously.
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We do not care about sitting here until hell
freezes over, because if the Opposition does not
know the score I can tell it that its performance
in Parliament is dismal. Everybody knows that
at question lime what was formerly a joke is
now the truth; that is, that the only good ques-
lions come from Government members.

MrClarko: Who prepares them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My gosh, are not mem-
bers opposite tender about that?

Mr MacKinnon: Your members cannot even
read their own speeches.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: People are always ten-
der about the truth, are they not? Members
opposite know as well as I do that the only
times during question time when genuine infor-
mation is elicited are those occasions when
Government members ask a question. The only
time when the Opposition is back-footed and
made to flounder is when Opposition members
ask questions. My friends, that is not what
question time is for. In fact the Government, in
the face of the formidable foes who sit op-
posite, is seriously thinking of making Parlia-
ment a permanent feature all year because I
think the best way we can advance the worth of
our policies is to display the paucity of the
arguments the Opposition puts forward from
time to lime.

It is true, and everybody knows, that time
and time again when Opposition members rise
to debate a particular Bill they prefix their con-
tribution by saying-mumbling as they hang
their heads-'-We have not had much time to
study this." It happens all the time. I re-empha-
sise that it is not the Government's job to teach
the member for Gascoyne that he should look
at the Bill he is handling and not blame the lack
of time when what should be blamed is the lack
of effort on his part which results in such an
abysmal performance. Even the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition stands up as he did last even-
ing and says the same sorts of things.

Mr MacKin non: When did I say that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is always saying it
as are Opposition members generally.

Mr MacKinnon: That is another lie; lie No.
2.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is not prepared on
most occasions to continue with the debate on
important measures after a week to 10 days has
passed during which we have provided the time
which the Opposition should use to prepare for
debate.

More than that, to cover up their own mis-
takes and inadequacy Opposition members
then try to personally attack the Leader of the
House and say that he is hell-bent on revenge.
How can one be hell-bent on revenge when
everything has been done to reflect a much
more sympathetic attitude towards the needs of
the Opposition than was done when we were in
Opposition? How can one be said to be hell-
bent on revenge when on the Notice Paper
today after the unfortunate action of the Oppo-
sit ion in calling off pairs the Leader of the
House has arranged for four Bills to be deferred
again? Why would the Leader of the House
permit the deferral of those four Bills? It has
been conclusively proved that the Leader of the
House has acted with more than the usual sym-
pathy in extending accommodation to the Op-
position. I say to the Opposition that it is not
our job to tell the member for Gascoyne to
protect his own probity. It is not our job to tell
other members of the Opposition to get off
their backsides and start preparing for the de-
bates that are coming up.

Mr Court: Just answer this question before
you sit down-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member can ask a
question in a minute; he should button up for
two seconds.

It is not our job to tell the Opposition there is
an election coming and it should start
campaigning. What does the Opposition
want-camp stretchers in my garage so I can
tell them what to do?

Point of Order
Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, I ask you to re-

flect on whether the Premier is addressing him-
self to the motion before the House.

The SPEAKER: The point is taken. The
Premier must confine his remarks to the mo-
tion.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am happy to confine
my remarks to the dimensions of the matter we
are discussing. All I am saying is that if the
Opposition wants to oppose this motion on the
basis that it objects somehow to the way in
which the Leader of the House has carried out
his duties in a fashion that is completely
supported by the Government it needs to do
more than simply impugn his personality or
motives. It is not persuasive to school children,
let alone to adults who sit in this Chamber.
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Before the member for Nedlands asks his
question I point out that the Opposition has
failed to answer the specific case put forward
by the Leader of the House. In failing to do so
the Opposition then tried to convict the per-
sonality of the Leader of the House as the
reason for the things Opposition members said
were happening to their disadvantage in the
management of the business. Looking at the
specifics of the case put forward by the Leader
of the House, it is undeniable that this Govern-
ment has treated the Opposition in a much
more sympathetic and intelligently accommo-
dating fashion than any Opposition was treated
by previous Governments in my experience.

Let me underline the point that we have no
fear of the Opposition in the Parliament. We
accept that this is the session before an election
and that the Opposition will do all sorts of
things to gain political advantage. I remind the
Opposition that it will not gain political advan-
tage in the minds of the public by provoking
debates of this sort. The public are not
interested; they think members of' Parliament
are spoiled children arguing in a kindergarten
atmosphere. The public think that because in
large part in recent months the Opposition has
been bereft of issues. It has tried out topics like
Mudginberri and other national issues that do
not reflect on Western Australia, and it has
now lapsed back into the traditional or inevi-
table mistake of trying to think it can heighten
tensions in here about issues which are unim-
portant and somehow or other stamp itself as
an alternative Government.

It cannot because people do not care or know
much about what pairs are. They certainly do
not think about us apart from consigning all
politicians to a shelf that is marked "puerile
and childish behaviour"; they are not really
occupied in thinking at all about whether the
Opposition or the Government is acting fairly.
In this case I have tried to demonstrate that the
Government is acting fairly. Now the member
for Nedlands may ask a question if he likes.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [12.39 p.m.]:
We have just been treated to 30 minutes of
absolute buffoonery from the Premier. Let me
put a few things straight for the sake of the
record. Firstly, he mentioned that the Oppo-
sition's "chaos" was spilling over into the Par-
liament. The Opposition has never been more
united than it is at the moment, and particu-
larly on this issue of reacting to the treatment
handed out by the Leader of the House.

The Opposition has never been more united,
and that is why we have seen what has
happened this week. If the man can prove that
he has the capacity to be rational be will re-
ceive a rational response from the Opposition.
Up to date, he has not been able to prove that
and nor has his Premier, in the handling of the
business of the House. That has resulted be-
cause of his very actions and in pairs being
called off. He is responsible for that; and the
Opposition, in taking the action it has, has
never been more united, I am happy to say.

Let me look at the other accusation made by
the Premier and that was that the Opposition
could not get its act together and was not ready
to speak on a number of Bills. How could he
have the gall to stand in this Parliament and
mention me, in particular, in respect of a
transport Bill? We can only look at the dis-
graceful record of the handling of that Bill in
this place this week. No-one on the Govern-
ment side knew where the Minister was who
was supposed to be handling the Bill. The
Government did not know where he was.

Mr Tonkin: We did know.
Mr LAURANCE: The Government did not

have any idea. When he came back, Govern-
menit members jumped on him and said,
"Where the hell have you been?"

Mr Tonkin: We did tell you that he was not
here.

Mr LAURANCE: After the Orders of the
Day were called Government members had to
turn around and look for him.

Mr Tonkin: You think if you keep repeating
a lie that it makes it true. We decided in con-
sultation-

Mr LAURANCE: The Leader of the House
did not consult with me. The Leader of the
House called on the third reading of the speech,
and he knew I intended to speak on that.

Mr Tonkin: If you are not being treated
courteously you should reflect as to why.

Mr LAURANCE: The Leader of the House
should work out why he was not treated so in
the last Parliament. The Premier had the hide
to say that no work had been done on a particu-
tar number of Bills. Plenty of work had been
done. Let us take for example the Taxi-car
Control Bill handled this week in the Parlia-
ment. Firstly, at no stage, even though it was
well down on the Notice Paper, did the Minis-
ter responsible for that Bill say to me that it
would be handled on that particular day. He
did not extend that courtesy.

2093



2094 [ASSEMBLY]

I have said before that other members and 1,
who were Ministers previously, have extended
that courtesy to Opposition spokesmen. I
mentioned this fact a couple of days ago and
there were two Bills in particular that I remem-
ber, involving the present Minister for
Agriculture and the present Minister for Lands
and Surveys. When dealing with Bills I was
handling, I approached members of the Oppo-
sition personally out of courtesy, because they
had always extended that courtesy to me. How-
ever, the Leader of the House would not know
how to spell the word let alone understand
what it means. I would go to those members
and say, "Are you ready to proceed today? Is
there anything likely to come up?" That does
not mean that they agreed with all the measures
we were discussing.

We debated some measures with great fer-
vour and the Opposition did not always agree
with the handling of them. I asked them
whether it was all right to proceed to the third
reading. We have heard the accusation today
that we have denied leave to proceed to the
third reading stage. Nobody to my knowledge
has ever said, "Are you prepared to let us go to
the third reading stage today?" The Minister
for Transport just said, "I seek leave to proceed
forthwith to the third reading." The Speaker
put the question and I said, "No", because it
was the first time I had been approached on
that question. The Minister did not say that it
was likely to come up today and was I ready. I
did not ask for an extension of time because
our Opposition spokesman is in the other
place- I explained at the time that he had been
away on a joint party Select Committee with
members of the Government side, travelling in
the Eastern States for that week. Is that being
lazy? The Premier said he should get off his
butt, but he was not on his butt; he was with
Government members in the Eastern States.
H-e told representatives of the taxi-car industry
before he went away that he would be away for
a week in the Eastern States on party business
and the minute he got back he would arrange a
meeting with them. They said that they were
sorry and that they could not arrange that
meeting until Wednesday of this week. He said
that was all right because it may not come up
until then.

I came into the House with the knowledge
that we were to deal with the Bill perhaps on
the Tuesday, although if the Minister had
spoken to me I would have said that there
could be a difficulty with that and that it might

be more appropriate if it was held over until
Wednesday. At no stage did he approach me
out of courtesy and ask about that.

I spoke to the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition who said that he had already asked for
four Bills to be deferred, and we were told that
we could defer the Hills only if we were able to
speak on any other matter at any time. I did
not try to breach that agreement. I said that I
would proceed with the matter even though we
had not had enough time. When I was called
upon, after several false starts, on Tuesday, and
finally got to the Bill-where is the Premier
now to hear the lie about members not being
ready and being lazy? He had the hide to stand
up and speak such untruths. He knows that the
Opposition, with very few facilities available to
it, is doing 10 times the work of the Govern-
ment or its advisers. Think of the hundreds and
thousands of dollars of taxpayers' money being
used to pay people to write dorothy dix ques-
tions so the Government cannot be attacked by
the Opposition.

Several members interjected.

Mr LAUJRANCE: The Government ducks
into its foxholes. It cannot take 45 minutes of
questioning from the Opposition. That is how
yellow the Government is. It is one for one. It
has never been one for one before. There is one
serious question and then one dorothy dixer
about a Press release issued a month ago. The
Ministers continue in a boring fashion giving
us long-winded answers; the Press go to sleep
because they reported it about two or three
weeks ago; and that is the Governiment's
method of hiding from the Opposition. It hap-
pens every day that Parliament sits. It does not
happen once or twice but every day for half the
time. The Government is not brave enough to
even say two for one. We have a Government
that hides from the Opposition behind its back
benchers. The advisers write all these dorothy
dix questions and the Government gets its
members to ask them, otherwise the Oppo-
sition will be able to attack the Government.

The Government is running away. I am
responding to the quite untrue comments made
by the Premier in this debate a few moments
ago. He criticised me for the handling of the
Bill by saying that I was not ready and we were
sitting on our butts and not working. I
indicated why the Opposition was not ready to
proceed with the transport Bill this week, be-
cause the Opposition spokesman was on parlia-
mentary business in the Eastern States and the
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industry could not meet with him until a par-
ticular time. The third reading was denied on
Tuesday and came up on Wednesday.

Let us look at the record of that debate. The
Minister is not in his place and there has been
absolutely no indication to the Opposition
spokesman in this House on the matter that
there was not to be a Minister present. So the
Leader of the House called for the third reading
of the Bill. I rose to debate it assuming that the
Minister was only a second or two away, like
the Premier, who was late for question time
yesterday, and by the good graces of the Oppo-
sition we gave him time to get to where he
should have been by 5.15 p.m. in order to take
up his question; but he is lazy, sitting on his
backside, hiding from the Opposition and he
cannot even get here.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Who is lazy? The Premier

says he let out a convicted killer because I did
not know where it was-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I would
like to make two points at this juncture. One is
that the member for Gascoyne is not address-
ing himself to the actual debate before the
Chair, and this is the second time I have
indicated that, although the first time I must
admit I just shook my head. 1 did think at that
time that he realised what I was doing, but to
make sure I indicate that I would like him to
address his remarks to the matter before the
Chair and I ask members of the Government to
interject a little less.

Mr LAURANCE: I apologise. I thought the
first time you, Mr Deputy Speaker, were nod-
ding agreement with what I was saying.

The handling of business is the subject of this
debate. I was commenting on points raised by
the Leader of the House and by the Premier
and was saying that the Premier cannot even
tell when he is signing a document that allowed
a killer out of gaol. He said he signed 500 docu-
ments a day and did not know whether he was
signing a document allowing a sewerage line or
whether he was signing a document to allow a
killer to be set free.

We then came to the third reading, on
Tuesday, of the Taxi-car Control Bill. No Min-
ister was available to handle it. That was dis-
graceful. Why did the Government call for that
item to be brought on? Why did it not say to
me that the Minister was not here and ask me
whether I minded proceeding to the third read-
ing? I may well have agreed. I did not get that
courtesy from the Leader of the House. That is

why we are digging our toes in in a united way.
The Leader of the House is not going to run
this Parliament this way and the sooner he
learns that the better it will be for the Govern-
ment, the Opposition, and the Parliament as a
whole.

The Government wanted me to proceed to
the third reading of that Bill. I asked where the
Minister was and said that I would speak for a
time until he could be found. The funny thing
is, the Bill was adjourned by another Minister.
All the Government had to do was to ask me
whether I minded dealing with it that evening.
It could have said that he may be back. How-
ever, it does not have that courtesy. If the
Government wants to play rough, we will give
as good as we get. The Parliament is in disorder
and disarray. There is no courtesy.

I wish to use a little of my time to talk about
the sittings on Thursday evenings. By agree-
ment, the former Government arranged that
the House would sit longer on a Thursday.
However, sittings on Thursday evenings did
not occur until about two years ago. The under-
standing was that if we sat on Thursday morn-
ings we would not need to sit on Thursday
evenings. Now we have been told that we are to
sit on Thursday mornings, afternoons and
evenings. That is not on. It is difficult for
country members who have to travel long dis-
tances, either by car or, as I pointed out last
week, by early morning flights, to stay here on
Thursday nights.

Mr Bryce: City Beach slicker.
Mr LAUJRANCE: What has that got to do

with it?
Mr Bryce: That is where you live. You live in

City Beach.
MIr LAURANCE: I own property there and I

own property in my electorate. It is interesting
that when Government members raised this
issue before, I was told that the member for
Victoria Park, which is only a spit away, does
not live in his electorate. My Perth property is
closer to the member for Scarborough's elector-
ate than his home. He does not live in his
electorate. I own property in my electorate, at
least, and I attempt to live there as often as I
can. It happens that my electorate is in the
north of this State and Parliament is in Penlh.

Government members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Order! Or-

der! I am not going to be placed in the position
to have to shout over the member for
Gascoyne. I have called "Order" on five or six
occasions. I understand the member is having
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to cope with interiections. However, he has
been here long enough to know that he should
ignore interjections, I gave him a chance to
reply to the inter-jections; I do not expect him
to lake up his time doing it.

Mr LAURANCE: I am sorry, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I did not hear you calling for order
because of the unruly interjections. If the inter-
jections cease, I will be able to hear you.

I raise the point again that country members
have a particularly difficult time in getting
back to their electorates. They should be given
time to look after their constituents' affairs in
Perth when Parliament is not sitting and have
time to get back to their electorates when Par-
liament rises at the end of the week. Thai has
not been taken into account by this Govern-
ment. That was the problem the first time we
sat on a Thursday night.

What happened tonight? We received a letter
from the Army inviting many'members to a
dinner. Members wrote back and said that Par-
liament did not sit on Thursday nights any
more. We have now been told that we are sit-
ting tonight. The Army got very angry about
that. It had approached the Government about
a convenient time to hold this dinner and was
told that a Thursday night was the most con-
venient. Many of these things happen because
the Government is trying to Tam things through
Parliament and holds no discussions with the
Opposition. The Leader of the House has no
inkling of how to cooperate with other people.
This motion is a personal criticism of the
Leader of the House. The point was raised
earlier by the Leader of the Opposition that the
Leader of the House would not know how to
have normal relations with other people. That
is very unsatisfactory for the operation of this
Parliament.

The Premier said that the Opposition isnever ready to proceed with legislation. He said
that the Government was ready to proceed
with four Bills today, but the Opposition was
not. Let him bring on the Local Government
Amendment Bill (No. 2). Our spokesman is
ready to proceed with that Bill. The studies-
have been carried out and the Government can
now bring it on. However, the Minister is not
here, so let us not have any more of that
ballyhoo by the Premier. We are .putting off
important Government business because the
Minister is not here to handle it. Whose fault is
that?

Mr Watt: At least they know where he is.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes. The other day no-one
could find the Minister for Transport. I know
that most Ministers are irrelevant, but at least
it is nice to have a face to speak to. These
debates are supposed to be Parliamentary de-
bates. Written on the front of Mansard is the
title "Parliamentary Debates." A debate re-
quires two people to take part in order for it to
be called a debate. We had the hopeless situ-
ation yesterday of having no-one to respond on
the Government's behalf.

Again the Premier said that four Bills had to
be deferred because the Opposition was not
ready to proceed. Let him bring them up.
Particularly, let him bring up the Local
Government Amendment Bill (No. 2). Let us
deal with that Bill right now. It is strangely
quiet on the Government benches. The
Government is not ready to handle it. It has
not done its homework. Government Ministers
have been sitting on their fat backsides waiting
for their advisers to tell them what to do next.
The Minister is probably outside checking the
questions written by his advisers, questions
which will be presented as dorothy dixers by
members during question time this afternoon.
There is plenty to question the Government
about. It is leaking like a sieve. It is going from
one funny deal to another and handing out
millions of dollars in ways that cannot be
questioned in this Parliament.

That is the record. There is no need for this
Parliament to sit longer at this stage. The
Premier said he was agreeable to having the
Parliament sit all year. We are prepared to go
along with that with no pairs. If that is so, we
do not need this motion. We would not need to
try to hurry business through the House if the
session is not going to finish. We agree to with-
draw this motion because it is unnecessary as a
result of the changes outlined by the Premier a
few minutes ago.

It is evident that we are coming to the end of
the session. However, it is not appropriate that
we sit on Thursday nights at this time. This
arrangement has been made in a calculated way
without the Goverromen l's having regard to
members whose electorates are a long way
away from the city, and this entails an enor-
mous amount of travelling. That sort of thing
needs to be taken into account in the proper
running of the House. The Leader of the House
would not have an inkling of how to gain co-
operation or how to operate this Parliament
efficiently and effectively. He does not know
how to seek courteous co-operation from the
Opposition.
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We have a fat, bloated, lazy Government
which is not able to organise the Notice Paper
and which has an unreasonable man trying to
organise the business of the House. He does not
deserve any courtesy and he will not get it.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Burkett.

Sitting suspended from 1. 00 to 2.IS p.m.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading.- Budget Debate

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
j2. 17 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

In doing so I present the Budget for 1985-86
and I begin at a point where Treasurers nor-
mally conclude their Budget speech; that is, by
thanking the Treasury officers and other
Government officers who have worked so
diligently in preparing the 1985-86 Budget.

I think most members would realise that the
majority of the work associated with the
Budget poses a very time-consuming and ardu-
ous task for Government officers who work
long hours in ensuring that politicians are able
to present sensible and rational documents. To
those members of the Government who have
worked very hard on this occasion go the
Government's thanks generally, and my thanks
personally.

I also note at the outset that it is necessary
once again to underline the fact that this speech
will not conclude with any announcement of an
early election, It has been brought to my atten-
tion that members of the Opposition again are
touting around the corridors their view that
this speech will preface an early election to be
announced today. I have no intention of an-
nouncing an early election.

In the months leading up to our election to
office in February 1983, my party set down
clearly our goals for a State Labor Government.

They were:

the encouragement of economic growth
and employment, emphasising the domi-
nant role of the private sector as the
principal creator of jobs;

the diversification of Western Australia's
economy through the encouragement of
small business, tourism, high technology,
other new industries, and more vigorous
export promotion;

social progress and reform, with special
emphasis on the disadvantaged, to the ex-
tent allowed by the State's financial cir-
cumstances;
reducing the burden of government on
families and business, particularly by mod-
ernising the machinery of government and
making it more efficient; and
providing responsible financial manage-
ment in which the balancing of the State's
Budget was a central article of faith.

Each of the two Budgets I have presented be-
fore today has reflected those goals. And so too
does the Budget I present now.

In preparing each of our Budgets, we have
rejected the concept that the maintenance of
existing activity should be regarded as central
and that initiatives should depend upon what-
ever resources are left over.

Instead, we have shaped our budgetary strat-
egy to accord with our overriding goals.

We believe this has enabled us to bring new
direction and purpose to the management of
the State's financial affairs. it has also enabled
us to make significant progress towards meet-
ing our goals.

The most important of those goals is the en-
couragement of economic growth and the
stimulation of employment.

The substantial improvement in the State's
economy in the period since we took office is
beyond dispute.

A recent survey of key economic indicators,
based on Bureau of Statistics figures and car-
ried out by the New South Wales Liberal Party
leader, Mr Greiner, backs up this claim.

Western Australia led the States in:
the reduction in inflation;
the drop in the days lost through industrial
disputes; and
the growth in new car registrations.

Our performance was the second best among
the States in:

growth in employment;
reduction in unemployment;,
the rate of unemployment;
the increase in the number of housing
starts; and
the growth in retail sales.

Western Australia's performance outstripped
the national average in all the areas surveyed.
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Some figures demonstrate the strength of the
State's economic recovery.

Retail sales rose by 4.1 per cent in real terms
last financial year, well ahead of the national
figure of 1.3 per cent.

Gross fixed capital expenditure by private
enterprise was up 20.7 per cent in the nine
months ended March, 1985, over the same
period a year earlier. This was the highest
growth rate of any State and more than double
the national increase.

The value of building approvals last financial
year was 60.3 per cent higher than in the pre-
vious year. The comparable increase for
Australia was 25.8 per cent.

In 1984-85, the number of working days lost
through industrial disputes was the lowest in
more than a decade and the underlying rate of
inflation for the year was also the lowest for
more than a decade, despite price increases
towards the end of the year attributable to de-
valuation.

But the results of which we are proudest are
those showing that during OUr term of office,
the number of new jobs created in the State has
been 48 1 00-an increase of 8.5 per cent.

And the number of people out Of Work has
fallen by 13 900 or 20.8 per cent.

During 1984-85, employment in Western
Australia grew at twice the national growth
rate.

The vigour of the State's small business sec-
tor, the dramatic increase in activity in tourism
and high technology and the early successes of
the EXIM Corporation point to substantial
progress in meeting the second of our
goals-economic diversification.

Our goal of social progress and reform has
been substantially addressed throughout our
term, despite the tight financial circumstances
which have prevailed for much of the period.

The Budget speech is not the occasion to
present a catalogue of social achievements, but
I need only point to the scheme: we introduced
within five months of taking office to assist
low-income families with their State Energy
Commission bills to demonstrate our commit-
men t.

The value of this scheme has been adjusted
each year in line with changes in S.E.C.
charges.

Our efforts to update the machinery of
government and to make it more efficient have
been unremitting.

By the end of the year, about 60 Government
bodies will have been axed by legislative or
administrative action.

The Financial Administration and Audit Bill
strengthens financial accountability through
rigorous reporting procedures. A range of other
measures has also been implemented.

And most importantly, the Functional Re-
view Committee is examining every area of
Government activity to make recom-
mendations on whether the activity should be
modified or abandoned and whether the mech-
anism for carrying it out is operating ef-
ficiently.

The fruits of what can be achieved by such a
process can be seen in this year's Budget in the
estimates for the new Building Management
Authority which has come into existence fol-
lowing the work of the Functional Review
Committee.

This year's allocation to the Authority of
$67.1 million is down $2.7 million on expendi-
ture last year.

An important aspect of our aim of reducing
the burden of government has been to seek
non-traditional forms of revenue which do not
impact directly on the community.

The Western Australian Development Cor-
poration plays a key role, both through its task
of improving the Government's return on its
assets and its other activities.

The Corporation's profit of $4.6 million in
its first full year of operation was an outstand-
ing performance on a capital base of only $ 10
million.

Because of the track record it has already
established, further capital of $5 million is to
be inj ected into the Corporation this year.

Our success in meeting the goal of reducing
the burden of government on families and busi-
ness can be measured from our last Budget, the
current Budget and the movements in Govern-
ment charges.

Last year's Budget included tax cuts of $38.9
million. I will shortly outline further tax cuts.

For the last two years there have been real
reductions in most State Government charges.

This year there have been no increases in six
major charges and the changes in nearly all the
others are significantly less than the expected
inflation rate.

During our three years in office, increases in
all the major charges have been held to around
the inflation rate or below.
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During the last three years in office of our
predecessors, nearly all of those charges rose by
substantially more than the inflation rate.

Vehicle third party insurance premiums, the
fixed charge for metropolitan domestic water
services, country water charges and the State
petrol tax all rose under our predecessors by
about three times the inflation rate.

State and local government charges increased
the underlying Consumer Price Index by 2.2
per cent in our predecessors' period. During
our three years, the corresponding estimated
impact on the C.P.lI. is only 0.5 per cent.

During the nine years in which the Court and
O'Connor Governments held office, expendi-
ture grew by an average 17 per cent a year.

Even in their last three years it grew by an
average 12.5 per cent a year.

By contrast, last financial year we cut the
growth in outlays to 6.8 per cent.

And this year, we are budgeting for expendi-
ture to increase by less than 1 per cent in real
terms.

I believe that all these facts demonstrate that
we have achieved our goal of responsible
financial management.

Certainly we have achieved our goal of bal-
ancing the two Budgets we have brought down
before today.

This has not been a goal that has been
achieved easily.

I remind Honourable Members that only two
days after the election at which they were swept
from office, our predecessors announced a
looming deficit for the year of $21 million
which quickly ballooned to about $30 million.

Despite having only four months in office in
which to do so, we clawed this figure back to
$14.2 million.

It has taken a considerable effort throughout
Our term to return the State's finances to Stab-
ility.

But I am proud to say that we have been able
to do it.

Perhaps there is no better demonstration of
the restoration of the State's financial fortunes
than that this Budget provides for a modest
surplusof$I million.

I am advised this is the first time since 1944-
45-the first time in 40 years-that the State
has budgeted for a surplus.

The Government believes it has made
substantial progress during its term towards the
achievement of its goals.

More importantly, we believe that the per-
formance of the State's economy over the last
three years is something of which all Western
Australians should be proud.

Employment prospects have improved mark-
edly, profitability has increased strongly, in-
vestment is firmn and business confidence has
increased dramatically.

The economy has rebounded strongly and
the foundations are in place for sustained
growth.

But they are only foundations and there is no
room for complacency.

Though employment growth has been pleas-
ing, unemployment remains tragically high, es-
pecially among young people. There is still ex-
cess capacity in sect ions of industry and
opportunities to be taken advantage of.

There is still much to be done.
With this in mind, the 1985-86 Budget has

been framed, like its two predecessors, with
economic and employment growth and respon-
sible financial management as the Coverin-
ment's principal objectives.

The highlights of the Budget and capital
works programme are:

tax cuts worth almost $26 million, bring-
ing total tax cuts announced in the last two
Budgets of this Government to $64.8
million;
provision for the Government's scheme to
protect an estimated 50 000 families who
are building society borrowers from rising
interest rates;
another massive housing programme in
which provision is made for more than
1 900 units of public housing and more
than 2 200 families will get special housing
loans;,
employment training assistance for at least
6 600 Western Australians, mast of them
young people;
relief for farmers from the State fuel levy
as part of a programme of assistance for
agriculture;
big funding increases for small business
and tourism;
assistance for parents to pay for school
books;
another nine child care centres;
special new programmes to assist children,
youth and the aged, including free drivers'
licences for many pensioners;
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207 additional staff for the education
system;
more funds to tackle AIDS and drug abuse;

significant new programmes worth $5.5
million for Aborigines;

150 extra police officers; and

more support for the Probation and Parole
Service.

I turn now to the detail of the Budget pro-
posals.

ECONOMIC AND EMPLOYMENT
STIMULATION

This Budget aims to create an environment
for private sector growth and places the highest
priority on creating job opportunities and ca-
reer training.

We seek lasting jobs in the private sector to
consolidate and build upon the growth of the
last two years.

It also continues our drive to sustain activity
in the labour-intensive housing industry at a
high level, while at the same time assisting
those already in homes whose financial security
is threatened by rising interest rates.

We have continued our policy of providing
substantial help for those industry areas where
we perceive opportunities for significantly
increased activity.

Taxation

As I mentioned earlier, we propose tax cuts
in this Budget of almost $26 million, bringing
the total cuts in the last two Budgets to $64.8
million.

Payroll Tax
Last year we made history by being the first

Government to reduce the rate of payroll tax
since the tax was transferred from the Com-
monwealth to the States in 1971.

We will go further in 1985-86, providing
special incentives for small and medium-sized
businesses.

From January 1, 1986, there will be a further
reduction in the rate of the tax for all
businesses with annual payrolls of less than
$1 408 000. This is estimated to provide a con-
cession to more than 5 000 employers or 85 per
cent of those who pay the tax.

For businesses with annual payrolls of
$880 000 or less, the rate of the tax will be cut
from 4.7 5 percent to 4 per cent.

The rate will be cut according to a sliding
scale for those businesses with annual payrolls
between $880 000 and $1 408 000.

Payroll tax rates in Western Australia will
range between 4 per cent and 4.75 per cent,
depending on the amount of the employer's
annual payroll. By comparison, rates in the
other States are generally 5 per cent and, in
some cases, 6 per cent for firms with large pay-
rolls.

In addition, the payroll tax exemption level
will be increased by 10 per cent to $220 000,
freeing an estimated 600 businesses from the
payroll tax burden. This follows the exemption
of an estimated 800 businesses in last year's
Budget and an estimated 1 100 in our first
Budget.

Since we took office, the payroll tax exemp-
tion level has been lifted by 76 per cent-about
three times what would have been required
merely to maintain the exemption level in real
terms.

The Government will also ensure that pay-
ments to trainees under the Commonwealth-
Stale cooperative traineeship system, known as
the Priority One Programme, are not subjected
to payroll tax.

The estimated cost of these measures is $10.3
million in a full year. Added to concessions in
last year's Budget, they will provide payroll tax
relief of almost $30 million in 1985-86.

This brings the total value of payroll tax con-
cessions in this Government's three Budgets to
about $40 million.

I believe this Government can reasonably
claim to have done more than any other any-
where in Australia to reduce the burden of
what is an iniquitous tax on employment.

Financial Institutions Duty

Last year the Government reduced the
financial institutions duty by 40 per cent to
three cents per $ 100.

This year we propose a further reduction of
one-third to two cents per$l100.

The new rate will apply from January 1, 1986
and will cost $3.5 million in the current
financial year and $8.3 million in a full year,
bringing the total cost of reductions in the two
Budgets to $26 million.

As a result of the latest change, the rate of
duty in Western Australia will be lower than
that in any other State which imposes the duty.
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Land Tax
There will be a 10 per cent rebate of every

land tax bill in 1985-86 at an estimated cost of
$6 million.

About 90 000 land taxpayers will benefit
from the rebate.

The rebate is an interim measure pending the
outcome of a major review of the tax.

The Government is concerned
present system of levying the tax
inequities and can cause sudden big
in bills from year to year.

Changes are likely
restructuring of the tax
equalisation of land
inequities.

that the
contains
increases

to involve a major
scale and a system of

values to reduce

Stamp Duty
We propose two major stamp duty con-

cessions.
Residential leases with weekly rentals of $80

or less are to be exempted from stamp duty to
assist people on low incomes who are in the
rental market.

This measure is designed to reduce the cost
of rental accommodation to low income
earners.

The other concession is an exemption from
duty for transfers of marketable securities, such
as debentures and unsecured notes.

These exemptions are to apply from
January 1, 1986.
Fuel Franchise Levy

The Government is very conscious of the
vicious cost-price squeeze in which many
farmers are trapped and has already taken a
number of steps aimed at assisting them.

In particular, we recognise that fuel costs are
one of the heaviest burdens for the agricultural
sector.

Consequently, the existing exemption from
the fuel franchise levy for diesel fuel used for
off-road purposes is to be extended. From
January 1, 1986 the exemption will also apply
to petrol used by farmers and pastoralists off-
road for agricultural production.

The cost of this measure is estimated to be
$1 million in a full year and further details on
how relief will be provided will be outlined
shortly.

This package of taxation measures, together
with those introduced last year, is designed to
stimulate economic activity and employment
and to lessen the burden of government.

Despite buoyant economic activity, total
State taxation collections are expected to in-
crease by only 6.5 per cent this year.

This is because of the compounding effect of
the tax concessions made last year and those I
have just announced.

The increase is significantly less than the
expected inflation rate, despite strong growth
in the underlying revenue base.

Housing
Last year, we made an unprecedented drive

to meet community needs for housing and to
maintain the momentum in the labour-inten-
sive housing industry.

Funds for Homeswesz were increased by a
massive 157 percent.

This year we propose to further increase
funding for housing-by $90.7 million or 54.4
per cent to $257.6 million.

Our entire Loan Council borrowings of $93.1
million will be directed into housing, as they
were last year.

This year we have provided for more than
1 900 units of public housing and more than
2 200 housing loans to families.

Of these loans, more than 1 500 will be
provided under the home purchase scheme of
Homeswest and more than 700 will be
provided through terminating building
societies to families of limited means.

The home purchase scheme has been
widened to encompass first mortgage, shared
equity and flexible deposit arrangements. Pro-
vision is also made for assistance to senior citi-
zens unable to obtain home finance from tra-
ditional sources.

The Commonwealth-State rent support and
bond assistance schemes will continue and are
expected to help more than 15 000 people.

The Budget also contains provision for the
previously announced scheme to hold down
interest rates for building society borrowers.

Latest estimates are that about 50 000 famil-
ies will benefit from this scheme. The previous
estimate was 40 000 families.

I believe we are entitled to claim we have
transformed the State Government's approach
to housing.

We have more than trebled funding for
Homeswest.

In our predecessor's last Budget it was $63.5
million. This year it is $232.8 million.
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We came to office with an undertaking to
provide 5 000 units of housing in our first
term. By the end of the year we will have
provided for 5 910 units.

And more than 4 300 families will have
received home loans with the assistance of
Homeswest.

By any measure, it is an outstanding achieve-
ment.

We have stimulated the labour-intensive
housing industry which has had a significant
impact on the overall level of economic activ-
ity.

We have provided urgently-needed public
housing at a much faster rate than previously
and we have provided loans to help thousands
of Western Australian families into homes of
their own.

And the assistance we announced recently to
building society borrowers will stop the
Australian dream turning into a nightmare for
many of them because of rising interest rates.
Youth Employment and Training

As I mentioned earlier, there has been strong
employment growth during the Government's
term, but unemployment remains unacceptably
high, especially among young people.

The stimulation of growth in the private sec-
tor remains the most effective way of increas-
ing employment prospects.

However, there is also a role for government,
especially working in partnership with the pri-
vate sector.

This year we will spend almost $13.1 million
from the State Employment Strategies Fund,
mainly on youth employment and training i n-
itiatives. This will help more than 6 600 young
people in 1986.

About $3.6 million is to be spent as the
State's contribution to the youth traineeship
programme announced recently by the Com-
monwealth under the banner of Priority
One-Young Australia.

The 12-month traineeships will combine on
and off-the-job training for 16 to 19-year-old
school leavers and first job seekers.

In a full year this State will attract Common-
wealth funding of $5.5 million. There will be
2 500 traineeships in Western Australia, of
which 500 will be in the State public sector.

The traineeships offer a new opportunity for
our young people to pursue valuable training in
industry and commerce and increase their
competitiveness in the labour market.

The Job Link programme operated as pant of
Skills West is to be continued and provision is
made for 4 000 people to participate during
1986.

Other proposals include:
the extension of the Westrek pilot pro-
gramme, involving another 100 young
Western Australians;
the continuation of the rebate of workers'
compensation premiums for first year ap-
prentices;
expansion of the New Enterprise Scheme
to assist unemployed people who wish to
start their own businesses; and
continued commitment to adult training,
based on the job placement and training
programme.

Small Business
The State's economic future is closely linked

to the performance of the small business sector,
our biggest employer.

Small business is the principal beneficiary of
the payroll tax concessions we have announced
today and of those introduced throughout our
term.

In addition, funding for the Small Business
Development Corporation is increased by 28
per cent in this Budget.

The allocation reflects our commitment to
better advisory services for small business and
the seriousness of our intention to cut the red
tape that hampers their operations.

The Corporation is moving to new, centrally
located premises which will offer a one-stop
shop for small business.

Regional services are being extended and an
office has been opened in Bunbury.

I believe we can honestly claim to be the first
State Government that has paid more than lip
service to small business.

Funding for the Small Business Develop-
ment Corporation is almost five times more
than our predecessors provided for the Small
Business Advisory Service in their last Budget.

In addition, small business has benefited
from measures such as:

changes to Water Authority charging prac-
tices for non-residential premises, particu-
larly the inclusion of a substantial pay-for-
use element, which have resulted in real
reductions in water charges for most com-
mercial clients;
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the provision of loan guarantees by the
Government for small business;
commercial tenancies legislation to pre-
vent exploitation of small business; and
the imposition of a requirement on
Government departments and agencies to
pay their bills to small business within 30
days.

Industrial and Technological Development
The allocation to the reorganised Depart-

ment of Industrial Development is to rise
almost 17 per cent, after allowing for the
reduced losses expected on company rescue op-
erations.

The Government believes it is essential that
the Department continues to be able to assist
local industry to take advantage of emerging
opportunities and to keep abreast of changing
production techniques.

An allocation has been made to intensify our
efforts for the siting in Western Australia of the
Royal Australian Navy's submarine construc-
tion project.

Throughout its term, the Government has
demonstrated in tangible terms its commit-
ment to bringing this State to the forefront of
technological change and to developing and
expanding high technology industries.

A key initiative last year was the establish-
ment of a technology development fund.*

The fund provides assistance for local re-
search and development through various forms
of loans, grants and equity investments.

Expenditure from the fund last year was
$888 000 and this is expected to rise to $3
million this year.
Agriculture

Agriculture remains of vital importance to
the State's economic well-being. When the agri-
cultural sector is depressed the whole State is
affected.

It is, therefore, of considerable concern to the
Government that Western Australian farmers
face production costs rising much faster than
the prices for their products.

To assist the farming community we have
adopted a four pronged approach: fighting
higher federal fuel taxes, campaigning for tariff
reform and the removal of other trade barriers,
accelerating the pace of transport deregulation
and continuing to provide substantial assist-
ance by real reductions in Government charges
and through subsidised electricity and water
charges.

The new fuel concession I announced earlier
is an attempt to make some contribution to
easing the farm costs burden.

Other measures include:

the freezing of the State fuel franchise levy
in 1985-86, the first time since its intro-
duction that there has been no increase;

maintaining grain wharfage rates at 1984-
85 levels;

improved drought assistance, in particular,
the raising of the concessional loan limit
from $40 000 to $70 000;

a package of transport deregulation
measures, including the bringing forward
by two years of the competitive railway
freight schedule for grain at an estimated
cost this year of $3 million; and

charges for utility services which
effectively mean special assistance of $110
million to country consumers, based on
the actual cost of providing services.

An allocation of $58.9 million is to be made to
the Department of Agriculture this year, an in-
crease of $3.9 million.

The Government is also committed to
securing the long-term viability of the
Kimberley pastoral industry through a
restructuring being carried out in consultation
with the industry.

The Commonwealth Government has
Provided $6 million for this purpose and a
capital injection of at least $5 million is
proposed to Western Australian Government
Holdings in 1985-86 to assist further.

Tourism

The Government is determined to consoli-
date and continue the efforts that have been
made to stimulate this important and exciting
employment-generating industry.

We are also determined to realise fully the
potential economic benefits of tourism during
the mun-up to the America's Cup series, while at
the same time ensuring the industry is on a
sound long-term footing, regardless of the out-
come of the Cup.

The allocation for the Western Australian
Tourism Commission is to be lifted by 22 per
cent to $13.5 million this financial year, bring-
ing the increase during our term to 142.5 per
cent.
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The allocation will enable:
initiatives associated with the "Year of the
Visitor" campaign, including a co-
operative marketing venture in the Eastern
States with the private sector;
a significant boost for regional tourism
through the compilation of regional devel-
opment tourism plans and incentive grants
to assist more than 70 promotional groups
with their marketing efforts;
an intensive research programme to ident-
ify markets in South-East Asia and Japan;
provision of $1.1 million for America's
Cup promotion; and
the continuation of efforts to further liber-
alise air services to Western Australia.

Regional Development
Regional development and increased re-

gional autonomy have been given a high pri-
ority by this Government.

The Bunbury 2000 programme has been an
outstanding success and will provide a model
for development strategies for other regions.
The next such plan, "Albany Tomorrow", is
currently being developed.

After allowing for non-recurring expenditure
on land acquisitions, the allocation for the
South West Development Authority has again
been substantially increased with a provision of
$1.2 million for costs not attributable to other
specific items in the Bunbury 2000 pro-
gramme.

This includes funds for the first full year's
operation of an Authority office in Mandurab
and for the appointment of a marketing officer
to promote the region's agricultural products in
South-East Asia.

A separate provision of $311 000 will enable
the introduction of an intra-town bus service in
Bunbury from next January.

Film Industry
Support for the local film industry is to be

lifted substantially.
The allocation of $509 000 for the Western

Australian Film Council is an increase of 25.5
per cent, allowing considerably more local film
projects to be assisted.

Capital Works
State governments make their biggest direct

impact on employment and on the vital build-
ing and construction industries through the
capital works programmes of departments and
authorities.

However, the framing of the works pro-
gramme must be tempered by the realisation
that it is largely funded by borrowings which
must be repaid by the taxpayer at commercial
rates of interest.

Those borrowings are also largely raised
domestically in an increasingly crowded
financial market. There is a danger of govern-
ment leaving insufficient room for private sec-
tor expansion, putting undue upward pressure
on interest rates.

For these reasons, Western Australia argued
at the Loan Council meeting earlier this year
for a continuation of the global limits on
borrowings by State authorities and a tight rein
on the demands of government on the capital
markets.

The Loan Council decided to hold
borrowings by State governments to the same
money level as in 1984-85 and to reduce global
semi-government allocations.

Despite this, we will mount a total works
programme of $1 200.7 million in 1985-86, an
increase of $176.7 million.

The programme comprises appropriations
from the General Loan Fund of $165 million
and allocations of $1 035.7 million from other
sources, mainly semi-government borrowings.

Aside from the housing programme I have
already outlined, notable aspects include:

State Energy Commission capital expendi-
ture of $313.2 million, a significantly
lower amount than in each of the last three
financial years because of the completion
of a number of major projects;
an increase of 13.8 per cent to $146
million for the Water Authority;
expenditure of $81.2 million on health
projects, including $23.7 million for the
continuation of Royal Perth Hospital
North Block. New works include a surgical
day ward at the Rockingbam/Kwinana
District Hospital, the second stage of the
Derby Regional Hospital, the commence-
ment of the first stage of a new hospital for
Mandurah, a rehabilitation centre at the
Bunbury Hospital, new community facili-
ties in Norseman and planning for the
redevelopment of Warren District Hospi-
tal;
allocations of $49.2 million for primary
and secondary schools and $22.9 million
for technical education facilities, including
planning for stages 3 and 4 of the Perth
Technical College;

2104



(Thursday, 1O October 1985] 20

funds for the commencement of construc-
lion of a new building for the Lands De-
partment on the Hay and Irwin Streets site
and for the planning of the Perth Magis-
trates' Courts and stage two of Police
Headquarters; and

provision of $18.8 million for sporting fa-
cilities, including $14.3 million for the
State Sports Centre and a total of $4.5
million for the redevelopment of the
WACA ground, stage I of the new cycling
velodrome and a headquarters for the WA
Soccer Federation.

The matters I have dealt with so far mainly
concern our over-riding goal of stimulating
economic growth and employment.

I turn now to social policy and community
services where this year we propose a number
of important initiatives, despite the financial
restraints we have imposed on the Budget.

SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT AND
COMMUNITY SERVICES

This year we have focused our efforts on
developing new programmes designed to pro-
vide assistance for those in the community
most in need of our special attention-the
young, the old and Aborigines.

A number of these programmes break new
ground and the Government presents them
with considerable pride.
Children

There have been for many years in this State
serious deficiencies in child care and in support
for mothers who choose to stay at home with
their children. We have set about redressing
these problems and this Budget contains im-
portant advances in these fields.

Over the last two years, 16 child care centres
have been built or are nearing completion and
provision for a further 8 has been made this
year. Additionally, and in response to a need
for work-related facilities, we also intend to
fund a hospital-based child care centre at
Bunbury.

Our co-operative efforts with the Common-
wealth in the provision of these facilities have
been highly successful and this -year's pro-
gramme will bring to more than 900 the
number of additional child care places made
available.

tLocal government is to receive $250 000 to
upgrade existing community-based facilities to
meet pressing child care demands. The funds

will be provided for capital purposes on a dol-
lar for dollar basis up to a maximum of
$25 000.

A new scheme is to be introduced to assist
playgroups, in recognition of their importance,
particularly to mothers who remain in the
home with their pre-school children.

Existing playgroups associated with the Play
Group Association will be eligible for a $100
grant for the purchase of toys and equipment.
New groups will be eligible for $200.

The offer is expected to benefit up to I5 000
children and will also be extended to toy
libraries affiliated with the Western Australian
Association of Toy Libraries.

The Government has recently become aware
of the difficult financial circumstances of 40
Commonwealth-funded out-of-school care or-
ganisations caring for primary school-age chil-
dren of working parents.

Many centres are faced with the prospect of
raising fees and there is a genuine concern that
unless additional assistance is forthcoming,
parents will not be able to afford this care for
their children, with adverse effects for the chil-
dren concerned and the community.

Funds have therefore been allocated to assist
in meeting salary costs, pending clarification of
future funding arrangements.

Other measures include an increase of
$570 000 or 25 per cent in funding for residen-
tial child care, an increase in the subsidy for
children in foster care and $ 195 000 for the
development of a preventive and protective
programme for children at risk of physical and
sexual abuse.
Youth

In recent times most of the emphasis in
government programmes for young people has
been on employment and training. Indeed, this
Budget contains important measures in this
area.

However, the Government believes that
more comprehensive services should be avail-
able for young people both to assist them to
achieve their full potential and aspirations and
to assist the community by guiding young
people away from the temptations that can lead
to drug use and crime.

With this in mind, the Government has de-
veloped a youth strategies package to be funded
through special allocations totalling $595 000.

This initiative will enable the operational
funding of I0 to IS youth drop-in centres on a
pilot basis during 1986. The centres will be
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staffed by full-time and voluntary youth
workers and are intended to be informal, but
supervised venues where young people can mix
and gain access to information on a wide var-
iety of social and welfare issues.

Two additional centres will be provided this
year in the rapidly growing northern suburbs at
a capital cost of $ 150 000.

There are increasing numbers of local com-
mittees whose objectives are to improve the
range of services for young people and their
access to them.

An amount of $275 000 has been allowed to
encourage, support and co-ordinate the activi-
ties of this growing youth services infrastruc-
ture.

The last clement of our youth strategies pack-
-age is a continuation of the youth participation

grants programme which provides seeding
grants for projects designed by innovative
young people.

This was a scheme established for Inter-
national Youth Year. It makes grants to assist
local groups of young people meet their own
needs through projects they have designed
themselves.

An amount of $ 100 000 has been set aside to
allow an estimated 80 to 100 projects to be
funded in 1986.

The Aged

The Government is concerned to ensure that
our senior citizens are fully aware of the ser-
vices and benefits available to them and to ex-
tend those services and benefits wherever poss-
ible.

It was for that reason we recently established
a bureau for the aged within the Department
for Community Services. The bureau will also
provide a range of policy advice to the Govern-
ment and act as a link between aged people and
the Government.

Other measures include:

From January I, 1986, those aged pen-
sioners who currently receive a 50 per cent
concession on their drivers' licences will
receive a total exemption from the fee.
About 40 000 aged pensioners will benefit
at an estimated cost of $300 000 in a full
year.
An open line is to be established to give
aged people access to information on State
and community services.

Senior Citizens' Week is to be continued
following the success of the initial event in
May.

A task force will be established to consider
ways of increasing the involvement of
older people in their communities and to
help them better utilise community ser-
vices.

Aborigines

There is no doubt that the descendants of the
ori.ginal Western Australians are the most
disadvantaged group in our community.

There are a number of pressing needs to be
addressed and this Budget contains a special
range of assistance measures at an estimated
cost of $5.5 million.

I stress that the schemes to be implemented
as a result of this Budget are not welfare hand-
outs, but are designed to achieve lasting im-
provements.

The details include:

$750 000 for the upgrading and mainten-
ance of Homeswest housing in the eastern
wheatbelt and the North-West, using Abor-
iginal labour;

$500 000 for projects directed towards
upgrading the management and protection
of national parks and nature reserves. The
equivalent of up to 19 full-time Aboriginal
workers will be employed, some on a part-
time basis;

$1 million for the establishment of a
wholly State-owned Aboriginal enterprise
company which will be run along commer-
cial lines under the control of a board of
directors comprising Aborigines and lead-
ing non-Aboriginal businessmen;

$200 000 for a motor drivers' licence
scheme aimed at bringing more Aboriginal
people in the North-West up to the stan-
dard necessary for successful application
for drivers' licences;

$750 000 to upgrade properties currently
vested in the Aboriginal Lands Trust
which are in need of additional equipment
and other urgent minor works to improve
operating efficiency;
$1 million to support the establishment of
a number of recreation initiatives in re-
mote Aboriginal communities, such as
Warburton, Balgo, Beagle Bay and
Ombulguni; and
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$425 000 for alcohol rehabilitation and
substance abuse programmes within
selected Aboriginal communities.

In addition to this special programme of assist-
ance, the education vote includes funds for the
appointment of 40 new staff to meet Aboriginal
education needs, $320 000 for major curricu-
lum development and $ 100 000 for a consulta-
tive group on Aboriginal education.

Education

For any government, a high priority must
always be to provide an education system
which effectively prepares our young people to
get jobs and to cope with changing life patterns.

To meet those responsibilities this year, we
propose to allocate $755.7 million to edu-
cation, an increase of $72 million or 10.5 per
cent on expenditure last year, bringing the in-
crease in education funding during our term to
34.5 per cent or 9.4 per cent in real terms.

Features of the programme include:

the appointment of 207 additional staff;

$1 million to rewrite and revise school
curricula in line with the Beazley and
McGaw reports. Special attention will be
given to the development of new English
syllabuses and to improving literacy;

$825 000 to enable a school book grant of
$1 5 to be paid to all secondary school
students in Years & to 10;

an allocation of $3.9 million for computing
developments, including $300 000 to
match contributions made by Parents and
Citizens' Associations for computer acqui-
sitions;

$4.9 million to offset the unilateral Com-
monwealth financial cutbacks relating to
early childhood education services. The al-
location will ensure the State's 155 com-
munity pre-schools continue to operate at
present levels, without the substantially
higher fees parents faced as a result of the
Commonwealth decision. Without this ac-
tion by the State Government, many chil-
dren would have been forced out of pre-
school education; and

a $30 subsidy for all students in registered
ethnic community schools.

Health

The proposed allocation for health is $683.4
million, an increase of $80.5 million or 13.3
per cent.

Funds totalling $2.9 million have been in-
cluded to meet the operating expenses of new
facilities which will be completed this year.

These include the joint assessment unit at the
Bentley Hospital, additions to the Perth Dental
Hospital, community health centres at
Armadale, Bunbury and Esperance, the re-
placement of the Belmont Hostel and a day
centre for the Division for the Intellectually
Handicapped and Psychiatric Services.

To continue the Government's phased pro-
gramme for the transfer of basic nurse edu-
cation from hospital-based training to tertiary
institutions, an allocation of $2.8 million has
been made.

These funds are additional to the $12.5
million required for the provision of buildings
and facilities at the Western Australian Insti-
tute of Technology and the Western Australian
College of Advanced Education.

We are increasingly concerned about nurse
shortages in our hospitals and $2.3 million has
been provided to help address the problem. An
encouraging response has been received to our
recruitment drive in England and we are also
combining with the Commonwealth to draw
upon the nursing resources that may be avail-
able in the community by conducting a number
of nurse refresher courses.

Other features of the health programme in-
clude:

an additional $1.9 million for treatment,
screening and counselling associated with
AIDS;
additional funding of $3.8 million to meet
new commitments under the proposed
Home and Community Care Scheme. The
Scheme will assist aged and disabled
people retain their independence in the
community and prevent premature or un-
necessary institutionalisation; and
additional expenditure of $2.1I million to
tackle the problems of drug abuse in ac-
cordance with arrangements entered into
with the Commonwealth at the National
Drug Summit.

Community Services
I have already outlined the major initiatives

in community services when dealing with this
year's special programmes for children, youth,
the aged and Aborigines.

However, other noteworthy matters include
an outlay of $6.4 million on the Common-
wealth-State Supported Accommodation As-
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sisrance Programme. This provides a range of
supported accommodation and related services
for homeless people.

A multi-purpose community services centre
is to be constructed to service pressing needs in
the rapidly-growing northern corridor.

Total funding for the Department for Com-
munity Services will increase by $12.3 million
or 22.4 per cent. This will bring the total in-
crease during this Government's term to 70.4
per cent or 38.6 per cent in real terms.

Time does not permit me to go into great
detail about all areas of the Budget. Ministers
will provide greater detail during the Estimates
debate and in a series of special Budget papers
in selected areas which will be released during
the next two weeks.

However, I draw the attention of Members to
some other items in the Budget:

$ 1.1 million has been set aside for the first
full year operation of the Equal Oppor-
tunity Commission which is charged with
eliminating, so far as is possible, discrimi-
nation on rounds of sex, marital status,
pregnancy, race, religion or political con-
viction.

The allocation to the Multicultural and
Ethnic Affairs Commission has been
increased by 42.9 per cent to $870 000 in
recognition of its role in facilitating equal
opportunity for people of diverse origins,
languages and cultures.

A total of $8 million has been provided for
the new Department of Occupational
Health, Safety and Welfare, including
$393 000 to continue the work of the
Government's RSI Task Force.

Funds allocated for purposes associated
with the protection of the environment in-clude $1.1 million for the recently-
announced Swan Valley plan, the $2.7
million commitment to combat algal prob-
lems in the Peel-Harvey estuary and
$500 000 for the management and protec-
tion of national parks and nature reserves.

The Government's concern about the
rising crime rate is reflected in a rise of
$14.9 million in the proposed vole for the
Police Department. This includes pro-
vision for the appointment of 150 ad-
ditional police officers and 12 police aides,
bringing to 350 the number of additional
officers provided for over our three
Budgets.

The pressure on the Probation and Parole
Officers has been recognised with pro-
vision for 14 new positions, including 10
probation and parole officers.

That completes my re'sum6 of principal Budget
provisions and I turn now to some general mat-
ters affecting the State's financial position.

COMMONWEALTH-STATE FINANCIAL
RELATIONS

During the last two and a half years there
have been some significant changes in Com-
monkwealth-State financial arrangements.

The arrangements which prevailed when we
took office were those of the Fraser Govern-
ment's notorious new federalism policy,
characterised by unilateral action by the Com-
monwealth, always at the expense of the States.

We also faced Grants Commission
recommendations for changes to the relative
shares of the States which would have had a
devastating effect on Western Australia's
finances.

I am pleased to say that there have been
significant improvements in the situation since
the advent of the Hawke Government.

While I would not pretend that the financial
relationship is an ideal one, the atmosphere at
Premiers' Conferences is one of genuine dis-
cussion and negotiation, not take-it-or-leave-it.
The new atmosphere is attested to by the ready
acceptance by the States-with the possible ex-
ception of Queensland-of the proposals for
restraint in their borrowings.

The revenue assistance arrangements
introduced this year have also brought a new
predictability to Commonwealth-State
financial affairs.

The three-year deal hammered out in May
has virtually maintained the funding of the
States in real terms this financial year and
guaranteed real increases of 2 per cent in each
of the successive two years.

Even more importantly, we have been able to
change significantly the thinking of the Grants
Commission about this State's share of Comn-
monwealth funds.

When the Commission began its review of
relativities between the States in 1981, it
brought down recommendations which implied
a cut for Western Australia of $133 million in
1984-85 terms.

The second review in 1982 implied corre-
sponding cuts of $84 million.
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However, we were successful in having the
Commission substantially alter its
recommendations to take greater account of:

the additional cost in Western Australia of
providing government services to a widely
dispersed population;
the disabilities in the provision of services
to a small population; and
costs suffered by this State because of iso-
lation.

The consequence of the final recommendation
by the Commission will cost the State only $9.9
million in 1984/85 terms-an infinitely better
result than that achieved under previous State
governments and a better deal than proposed
for any of the other less populous States.

The Government has also been active in pro-
moting the State's interests in dialogue with the
Commonwealth outside the Premiers' Confer-
ence and Loan Council.

This has resulted in:
the Commonwealth foregoing to Western
Australia $117 million in 1984-85 dollars
in royalties from the domestic gas phase of
the North West Shelf project to ensure the
green light for the $9.8 billion second stage
development; and
the imposition of a royalty on the Barrow
Island oil field to replace the existing ex-
cise and royalty regime. As a result, the
State will receive additional revenue of $9
million in 1985-86, apart from the $20.3
million we received last year as compen-
sation for royalties foregone in the past.

BUDGET OVERVIEW AND SUMMARY
Last year, we aimed for a balanced Budget

and achieved a surplus of $811I 773, the second
successive year in which we achieved a surplus.

Total expenditure was $2 842.3 million and
receipts were $2 843.1 million.

Details of the result were announced in July
and further information will be available in the
Public Accounts accompanying the Auditor
General's first report.

This year, revenue collections are expected to
amount to $3 095.5 million. Notwithstanding
the extensive tax concessions in the last two
Budgets, this is an increase of 8.9 per cent and
reflects the strong recovery in the Western
Australian economy.

As I mentioned earlier, actual tax collections
will grow by only 6.5 per cent. That is a real
decrease when the inflation rate is taken into
account.

On the expenditure side, total outlays are
planned to also increase by 8.9 per cent to
$3 094.5 million, a rise of less than one per cent
in real terms.

Mr Speaker, nearing the end of its first term
in office, the Government is proud of its record
of economic and financial management.

The State's financial fortunes have been
restored from a shaky inheritance.

And this has been achieved while we have:
made changes to the State's taxation
system more fundamental than anything
ever attempted by our predecessors;
given taxation concessions far greater than
anything our predecessors ever contem-
plated;
reduced major government charges in real
terms when the record under our
predecessors was unremitting increases far
outstripping the inflation rate; and
severely cut back the growth of govern-
ment which had been allowed to gallop
ahead unfettered by our
predecessors-those who now claim to be
the champions of small business.

Their past performance gives the lie to their
current rhetoric.

We can point to a record of solid achieve-
ment, culminating in budgeting for a surplus
for the first time in 40 years.

Under our predecessors, the economy was
stagnant. Now it is growing strongly.

Under the previous administration, jobs
were lost. Under this administration almost
50 000 have been created.

When the community comes to offer
judgment on this Budget and on the two that
have preceded it, we ask only that they make
that judgment while at the same time looking at
the record of the previous three years.

We have confidence in theirjudgment.
I now turn to the formal purposes of the Bill.
The Bill seeks appropriation of the sums

required for the services of the current
financial year as detailed in the Estimates. It
also makes provision for the grant of supply to
complete requirements for 1984-85.

Included in the expenditure estimates of
$3 094 500 000 is an amount of $274 583 000
permanently appropriated under Special Acts,
leaving an amount of $2 81 917 000 which is
to be appropriated in a manner shown in a
schedule to the Bill.
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Supply of $1 550 000 000 has already been
granted under the Supply Act 1985. Hence,
further supply of $1269917000 has been
provided for in the Bill.

Provision has also been made for a further
grant of supply of $65 000 000 from the Public
Account for an Advance to the Treasurer which
is to supplement the sum of $80 000 000
already granted under the Supply Act.

In addition to authorising the provision of
funds for the current year, the Hill seeks ratifi-
cation of the amounts spent during 1984-85 in
excess of the estimates for that year. Details of
these excesses are given in the relevant sched-
ule to the Bill.

I commend the Bill to the House and, in
doing so, seek leave to table:

the Consolidated Revenue Fund Estimates
of Revenue and Expenditure 1985-86.

the Financial Statements 1985-86.

The Western Australian Economy 1984-
85.

Government members: Hear, Hear!

(See paper N/os. 191, 192, and 195.)

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Leader of the Opposition).
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GOVERNMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA

TABLE 1. - BALANCE SHEET AS AT SOh JUNE, 1985.

$Funds Employed

301h June,
1985

301h June.
119134.

2025748988
410 868 537

1 614 878 451
497 707 000

2 112585451

2112585451
98 100000O

2208 685 451
54 757 034

2 263 442 485
230215 114
379 359 815

-101 726494
45 228 337

215904 418

3235876663

Or. 11 632 228
996 869

Dr. 10 635 359

3225241 304

2 575 000 037
35 356 009
39413 162

14 884098

2 664 633 306

41088537

2 253 764 769

418 880247
24 851 790

312 969 585
35 795 000

792 476 622

Cr. 27 636 867
49 274

Cr. 27 587 593

642 933
12 724 604
11214003

24 581 540

24049091
1 364 129

446 956
1586145 790

182005C966

3225241 304

Works and Services -
Railways, Transport, Electricity. H-arbours. Water Supplies.

Housing, and other State Undertakings..................................
Flotation Expenses and Discounts and Exchange...............................
Consolidated Revenue Fund Delicits (Funded) .................................
Consolidated Revenue Fund (Deficit funded from

Commonwealth Capital Grants) ..............................................

Less Redemptions ot Debt and Exchange Accretion applied as a
diminution o1 the cumulative capital expenditure..I.. ............. .-

Investments -
Short Term ............ ...........-- ...............................................
Trust Fund. Governmental..........................................................
Trust Fund, Private...................................................................
Trading Concerns and Public Utilities ............................................

Cash at Bank ...... ......................................................................
Cash in London .......................................... ............

Stores Accounts-
Government Printer ................................................ ............
Government Stores.. .......-.................. .................... .
Railway Stores............................................... .........................

Advances -
Treasurer's Advance to Departments. etc ............. .....................
Trust Fund. Governmental (Overdrawn Accounts)...........................
Commonwealth Grants and Advances (Overdrawn Accounts) .......
Trading Concerns and Public Utilities (Overdrawn Accounts) -......

Total Employment of Funds

2 7286083 899
42 193 965
39413 162

14864098

2822555 124

434 318 859

533 313 366
100 877 087
393 275 628

16234810

Cr. 36 7905681
61 447

747 059
18030644
10 124 618

28902321

25 734 850
59 112

2 724 085

25518 047

3452628390

$

2112

Loan Rlotations .......................-................................-............ 2032 528 585
Less Redemptions from Sinking Fund and Exchange Accretion............ 434 31i8859

Commonwealth Capital Grants ......................................................

Nominated Housing Capital ..................... --.........................

Public Debt transferred to the Commonwealth...................................

Contribution from Interest on Short Term Investments........................

Trust Fund. Governmental-. ........................................................
Trust Fund, Private....................--....................................... 
Suspense Accounts ........................................................
Commonwealth Grants and Advances ............................................
Trading Concerns Public Utilities Banking Accounts.... .....................

Consolidated Revenue Fund-
Balance at commencement of year... ................ ......................... .Dr. 10 635 359
Surplus for year .................-......................................................... 811 773

Balance at end of year.. ...................................................

Total Funds Employed

Employment of Funds

1 598 209 726
545 962 000

2 144 171 726
96 509 000

2 240 680 728
98 100 000

2 336 780 726
54 757 034

2391 537 760
352 983 340
421 030 267
137 452 503
94 556 475
64891 631

3462451 976

Dr. 9 823 586

3 452 628 390

2 388 236 285

1 043 700 891

Cr. 38 729 134
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I1. - CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 2 - REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE

2113

ESTIMATE FOR 1984-85 COMPARED WITH ACTUAL FOR YEAR

Head Estimate Actual Increase Decrease

$ $ $ s

REVENUE -
Taxation ..............................................
Territorial.. ................ ............. ...........
Law Courts ...........................................
Departm ental ........... .............................
Public Utiliies,.............................. ...... ...
Commonwealth .....................................

TOTAL REVENUE ............................

EXPENDIrURE -
Special Acts.......................................................
Governmental -

Parliament .......- .............. ...............................
Premier, Treasurer, and Minister for Forests,
and Tourism ................... ...............................

Deputy Premier, and Minister tar Industrial
Development and Technology ..............................

Minister for Industrial Relations, and Adminislrative
Services ................................................ .........

Attorney General, and Minister for Budget
Management. end Minister for Prisons ...............

Minister for Water Resources, and Parliamentary
and Electorat Reform.......................................

Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
and Local Government ............................ ..........

Minister for the Environment. Multicultural
and Ethnic Affairs, and the Arts ..................

Minister for Agriculture, and Fisheries and
W ildlife ...................................- ............-.....

Minister for Education..................................
Minister for Health........................................
Minister for Works, and Lands and Surveys...........
Minister for Minerals, and Energy ....................
Minister for Transport, and Regional
Development and the North West ................

Minister tor Housing. Youth and Community
Services with Special Responsibility tar
Aboriginal Affairs, and Sport and
Recreation ..................................................

Minister for Planning, Employment and
Training, and Consumer Affairs .....................

662 003 000
175 576 000
22 273 000

370 248 000
286 634 000

1 324 366 000

6768293 412
175 175 209
21 414 230

330140O435
297 077 361

1 340 978 894

2 841 100 000 24843 079 541

272 384 000 266 014 622

4 275 000

73100000

28 384 000

13281000

267 171 000

102 499 000

127 345 000

36 388 000

78 388 000
702 222 000
604 162 000
101 472 000
33885 000

308 334 000

69 366 000

18 444 000

4 235 841

63 567 291

27 785 282

I1 704 510

257 692 816

96951 527

129 891 672

48 872 648

77 744 988
697 974 880
609 890 303
101 080 196
35 403 353

321 568 193

72829 160

19 060 486

TOTAL EXPENDITURE .................................. 2841 100 000 28B42 267 78
SUPLUS......................................................... ........... .... 811773

400 791
858 770

40107565

6 369 378

39 169

9 532 109

598 718

1 576 490

9 478 184

5 5417473

643 012

4247 120

391 804

16290412

10443361
16612894

1 979541

2 546 672

12484 648

5 728 303

1 518353

13 234 193

3 463 160

616 486

1 167 768
811 773
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IL. - CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 3 - REVENUE

ESTIMATE FOR 1985-06 COMPARED WITH RECEIPTS IN PREVIOUS YEARS

Head 1981412 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86

TAXATION -

Land Tax... ............................ 29544 705
Stamp Duty .............................. 116 238490
Financial institutions Dt ........... .. ..
Probate Duty ............................. 1 281664
Pay-roll Tax ............... ............... 230010 115
Licences .......................................... .. 31320327
Betting Taxes -

Totalisator Duty and Licences........ ... 2 122 957
Bookmakers Betting Tax and

Licences .......................................... 1 344 519
Totalisator Agency Board Betting

Tax ............................................ 15347044
Stamp Duty on Betting .................... 72 039

Casino Tax ......................................... ..
Third Party Insurance Surcharge ........... .. 3842 174
Soccer Football Pools Duly ................ ..

TOTAL ............................... 431 124034

S

35026 134
123 305 954

306 108
253 957 494
37 783 669

It

42 574 106
158 768 889
16 537 306

464 748
267 467 090
70 305 587

S

49 758 361
199 172 181
35113922

145 IS0
287 0486202
74 734 559

S

54 000 000
226 000 000
24 900 000

365 000
300 800 000
78 000 000

2355222 2468 364 2739 121 2840000

1 552 795 1 817 171 1 924221 2 100 000

16 337 793
65721

3 992 401

686569

4i134 BI8

21 441 989
59716

4 208 879
957 235

474 683 291 584 061 240 877 301 566

22 500 000
60000

4 750 000
4 350 000

600 000

721 265 000

TERRITORIAL. LAW COURTS
AND DEPARTMENTAL -

Land ................................................... 6205436 11320119 8514244 8225231 27 181000
Mining ................... ................ 92648825 115036764 133087247 153315186 186 700000
Timber ................... ......... ..... 10 855 359 10020 997 10 877 307 13 634 792 14 335 000
Law Couris .............................. 13874520 17278474 19297769 21414230 23615000
Departmental Fees, t ............ .... 232 189 617 296 407 545 390 570 247 331 132 282 469 612 000

TOTAL .......................... 355773757 450063899 562346814 527721 721 721 443000

PUBLIC UTILITIES -

Country Areas Water Supplies
Sewerage, Irrigation and Drainage (a) .... 38859 891

Railways .............................. ... 196318202
State Batteries ................... ........ 1 130 072

46 798 593
210 225 502
I 353 865

TOTAL ................................ ... 236308 165 258377960

COMMONWEALTH -

Tax Sharing Entitlement......................... 809 908 889
Health Grants ........................................ 157 915500
interest Contribution ........................... 946 864
Special Revenue Assistance-

Grant In lieu of Barrow
Island Royalties ......................... ..

Specific Purpose Grants ................... 69 916572

52601 705
194 201 352

I1357 403

59 979 426 ..
235 502 053 228 642 000

1 595 882 1 674 000

248160460 297 077 381 230316000

913 085 784 1 017 476 733 1 042 347 544 1 119500000
140083000 150682938 181985453 175800000

867 966 I1025 762 946 864 ..

.... .... 20300000 ..
87712469 97024316 115399032 127176000

TOTAL ..... ..................... 1 038687 825 1 141 749 219 1 266 189 749 1 340 978 893 1 422 476 000

GAND TOTAL ................... 2 061893 781 2 324 874 369 2 660 758 263 2 843 079 541 3 095 500000

Actual receipts in previours years adjusted ona comparable basis with 1985-86 Estimate.

(a) Now the responsibility, of Water Authority of Western Australia.
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It. - CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 4 - RECEIPTS FROM COMMONWEALTH TAKEN TO CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

2115

ESTIMATE FOR 1985-86 COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS

Type of Grant 1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86

GNERAL REVENUE GRANTS -
Financial Assistance Grant -

Tax Sharing Entitlement...........809 908 889
Health Grants....................................... 157 915 500
Interest Contributions ....................... 94864
Special Revenue Assistance-

Grant in lieu ot Barrow Island Royalties..

913 085 784 1017 476 733 1042 347 544 1 119500000
140083 000 1506862 938 161 985453 175 800000

867 988 1 025762 946864 ..

20300000

TOTAL .....................................968 771 253 1 054 03$ 750 1 169 165 433 1 225 579 861 1 295 300 000

SPECIFIC PURPOSE GRANTS -
Aboriginal Advancement Program.........
Additional Pie-Apprenticeship Courses
Program ..... ....................................

Agriculture Projects.............................
All) ,S. Program ..................--.....
Program oi Assistance for Disabled
Persons.....................................

America's Cup Defence ..... -..............
Apple Export Industry... ...................
Apprenticeship Training .........................
Australian Bicentennial Program...........
Australian Biological Resources Study.
Beef Carcass Classification Trials.,........
Blood Trensfusion Service....................
Bovine Brucellosis and Tuberculosis
Eradication Program.........................

Children's Services Program.................
Community Employment Program .......
Community Health (Medicare) Program.
Curriculum Development Program .......
Education Program for Unemployed Youth
Emergency Accommodation Program ....
Experimental Training Program .............
Family Law Court ......................... .......
Fisheries Projects................................
Group Apprenticeship Support Program..
Health Services Planning and

Research Program .......................
Home and Community Care Program....
Human Rights Commission....................
International Youth Year.. .. - .............
Loan Video Program...........................
Medicare Program..............................
National Diseases Control ................
National Drug Education Program .......
National Employment Strategy for
Aborigines.......................................

National Energy Research. Development
and Demonstration Program ...............

National Estate Program.....................
Out-of-Trade Apprentice Training
Program.........................................

Participation and Equity Program......
Recreation Programs..........................
Schools Commission...........................
Self Employment Training Program ......
Soil Conservation Program ...........- .
Sound Metering Program....................
Special Employment-Related Program.
Special Trade Training Program ............
Special Youth Employment Training
Program.........................................

10072 145 11 520304

.... 216034
1 674373 2479318

130029 574971

3i42 635 ..1 20503
74 159 185 777

54 293 35 349
161 205 154 921
949 590 1 077 550

1 175210 1234222
5971541 6076 136

10$00
60256
.... 382378

2297379 2895221
110019 125935
13043 40475

75000 18 750
825526 Ills5 127

197 786 202 278

23541 23424
160004 167000

584 606 543 742

.... 59532
3 0130 17000

15000 14613

32 141 969 41 768 103

.... 108950
8639 11420

63891 161 220

11 905611

72563

2 843 763

1 060 000

163 232
98331

24 277
116008

1 227 600

1 180379
61886457
1 733 239

436 462

64 338

3 027 301
285 208
29 639

1 230 957

84918
1 558 000

55 000
189 645

1 130988

25 200
7 942

68218
1 849 084

4 725
39 173959

3 973 539

140 195

Carried forward ................................. 57 174 839 71320 813 80 859 878

12 139 345

449 009

3 287 602

991 729

26460
93 665

3309
28 545

1 481 000

1308311
6 182 633
5 700 432

614 372

37 000
78 539

3344 621
248 851
24 976

1818 686

64000O
101 234

6 29 1 203
52 242

176000

1 091 641

12683000

239 000
3 303 000

714000

1 060 000
973 000

4 000
85000
32000
32000

1 624 000

1 435 000
3 368 000
1 802 000
1508000

31 000
3 974 000

341 000
131 000

1ooo00000
252 000
22000

198 000
6 528 000

79000
436000

1 185000

15430 ..

113213 18000
6977 020 8020000

17 000 6000
45 820 356 50306000

22379 45000
372 751 1 003000

.... 52000
385 296

11850 ..

99380700 110289000
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11. - CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 4 - RECEIPTS FROM COMMONWEALTH TAKEN TO CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

ESTIMATE FOR 1985-86 COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS - continued

Type of Grant 198142 1982-83 1983-B4 1984-85 1985-86

Specific Purpose Grants - continued

Broughtiforward ................................ 57 174839 71320813 80559 878 99380700 110289000

Sports Development Program. ............... 33 736 25 000 20 000 21 565 20000
State Emergency Service .................... 1603281 16$5994 200 089 225 958 2598000
Supported Accommodaion Assistance

Program ........................................... .... .... ... 1475 000 4401 000
Technical and Further Education..............86821 054 8 702 280 9 9Q 518 10l932 944 11 588 000
Trade Promotion Program .......................... . . 49 200 61 036 60000
Transition from School to Work Program .. 2326 562 3374 686 2 186 631 .....
Waler Resources Program ........................ 3400000 4 123 698 3 630 000 3087 741 560 000
Women's Emergency Services Program .... .... .... 468 000 214 088

TOTAL................. 69916572 87712469 97024316 115399032 127 176000

GRAND TOTAL ........................ 1038 687 825 1 141 749 219 1 266 189 749 1 340978893 1422476000
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It. - CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 5 - EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1985-86 COMPARED WITH EXPENDITURE IN PREVIOUS VP ACI

Head 1981-82 1982-83 .983-84 1984-85 1985-86

SPECIAL ACTS.............217880960 2456490572 274014 181 266014 622 274583000

GOVERNMENTAL -
Parliament ............................ ....... 3603 749 2 544 505 3 285 897 3917 841 4401 000
Parliamentary Commission lor
Administrative Investigations .................. 233 97,: 254 839 260 307 318 0011 455 000

Premier and Cabinet............................... 2352 5CP 5 53810091 5876 391 8323412 9874 000
Governor's Establishment......................... 719 rC10 709 070 689 222 784 622 881 000
Office of Economic Development................*. .. 2746857 287 000
Equal Opportunity Commission..................... . .. 167 962 1 104 000
London Agency ..................................... 1097 7,'d 1 1226804 1261 507 1 1786283 1 180 000
Tokyo Agency ................... ................. 13 767 278671 314 193 310864 "40000
Public Service Board............... 3671 354 3 202 14f 39 M503 52P99 738 9202000
Oftice of Redeployment and Retraining ...... ... 74 478 2 830 000
Treasury........ ...................................... 3538 668 4284812 6 327 847 7712821 11140000
Superannuation Board (a) ....................... 672 606 033 246 1 017 324 ..
Audit................................................... 2501 031 2972858l 3 141 390 3 342 406 3685000
Deputy Premiers Office... .... ................ 1 852 847 147 438 2 827 907 399 438 5386000
Industrial Development.............. ........ 4 997 777 80515681 9726453 9 501 199 10 687 000
Small Business Development Corporation.. . .. 832 000 1 196 000 1 534 000
Computing and information Technology 4 008 124 6 511 9,21 70C53 963 7 781319 12 921 000
Technology Development,................. ... 323 753 1 159 861 1 183 000
Astronomical Services,... ........... .......... .... 569 938 815 386 672 000
Western Australian Technology

Development Authority ........................... . .. 180 530 4 519 000 2 274 000
Tourism Commission ............................... 4 590 347 5 584 652 6 134 843 11 100 000 135645 000
Otfice of Racing and Gaming.................. .... 1 951 838 2 104 222 2 608 000
Crown Law.-............................ 16448814 17960 801 19731007 22344768 25343000
Corporate Atfairs Olfice ........................ .. 1 988 29C 2628052 3211027 4 102 180 4 902000O
Public Trust Office ................................... 2 213QP77 2676215 2956129 3270860 3527000
Probation and Parole Service.............. .... 2 275 890 2610934 3 008 689 3 750 000
Registrar General's Office..................... ..... .... 1 052 749 1 093 88N 1 235 000
Law Reform Commission.................... ...... 461 CX. 520 000 548000 480 000 607000
Legal Aid Commission ..................... 8.... ... 9', , 03 895 000 1 277000 1 753 000 1 942 000
Government Stores . .............. ..........- 3 104 11 1 4229483 5039 034 5 998 447 10 151 000
Government Printing Office ..................... 15 126 1,49 17978839 19219437 20384012 22410000
Miscellaneous Services ........................... 86908419 92 163 421 143 633 317 125830253 164 544000O
Taxation........................ * 3967683 4516821 5237597 8865826 7 185000
Valuer General's Office ....................... 3597 i96 4843710 5 165 561 5562886 8407000
Prisons ................................................. 32812237 40293420 45450701 50205323 565139 000
Waler Authority of Western Australia (b) . 57 961 934 82 380 598 92 188 652 95 409 095 42 707 000
Electoral .............. . .... ........................ 8015 434 2325345 2 142 647 1 879 127 4 167 000
Police ........................................ .......... 88 2It 134 104342854 1136 19W6 127984120 142 856000O
Local Government ................................... 1011642 1 091 435 1 243 386 1 687 112 1781 000
Keep Australia Beautitul Council-........... 167 000 173 000 173 000 173 000 173000
Conservation and Land Management (c) ...... 42859377 47 976 000
Forests (c) ........................................ ... 23203986 2?7366 328 3275?7298
Conservation and Environment.................. 2397742 2859 078 3484 648 5251 059 5249 000
National Parks Authority (e)l.-.............2 2270000 2 702 000 3 147 000 ..
Waterways Commission.................. 706 500 841 000 981 000 1 178 000 1 173000
Multicultural and Ethnic Atfairs

Commission ..................... ............. ...... 1 175 656 1 093389 680 026 808 919 870 000
Western Australian Art Gallery ............. ... 2808 000 2 930 000 3231 000 3392 000 3572 000
Library Board of Western Australia.........6925 000 8369000 9893500 15 201 000 17520000
Western Australian Museum ................ .... 3902 656 4 373000 4548000 6 6000 5484000
Perth Theatre Trust ........................ 144 000 217 000 278 000 1 642618 1 275 000
Western Australian Arts Council............. 2234000 2513000 2 860 500 3080 850 3079000

Carried forward ......... ........ 39-33065162 474 232 713 582 033 566 626 189 714 676 019 000

EXPLANATORY MOTES.
(a) From 1984/185 the Boards adminisraive zxpenses were meat from the Superannuation Fund.
(b) From 1985/86 expenses relating ic Cour try Water Supplies. Sewerage. Irrigation and Drainage provided for under

Water Authority ot Western Austral a.
(c) From 1 July 1984 expenditure relati-ig to F O-ests. National Parks Authority and the Wildlife function of Flisheries and

Wildlife provided for under Conservation a*To 2nd Management.
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1I. - CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 5 -EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 198"-6 COMPARED WITH EXPENDITURE IN PREVIOUS YEARS - Continued

Head 1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 198"-6

$ $ S $ $
Brought lorward ........................... 395 308182 474 232 713 582 033 566 626 189 714 676 019 000

Agriculture.... ................ .......... 38242 986 45 018 551 50 277 572 55008 787 589150o0o
Agriculture Protection Board......... ....... 5690000 8242 018 8 417000 8 935 000 9329 000
Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation ot Western Australia .. ..... 349 793 436 147 471 531 490 818 681 000

Western Australian Meat Commissur ......... 2748000 2883 000 4 656 000 4 515 000 2 453 000
Fisheries ................................... .. ..... 6324791 7210357 8198 178 6585882 7209000
Education ................................. ..... 480337865 561771352 620816227 683688620 755 701000O
Secondary Education Authority ...... 856 000 924 000 1 071 000 2 832 000 3 371 000
Western Australian Post Secor ini,

Education Commission .... .. ............ 539000 703 000 689 000 815 000 885 000
Academy at Performing Arts... ............ 376 000 687 000 1 410 000 1 763 000 1 883 000
Hedland College .................-.......... 887 000 1 984 000 2 424 000 2 790 000 3 160 000
Kalgoorlie College ..... ..................... .... 1 085000 2 723 000 3 033 000 3 190 000
Karratia College................ ........- .. 891 000 1434000 2 177000 2 711000D 3018000O
Country High School Host S AuL"rity ..... .. 1283 260 1 394 000
Rural Youth Movement Cc,%nr. .- 248 000 246 000 356 500 275 000 329000
Town Planning ................ 3407066 3993915 4882662 6091 668 6681000
Health ............................... ........459 223 437 498 903 464 555 333 024 602 922 808 883 384 010
Western Australian Alcoho; a, r

Drug Authority...................... 2863000 3 135 467 3847288 4541 103 6099000
Nurses Boardl of Western Ar 'alia ........ 158 166 92000 105 309 138 442 1811000
Building Management Autlt-.i y - ............ 71 897 602 57625398 88010 459 69 845 779 67 140 000
Lands and Surveys -...... ................. 14943307 17274882 18964573 20589034 2155100
Office of Titles .........................-- 4 404 867 4 942 290 5 595 252 8 106 274 6 828 000
Bush Fires Board -.................... 1 030 209 1 155361 1 280 811 1 415 221 1 568 000
Kings ParlR Board ........................ 1 218000 1 526 115 1 933000O 2048000 2056000
Zoological Gardens Board ... .................. 97600c0 1 45800 1ct597 000 1 413 000 I1500000
Mines ...................................-.............. 16 152377 19305312 22202328 28054 175 29 509000O
Slate Batteries..........-........................... 3228 957 3470709 3647 959 3 805 795 3 916 000
Resources Development ...... ............ 1839 932 2 163 213 2322 293 2 693 383 5 037 000
Solar Energy Research Institute of
Western Australia ...........-................ 500 000 570 000 750000O 650 000 750 000

Office of Co-ordinator General of
Transport ....................... ..................... 628 647 683 988 702 533 791 053 893 000

Marine and Harbours -....................... 6848496 7996 108 9013400 13937445 14 394 000
Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust ....... ........................... 42 933 300 52 379000o 59316000 35571 000 40 959 000

Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission-....................... 12688765 14849536 15418989 15865895 17681000

Western Australian Government
Railways Commission....................... 208 321 727 228 191 726 245 236 484 256 843 475 260685000

Regional Development and the
North West ............- ........................... 1845 449 348 359 709 624 1 375 210 1 487 000

South West Development Authority .. ...... 363 280 I1455 000 1 196 000
Government Employees' Housing
Authority........................................... 6286 000 8 588 000 10843000 12 176 000 10 695 000

Rural Housing Authority........................ 169 000 191 000 204 000 194 000 226 000
Community Services ........................-..... 34 066 263 39 575 889 44 499 015 55 112 399 67 447 000
Sport and Recreation .............................. 3623 600 4 052 307 5 244 069 6539 492 8 018 000
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority ....... 153 000 366 000 1 472 000 1 866 000 2 327 000
Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee 320 000 397 000 503000 530 000 581 000
Employment and Training ........................ 2989323 4686 769 5866 594 10 183 384 13696000
Industrial Relations Commission ............ 1312 895 1 507811 1 595 102 1 9680967 2 273 000
occupational Health, Safety and Welfare 5230209 4413889 4880824 5778575 8011 000
Office 0f Industrial Relations .......... 799 805 1 222 708 1 879 255 2 327 000
Consumer Affairs.......--............... 976 628 2 076 043 2 463 859 2 785435 3 313000

TOTAL GOVERNMENTAL .............. 1644012821 2 0936579 292 2 385 747 213 2576253 146 2819917000

GANDTOTAL..... 2 061 893 781 2 33 070 164 2 659 761 394 2842267 788 3094500000

SURPLUS (DEFICIT) FOR YEAR .......... (14 195795) 996569 811 773 1000O000
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11. - CONSOLIDATED RE VENUE FUND

TABLE S - EXPENDITURE. NORTH WEST

ESTIMATE FOR 1985-es COMPARED WITH EXPENDITURE IN PREVIOUS YEARS

Head 1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86

$ S$ $ $
DEPARTMENTAL -

Crown Law ..................................... 1263 183 1437990 1 733 195 1724705 1 805000
Prisons ....... ...................................... 1 933 802 2 428 958 2 744 500 3 382 347 3 6768000
Country Water Supplies. Sewerage.

Irrigation and Drainage ..................... 11 523214 12628435 16293698 16898909 19602000
Police................................................86532529 7706519 8536227 8086220 8418000
Agriculture ....................................... 3780 485 4658822 5 568 Ili 86107 596 6 200000
Education -

Department 30073530 345447154 40818 584 45059 512 49 586000
Hadland College.......-.......................... 887 000 1 984 000 2 424 000 2 790 000 3 180000
Karraiha College ..................... 8 - ........ 91 000 1 434 000. 2 177000 2 711 000 3019 000

Healtlh-........... -............................. 35627857 35674271 39463937 48112936 50769000
Building Management Authority ............... 6975 026 7 455 504 4 060 335 5 169683? 5 390 000
Marine and Harbours,........................... 32666827 3 724 861 3 856 135 46856.456 4 373 000
Regional Development and the

North~ West......... -............................ 1199541 285 289 385 646 465 910 703 000
Community Services ............................... 3 163 843 3771 217 4661 060 4493 107 4980000
Other...................... . ......................... 3006394 3960570 4227854 4984813 5436000

ORD RIVER IRRIGATION PROJECT -
Salaries and Allowances.......................... 294 455 340 505 373 102 458 908 492 000
Operating Expenses......-......................... 1644 912 1 731 918 1 859 860 2 204 721 2 121 000
Service to Local Indus try ........................... 98414 53773 81087 42818 48000
Other-................................................ 1207582 936 149 1 175 188 783099 762000

GENERAL -
Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission - Loss ............... 1288765 14 849 536 15 418 989 15 885895 176881 000

Rent Reductions North West Houses
- Reimbursement to State Housing
Commission......................................... 5673 000 4456000 304 000 132 000 220 000

TOTAL........................................ 1268610 959 140031869 158 142288 174 130 187 188420000
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It. - CONSOUDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 7 - EXPENDITURE

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS AND COST PER HEAD OF POPULATION*

Details 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86

$

GENERAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES

GENERAL PUBLIC SERVICES -
Legislative Affairs .............................................. 16675 040 18 704 158

Ol e ....................................................... 133 061 6 17 168 6894 178

TOTAL GENERAL. GOVERNMENT
SERVICES ......................... 1497386657 187 398 334

per capita .................................. 110.80 136.42

COMMUNITY AND SOCIAL SERVICES

EDUCATION -
Pre-scttoolfPre-primary ....................................... 19 917 443 22 001 193
Primary ........................................................... 229 942 580 248 935 449
Secondary ...............--............................... 195 178 022 219 564 526
Technical and Further Education ............................ 88718998 96316 170
Special Education........................................... 13 556 377 14 867 098
Transport of School Children ................................. 20431 146 23084 138
Assistance to Private Schools .............................. 22 181267 25 5086332
Central Administration and Other

Education ..................... ......- ................ 20897812 25709526

TOTAL ..................................................... 610 8036845 675 984 430
per capita ..... ................ 451.97 492.09

RECREATION AND CULTUR1E-
Libraries.. ....................... ........... 8 822 779 10 083 769
Creative and Performing Arts. .............................. 3078063 3 461 321
Museums ............... ......... ........ ........... 4572 666 4 706 526
Art Galleries- -1.."... ................ I..................... 3063 826 3 333 053
Other Cultural Facilities and Services...................3 540 366 3 800 937
National Parks and Wildlife ....... ............................. 7368 883 8 481 459
Recreational Facilities and Services .................... 7774 100 11 297 635

TOTAL .................................................. 38220683 45164700
Per capita................................... ..... 2828 32.88

HEALTH -
Public Health ........... ........... ............ I............. 46046 220 54 604 848
Hospitals........................... .................-- - -364 100 031 402 272 273
Menial Health ....................................... .............. 43580 892 49 003 062
Health of School Children ....................................... 13 579 382 14 009 830
Maternal and Infant Health ................................ 5 449 065 5 572 697
Dental Clinics ....... I-I...L.-............... I.........L..... .... 19786 8 1890 370
Ambulance Services ............................-....... .. 8573 000 9 185 000
Other................................................. ................. 515994 472653

TOTAL ........................- 1l- ...........I............483802 842 537010733
Per capita............................................ ....... 358.00 390.93

WELFARE-
Family and Child Welfare ........................ -...... 29 90 31241 38 868 783
Aged and Handicapped Welfare ..... ....................... 45 743 829 49 543 830
Other ...........-............L......................L.......... 30 223 946 34 648 136

TOTAL .............................................. 105 87 1C'9 123060749
Per capita ...................... .......................... 7t, 89.59

20724459 25371000
163400933 188 571 000

184 125392 213 942 000
132.20 150.81

24 384581 26 654 000
269 980 000 294 055 000
247 330 555 269 566 000
106415310 116354000
19755584 21528000
22915 197 24810000
29559240 32710000

27 495 049 29 524 000

747 815 496 815 201 000
538.92 574.65

15571 531 17887000
3 938 747 4 542 000
5289316 5578000
3473463 3648000
3761 610 3800000
9 289 469 9 975 000

16 194 109 24464000

57518247 69890000
41.30 49.27

70 103927 80346000
422766923 479 303 000

50 055 355 56 686 000
15590479 17 594 000
5 595 776 5 905 000
1 347 904 1 520 000
9787001 11089000

747 192 849 000

575 994 557 653 292 000
413.55 460.52

43974731 52379000
57343047 63525000
39 772 704 43 699 000

141 090 482 159 603 000
101.30 112.51

$ S $
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1I. - CONSOLIDATEO REVENUE FUND

TABLE 7 -EXPENDITURE - continued

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS AND COST PER HEAD OF POPULATION* - continued

Details 1982-B3 1983-84 1984-85 1985-88

$ S $ $

PUBLIC ORDER AND SAFETY -
Police Services................. .............................. .... 105 997 889
Prisons and Corrective Services ............. ..............- 54 8456885
Law Courts and Legal Services............................ 31 548 283
Fire Proftection Services ......................................... 6338 840
Other. -..........-- -.................................. 3355 078

113 746 889
58614 351
35 533 404

6 692 283
3 862 358

129380424
62943618
40 787 637
7431943
4 184 130

141 446000
70 745 000
45821 000
8 309 000
431t1I000

TOTAL........... ............... 202085715 216449263
Per capita ................................................... 149.54 157.56

HOUSING AND COMMUNITY AMENITIES -
Housing .................. ........................................ 939826
Community Development....................................... 13902 170
Water Supply (a) -............-. ............................... 76771 603
Sewerage (a) ................................................... 8 093 953
Protection of the Environment -......................... 46823 230

TOTAL ................................................. 104 330 742
Per capita .............................................. 77.20

943 063
16323485
81 184539
9 199 863
5738316

113387258
82.54

TOTAL COMMUNITY AND SOCIAL
SERVICES............................................1645 119 826 1 711057 141

Per capita................- .......................... 1 143.34 1 245.59

ECONOMI C SERVICES

FUEL AND ENERGY...................... . ....................... 8617 191 815434
Per capita .............-..............................-- ... 0.48 0.59

244727 762 270 431 000
175.71 190.63

833 985
19 107 158
83633 988
10001 822
7 784 054

121 541 0O5
87.28

9008000
20954000
39225000
2108000
7 980 000

79 273 000
55.88

1888887 539 2 047 690 000
1 356.04 1 443.48

978 195 3 095 000
0.70 2.18

AGRICULTURE. FORESTRY, FISHING AND
HUNTING -
Agriculture ....................... ................................. 66 606 984
Forestry .................................................. .. 27 684295
Fishing and Hunting. ............................................. 4922 927

TOTAL ................................................... 99214208
Per capita ......- ......................................... 73.41

MINING AND MINERAL RESOURCES. OTHER THAN
FUELS. MANUFACTURING. AND
CONSTRUCTJON -
Mining end Mineral Resources. Other than Fuvels-. 24 342 348 77 554 065
Manufacturing................................................... 11297415 17 121 070

TOTAL ............................................ 35639783 94675135
Per capita ...............-.................................. 28.38 8.91

TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS -
Road .............. --...................... ............. 32 106571
Water............................................................ 24 898258
Rail .............. -................................. ............ 237481899
Other-'. ........................................... -- 1 184262

TOTAL ..... ............................................. 295 648 786
Per capita ................... ......................... 218.77

34885819
286887988

264 794 710
1 513 848

317 662 141
231.26

33681916 38568000
17056955 17340000

50738871 53906000
36.43 38.00

38430926
30 5416849

26 882 413
1 879 166

44263000
32 419000

270 937 000
2 583000

338734154 350202000
241.77 246.6

(a) Reflects changed accounting arrangements Wor Country Water and Sewerage operations as a result of the formation of
the Waler Authority ot Western Australia from 1 July 1985.

739986758
33 163841
6533 135

112893734
82.04

81043939
36 702 949
7440 218

125 187 108
89.88

83490 000
41072000
7 973 000

132 535 000
93.43
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1L.- CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 7 -EXPENDITURE - continued

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS AND COST PER HEAD OF POPULATION* - continued

Details 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-88

OTHER ECONOMIC AFFAIRS -
Tourism and Area Promotion .................... 8............ 6282 734
Labour and Employment Affairs ............................. 8 757369
Other Economic Affairs n-s ................................. 19499086

TOTAL ................... -............. 34539 189
Per capita .................................. 25.58

TOTAL ECONOMIC SERVICES............ 4856859 137
Per capita .................................. 344.58

OTHER PURPOSES

Public Debt Transactions ..................................... 171 828 379
General Purpose Inter-Government Ttrnsters ........ 767 000
Natural Disaster Reliefl.........................................6 085 513
Other Purposes nec .............................. 93 653

TOTAL OTHER PURPOSES ............... 178 554 544
Per capilak................................. 132.13

GRAND TOTAL ............. 2 339 070 164
Per capita ........ ......................... 1 730.85

8894 470
12 708 799
22 723 818

42 127 087
30.87

587 973 531
413.46

187 123482
383 000

5 672 398
153 508

193 332 388
140.73

2659761 394
1 938.20

11337 376
19 152969
28314 364

56 804 709
40.78

570443035
409.58

197 065 089
79 000

1 490 883
376 870

199011 802
142.89

2 842 287768
2 040.69

13722000
29 300 000
29 598000

72 618000C
51.19

812 356 000
431.68

213 340 000
81 000

8870000
241 000

220 512 000
155.45

3094 500 000
2181.38

.Based on estimated mean population. e.g. 1985-86 1 418 600
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IL - CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE S - ORD RIVER IRRIGATION SCHEME - INCOME AND EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1985-86 COMPARED W(rH PREVIOUS YEARS

Head 1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86

ACCRUED INCOME -

Waler Supplies ................ .............__...... 238 190 382 964 352 357 456 430 472 000
Sewerage..................................... ....... 123140 142645 185131 209562 220000
Irrigation ..................................... _........... 255 792 248 599 257 055 212 945 275 000
Kununurra Hostel ................................ 66247
KurtunurreAirport................ ............ 94601 116276 117517 191547 88000

TOTAL INCOME .......................... 777 870 870 484 912 060 1 070 484 1 035 000

EXPENDITURE-

Salaries and Allowances generally.............. 294 455 340 505 373 102 458 908 492 000
Adinfistration Expenses ........................ 51 023 63727 74 196 100 206 128 000
Pay-rolTax ................... ............. 14729 18078 19857 22942 25000
Operaling Expenses -

Irrigation .............................. ....... 1 170093 1285696 1361953 1618060 1540000
Waler Supply ....................................... 179 923 252 994 272 498 3006820 346 000
Sewerage,.........__................. ............ 30864 51883 48335 91763 144000
Hostel ........ _................._ ............. ..... 128 254 .. .
Airport...._ ........................ ... 135778 1412863 176876 194278 91000

Service to Local Inldustry -
Crop Spraying Subsidy ..................... 98414 53773 61 067 42816 46000
Commercial Scale Agricultural

Experiments ....................................... 784 967 435 000 560 805 123640 50000
Western Australian Agreement (Ord River

Irrigation) Act, 1968 - Interest............... 280 074 331 190 415 612 421 250 407 000
Kununurra Towneite Services..................... 24 379 23694 28 927 28320 54000
Maintenance 01 Amenities tor Public at
Dams-.......................... .......... 34 187 43 398 45 787 60 255 63000

Publicity........................................ ......... 18 224 21 162 30004 26486 35000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE................. 3245364 3062343 3469017 3489344 3421 000
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EEL. - GENERAL LOAN FUND

TAMLES9-RECEPTS AND EXPENDiTURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1984-05 COMPARED WITH ACTUAL FOR YEAR

Head Estimate Actual Increase Decrease

RECEIPTS -
Borrowvings approved by Australian Loan Council .....
Commonwealth Capital Grants tar General Purposes.
Housing Funds Capital ..................................
Loan Repayments ................................................
Balance at beginning of year ..................................

Less Balance at end at year ......................................

TOTAL RECEIPTS.....................................

EXPENDITURE -
Agriculture ............ ...........................................
Marine and Harbours .......... ..................................
Mines ......................... .............................. .......
Public Works -

Engineering and Associated Works ..................
Buildings and Associated Works .....................

Treasury ......................--.........--................
Business Undertakings...........................................
Housing Authorities. . -.............-.................
Post Secondary Education Colleges ......................
Other Authorities-............................... .......

96509000
48 255 000

14 293 284
9677 716

168735 000

468255 000
986509 000
14682207
96877718

189 123923
3301 495

168735 000 165 822 428

991000 953751
9260000 8593961

500000 288558

25 040 000
9 940 000

10739 000
3592 000

104 084 000
4003000

586000

24812899
11 032 720
9 133 858
3 592 000

104084000
32616859

89226

TOTAL EXPENDITUJRE............................... 168 735 000 165 822 428

96509000

96 509 000
388 923

388 923
3301 495

2912572

1092 720

37 249
666039
231 444

227 301

105 144

741 341

4986774

29W2572
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Ill. - GENERAL LOAN FUND

TABLE 10 - LOAN EXPENDITURE

EXPENDITURE IN 1984-85 COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS

Undertaking 198"-1 1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85

Agricultural Development........................... 8607 905 342 395 5831 930 864 547 953 761
industrial Developmet............................... 67 687 67 919 67 167 25 000 ..
Forestry Development.,......................... 3000 000 4 080 000 5400000 5 779 000 .. ..
Mining Development .................................. 49409 329 199 341 309 168 987 28556
Ports and Jetties............ .............. ...... 2998047 2 301 323 48716 9588 o 73
Marine and Harbours..1....".........6 9583 99 9
Improvements to Rivers and Foreshores ...... 2 106 522 3251 259 1 054 602 501 966 159 841
Country Areas Water Suppties.

Irrigation and Drainage ...... ................... 9948562 11 016 149 16493 412 16 280 265 18959844
Country Towns Sewerage .................. 4 177 945 4 092 030 3567 898 4 329 696 4 367 182
Kununurra Townsile Development.... .......... 28 366 37 568 93 479 .... .-

Hospitals ................................................ 29458001 22364816 26169808 17508714 4706 074
Public Health Department.......................... 462 116 3484931 4489 110 1859861
Mental Health Services......................--1 763 190 2271 607 3960 875 14936 131 ..
schools...................... . ......................... 18865832 18255843 19839887 17269872 5501511
Police Department (a).-....... -............... 2056291 2 231 841 3 155 964 3 060 470 851 007
Community Services................................... 375 746 4338603 784 735 444 684 107 179
Prisons Department ........-.....--............. 10298415 5229450 6515430 6732519 260 736
Public Buildings not otherwise provided for 17 660 575 19 706 081 22814 843 14 941 927 3067672
Railways ................................ ....... 2900000 8 731 000 4 146 000 846 000 ..
Government Printing Office......................... 291 344 58 070 1 284 521 2 370 232 552 499
Rural and Industries Bank -

Delegated Agencies .......... .................... 346000 695 318 .... 50000 ..
Metropolitan Water Authority..-................ 24350000 20 500 000 9600 000 .... 3592000
Waterways Commission....................... 263 011
Western Australian Coastal Shipping

Commission ......................- -.... 1 500 000
Housing Authorities.................................. 1600000 11660 000 14400000 2 11I0000 1040684 000
Karrakatta Cemetery Board ....................... ...... 240 000 220 000 ..
Rural Adjustment Authority .........................- 275 853 .. 84 125
Sundry Oodles ...................................... .... .... 8525 000
W.A. Alcohol and Drug Authority .................. ... ...... 71 798 69226

142985806 141 130582 150271 817 134110800 165766070

Add Loan Flotation Expenses and
Discounts (b)........................................ 330 274 3608693 733 221 450 396 56 358

TOTAL EXPENDITURE ............. 143 316 080 141 491 475 151 005038 134560996 165822428

(a) Police and Road Traffic Authority Amalgamated 1981-82.

(b) Charged to General Loan Fund.
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IV. - PUBLIC DEBT

TABLE 11 - LOAN INDEBTEDNESS

TRANSACTIONS FOR THE YEAR 1984-85

RAISINGS -

Total amount raised to 30th June, 1984 ............................................ 2 122 252007
Valuation adjustment to 30th June. 1994.......-............................... 111 455

2 122 140 552

Flotations during the year -
Comnmonwealh-

Tender -
Issue No. 19--.................. -..........................
issue No. 20 ...........................................................
Issue No. 21 .................. .. - .........................
Issue No. 22 .........._ ................................................
Issue No. 23 .................. -..................................

154 271
922 965
545 782

1 071 753
40856826

REDEMPTIONS -

Total to 301h June. 1984 .................... ..........................................

During the year -
National Debt Commission-

Securities repurchased and redeemed-
Other Australian Securities ............................................ 23 450 322

Grass Public Debt at 30th June, 1985..................................................

Sinking Fund ....... ........................................................ -.............

NET PUBLIC DEBT AT 30th JUNE. 1985-...............................

$ S

86781 S97

2 12B8922 149

507262 101

23 450 322

530 712423

1 598 209 726

213030

1 597 996 696
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IV. - PUBLIC DEBT

TABLE 12 - SINKING FUND

TRANSACTIONS FOR THE YEAR 1984-85

BALANCE BROUGHT FORWARD....................................................

RECEIPTS -
Loan Liability to the Commonwealth -

State Contribution...........................................................
Commonwealth Contribution..............................................

Net Earnings on investments .1."" ............. ..............................

PAYMENTS -
Redemptions and Repurcthases, etc., at net cost (including

Exchange) ...............................................................................

BALANCE 301h JUNE, 198-- ..................................................

TABLE 13 -NET PUBLIC DEBT AS AT 30th JUNE PER HEAD Of MEAN POPULATIONt

Debi per Debt per
Year Head Year Head

S $
1930 .................... . 355190t..............335 Is tg ............I.......I....................... 904.65
1935................................................. 395.19 1975 .................................................... 975.08
1940 ..................................................... 410.07 1980.-................. .................. .1 078.57
1945 ....................... .............................- 392.74 1981 ................. ....... ...........1 107.52
1950 .........-............I.............................. 392.46 1982..................................................... 1 128.28
1955 ................................................. 540.73 1983 .......................... .......................... 1 145.11
1960- ..................................... 683.31 1984- ................. ................... 1 175.50
1965..................825.93 1985................. .............$ I 147.33

'Statisticat basis for determination 01 population changed from 1979-80.
t Prior to 1967 excludes Aborigines.
t Prelimrinary figure.
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$

98897

19083319
4 452 774

28362

23564455

23663352

23450322

213 030
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IV. - PUBLIC DEBT

TABLE 14 - LOAN UADILITV TO COMMONWEALTH AS AT 30th JUNE, isN

Principal Net
Agreement indebtedness Repayments Liability

$ $ $

Commonwealth and Stle Housing Agreements 1945. 1956 and 1966........
Commonwealthi State Housing Agreement (Servicemen) 1972 ...........
Dairy Adjustment Act -

Marginal Dairy Farm Reconstruction Scheme...................................
Dairy Adjustment Program .......... ................... ... _... _..

Exmouth Township Development........................................................
Housing Agreement (Commonwealth and Stale) 1973 ...........................
Housing Assistance Act 1973-1978....................................................
Housing Assistance Act 1981 ..................__ ..........................................
National Railways Network (Financial Assistance) Act 1979 (a)..............
Natural Disasters Relieft............................ .........................................
Pernh Entertainment Centre (a) ............................................. .........
Railways Standardisation (W.A.) Agreement Act 1961...........................
Sewerage Agreement Acts 1973 and 1974..................-........................ 
Softwood Forestry Agreement Act......................................................
State Grants (Beet Industry) Act .............................................
State Grants (Rural Adjustment) Act ....................................................
State Grants (Rural Reconstruction) Act .......... ............................... -
Stale (Works and Housing) Assistance Act 1982 ...................................
Urban-Regional Development (Financial Assistance) Act 1974 -

Advances for Urban Development (b) ...........................................
Advances for Sewerage Works ......................... ........................ _

Western Australia (Ord River Irrigation) Act ........... ...............................
Western Australia (South West Region Water Supplies) Agreement Act ....

Total................................................................... ..........

182126450 48649196 133477254
4320463 58288 4262 175

564 029
2901 599

92 140
156050000
60919000
38 963 000
5 134 158

58273 179
1 099 200

60551 171
6 800 000

10078510
524 148

33 235 550
24380 113
14 200 000

23500000
236895000
2 977 883

12000000

308 627
2070 116

51 274
8711 945
1 546 740

388 679
149 259

27 453 895
99200

35020 188
289 523
590 617
516 026

1 740 747
8 847 795

105 029

11000000
737 760
490 871

5067 317

255 402
831 481

408866
147 348 055
59 372 260
38 574 321
4 984 899

30819284
1 000 000

25 530 983
6510477
9487893

8 122
31 494 803
I15532 318
14094971

12 500 000
22 957 240
2487012
6 932 683

722395593 153893094 568502499

(a) including accrued interest.
(b) Loan renegotiated.

2128



[Thursday, 10 October 1985] 2129

IV. - PUBLIC DEBT

TABLE IS - CONTINGENT LIABILITIES AS AT 30th1 JUNE, 1865

Securities In Sinking
Statutory Authority Issued Redeemed Circulation Fund

Albany Port Authority..... ...........................
Bunbury Port Authority .............. _..........................
Conservation and Land Management (a) ........... .._
Country High School Hostels Authorily (a) ..................
Dairy Industry Authority...... ...........................
Department at Health-Depart mental Hospitals (a) ......
Esperance Port Authority ........................... ......
Fremantle Hospital (a)............................................
Fremantle Pori Authority .............................
Geraion Port Authority ...........................................
Government Employees' Housing Authority (a) ......
Industrial and Commercial Employees' Housing

Authority ......... _ .............. __.........................
Industrial Lands Development Authority.,......
Joondalup Development Corporation.,...............
King Edward Memorial Hospital (a)........................
Lakes Hospital (a) ...............................................
Library Board 0f W-A. (a) ..... _.............................
Main Roads Department...........................................
Metropolitan Market Trust. .................................
Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger Transport Trust (a).
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority ....................
Metropolitan Waler Authority.........__..........................
Murdoch University (a). _....................................
htickol Bay Hospital (a)........................................
Perth Dental Hospital (a) ....................................
Perth Mint ....... _....................................................
Port Hedland Port Authority ............................... .......
Princess Margaret Hospital (a).................................
Rottnest Island Board ................................- ...
Royal Perth Hospital (a)...........................................
Rural Housing Authority ............. _.............................
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital (a)...............................
State Energy Commission .................................
Stale Housing Commission..........._.............................
State Engineering Works at Western Australia..............
Treasurer at Western Australia-Borrowings

for Authorities ...... __..... ..................................
University of Western Australia (a)...............
Western Australian Alcohol and Drug Authority (a).
Western Australian Art Gallery (a)............................
Western Australian Building Authority (a) ................
Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission (a).
Western Australian Fire Brigades Board (a) .............
Western Australian Government Railways

Comhmission (a) .................. ..........................
Western Australian institute of Technology (a) ...........
Western Australian Meat Commission (a) .................
Western Australian Technology Development

Authority (a)..................__..........................
Western Australian Tourism Commission (a) ............
Wundowie Charcoal Iron and Steel Industry Board o1

Management .................. _..................................

Guarantees and Indemnities under -
Housing Loan Guarantee Act .... ....... _.............
Industry (Advances) Act.......................................
Rural Housing (Assistance) Act ...............................
Other Statutes __....... __.................................
Sureties ........................................... .........

TOTAL..................... .......

8 058 000
7 450 000

21 830 000
6 026 000

80 000
20618300
3 275 000
7 700 000
14 300 000
4 952 000

19900000

6 106 000
18813000
7 595 000
3300o000

966 700
28 537 000
12950000

145000
12876 000
22 635 000

232771 650
1 200 000
5 110 000
3 246 000

250000
2850000

it1900 000
1 226 000

15300 000
2 580000O

10850 000
2 628 905 937

45 949 000
1 600 000

50000000
6325000

220000
3950000

53417 000
7 750000

15853 300

131 095 500
3 645 000

11 986 000

6 000 000
1 398 000

600 000

2

2

13

2
5

2

710379 7 347 621
719228 6 730 774
894560 20935440
086 303 4 739 697

73499 6 501
208618 300

115289 3 159711
522945 6 177055
282460 14017540
597 845 4 354 155
587950 18312050

499284 5 606 716
841 620 16 171 380
800603 8994397
890019 2409981

.... 9686700
881 178 27 855 822
024415 11925585
80 646 64354

471326 11 404 674
837755 18997245
458994 219312656
260084 939916

5 1110000
3246000

74 884 t75 116
224 903 2 625 097
656 680 10243320

1228 000
2934 14004696

157549 2422451
865 555 9 964 445
596 082 2626 309 855
320990 40628010
488 156 1 111 844

... 50000 000
403 38 5921 632
33 147 186 853

806470 3 143530
... 53417000

177260 7 572 740
479 035 13 374 265

638 442 t30 457 058
177617 2467383
960 925 11 025 075

.... 6000000
455601 940399

50 721 549 279

3484889387 53 699 069 3 431 190 318

586707 454
35 409 507
2 817 854

196 466 219
6 776 811

3729368 163

(a) Under established funding arrangements the State meets the whole or portion of the annual commitments
trom the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

$
799 094
825 696
477 407
322 876

294 800
384 619

44 996
2316507

353 251
307 690

112 224
1 073 998

36541

694 322
216 104

418 661
2 977 075
2019 660

**69 608
50 288

260 183
0055
37 577

209 460
111 377
131 456

21 958669
7870 164

23 792

3168392
750

129 465
306 645
991 941
871 024

1 997 925
317 112
843 528

90 000
161 677

140 746

53335 155
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 16 - ALBANY PORT AUTHIORITY

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$~ $
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Wharfage. handling and haulage
charges .......................................... 1172247 1296856 1 191 102 1742757 1 462000

Tonnage roles, mooring services, etc.. 830415 559 489 557 298 1 085 775 844 000
Miscellaneous Services ............................. 298410 505 380 451 825 532 281 477 000

TOTAL EARNINGS .............................. 2099072 2 361 727 2 200 223 3 380793 2 783 000

EXPENSES-
Cargo handling costs, wages. etc.............. 2336837 118013 86 737
Moorings and Unrnooring costs ..... .......... 51095 83208 88377 103 134 73000
Maintenance 01 pant facilities ................... 338 346 345 911 434 016 788 804 386 000
Administration costs............................... 97061 1 16826 126 464 185 506 180 000
Tug subsidy........................................... 31384 7207
Depreciation ....................... ............... ..... 174 457 183 154 193 870 197 908 200 000
Interest on capital ............................. 1214233 1339894 1 3720B41 1295618 1 220000
Other.............. ........................ 169383 215804 178 184 264 141 200000

TOTAL EXPENSES.............................. 2310176 2390097 2457489 2035 111 2259000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) ........................ (211 104) (28 370) (257 266) 525 682 524 000

TASLE 17 -1SUNRURY PORT AUTHORITY

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-06
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUINT
EARNINGS -

Wharfage, tonnage and handling
charges.. ..... ................................ 2781 360 3 372 749 4 098 408 5 264667 4 500 000

Wharage labour recoups......................... 86311 99775 95002 916555 100000
Plant hire, mooring and electricity- ............. 40 4609 491 304 665 844 839 459 760 000
Harbour improvement dues........ ........... 206 775 359 091 470 675 370 000
Alumina surcharge................................... 766 769 769 808 882 187 384 482 300 000
Other..................................................... 303 225 379 974 383 869 4856896 435 000

TOTAL EARNINGS.............................. 4398 154 5 400 11B5 6 452 391 7 536 533 6 465 000

EXPENSES-
Administration....................................... 273 123 292 438 342 086 336 568 380 000
General maintenance........................ 273 906 212 357 311 904 572 413 600 000
Dredging maintenance...........822 191 472273 522617 830019 850000
Cargo handling and other services 352 869 399 723 449 180 491 363 505 000
Depreciation ........................................... 201 795 211436 217988 210 613 260000
interest on capital .................................... 2 154 219 2 461 288 2 593 088 2 532 588 2 554 000
Other ........................... ................ ...... 286 148 314617 458800 816989 525000

TOTAL EXPENSES ............................. 4 364 329 4 364 132 4 895 463 5 590 553 5 474 000

SUJRPLUS/(DEFIGIT) ................................... 33825 1 036 053 1 556 928 1 945 980 991 000)
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 18 - ESPERANCE PORT AUTHORITY

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ $ $ $$
REVENLE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Wharfage, handling and berthage.............. 1 107 983 1 564811 16849 846 1 834 830 1 647 000
Whart labour recoups ........................ 132 616 283 023 270 596 187 539 155 000
Equipment hire, power and waler sales 146 077 253 536 337 830 362 924 292 000
Pipeline service charge ........................ ..... 83 913 78 735 113 544 62 963 64 000
Non-operating in;come.................... .... 6 681 24 542
Other ..................................................... 129340 125997 149864 206919 144000

TOTAL EARNINGS.............................. 1 599 929 2 292 783 2521 680 2679717 2 302 000

EXPENSES-
Administration......................................... 119027 137531 174450 173918 169000
Shipping handling costs .........-.............. 135 019 270 206 247 029 184 252 180 000
Maintenance........................................... 270 690 430 412 384 378 495 194 438 000
Depreciation.... ............ . ................... 166217 170694 231861 237905 248000
Interest charges.-... .................... 629 168 687 250 761 200 798 935 824 000
Other..................--.......................... 177 770 467952 476837 887842 426000

TOTAL EXPENSES.............................. 1497 889 2 164 045 2 275 555 2 578 044 2 285 000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT)...... ... ...... ............ 102 040 128 738 246 125 101 673 17000

TABLE 19 - FREMANTLE PORT AUTHORITY

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Handling charges ............................ 14 404 828 14384703 11 496 944 131l81919 13 577 000
Wharfage, storage ........................... 6554 851 7 449 542 7831 688 10 340 870 10222 000
Tonnage. pilotage. mooring-................ 45sot 734 4901 162 5438054 6217805 6398000
Rents-......- ............................... 753 974 I 2186807 1 7350818 1 799 342 2052000
Othear.................................... ........ 4345865 4630993 4786577 4818264 4903000

TOTAL EARNINGS......................... 30561 252 32563207 31 289 079 36358200 37 152 000

EXPENSES -
Handling of cargo ................................... 10 814 827 11 351 270 10041 563 11 005 605 9 857 000
Maintenance of port facilities.........4 284 931 4957 134 5052560 6428915 6362 000
Nautical expenses ............................. 1964 342 2417 891 2455703 2554 821 2 450 000
Administration ...........-.................... 1820 462 2 018 343 2064 728 2 290 329 2 128 000
Provision for dredging Maintenance ........ 150 000 .... .... 200 000
Provision for accrued sick leave on

retirement......................................... 360608 3220822 367 080 367 484 474 000
Accrued long service leave ....................... 508 894 486 919 559 537 481 785 696 000
Interest ...................................... -.......... 2495 683 2906 923 3 120 559 3 204 639 3 237 000
Depreciation........ ................................ 1 698 741 1 752 981 1 785 382 1 911 082 1 980000
Statutory levy ....... .....................__ -823691 9168e37 976896 893774 1 010000
Other.................................................... 5261 114 8040001 6886667 7942380 9895000

TOTAL EXPENSES. ..................... 30 183 293 33 171 121 33 310 673 37280814 38089 000

SURPLUSI(OEFICIT).................................. 377 959 (607 914) (2021 594) (922 614) (937 000)



2132 [ASSEMBLY)

V. - BSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 20 - CERALOTON PORT AUTHORITY

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-88
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ $ $
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Wharfage, berthage and cargo
handling.......................................... 2 148 950 3 245 999 28970 785 3 137 934 2 899 000

Harbour improvement dues ....................... 161 910 208 908 223 136 298 741 323 000
Wharf labour recoups ..................... 135 373 315 248 129 853 44 548 80 000
Plant hire, power and waler sales.............. 206 345 1456832 319 882 383 925 500 000
Rental and leases- ............................. 104209 105473 120377 195309 180000
Other ..... .......................... ............... 170501 2058647 140320 170831 140000

TOTAL EARNINGS .............................. 2927288 4228907 3804353 4231286 4 122000

EXPENSES-
Administration.... .............................. 204 590 245 051 256 565 297 434 350 000
Cargo handling costs.............................. 269 483 594 467 252 210 145 782 220 000
Maintenance ................... ...................... 697 489 810 654 885 791 7096847 700 000
Water and power.......................... 183183 149330 304 123 388892 520000D
Depreciation .................................. 276 731 394 945 394 549 421 259 420 000
Interest on capital ........... .......... 1146809 1 210 840 1 2486827 1 259 520 1 343 000
Other ...... ...................................... 40458 167888 200315 323288 155000

TOTAL EXPENSES.............. 2798 523 3573 173 3340 380 3543 822 3 708 000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT)................................... 128 765 653 734 463 973 687 464 414 000

TABLE 21 - INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL EMPLOYEES' HOUSING AUTHORITY

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-8
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ S$ S$
INCOME -

Rentals ................ ............................... 527 426 905 245 1 148459 1 208 896 1 400 000
Interest .............. 1 .........-.. -............ 109 078 93 945 49 750 98 555 100 000
Contribution from Stale Housing

Commission tar administration
expenses ................. . ... .................... 30 115 ..........

Proft on sale 01 assets..........43 78 8981 11 868 121983 ..

TOTAL INCOME ................................ 710 387 1 006 171 1 208 077 1 429 414 1 500000

EXPENDITURE-
Administration ....................................... 77514 87 224 68620 72 468 75 000
Depreciation ...................................... 97T 120 148 248 167 841 183 543 230 000
Interest ..... .......................................... 40.5216 601 809 724 889 824 085 950 000
Rates................................................... 60807 88988 122996 143728 175000
Lease servicing ...................................... 41 075 97044 101 559 1008622 70 000
Brokcerage .............................................. 19730 .... 13857 15000
Other........ ........... .................. 39517 55610 82063 130280 155000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE ......................... 721 248 1 098 651 1 267 948 1 468 763 1 670 000

SURFLUS/(DEFICT) .................................. (10 861) (92 480) (59 871) (39 349) (170 000)
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORISTIES

TABLE 22 - INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMEN4T AUTHORITY

1981482 1982-83 1983-84 1984-8$ 1985-88
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

INCOME-
Surplus from sale of land ......................... 4436 188 1 961 909 1 5317578 1 886 761 1 729 000
Rental ....................................... 1295 612 1 750058 1 68771 1 1 299947 1618000O
Interest ..................... .....................-....... 1066 834 1 384 740 1 357 967 1 653 410 1 482 000
Other................................................... 17535 49675 65 132 17387 44000O

TOTAL INCOME............................ ...... 6816 169 5 146 382 4 648 388 46517485 4 873 000

EXPENDITURE -
Administration .............. ..................... 153 244 201 993 228 983 228 592 220 000
Interest ---..................... 1 130 199 1 311 999 1 172 138 1 304-335 2 026 000
Depreciation ............................. ............ 963 3 145 3 755 3 140 3 000
Other .......... ..- -.......................... 23 734 39 121 85 988 52 92a 52 000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE..................... 1308 140 1 558 258 1 470 864 1 686 990 2 301 000

Credit/ (debit) adjustment tram

previous years .........--............................ ... (87 422) (245411) (181 000)

SURPLUSJ(DEFICIT).................................. 5508029 3 590124 3 110 102 2825084 2 391 000
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 23 - MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-85
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

RECEIPTS -
Commonwealth Grants and Advances.
Traffic Act licence fees and road

maintenance contributions...............
Fuel franchise licence......................
Consolidated Revenue Fund -

Pilbara Road Program....................
Loans raised under section 9A of the

Main Roads Act ..........................
Recoups lt work performed on

behalf of others ..............................
Transfer fromi Plant Suspense Reserve.
Rent received ......................... ............
Other ...................... ....... ........... ......

$ S $ $ S

85425486 102 279 540 148 138 084 150 594 074 148 400 000

47563 156 51 518598 56770846 59466281 60 100000
29031 726 34 438 132 41 245505 43 97 1105 45900000

2 500 000 2 500 000 ..

200 000 1 500 000 1 800 000 4 000 000 11 000 000

5 012 860
4 300 000
1211 195

270 316

4 390560
3 898 110
1 444 379

634 961

3787891
I 000 000
1 435 472

825 545

2 825 437

1'505 108
1 751 063

2 500 000

1 Sao0 000
1 000 000

TOTAL RECEIPTS .......................... ... 175514739 202604280 255003343 284 113068 270400000

PAYMENTS -
Road Construction and Maintenance-......101 495 464
Land acquisition----------------------............... 8 186 163
Traffic services ................ .................. 6 174 938
Railway Crossings,................... , ........... ... 936 904
Statutory grants t0 Local Authorities.... 23 753 165
Works on behalt ot other Authorities ....... 4858 133
Buildings ................................-......... . 2 106 823
Research .................I.,.,................. ...... 1 339076
Net movement in Operating.

Suspense and Service Accounts.........Cr. 1 743 569
General administration. engineering

administration and miscellaneous
charges-------------------------................... 25554635

Refund of Fuel Franchise License
fees ....... .... . ......................

Debt Charges -
General Loan Fund-

Interest ......................... 354 162
Sinking Fund ...... ........ 47532

Private Loans -
Interest ................ ............. 616 747
Principal repayments .... ....-............. 195 050
Sinking fund............... --... ........ 8260
Flotation Charges......................... ..I

116804627
10 144 965
6 828 992

962 356
25 102917
4 184880
3 678 166
1 670 915

152 132 736
9 770 287
68036 890
1 006 428

26 536 470
4049 174
2 695 189
1276 157

3 742 845 Cr. 1 165 290

32666617 35210665

550 145 ..I

387 194
49 670

712 343
217 429

10 130
25 708

419 149
51 906

901 905
237 986

32 890
22 642

173 856 083
6552 117
9 081 698
1 048 237

28 156 773
2 752 977
2 651 779
1 721 454

167 180000
7 200 000
10 600 000
1 000 000

28 100 000
2 500 000
2 400 000
1 900 000

617212 ..

45 279 445 46 000 000

437 908
54241

1 321 617
235 139
143 510
36 923

456 000
56 000

2 307 000
231 000
370 000
100 000

TOTAL PAYMENTS .......................... 173863483 207 739699 241 215 184 273947 113 270400000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT)........................ 1 631 256 I5 135 619) 13815 (940)13788 159 (9834045)
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUWhORITIES

TABLE 24 - METROPOLITAN REGION PLANNING AUTHORITY

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$$ $ $
INCOME -

Metropolitan Region Improvement Tax 5 174 794 62917518 8991 034 7912882 8730 000
Provrded from Consolidated Revenue

Fund .............. ..................-- 3905000 3198000 3516000 3868000 4395000
Rents receivable. ................................... 1 184 455 1 409 478 1 677 316 1 772611 10870 000
Interest on investments ........-................. 627 882 261 330 503 830 525 684 500 000
Special contributions for land

acquisition........ ............................... 30932 ..9.0 14 9727 000
Property sales (net) ................................ 391 123 i829 7014 9776 16 o
Additions to record of property

acquired in prior years........................... 1190286 5 2 3 0
Commonwealth Funded Programs ......... .... 523 413 0
Other..................... . ..... ................... 28939 21 521 122270 -273517 100000

TOTAL INCOME ................................. 11348225 11 983 171 14458 777 15741 400 16650000

EXPENDITURE -
Property managemneni ...................... 241 576 370 508 580 806 592 471 1 200000o
Regional open space improvements ....... 98 879 268 108 612 030 677 375 1 300 000
Regional studies. ........................... - 120 255 139 871 213 609 113 787 980000
Development and improvement plans ...... 136019 310 181 155 350 14545 ..
Debt service costs........................ -- 1 541 930 1 967 795 2969 319 1 915809 2200000
Properties vested as Crown Reserves ...... 240 171
Education Department site transferred

to the Crown ....... ......................... 130000 ..........
Hepburn Avenue site transferred to

the Crown ......-................... ........... 237 201
Comonweaith Funded Programs ............... ... .... 1 020 924 500 452 115 000
Administration -............................. 224 869 357 103 399 441 649 400 860 000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE................. 2733 699 3 650 767 5931 479 4 463 M3 66855 000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) ............................ 8609526 8312 404 85$37 298 11 277 581 10025000
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 5 - PERTH MINT

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Mint charges ........................................... 424 706 633 777 772 045 869 130 950 000
Revenue Ironm -

Sitver ........................ .............. ....... 449210 756 726 400956 553 963 800000
Coinage operations.............................. 1 795 587 636 308 319 138 43486 50000
Industrial gold sales_..................... _ 150 686 885 485 612 370 857 615 700 000

Other ........ ...................................... 765438 691 880 643345 557857 700000

TOTAL EARNINGS ......................... 3585 629 3604 176 2747 854 2882051 3000000

EXPENSES-
Administration......................................... 999618 1 138007 1211 668 1 341694 1500000
wages.-........_I....1.._...................... 1216647 1 080 883 1038459 1 008678 1050000
Fueltand water ..... _................ .......... 111653 115084 107220 113636 125000
Stores ........... ....................___.......... 234 897 168193 387 179 175 790 178 000
Depreciation ....... _........................ _ 65 130 86684 68449 76 121 80 000
Interest on private borrowings.................... 21 498 20349 19222 18010 17 000
Other .......................... _...... .............. 508630 27438 56679 64350 50000

TOTAL EXPENSES.............................. 2700 073 2 636 638 2 888 876 2 798 279 3 000000

SURPLUSI(OEFICIT)............._.................... 885 556 987 538 (141 022) (116 228) ..
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 20 - PORT HEDLAND PORT AUTHORITY

2137

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Wharfage. handling and haulage............... 1386 928
Pilotage ................................. 883 898
Tonnage rates ............................ 1456 162
Ships accounts ...................-- - 453 626
Lease rentals.. .......................... 235 652
Harbour maintenance levy ....................... 3I 150
Port improvement rates ........................ 5899062
Other .................................................. 444468

1 366 617
828 483

1 340 531
560 296
284 754
37 700

1 633 322
446 302

1 528 743
1 027 384
1 759 178

599 960
312 155

55 872

457 672

1 749 690
1 138684
1 794 404

722 576
347 545
60 285

700 748

1813000
1 098 000
1 8486000

664 000
367 000

85 000

592 000

TOTAL EARNINGS............................. 10790946 6 498 005 5 740 964 6513932 6485000

EXPENSES -
Salaries and wages ............................
Maintenance ......................................
Helicopter and hydro survey/pitot boat. ..
Interest.... ....................................
Depreciation .......................................
Dredging - provision ........................
Superannuation - provision ...........
Other............................................. ..

1 105266
906 121
404 873
600 320
373 590
480 000
116800
794 946

1 249691
834 178
4268560
614 543
359 965
440 000
135 600
804 183

1 242 383
1Q48 179

581 678
598 612
357 046
400 000
253 600

1 087 162

1 404 066
880 102
574 428
603 085
353 641
252 000

1 108400
975 141

1 466 000
1 406 000

631 000
598 000
464 000
300 000
17? 000

1 088 000

TOTAL EXPENSES ..................... 4780 916 4 866 740 5 568 660 6 150 863 6 130 000

Loan Repayment Reserve
Appropriation (a) ......................... 5 899 062 1 633 322 ..

SuIRPLUS/(DEFICrT) ........... ......... 110 968 (2 057) 172304 3630169 335000

(a) Prior to 1983-84. under agreements with mining Companies, buoys and beacons were transferred to the Authority in
consideration for loans since repaid to the Companies. from~ proceeds ot Port Improvement Rates.
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V. - BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIS

TABLE 27 - STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Sales -
Electricity ....................................... 346 535 784 408 833 264 480 399 898 544 419 356 587 599000
Gas-.. ... .............................. 27 243 849 37 764 546 61 497 423 184 762 086 358 646 000

Miscellaneous....................................... 5655 236 8089 196 9 257 143 10 213024 8 927 000

TOTAL EARNINGS ........ 379434 869 454687006 551 154464 739454466 955 172000

EXPENSES-
Electricity-

Generation................................. 168 833 902 208 790 954 228 034 909 245 610 520 252 169 000
Electricity purchases,.........................8 383 95 8 842 372 9947 675 10 400 505 17 022 O00
Transmission and distribution ............ 37069696 47 205 393 62 948 045 51 010 430 58 353 000
Less Departmental usage.... .............. (474 124) (6528 331) (574 153) (646 077) (698 000)

Gas -
Gas purchases ..................... 5.... 389926 10253661 23038095 121403229 179690000
Supply and distribution ......................... 6812 175 9 565 052 B 800 502 13 948 950 14 720 000
Less Departmental usage..................... (25 076) (24 462) (20 194) (21 475) (24 000)

Administration -
Salaries and Wages Administration ...... 18186689 20 236 810 23201 381 24249291 21620000
Labour relaled expenses Commission 19 112 340 23691 518 26 193 979 27 633 155 36 202 000
Other administration costs ..................... 18689 788 14 285 705 23 865 488 35 698 752 53 571 000

Financial Overheads -
Interest ......................................... 51 173 553 70875615 86982970 118045143 240333000
Depreciation ..................................... 33902094 38553 108 45269014 58802030 61 100O000
Statutory levy................. 9345289 11216030 13347207 18 122470 20995000
Leases - Country Underakings.....4 343 297 4 884 709 6 695 118 14 896821 18 845 000

TOTAL EXPENSES ............................. 378742745 467648132 546730036 73505S44 971900000

SLJRPLUS/(DEFICIT) ............................ 692 124 (12 961 126) 4424428 4400922 (16 728000O)
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TABLE 28 - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE OFFICE

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 19S.5-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ $ S$$
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Premiums (less reintsurance)............ 64320 904 89 321 278 98071 708 1086467098 115 115 000
Investment earnings (less

administration and expenses) ........... 10 239 545 10 561 970 13 385 098 18 187 774 19 985 000
Dividend - MVAT................................. 923 637.....
Local Authority Pools income/ (loss) ...... 47 117 33 088 (38 184) (8 254) 400DOD
Other .............................................. 2 995 332 ... . 225 501 250 000

TOTAL EARNINGS ............................. 78526535 99916338 111 418622 124852 119 135390000

EXPENSES-
Claims (net) ............................ ...... 50204014 89 828 975 72 128 023 84098901 91 508 000
Commission and brokerage .................. 1 245 901 2 533 794 2 420 874 2 082405 2 258 000
Fire Brigade charges ........................-....... 292 094 332 668 324 691 401 748 850 000
Administration and management ........... 6811 753 9629093 11 114947 12563894 13820 000
Bad debts ....................... ........... -....... 132991 91 156 100000
Provisions for -

Unearned premiums ............................. 287 000 5 917 000 (421 000) 905 500 1 000 000
Unadjusted claims ............................... 13572000 15 606 000 21 264 000 17 203 000 18923000
Superannuation and long service

leave ..... ....... . .... .... ................ 1439884 1 1815212 2 235 953 2460000
Miscellaneous ..... .......................... 164387 293 133 1 478801 1 156 190 400000

TOTAL EXPENSES ................... ....... 74017033 104 140 663 110 258 539 120 718 745 131 119q000

SURPLUSI(DEFICIT) .................................. 4 509 502 (4224 327) 1 160083 4 133 374 4 271 000

NOTE
This statement does not include transactions in respect of the following-

(a) Gross transactions in relation to Local Authority Pools.
(b) Government Workers' Compensation Fund.
(c) Government Fire. Marine and General Insurance Fund.
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TABLE 2l - STATE HOUSING COMMISSION

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-88
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

(a)

$ $ $ $$
INCOME-

Net rents receivable ......................- ....... 39022582 44 615 097 48041 291 50 070 699 52425000
Interest earned ............................... 7235769 7089519 9090023 10096 784 11 750 000
Profit on sale ot assets ............................ 8294683 11 261 290 19 380 005 17 746 194 23000 000
Consolidated Revenue Fund-

Interest Subsidy ............................. .... 8000 000
Rent Reduction on North West Houses 573 000 445 000 304 000 132 000 220 000

Fees ............ ...-, .......................... 738771 828609 439891 317464 266000
Rental relief recoup ................................. 435 000 1 707 000 1 709 792 1 950 000
Commission ........ .............................. 10 122 31 165 23930 27503 30000
Construction contingencies ...................... 19 460 2 737 ..
Commonwealth Funded Program ............... .. 06305
Other ............................... ................. 106997 11417 119341 183462 130000

TOTAL INCOME ........................ ........ 56003364 64822590 77 105 281 81 093 203 97 771 000

EXPENDITURE -
Administration...................................... 10226807 12984 704 14 762 344 14 751 250 18 184 000
Interest on capital ......................... 16656699 17559011 19544050 21 388523 33435000
Depreciation ....................................... 7 431 275 8507 065 8 966 470 10587 887 10 265 000
Maintenance........................................ 12642518 18370903 18283917 23551431 26233000
Rates..................................................3$775344 10060 174 11298926 12548547 14083000
Insurance claims paid ...........-......... 333 133 262 076 381 903 4616867 500 000
Doubtful debts....................................... 357 086 412 074 558 058 781 379 798 000
Death benefit scheme -...................... 16000 10 800 15000 14 023 15000
Improvements ......... .............. -... 2421 415 1 987 141 2 164 768 1 363 557 3608000
Rental relief grants ........ ........................ .... 167 266 696 876 3 116 062 4 700 000
Grants and subsidies .......................... 47 593 4 000 8080 65 121 80000
Fire Brigade levy .................................... 280829 308 050 2386627 249 528 259 000
Lease rentais........................................... 127273 125960 124623 118380 132000
Commonwealth Funded Program ....... ........ .... 96 772 100 000
Other.. ......... .................................. 298209 88593 16386 154949 140000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE... .................... 59594 181 88837 817 77 054 028 89245256 112732000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) ................................. (35907~97) (4 015 227) 51 255 (8 152 053) (14 961 000)

(a) Financial transactions exclude operations of the Home Purchase Assistance Scheme.
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TABLE 30 - TRANSPORT COMMISSION

198 1-82 1982483 1983-84 1984-85 1858
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

RECEIPTS -
Licence and Permit Fees (Net)

Omnibus.......................................... 98 689 01 732 109 949 133 886 145 000
Commercial goods vehicles............... 2934 423 3 013 244 2 7768430 3 098 072 3070 000
Aircraft............................. 522 018 574 447 608 008 650 726 674 000
Shipping ......... . .... ........ ............ 913 530 ....
Country taxis...................... 6964 84 10891 1.0

Recoups ............ ................................. 116832 172743 281325 372607 362000
Government Assistedl Transport

Services -
Farmers' contributions towards cost

of cartage....................................... 4065 110 7621070 6759367 1146923$ 9000000
Consolidated Revenue Fund .............. 454 487 470 817 047 440 936 924 1 538 000

Reserves .............................................. 754860 931 021 932 033 1 132502 1 160 000
Other.. ............ ............... ................. 129292 66 258 15394 38438 43000

TOTAL RECEIPTS ....................... -..... 9078404 12 93 826 12 340 694 17844082 16002000

PAYMENTS-
Administration ...................................... 1974 582 2 387 396 2 716 349 3 133 808 3 183 000
Recoupable expenditure.......................... 24 357 70974 71 470 73261 80000
Government Assisted Transport

Services -
Air transport .......... ............................ 93 129 72 100 105 881 204 628 201 000
Omnibus... ............... ....................... 135331 38589 82018 164159 477000
Rtoad transport -................... ...... 4798857 8360787 8902568 11 599 587 9202000
Concession lares ...... ........................ 611 501 647 727 861 489 1 036 863 1 184000

Transter to reserve accounts ...................-. 1311 8 11 1 417 057 1 415 743 1 548 022 I 675 000
Other .................. -...................... 3417 7389 12812 9737

TOTAL PAYMENTS ............................ 8950985 13002019 12 168330 17770 063 16002000

SUFIPLuS/(DEF[CIT)................................... 125 419 (63 193) 1736749172 364 74019
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TABLE 31 - WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-SB
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS -

Rates and annual lees-
Water Supply .................................... 46 495 780 52 980 %~3 586785991 56 7186568 89 700 000
Sewerage ......................................... 50 835 295 58 891 092 67 279 960 7288587 88 702 000
Drainage ..................................... 569988 6 434 954 7 229 327 7 584 528 9 469 000

102 830 781 118 277 009 131 275 278 136 987 683 187 871 000

Water saies ......................................... 17 205 309 22 068 923 27 302 490 30 772 640 66054 000
Building lees ............................... 703 525 802 427 1 107 845 1 566867 1 200 000
Interest on deposits ................................ 9713 430 13 213 449 9930698 12 5886082 9 770 000
Sundries ..........-................................ 2084656 2934819 2884028 3848209 9633 000

TOTAL EARNINGS.. ........................ 132537681 157296827 172 500 139 185 759441 254528000

EXPENSES-
Operating Expenses-

Water supply.................................. 28298257 30582 530 31 022 797 35275 784 86 174 000
Sewerage ........- ...... ........................ 20 837 531 22 986 279 23 3326877 25 070 303 33 982 000
Irrigation and Drainage ......................... 2 481946 30410850 2789 416 2482 848 10 500 000
Water Resources Activities .................... .... ... 21 232 000

49595734 56590659 57 144890 62828933 151888000

Interest............................................ 42226599 51 520 772 57025284 61 834 750 102 111 000
Depreciation ....................................- 22920 000 31 680 000 22 544 000 20 647 000 59924 000
Statutory levy ..... ............................. 3 168 541 3 912 400 4628 080 5067 050 5383000
Provision tar deterred maintenance ........... 3745 000 3 714000 5636000 4691 000
Provision of doubtful debts....................... 50000 50000 40 000 40000

TOTAL EXPENSES .............................121705 874 147 487831 147 018 254 155 108 733 319 306 000

Credit/ (debit) adjustments tram
previous years..................................... 18 359 (394 033) (750 893) (224 562) ..

SURPLUSI(DEFICIT).................................. 10850 166 9434 763 24731 192 30 426 146 (64 778 000)

From 1 July 1985 includes Country Water Supplies, Sewerage, Irrigation and Drainage.
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TABLE $2 - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FIRE BRIGADES BOARD

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-05 1985-86
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

INCOME-
Balance brought forward .................... 50299 175 328 242 185 (223 299) (22 000)
Statutory Contributions -

Insurance Companies ........................... 16891 400 19465458 20410 148 22 134228 23574 000
Local Authorities-....................-.-...... 2815233 3244243 3 401 691 3889 038 3928 000
Slate Government ............................... 4 205 000 4 956 971 5 381 976 5 832 033 6584 000

23961932 27842000 29416000 31 432 000 34064000

Fire prevention maintenance charges ...... 987 827 1 017 327 910 391 980 938 1 159 000
Section 48 transfers .............................. 157 016 .... 14 031 82 158
Other ............................................. 1137842 1 735 339 2037 033 1 807 826 1 710 000

TOTAL INCOME ........................... 28224417 30 594 668 32 377 455 34 282 922 36 933 000)

EXPENDITURE-
Salaries, wages, allowances and payroll

overheads............-............................ 19888042 23089 206 24 926 675 25988941 28198000
Debt service costs.... .......................... 1812510 2 121 058 2 126 107 2304888 2319000
Maintenance of properties....................... 784 847 1 111 848 1151 187 1 280 871 1 342 000
Purchase. installation and maintenance
01 plant and equipment ....................... 1 619 333 2 109 657 2 133 014 2 182 902 2433000

Communications.................................... 242 084 200 700 286 550 284 736 282 000
Insurances (other than workers

compensation)................................... 333 567 417 327 425 793 445 839 587 000
Depreciation ............................. ....... 785 780 880 320 968 472 1 066 100 1 108 000
Volunteer Fire Brigades - honoraria.

travelling expenses. etc,,, .................. 176 882 189 528 194 689 261 949 276 000
Other .............................. .................... 406 064 232 839 408 287 508 638 388 000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE ...................... 26049 089 30352 481 32 600 754 34 304 882 36 933 000

SURPLUS/(OEFICIT.........)-...................... 175 328 242 185 (223 299) (21 940)
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TABLES3 - RECEIPTS FROM COMMONWEALTH TAKEN TO VARIOUS FUNDS OTHER THAN
CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND 1984-85

Details Amount

LAW, ORDER AND PUBLIC SAFETY -
Legal A id 7......................053.......................... .............. 5..............60............ 0 3 5
National Safety Council 25.......................... .............000... ................................ 5 0
State e g nc er ie........Emergency............................Service..............................t.....o-3 0
W arobro Ordnance Clearance Project ......................--......................................... 286297

EDUCATION -
Primary and Secondary - Government Schools-

Schools Commission Program -
Capital Purposes (Schools Assistance) Act 1983 ........................................... 8 603000
Capital Purposes (Schools Assistance) Act 1984 ......................... .................... 8 176220

Primary and Secondary - Non-Government Schools -
Schools Commission Program -

Capital Purposes ................... 701...................................670........ ............ 5 0 7
Recurrent s s;.. .......................Purposes..........................53..........9126.........838 1 8

Technical -
Technical and Further Education -

Capital Purposes 14........................53....5...................... .....295.. ............... 1 5 5 9
Non-Government d c lin. ....................Adult.... ......Ed......cati..........1.....5....000. 15 0
Non-Government s ole es................ Business.. ...........Colleges.... .... ..... 731.........181 1

Other -
Services and Developnment Program - Education Centres........................................ 223 412
Projects at National Significance ....................... ..... ........... ...... ... ......... 367 019

Tertiary -
Colleges at Advanced Education -

Affiliated enia oleg s.........Residential....... ............Colleges.............. ... 4....100.64 0
Colleges A va cd du aio ...of.....Advanced...............Education................34.....003.......000403 0
W estern Australian Institute of Technology .................................................... 54675 518
Special isa cefo tu e ts.Assistance...................for..... .Students...............207........500 07 0

Universities -
M urdoch University 22.. ...................829.............................460................ 2 8 9 6
University e tenAu trla ........t....Western............Australia... ........ .... 87562... ..... 340762 4
University d nia C leg s .......Residential............... ....Colleges....................248.......60.446 0

CUTURAL AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES
Garden ln - P blcAc es ..is... ..and-...........Public............. Access..............10790......10 9
N ational Estate 382...................................................780.......... .......................3 2 S

HALT -
Health Education Cam paigns.. ......... 62............................................0..................12 0
M edicare Program 77474..........-........................ .....................279....................... 7 4 4 7
Seaport W aste Disposal 685..................................... -...600...........................6 5 0

Carried v r ................Forward ........... .......... 357..........857...... ......... 7..357657347
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TABLE 3- RECEIPTS FROM COMMONWEALTH TAKEN TO VARIOUS FUNDS OTHER THAN
CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND 19485 - continued

Details Amount

Brought Forward ......... ..................... ......... ..... 357657 347
WELFARE -

Aboriginal c me t....... ......... .Advancement............ ... ........ 3.....568.........001.. 3 68 0
Additional Pre-Apprenticeship Courses Program ........ . ....... ................ .......... 252 699
Coal inngInuMiniogngric LaIndust.........y...Long......Service .........Leave........Fund..... 938.....00038 0
Community Employment Program 26......................852 ...........................357................ 2 8 2 5
Participation and Equity Program 490..................... ............ ......280.................. ........4 0 8
Senior Citizens' Centres 545........ .................................. 838.............................5 5 3
Special thEm lo m ntTrinnYPouam......Employment.. .............Training.............Pr..............695. 1 9

DEVELOPMNT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND ASSISTANCE TO INDUSTRY -
Agriculture -

Agric urulture rnt .............Research....... .......Grants....... .......... 686.......7436 6 4
Australian W oot Corporation 354.................... ....................642..........................3 4 4
Cattle du tr om enaIndustry............Compensation..................Sch...............039......69039 9
Rural Adjustm ent Authority ....... .............--........................................... 4558 0oa0

Irrigation and Sewerage -
Water Resources Management and Developmentl...................... ........ .... 6 650 000

TRANSPORT -
Roads -

Australian Bicentennial Roads Development Program ............................. ............... 51 500000
Roads Grants Act .................. t........ ...................................................... 0 017 000

Other -
Liueieque rlumGieS bsdyShPetroleum..............Gas......Subsidy..... .....Scheme..........960... .. 32960 2
Petroleum Products Subsidy Scheme .............. .......................................... 30289 354

HOUSING -
Local Government and Community Housin ......... ...... .........................- 632 000
Housing nt - Inees S b id .Grant................Interest................Subsidy...............627.......000. 27 0
Mortgage and Rent Relict....................................956.............. ....... ...0..............0.. 9 6 0
Other Weltare Housing ............ ....... ...... 209...............................000.................. 5 2 9 0
Pensioner Housing......................... ............... ............. .................. ...... ...... .................... 2850 000
Child C re eCare ...Centres ............................................................................................................250..1 5000
Emergency Accommodation Program............................................................................. t1 135000

OTHER -
Local Government Grants ... .. ... ..... ............ .... ..... ............ ... 45 684 072
Non-Productive Capital W orks.......48........ .........................5.............00.........0.... 4 2 5 0
Sinking Fund (Fnancial Agreement) ................................................................. 4452 774

TOTAL .................. -........ 749...................413...................321.... ... 4 4 3 2

(68)
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TABLE 34 - TOTAL NET COLLECTIONS OF STATE TAXATION FOR THE YEAR ENDED 301)h JUNE 1935 -
TAKEN TO THE CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND, TRUST ACCOUNTS, AND SPECIAL ACCOUNTS

Paid to Paid to Taxation
Consolidated Trust or per Head

Details Revenue Special Total o1
Fund Accounts Population

(a)

$ $ S

Probate and Succession Duties ....................................... 142 867 .14.8142.867

Land Tax ............ ...... ....................................... ..... 49595998 .... 49595998 36
Third Party Insurance Surcharge.................................... 4208879 .... 4208879 3
Payroll Tax ............................................................. 286 603 593 .. 286 603 593 206
Stamp Duties -

Conveyances and Transfers....................................... 87408420 .... 87408420 63
Insurance Policies ................................................... 23 104 370 .... 23 104 370 17
Cheques. Orders. Procurations. etc .............................. 7 525395 .. 7 525 395 5
Motor Vehicle Licences..................................... 44503281 .... 44503281 32
Mortgages........................................ ....... ........ 18828233 .... 18828233 14
Credit Facilities (including Hire Purchase Agreements) 9 784 076 .... 9 784 078 7
Other.................................................... .... ........... 7551 904 .... 7551 904 5

Financial Insitutions, Duty ...... .... .............................. 34862865 .... 34862 865 25
Tobacco Licences ......... ......................... .......... 49572576 .... 49572576 36
Liquor Licences... .................................... ........ 24295 132 .... 24295 132 17
Betting Taxes -

Totalisator Agency Board .. .... ................. ......... 21 441 989 .... 21 441 989 15
Totalisator Duty and Licences .......... ..................... 2739 121 .... 2739 121 2
Bookmakers' Belting Tax and Licences....................... 1 923 190 .... 1923 190 1
StamnpDuty .... ....................................................... 59716 .. 59716 ..

Soccer Football Pools Duty..... .... ............ ....... 957 234 .... 957 234 1
Motor Taxation... ........................... ............. ........... 13045611 106775694 119821 305 86
Other Vehicle Taxation .................. .............................. 2055623 .... 205 523 ..
Metropolitan Region Improvement Tax ... ........................ ... 79128682 7912882 6
Licences not elsewhere included -

Auction Sales Act................ ........................... 95 685 .... 95 685 ..
Boat Registrations.................................................... 943 454 .... 943 454 1
Clean Air Act .......................................... --........... 106410 .... 106410 ..
Companies Business Names. etc... ......................... 10857096 .... 10857096 8
Credit Act ........ ..................................................... 210618 .... 210618 ..
Explosives and Dangerous Goods............................... 280 932 .. 280 932 ..
Factories and Shops... ......... ...... ..... -........... 959 954 .... 959 9541
Firearms ....... ..................... .......................-....... 1 080 872 .... 1 080 872 1
Fisheries ................... ............................................ 362 068 .... 362 068 ..
Flammable Liquids ................................................... 321 791 .. 321 791 ..
Insurance Agents and Brokers ..................... 232 500 .... 232 500 ..
Land Agents and Salesmen ........................... 307 175 .... 307 175 ..
Motor Vehicle Dealers Act ............................. 302 595 .... 302 595
Poisons Act ........................ ...... ................ -........ 57 840 .... 57840 ..
Radioactive Substances ............................. 50 835 .... 50 835
Secondhand Dealers ................................ 53351 .... 53351 ..
W ildlifte ........................................... .... 60497 .... 60 497
O ther ............................................... I8 107 .... 181 107 ..

TOTAL ....... ............................. 704824753 114688576 819513329 588

(a) Based on estimated mean population to, year 1984-85 - 1 392 800
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APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN
FUND) BILL

Second Reading

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
[3.18 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The main purpose of this Bill is to appropriate
sums from the General Loan Fund to finance
items of capital expenditure. Details of
proposed expenditure are provided in the Gen-
eral Loan Fund Estimates of Expenditure.

The essential features of the capital works
programme were outlined in the Budget
speech, but before turning to the machinery
matters of the Bill, I would like to provide a
brief overview.

As I mentioned in the Budget speech, the
capital works programme is comprehensive. It
is specifically directed at providing a signifi-
cant stimulus to the private sector, with em-
phasis on areas which will have the greatest
impact on employment. It aims at striking an
appropriate balance between financial re-
sponsibility and the provision of essential fa-
cilities to meet the diverse and pressing needs
within OUr community.

In summary, a total works programme of
$1.2 billion is to be mounted-an increase of
$176.7 million on actual expenditure last year.
Of that amount $ 165 million is to be appropri-
ated from the General Loan Fund, comprising
the State's Loan Council borrowing of $93.1
million, the general purpose Commonwealth
capital grant of $51.6 million, loan repayments
of $17 million and a balance of $3.3 million
brought forward from the previous year.

Apart from the General Loan Fund, our total
capital works programme brings to account
funds from a number Of Sources, including
semi-government borrowings, Commonwealth
grants and advances, contributions from vari-
ous sources and internal and other funds of
departments and authorities.

As I have indicated earlier today, in shaping
the works programme we have been particu-
larly conscious of the debt servicing cost
involved and the impact that loan repayments
would have on taxpayers in future years.

It is for that reason that we have not
allocated our total semni-governimental
borrowing allocation for the year. The Govern-
ment has had to strike a balance between

accelerating investment to stimulate employ-
ment and deferring Projects which, although
desirable, are not essential at this time.

The programme we have designed is respon-
sible and one which the community can afford.
We have resisted the temptation to spend
extravagantly because the funds happen to be
available and it is an election year.

I do not wish to take up time now outlining
details of our capital works programme. Minis-
ters will be providing further information in
due course and, with your leave Mr Speaker, I
intend to table documents at the end of this
speech which provide more details of the
proposed expenditure of departments and
authorities.

I now turn to the main purpose of the Bill
which is to appropriate from the General Loan
Fund the sums required to carry out the works
and services detailed in the General Loan Fund
Estimates.

An amount of $165 023 000 is sought from
the General Loan Fund as pant of the total
financing arrangements required for the
Government's planned works programme.

The General Loan Fund Estimates of Expen-
diture contain the details of the full programme
and show the sources of funds employed.

The amount to be provided from the General
Loan Fund, which is subject to appropriation
in this Bill, is clearly identified in bold type.

The Supply Act 1985 has already granted
supply of $80 million and the Bill now under
consideration seeks further supply of
$85 023 000. The total of these two sums,
namely $165 023 000, is to be appropriated for
the purposes and services expressed in schedule
I of the Bill.

As well as authorising the provision of funds
for the present financial year, this measure also
seeks ratification of amounts spent during
1984-85 in excess of the estimates for that year.
Details of these excesses are provided in sched-
ule 2 of the Bill.

Mr Speaker, I commend the Bill to members
and in doing so request leave to table the Gen-
eral Loan Fund Estimates of Expenditure for
the year ending 30 June 1986, and a Sup-
plement to the Loan Estimates Speech.

(See papers Nos. 193 and 194.)

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Leader of the Opposition).
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SKELETON WEED AND RESISTANT
GRAIN INSECTS

(ERADICATION FUNDS) AMENDMENT
BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Evans
(Minister for Agriculture), and read a first time.

WATER CHARGES: YANCHEP-TWO
ROCKS

Petit ion: Speaker's Ruling

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harnan): Before I call
for Orders of the Day, I wish to advise mem-
bers that I have had the opportunity of reading
the petition presented by the member for
Moore earlier today and have ruled the petition
out of order.

The ground for that ruling is the language
used in the petition. I remind members that
under our Standing Orders, language in a pet-
ition is required to be respectful and decorous.
The words used in the petition refer to outland-
ish and outrageous water charges, and in view
of previous rulings and the Standing Orders, I
rule the petition out of order.

ACTS AMENDMENT (RESOLUTION OF
PARLIAMENTARY DISAGREEMENTS)

BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 9 October.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) (3.25 p.m.]: In
the third and I hope final instalment of my
contribution to the second reading debate, I
will try to continue to analyse the provisions of
the Bill, complete my analysis and make a few
relevant remarks.

I had reached the stage of dealing with the
subsequent provisions which allow that after
the Legislative Council had not agreed with the
Legislative Assembly, and a double dissolution
had been decided upon, following that double
dissolution the Legislative Council could again
refuse to pass the legislation-I remind mem-
bers that we are talking about non-money
Bills-or amend the Bill in a way with which
the Legislative Assembly did not agree. In this
case provision is made for a joint sitting of the
two Houses and an absolute majority of those
members entitled to take part in the joint sit-
ting resolves the question. That applies to legis-
lation which has not been agreed to by the
Legislative Council.

This procedure is somewhat similar to the
Commonwealth procedures but, of course, as
the Minister has said, in the Commonwealth
legislation a safeguard is provided against
stockpiling of Bills whereas in this legislation a
time limit is imposed within which this whole
procedure of double dissolution and joint sit-
ting has to be completed. The joint sitting of
the two Houses can also consider the amend-
ments requested by the Legislative Council but
not agreed to by the Legislative Assembly.
There is no two-way traffic in any of these
provisions; mention is made only of legislation
not agreed to by the Legislative Council.

I have one question which I would like the
Minister to consider and respond to, perhaps at
a later stage. The procedure of the joint sitting
changes the manner and form in some cases of
that which is prescribed to amend certain legis-
lation-in particular I am referring to the Con-
stitution. The proposed amendment to the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act, new sec-
tion 46B (5) (b), includes an additional pro-
vision which states that-

(5) If a Bill is passed under subsection
(4) (c) it shall be deemed for the purposes
of the Constitution Act 1889 and of any
other enactment-

(a) to have passed through the Legis-
lative Assembly and the Legislat-
ive Council;>'.

In other words, instead of the joint sitting pre-
viously specified it should be taken as if it
passed each House separately. It also states,
and this is the important part-

(b) in the case of the prescribed Bill,
to have been passed in the
prescribed manner by the Legis-
lative Assembly and the Legislat-
ive Council.

That seeks to remedy the problem which I
pointed out a moment ago that the passing of
the legislation through the joint sitting would
be in a different manner and form from that
prescribed originally under the Constitution,
particularly section 73 of the Constitution Act.

However, even if that is accepted in legal
interpretation as correct-provided of course
that this Bill becomes an Act-there are further
forms and manners involved, not only the ab-
solute majority of members of both Houses but
also the question of referendums. The Bill does
not cover that point. The answer could be that
the referendum will be held after the joint sit-
ting and as the joint sitting has discharged the
provisions of section 73 of the Constitution
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Act, the amendment-even if it is a
constitutional amendment or an amendment
involving the number of the members of either
of the Houses-would be correct. It is an im-
portant legal question which deserves consider-
ation.

There are further provisions in connection
with Legislative Council members and the dur-
ation of their term. Unlike in the Federal case,
in the event of a double dissolution the Bill
appears to deal somewhat more generously
with members of the Legislative Council. How-
ever, it does take away their fixed term because
although they are getting a similar term, give or
take a few months, they have been elected for a
fixed term, which they will only serve
provided they are re-elected, and they might
have to subject themselves again to another
election.

I would like the Minister to note and possibly
deal with another question I have on this point.
I cannot find any provision-whether or not
there has been a change, and if not, what will
be the provision-from the point of view of the
normal expiry of the term of members of the
Legislative Assembly. The Bill deals with the
expiry of the terms of legislative councillors in
a way in which the three or six year
term-whichever they will have and depending
on the time of the year that the double dissol-
ution is called-will be slightly shorter or
slightly longer than the one for which they were
originally elected. However, there is no men-
tion of the normal effluxion of time regarding
the Legislative Assembly. I suppose it would be
taken from the time of the double dissolution,
but I would like the Minister's comments on
this.

Another provision of the Bill which seem-
ingly has nothing to do with the problem of
deadlocks-or disagreements, as the Minister
calls them, or non-compliance, as I call it-is
the legal situation of the Presiding Officer.
Again, if this legislation were to be passed, it is
a sad provision because to my recollection the
aim of Presiding Officers of the day and their
utterances was always in the other direction. I
remember well Speaker Thompson and even
Speaker Hutchinson, and if my memory serves
me correctly, Speaker Tonks, emphasising the
desirability that the Speaker should have a situ-
ation almost as he does in Westminster, where
he becomes absolutely neutral from the time of
his election as Speaker. We have heard the
story often that in the immediate post-war days
when the then Speaker was opposed in his elec-

torate by an independent the leaders of the two
major parties, Mr Churchill and Mr Micee, both
went out and joined the campaign for the
Speaker's re-election. In this situation it is ar-
gued that for practical political purposes it
makes the Speaker absolutely dependent on the
Government instead of less political, which he
ought to be if he wants to discharge his job
properly. It does so because it gives the Presid-
ing Officer in each House not only the casting
vote which is exercised in certain circum-
stances, but also a normal deliberative vote.

There is no doubt that a difficulty could
arise. Some of us can remember that the diffi-
culty did arise during the time of the Tonkin
Government when there was a majority of one.
One does not have to be a great mathematician
to see that the solution is not to take away
whatever neutral role the Speaker has, but to
simply make the numbers in the Legislative
Assembly even instead of odd. That was the
situation not very long ago, when we had 50
members in this House, and not 51. In that
case, the situation of the Speaker having to
decide every time could not arise because there
would be a majority of members on the floor.
There might be a difficulty with constitutional
majorities, but the situation would not be
worse than it is with the odd number.

The solution to this important question is
simply that the number of Legislative As-
sembly members should be even, as it was until
the time of the 1968 election.

Another interesting provision, and one which
has possibly been taken out of the Federal
hooks, is the one which seeks to entrench the
present relation and relativity in numbers be-
tween the Legislative Assembly and the Legis-
lative Council. The Bill proposes that the num-
ber of Council members should not be more
than three-fifths of the number of members in
the Legislative Assembly. Presently the ratio is
34:57, and three-fifths of 57-if my mathemat-
ics are coffect-is 37. The proposal would al-
low an increase of three in the number of
Council members, provided that the number of
Legislative Assembly members is not
increased.

The fact that the Conference of Managers
remains is interesting and reaffirms the situ-
ation I mentioned previously, which was that it
is a one-way traffic situation as far as disagree-
ments go. The provision for the Conference of
Managers is not intended to be repealed, so in
actual fact in certain cases the Government can
fall back on the present procedure, particularly
if it thinks it is politically unwise to call for a
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double dissolution. That is the discretionary
right of the Government and therefore it is,
again, a very considerable weakening of the
present decision-making powers of the Legislat-
ive Council which is rightly often called the
House of Review, not only by members on this
side of the House but by the present Govern-
ment as well.

Other than these main provisions which I
have so far dealt with and which affect the
Constitution Act and the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act, there are consequential
amendments into which I will not go in detail.
They affect the Electoral Act, the Parliamen-
tary Superannuation Act, and the Salaries and
Allowances Act, and are matters flowing from
the main provisions which we have just dis-
cussed. The final provision is that if this Bill is
passed, it can be assented to and become a
Statute only if it is agreed to by a referendum.
In itself, that is fair enough.

Another interesting problem arises when we
look at the amendments in clause 10 relating to
section 46(2) of the Constitution Acts Amend-
ment Act.

That changes the wording from "the ordi-
nary annual services" to "ordinary annual ser-
vices". I will explain the significance of this in
a moment but I add here first that section 46
(2) of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act
reads as follows-

The Legislative Council may not amend
Loan Bills, or Bills imposing taxation, or
Bills appropriating revenue or moneys for
the ordinary annual services of the
Government.

That becomes "for ordinary annual services of
the Government." I cannot read it any other
way but that these combined provisions will
further reduce the ability of the Legislative
Council to amend any Bill; because it has been
pointed out, without contradiction, that the
omission of the word "the" means that the so-
called money Bills would include almost every
Bill appropriating moneys towards the ordi-
nary running of the Government-I do not
know what would be the extraordinary running
of the Government. This means that whenever
appropriation is required or involved, the
Legislative Council will not be able to amend
the Bills. That is a very serious provision and it
has not been mentioned or explained, let alone
highlighted, in the Minister's second reading
speech. This again is something for which we
would like an explanation.

Having analysed the most important pro-
visions of the Bill, I will now make additional
comments on the possible effects of this legis-
lation were it to be enacted.

The Minister has compared the supposed
suspensory power of the Legislative Council as
it will apply to money Bills, with the powers of
the House of Lords. If the Minister is to make
this comparison I suppose at the same time he
ought to explain whether he wishes to have an
appointed second Chamber. It should be quite
obvious to anyone that no comparison can be
made between the House of Lords as a second
Chamber and the Legislative Council as a sec-
ond Chamber, for the very simple reason that
the House of Lords comprises members
appointed by themselves or members having
inherited their appointment by law, whereas
the Legislative Council members are elected on
a general franchise basis. If we are to make a
comparison on the same relationship between
the two changes proposed to be considered, the
logical thing would be to expect the Minister to
say that he intended introducing legislation to
make the Legislative Council an appointed-
members Chamber.

The double dissolution provisions almost
represent a Damocles sword hanging over
members of the Legislative Council, because
their terms are presently fixed. These fixed
terms are not there by chance or coincidence.
Rather, they represent a proper check and bal-
ance against the powers of the Government.
There might be little check on the Government
in this Chamber, and of course the party which
commands the majority in this Chamber forms
the Government of the day. Therefore the Op-
position can only criticise the Government; it
cannot check the power of the Government,
which theoretically can do almost anything it
wants to do.

But we have a system which provides a
proper check and balance on the Government,
and that is the Legislative Council. No matter
who holds the majority in that Chamber it can
still* act as a check on the Government's
powers. However, that check and balance
would be very much reduced if individual
members of the Legislative Council could no
longer expect to serve a fixed term, but rather
were dependent on the whim of the Govern-
ment.

It is fair to say that a Government could
approach individual members in the Legislat-
ive Council and point out that it was the
Government's decision to bring about a double
dissolution, but that the decision might depend
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on the behaviour of those individual members.
One could expect that the Government might
approach those members who held the less safe
seats. Consequently the whole idea of taking
away the provision for a fixed term is simply
another step towards reinforcing the Govern-
ment's power and taking away the checks and
balances our system currently has.

The USA presidential system has a different
type of check in that it has a separation of the
Administration and the Legislature, which is
not the case in our system. The USA system
does not have voting on a fixed party line in the
Legislature, so the Legislature is perennially a
check on the Government-or as people there
call it, the Administration.

Why is it that judges cannot be transferred,
pensioned Off Or dismissed? It is because the
security of tenure in office gives them the integ-
rity and independence they ought to have.
That, too, was the intention of the bicameral
system. The House of Review is there as a
check and balance on the Government, but that
safeguard is being eroded.

The Hill contains no explanation of the fact
that the Government has the power to call an
early election at any time to suit itself. There is
no doubt that the Government at any time can
introduce legislation which any man in the
Legislative Council worth his salt would op-
pose. A Government could introduce legis-
lation designed deliberately to be rejected.
Even without the provisions in this Bill, such
occurrences have happened. The Government
has introduced legislation knowing full
well-in some cases hoping and trusting-that
the legislation would be thrown out in the other
Chamber. Now it will get the opportunity to do
this at any time it wants an early election.

Public opinion of a Government is obviously
appreciative or unappreciative from time to
time; a Government is popular or unpopular at
different times. Even in a three-year term
Governments find periods when they are popu-
lar or unpopular. The provision in the Bill will
give the Government a tool which will almost
perpetuate its power, because whenever it finds
itself on the crest of a wave of popularity, per-
haps achieved by some sort of budgetary pro-
posal or some other proposal which gives it a
short-term boost, it can call an election by the
means I have just outlined and then start afresh
on another three-year term.

Another comment inevitably follows on this
Bill and that is that the Bill is a repeat, and a
fairly desperate attempt, by the Minister to try

to have his electoral reform theme recognised
by the public. The fact remains that despite his
inordinate spending of taxpayers' funds-for
such things as creating a larger department, for
sending out personal letters for all sorts of pur-
poses, for car stickers and advertisements, for
holding Parliament Week, including the hire of
a large number of staff, holding seminars with
propaganda speakers and producing video
tapes-the Minister cannot arouse the slightest
bit of interest among the public as he zealously
pursues his dream of reform.

Mrs Buchanan: Nonsense!

Mr MENSAROS: I point out to the member
that the Minister appointed a Royal Com-
mission, and let us consider what the Royal
Commissioner, Professor Edwards, had to say.
I refer to paragraph 121 of his report which
says in part-

.. there has not been a great response
by the public in spite of the extensive ad-
vertising.

If the member for Pilbara considers my
statement to be nonsense, logically it can be
said that she considers the Royal Com-
missioner's comment to be nonsense. Western
Australians show not the remotest interest in
the Minister's so-called reform. These reforms
are really nothing more than changes leading us
towards a path of dictatorship. I do not want to
buy into the debate which took place this
morning, but that too showed the path along
which the Minister would take us. Those who
understand how Parliament works see through
the Minister's aims and that reinforces my
view.

I refer now to paragraph 126 of the Royal
Commissioner's report and read as follows-

Dr Campbell Sharman in his submission
stressed that "the ability to create and
maintain deadlocks is a critically import-
ant and desirable characteristic of our par-
liamentary process.

Without the threat of so called dead-
locks, the notion of an independent legis-
lature must be. forsaken". He referred to
the system in the United States where
"deadlocks are the normal state of affairs
within the legislature, and between the
legislature and the executive. These differ-
ences of opinion are not only taken for
granted but are relished as the measure of
vibrant, active and effective legislative
process".
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It continues-
Accordingly, it might be appropriate to

put the complaints about deadlocks in
proper perspective and to see them for
what they are-an attempt by the execu-
tive branch to suppress the independence
of the legislature.

That was not said by me as a politician, as the
member for Balcatta said. It was not even said
by a Liberal Party supporter or someone sent
by the party because we did not participate in
submissions to the Royal Commission-not
even secretly as the Minister put it, in his sec-
ond reading speech. I do not know where he got
this notion. He should have asked the Royal
Commissioner about this question rather than
putting it in his second reading speech. It ap-
pears to me that the Minister does not trust the
Royal Commissioner because he implies that
we secretly made submissions to him.

Mr Bertram: What is the number of that
paragraph?

Mr MENSAROS: It is 126. This quote is by a
gentleman who simply understands the
constitutional workings of both the
Westminster and the United States presidential
systems. He makes a quite fair comparison be-
tween the two. Hie comes to a conclusion which
was not canvassed previously by anyone in Par-
liament; but I accept it as being a very valid
and interesting view on how Parliament works,
how it should work, and how the Government
of the day, whatever Government it is, ought to
have these checks and balances in order to
govern in the best possible way in the interests
of the constituents and the community as a
whole.

To sum up, this legislation is the first step
towards a unicameral system, which calls for
the abolition of the Legislative Council.

Mr Tonkin interjected.
Mr MENSAROS: It takes away the only

check in Parliament against the Government's
spending spree. When we look at the unilateral
provisions regarding money Bills it means that
the Government can operate only within the
framework of the Loan Council, as free as it
wants.

Mr Tonkin: That is the Westminster system.
Mr MENSAROS: If it wishes to engage in

spending on a large scale, there is absolutely no
check. I am not suggesting that any Govern-
ment has gone on a spending spree, because
had it done so the Legislative Council would
have exercised its right. But the fact that the
Council did not exercise the right shows that
the Governments were responsible. The Minis-

ter himself said to me, by way of interjec-
tion-which was not picked up in Hansard,
oddly enough, but he said and he remembers
it-that it is not only a fact of the danger but
also the possibilities of a danger; he referred to
the playing of chess. This possibility of danger
is there, and if there is no check by refusing the
Budget or Supply, nothing curbs the Govern-
ment's-

Mr Tonkin: If they do that why should they
not have to face the people so the people can sit
in judgment upon their action?

Mr MENSAROS: This only check in our
system is proposed to be taken away. The Bill
degrades the decision-making of the Legislative
Council and reduces it to a less-than-poor ad-
visory board. The double dissolution and the
following joint sitting provisions do that. It
gives a tool to the Government to have elec-
tions whenever it is most popular, and it only
needs to introduce impossible Bills to get a
double dissolution by this means. It reduces,
instead of strengthening, the independence of
the Presiding Officers, trying to make even
them the tools of the Government entirely.

This Hill is an unheard-of attempt to take
Western Australia away from parliamentary
democracy. Therefore, I suggest that the Bill
ought to go where it belongs, and that is the
waste paper basket.

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [3.58 p.m.]:
This Bill is possibly the most important piece
of legislation that will come before the Parlia-
ment this session. It seeks to find a resolution
to a problem that has been in existence for
more than 100 years. We should look at how
our system has evolved and consider why we
have this problem, because Westminster, which
provided us with our parliamentary model,
does not have the problem. I would like to
explore the situation in Westminster and the
situation in the other Australian States to see
why they do not have the same problems from
which we have been suffering.

As most members are aware, if the House of
Commons passes a Hill twice and the House of
Lords twice rejects that Bill, then the Bill auto-
matically receives Royal assent.

Mr Clarko interjected.

Mrs HENDERSON: This Bill is about dead-
locks and disagreements between Houses of
Parliament. It is about the existence of dis-
agreements. It is not about how people become
elected.

Mr Clarko: That makes all the difference.
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Mrs HENDERSON: It does not make any
difference. If there is a disagreement the system
must provide a mechanism for resolving that
disagreement. The way the Houses are elected
makes no difference to the disagreement. At
Westminster the only limitation is there must
be a one-year period between when the Bill was
first given a second reading in the Commons
and when it passes the second time. After that
one-year period the Bill automatically becomes
law.

Mr Clarko: Your argument collapses-
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett): Or-

der! The Government listened almost in silence
to the member for Floreat. I ask the member to
afford the member for Gosnells the same cour-
tesy.

Mrs HENDERSON: So the maximum delay
an ordinary Bill can experience in the House of
Commons is one year. In the case of money
Bills the House of Lords can suspend a vote on
a money Bill for only a month, and it has no
power to amend or reject such a Bill.

When Western Australia was given self-
government in 1890 this State was modelled on
the bicameral Westminster system. At the time
our Constitution was established, however, the
Westminster system was only just beginning to
establish responsible government-and the
concept of a Government that is responsible to
a lower House was in the process of developing
in Westminster. Since then it has developed
considerably more and Westminster has
evolved its own system of dealing with dis-
agreements between the Houses. This came
about because of a constitutional crisis in
Britain in 19 10 when the upper House rejected
a Budget, and as a result of that the system I
have just described was brought into being.

Many people who are more knowledgeable
about the Constitution than I am have said that
had Western Australia been established a few
years later we would not have had this system
because we would have been given a Consti-
tution similar to that of Britain a little later
than when Western Australia gained indepen-
dence. Unfortunately, because we have a Con-
stitution which suited Britain in the 1890s, we
are now straight-jacketed in that Constitution
and have not moved forward while Britain has.

I would like to look at the other Australian
States and point out that we are almost alone as
a State that has been constricted by its Consti-
tution and has not moved forward to develop
mechanisms for resolving deadlocks.
Queensland, the Northern Territory, and the

Australian Capital Territory do not have upper
Houses, as is the case in New Zealand; so they
do not have this problem.

As most members know, if the House of Rep-
resentatives in the Federal Parliament passes a
Bill twice which is rejected twice by the Senate
there may be a double dissolution of both
Houses and the Bill is then presented to a joint
sitting. The Bill needs an absolute majority at
the joint sitting before it automatically receives
Royal assent. I am sure everyone here is fam-
iliar with occasions when that has occurred,
and it is a clear and well-defined mechanism
for resolving deadlocks between the Senate and
the House of Representatives.

In New South Wales the Constitution con-
tains sections which deal with deadlocks. If
money Bills are rejected by the upper House it
can hold them in abeyance for only one month.

Mr Mensaros: Not money Bills; Bills for the
annual, ordinary services of Government.

Mrs HENDERSON: Bills for the annual, or-
dinary services of Government-money Bills.
There is also a mechanism for resolving dead-
locks over other Bills. If the Assembly passes
any Bill which is not for the annual, ordinary
services of Government and the Council rejects
it twice there can be a Conference of Managers.
If there is no agreement after that conference a
joint sitting is held and if that does not resolve
the question the Bill goes to a referendum. That
is another clear example in another State of a
means of resolving deadlocks between the As-
sembly and the Council.

In Victoria if the Assembly passes a Bill and
the Council rejects it the Assembly can label
the Bill as a "Bill of special importance". If the
Assembly passes it again and the Council again
rejects it the Governor can dissolve the As-
sembly and half the Council. This is another
way of resolving a deadlock.

In South Australia if the Assembly passes a
Bill and the Council rejects it or amends it in a
way that is unacceptable to the Assembly a gen-
eral election must be held for the Assembly. If
the Assembly again passes the Bill and the
Council again rejects it or amends it the
Governor can dissolve both Houses or,
interestingly, he can issue writs for the election
of two additional members for every upper
House district.

Tasmania is the only State other than West-
ern Australia which does not as yet have a
mechanism for resolving deadlocks. However,
in 1982 a Royal Commission was held into the
question of deadlocks-as we have had
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here-and it recommended that if the As-
sembly passed a Bill twice and the Council
rejected it twice the Bill could be described as a
"prescribed Bill". If that label was attached to
it the Bill could go to a referendum, or
alternatively the Legislative Assembly could be
dissolved. If after the referendum or the dissol-
ution the Assembly again passed the Bill and
the Council again rejected it the Bill would
automatically be given Royal assent. That was
the suggestion of the Royal Commission in
Tasmania. This shows quite clearly that all the
other States bar Tasmania have clear, un-
equivocal methods for resolving deadlocks be-
tween the two Houses.

Western Australia has a very sad and sorry
history of attempts to resolve deadlocks be-
tween the Houses. Almost like a corrupt ruler
intoxicated with his own power, the Legislative
Council has loftily knocked back repeated at-
tempts by various Governments to provide a
fair system of resolving deadlocks. Like an os-
trich with its head in the sand the Legislative
Council goes on pretending there are no prob-
lems.

How did the Western Australian Parliament
end up with a system which makes it less able
to resolve deadlocks between the Houses than
the Westminster system that created it? The
kind of power currently enjoyed and jealously
guarded by the Legislative Council in this State
would never be tolerated in Britain, nor in
most other democratic countries.

This Bill is not the first attempt to find a fair
and reasonable way of resolving disagreements
between the upper and lower Houses. Indeed,
as far back as 1880, Governor Broome sent a
despatch to the Secretary of State
recommending that if the Assembly passed a
Bill by a two-thirds majority it should auto-
matically go to the Governor for Royal assent
even if the Council refused to pass it. There
have been eight attempts since 1880 to provide
methods of resolving deadlocks between the
Council and the Assembly. Premier Walter
James in 1902 introduced a Bill to resolve
deadlocks which was defeated in the upper
House. His Bill was to provide a system along
the lines of the Commonwealth system I have
just describd-a set of clear steps which
would allow deadlocks to be resolved.

In 1903 Premier James introduced another
Bill in an attempt to resolve deadlocks between
the Houses. The Bill allowed for the dissolution
of the Assembly to resolve disputes. The Coun-
cil again rejected the Bill. In 1913 Premier
John Scaddan introduced a Bill to provide for

referendums where a Bill was passed by the
lower House and rejected by the upper House.
The Council knocked it back.

In 1937 an Independent member of Parlia-
ment, Mr Hughes, proposed joint sittings for
deadlocked Bills. He proposed to limit the
power of the upper House over money Bills to a
suspensory veto similar to the powers of the
House of Lords. This Bill dropped to the bot-
tom of the Notice Paper and lapsed.

Premier Frank Wise in 1944 brought in
another Bill to try to resolve the same problem.
This Bill followed the lines of the 1937 Bill and
was defeated in the Legislative Council. In
1945 another attempt was made along the same
lines as the 1937 Bill to allow for joint sittings
to resolve disagreements. It was knocked back
again by the upper House. In 1946, Sir Hal
Colebatch, a conservative member of Parlia-
ment, introduced a Bill in the Council similar
to the Bills of 1937 and 1945 except that it
provided for an Assembly election between the
second and third times that the Bill was passed
by the Assembly.

That was a very interesting Bill because it
required that, for a Bill to be considered in this
way, it not only had to be passed by an absolute
majority of the lower House, but also that ab-
solute majority had to represent More than 50
per cent of the electors of the State. In other
words, the members who constituted the absol-
ute majority had to have in their electorates
more than half the voters of the State. It was a
very interesting way for a conservative person
of that time to concede to our argument that a
Bill could not be considered to have an absol-
ute majority because of the lack of one-vote-
one-value, so he insisted that those members
should represent half the voters of the State.
However, that Bill was again defeated, despite
the fact that it was introduced by a conserva-
tive.

In 1983 the Labor Government introduced a
Bill to resolve deadlocks and that Bill did not
receive a second reading in the upper House.
Not one single, constructive piece of debate
was made by the Opposition and no suggestion
was made regarding the Bill in the upper
House. The debate was stifled. So afraid was
the Opposition of the legislation that it could
not even offer constructive suggestions as to
how the problems of deadlocks could be
resolved.

After this long history of attempts to find
solutions to deadlocks, and all attempts
foundering on the solid rock of the upper
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House, it is truly amazing that anyone could
suggest, as apparently the Leader of the Oppo-
sition did to the Royal Commission, that there
already exists the means of resolving deadlocks
in Western Australia and that there was no
need for another method.

I would suggest that, if the Standing Order
which provides for a Conference of Managers
were effective, we would not have a history of
100 years of the Bill going from this House to
the upper House seeking to find a means of
resolving deadlocks between the two Houses.

In his letter to the Royal Commission the
Leader of the Opposition suggested that a
Royal Commission should exercise pro-
fessional judgment in seeking to put before the
Parliament manners and methods whereby the
existing law might conceivably be improved.
He went on to say that this would entail the
Royal Commission studying the methods of
overcoming deadlocks and disagreements used
in other States and countries where a bicameral
system operated. In fact, this is precisely what
the Royal Commission did. It looked very care-
fully at all the other Australian States, and
examined the situation in Britain. I was
interested to note that today the member for
Floreat quoted from the Royal Commission
even though he used a very selective method of
quoting. He chose a paragraph which came
under the category of "No Case". Of course, he
would choose the comments of a person who is
opposed to resolving deadlocks if he referred to
the report under the heading "No Case". He
did not choose to read any of the paragraphs
from the "Yes Case", but I will read a para-
graph from that section in order to balance the
comment from the "No Case". It reads as fol-
lows-

Western Australia has no statutory pro-
visions for the resolution of deadlocks;
"the legislative Council has not been act-
ing as a house of review but merely as an
extension of the party political basis of the
assembly";8 8 consequently when Labor has
been in Government, bills which comprise
-major planks"8 9 in its policy have been
rejected by an Opposition controlled
Council; the malapportionment of the elec-
torates "has highlighted the need for dead-
lock resolving mechanisms";90 and "the
principle is particularly important when it
comes to money bills."9 ' - "a hostile legis-
lative council can, in relation to money
bills, in this State bring the State to its
knees by simply refusing to pass money
bills. .. 92.

I was quoting from clause 1 33 of the report.
More important than quoting from the "No
Case" or the "Yes Case" would be to quote the
words of the Royal Commissioner; in para-
graph 205, he states in the summary as fol-
lows-

My answer to the first question is "Yes".
The question was, "Do we need a mechanism
to resolve deadlocks? His answer to the second
question regarding how deadlocks could be
resolved was as fol lows-

1. With regard to supply bills-a suspen-
sory veto along the lines of section 5A
of the Constitution Act of New South
Wales should be prescribed.

This is in the Bill before us today.
The answer continues-

2. With regard to other bills (including
constitutional amendments) a method
based on section 57 of the Cornmon-
wealth Constitution should be
prescribed.

Those are the words of the independent com-
missioner. It was his summary and view after
giving due consideration to problems of dis-
agreements between the two Houses.

However, I was pleased to see the member
for Floreat reading from the Royal Com-
mission into Parliamentary Deadlocks because,
until then, I thought the Opposition was going
to continue its fairly churlish attitude towards
this Royal Commission by refusing to partici-
pate.

It is interesting to note that the Royal Com-
mission studied all the relevant literature and it
prepared and circulated detailed background
papers that explored the history of parliamen-
tary agreements in Western Australia and the
success of Conferences of Managers.

The Royal Commission received 33 written
submissions, took oral evidence from 21, per-
sons, and put out a thick and comprehensive
report, contained in several volumes. Is the Op-
position now going to ignore this independent
and learned study of the need for some kind of
mechanism to resolve deadlocks between the
two Houses of Parliament? Is it to continue to
bury its head in the sand and pretend that,
despite all the evidence brought forward by the
Royal Commission, there is no need for any
mechanism in Western Australia to resolve
deadlocks between the Houses?

I would suggest that if the Opposition de-
cides to take that tack, it is exposed for what it
is about; that is, a blatantly obvious attempt to
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retain the artificial power of the upper House
which is in excess of that enjoyed by any other
upper House in this country.

I support the Bill.
MR BERTRAM (Balcatta) [4.18 p.m.J: I

congratulate the member for Gosnells for her
contribution to this debate. I perceived that the
member for Ploreat did not really have his
heart in the Bill, and I will come back to that in
a moment.

We are indebted to the member for Gosnells
for the research she has undertaken and for the
manner in which she has efficiently and pro-
fessionally informed the House of the position
in the various States of Australia, and for
touching on the matter of the resolution of
deadlocks.

It is humiliating to members of Parliament
and to thinking Western Australians that we
should continue in the year 1985 with the situ-
ation which exists in this State. Recently I
spoke to a United States' citizen about our
Legislative Council. He explained to me that
the situation in the United States was that all
State Parliaments operated under a bicameral
system except for one, and then he laughed. I
asked him why he was laughing and he said,
"Of course, we have bicameral Houses, but
none of them is like your Council. All of them
are geared in a manner which enables the
opposing political parties, from time to time, to
have a majority in the upper House."

By virtue of our Constitution we are the
laughing stock of thinking people, not only in
Australia but also worldwide. Surely that is
nothing to be proud about.

The Australian Constitution is both
antiquated and dilapidated. It is a nineteenth
century document prepared by members of the
establishment-conservatives-and we have
continued with the status quo which is an ad-
vantage to the establishment- That is a
thoroughly unsatisfactory position.

We heard recently the Leader of the Oppo-
sition condemning members of the High Court
for their judgments-complaining, as I recall,
that they tended to favour centralisation and
the Commonwealth Government all of the
time. I wonder why he, as a lawyer, does not
put himself in the position of the members of
the High Court, who are trying to interpret the
Commonwealth Constitution, which is
thoroughly out of date. Members of the High
Court must deal with the fact that conservative
politicians around Australia have gone out of

their way since federation to see that refer-
endums to bring the Commonwealth Consti-
tution up to date shall not be carried. This has
put the High Court judges into a position in
which they are, in a sense, the electors of
Australia. They are not interpreting the Consti-
tution but are amending it.

We have witnessed conservatives going to
extraordinary lengths in order to ensure that
the Commonwealth Constitution shall not be
amended. We on this side of the Chamber well
remember a situation in 1975 when a previous
Premier, in collusion and a conspiracy with
other conservative Premiers around Australia,
took the whole of the country out on strike.
That Premier attempted to take the whole of
the Western Australian State delegation out of
the Constitutional Convention which was then
meeting in Melbourne. That strike-the
greatest one that was ever called in Western
Austral ia-al most took Western Australia, and
the rest of the Australian States, out of that
convention. That was its endeavour. It was
ultimately defeated, but Premiers of similar
persuasions followed suit and one suspects that
the Premier of Queensland, Sir Joh Bjelke-
Petersen was not only on the same bandwagon,
but also may have initiated the move. I might
add that perhaps Mr Norman Gallagher was
inspired by that strike, which was the largest
one ever called in this State. I should not im-
agine that anybody would approve of the with-
drawal of our services-which is what a strike
is-and that occurred when the Constitutional
Convention meeting was held in Melbourne-

Mr Thompson: Were you a delegate?

Mr BERTRAM: Indeed, and while we met in
a bona fide meeting of the Constitutional Con-
vention, the conservatives met just around the
corner to organise their strike on the Whitlam
Government.

Mr Thompson: You know that, do you?

Mr BERTRAM: The member for
Kalamunda can put his money on it. There
really has not been an attempt so far in this
debate by the Opposition to seriously debate
the Bill, yet the member for Floreat spoke for a
very long time and pointed out, in a nitpicking
fashion, all sorts of things which he contended
were wrong with the Bill. It was not a genuine
effort. Indeed, if members look at the Notice
Paper, they will see that not one amendment to
the Bill has been foreshadowed by the other
side, or by anyone else for that matter. When
one has a Bill of this sort which is to amend the
Constitution of this State, one gets a situation
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such as was referred to today in a debate on
another matter. As members know, sometimes
debates will go on for a matter of just a few
moments and at other times they will go on for
hours. On this occasion the member for Floreat
elected to take the protracted line, pretending
to oppose the Bill genuinely, but in effect just
putting on a sham. Of all the things that he had
to say about the *Bill-suggesting where it
should be corrected, and variations-not one
proposed amendment was received from him
or from anybody else. No amendments have
been foreshadowed with a view to enabling the
Bill to go from this House to the other place in
its best form.

[Quorum formed.I
Mr BERTRAM: On other occasions, instead

of carrying on with a protracted debate-albeit
a sham-the debate has been curtailed very
quickly. There may be members here who re-
member the type of situation to which I refer. I
refer to the fact that after having a few words
here, the Opposition would let the Bill go
through, either expressly or by implication: tell-
ing the House, "Well, we don't have to worry
about it. The other place will block the Bill."

Point of Order
Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Deputy Speaker, you

indicated that a quorum was present in the
House. I ask that you again check on the num-
ber of members present; you in fact assumed
there was a quorum present.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I advise the mem-
ber to read his Standing Orders and he will find
that he is not entitled to raise that point of
order at this time.

Mr BLAJKIE: Did you count them correctly?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BLAIKIE: [ asked only whether you had

counted them correctly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: At this time I will

ignore that because I am quite sure that a per-
son in the member for Vasse's position would
not be reflecting on the Chair.

Debate Resumed
Mr BERTRAM: This Bill is to do with the

present unsatisfactory, if not scandalous, re-
lationship which exists between the Legislative
Assembly and the so-called other place, the
Legislative Council, or upper House. Any at-
tempt to understand and properly regulate the
relationship between those two Houses without
having regard to the significance, the efficiency
or inefficiency and the cost of each of the

Houses would be absurd. I do not propose to
speak for more than a moment on the position
of the Legislative Assembly.

The Legislative Assembly is the people's
House. That is what it was intended to be
under the Constitution, that is what it has been
and that is what it is. Governments are formed
in the Legislative Assembly. It is a requirement
of the Constitution that at least one Minister
shall be a member of the Legislative Council.
Premiers are members of the Legislative As-
sembly, not members of the Legislative Coun-
cil.

Let us turn now to the Legislative Council.
While elections for the Legislative Assembly
still leave a lot to be desired in that conserva-
tive-in this State Liberal[-Govern ments still
fiddle with the electoral books, working gerry-
manders and malapportionments, producing
crooked lines, at least Legislative Assembly
elections are very different from those of the
Legislative Council.

In the Legislative Assembly both the Labor
Party and the Liberal Party-or any other
party for that matter-from time to time are
able to gain a majority. That is not the position,
of course, in the Legislative Council. In the
Legislative Council conservatives have had the
majority since 1890. It is painful to have to
repeat this. In the Legislative Council we have
a unitary system-the Soviet system. That is
the effect of it. There is no choice of party
majority in the Legislative Council.

it is worth remembering, that where bona
fide elections end, slavery begins.

The result of all this is that when the Labor
Party is in Government in this State it has
always only been in office. There are occasion-
ally those who talk about the Labor Party in
this State being in power. That is a nonsense. It
cannot be in power under the present law. It is
important to keep that point in mind.

One must remember that any Government
should really have the ability to make whatever
laws it wants to make. Being in Government
implies the power to make -laws. In Western
Australia that implication is not the reality.
When the conservatives are in power, theso-
called Liberal Party, having a majority in the
lower House-they have always had it in the
upper House-have absolute power. It is be-
cause of the existence of that absolute power
that one sees an excess exercise of power. This
is a dangerous position. Men appear to be very
powerful in that context.
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It seems to me that these people display a
measure of cowardice because they show
strength only because they know they are in an
unchallengeable position. They would not dare
to pull some of the tricks they do and perform
those excesses of conduct if there were a brake
upon them;, if in fact the Parliament was an
accountable one.

In recent times we have heard a lot about
accountability in relation to Exim and things of
that sort. There is no apparent desire on the
part of the Opposition to have accountability
in the Constitution itself. There is concern for
accountability where dollars are concerned, but
there is no concern for accountability where
fundamental democracy is what we are con-
cerned about.

The present Western Australian Consti-
tution, as it is at the moment, is completely
unfair to roughly half of the population of
Western Australia. While it is true we will
never be able to create law which is acceptable
to everybody, when one reaches a position, par-
ticularly in regard to the Constitution of the
State, where this is not acceptable to something
like half the people of the State, quite clearly
the situation calls for urgent reform.

The member for Floreat seems to take grave
exception to the Government's timing of an
election to a suitable environment; a time when
it thinks it will win. I do not know what he is
aiming at there. His party has endlessly done
that sont of thing. We have never heard him
complain about it before.

Mr Mensaros: Are you talking about Western
Australia?

Mr BERTRAM: Since half of the debating
time taken up by the Opposition seems to con-
cern itself with something going on on the other
side of Australia, or in the Northern Territory,
or somewhere like that, I am sure members will
not mind if occasionally I follow the Oppo-
sition's precedent. It is very important, in the
context of what I have said and the undemo-
cratic nature of the position here, more particu-
larly the Legislative Council, to remind our-
selves that the actual running costs of western
Australia's Legislative Council amount to
something like $436 000 every year. That is to
say one Parliament will cost in excess of $ I
million.

There are only 34 members of that upper
House, but none of them is accountable. Year
in and year out they are absorbing public funds
to the tune of $436 000 each year, well in ex-
cess of $1 million each Parliament, and they

are not accountable for what they do. I do not
know of any other organisation which would
tolerate that sort of thing.

In the light of what I have just said it is
hardly surprising that many people are of the
opinion that the Legislative Council should be
dispensed with.

Some people say that the Legislative Council
is a QANGO, a quasi-autonomous non-govern-
mental organisation. Certainly the word
"quasi" seems to have its place, meaning fic-
tional or unreal. lt is certainly fictional, if we
are considering whether it is a democratic
body.

It is certainly unreal in the way it is able to,
conduct itself and get away with it. It is cer-
tainly non-governmental when a Labor
Government happens to be in office.

In any event, there are those who say it is a
QANGO, and by a QANGO they mean it
ought to be got rid of.

The member for Floreat himself said that the
Upper House is a paper tiger. That is not very
complimentary. A paper tiger is a useless thing;
and since when have we as taxpayers been able
to afford $436 000 each year in order to prop
up a useless organisation, a paper tiger-a
QANGO, if that is what it is? There is much
argument as to what is a QANGO and there-
fore at least some people would be justified in
saying that the Legislative Council is a
QANGO.

I would like to dispose also of the argument
that the Upper House is a House of Review.
One should bear in mind-and the member for
Floreat made mention of this-that from time
to time Bills are actually initiated in the Legis-
lative Council. One wonders how it can be a
House of Review in that situation. It is a false
position to pretend, but it is still referred to
and put to the people as being a Mouse of Re-
view; that is to say, a House which has no party
political alignment but which deals with Bills
objectively. That is completely false. We atl
know that with but odd exceptions, the out-
come of every Bill is known to members of this
Parliament even before the Bills are introduced
into the Parliament. That is because all the
members of Parliament-not only those in the
lower House but those in the Legislative Coun-
cil as well-are members of political parties, all
of whom operate as a team and in unison. In
those circumstances one wonders how an
objective review can take place. The only sense
in which the word "review" can be justified is
on the basis that legislation is dealt with in the
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Legislative Assembly where we "view" it, and
when it is dealt with in the upper House, they
'Ire-view" it. That is the extent of it.

Another sad aspect of the other place is the
continuing endeavour by members in recent
times to justify themselves and implement
Parkinson's law by setting up committee
systems and things of that sort to justify to the
poor old taxpayers who are paying $436 000
each year that the members of the Legislative
Council have some reason for being there.

As the member for Gosnells has already
pointed out, there have been many attempts
over the last 80-odd years to do something
about amending the Constitution in respect of
the resolution of deadlocks. The member for
Floreat derived great pleasure and satisfaction
from saying that the people of Western
Australia are not very interested in this. He
could say the same thing about all sorts of Bills
that come before the House, and all sorts of
matters that the Opposition has brought before
this Parliament over the last few months. The
people are simply not interested, but that has
not deterred the Opposition from bringing
those matters to the Parliament.

The fact is that conservatives-leaders in
this Parliament and others who were very com-
petent, professional politicians-have over 80
or 90 years made attempts in this Parliament to
do something about resolving deadlocks, to
make the Parliament a fair Parliament, to
make it work more satisfactorily, and to re-
quire members in the upper H-ouse to be ac-
countable. This is not a new idea-nothing like
it. For many years the need has been seen, and
the conservatives are taking the same attitude
on this matter now as they have taken on so
many other things; that is, that a bird in the
hand is worth two in the bush. They make no
other concession and on this issue, as on other
issues, the conservatives here-as in other
parts of the world-dig their toes in. They
often resist for far too long, and all sorts of very
serious and adverse consequences flow from
their pig-headedness and their unpreparedness
to do the right thing and allow change to occur.

Finally, if it is good enough to invoke sec-
tion 73 of the Constitution Act in respect of
one person-that is to say, the Governor-my
submission is that by far greater force it isjusti-
fiable to invoke that same section in order to
ascertain the will of the voters of Western
Australia on an issue vitally concerning each
and every Western Australian;, namely, whether
the appropriate, modem, fair mechanism now
proposed in this Bill and as recommended by

an independent Royal Commissioner should be
put in place to resolve deadlocks and disagree-
ments between the two Houses.

This is a Bill which should be supported. It is
a Bill along these or similar lines which one of
these days will inevitably become law in this
State. The current state of affairs is thoroughly
unacceptable and it is only a matter of when
the law will be changed. Of course, this
Government urges that this is the opportunity
to change it now. At the same time, 1, for one,
happen to be very well aware of the fact that
the Bill simply will not get any further than this
Chamber because the conservative members of
the upper House, with a vested interest in canv-
ing up a large portion of $436 000 a year be-
tween them one way or another, are more con-
cerned about their welfare than the welfare of
this Constitution, this Parliament, and this
State.

1 support the Bill.
MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) [4.47 p.m.]:

The defeat by the Opposition-dominated Legis-
lative Council of the Fair Representation in the
Legislative Council Bill, while it was a sorry
day for democracy in this State, was certainly
not the end of the Government's attempts to
bring about a better system. We on this side of
the House will not be deterred. We will con-
tinue to strive for a fair and democratic parlia-
mentary and electoral system for Western
Australia.

The parliamentary system is often referred to
as an example of democracy at work. But when
important legislation can be rejected for no
other reason than party political bias, true
democracy flies out the window and the belief
in and regard for the system is diminished.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs BUCHANAN: Such is the ease in West-

ern Australia.
Mr Old interjected.
Mr Clarko interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Order! I

have called for order on several occasions and
the member for Katanning-Roe and the mem-
ber for Karrinyup, in my opinion, completely
ignored me. I suggest they do not do it again.

Mrs BUCHANAN: Such is the case in West-
ern Australia, where the representatives of a
minority of electors-39.l per cent-can block
the wishes of those who represent a ma-
jority-44.6 per cent-of electors. The elected
Government which at the last election won a
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mandate to implement its policies can be
hindered by the whims of those who dominate
the Legislative Council. Given this scenario, it
simply cannot be said that Western Australians
have a democratic parliamentary system.

In respect to resolving agreements between
the Houses, we lag sadly behind all other States
except Tasmania. Tasmania and Western
Australia are the only States which do not have
the constitutional means to resolve deadlocks.

We also lag far behind the Australian Consti-
tution and also the British Westminster
system on which we supposedly mode! our own
Parliaments. The Westminster system, as my
colleague, the member for Gosnells, has already
outlined, had in fact adopted mechanisms to
resolve disagreements as far back as 1911 and
again in 1949. Here in Western Australia we
cling to our 19th century Constitution. The
1890 founders of Western Australia's parlia-
mentary system obviously never intended to
create such an iniquitous situation. The way in
which the Constitution is written may have
even been appropriate to those times, but it is
certainly not adequate in this day and age
where we have two main political parties, at
loggerheads most of the time, and a system
which allows for malapportionment of enrol-
ments- Those two factors create a serious in-
equity in the system which leaves something of
an ugly blot on the State's copybook. The situ-
ation cannot be dealt with by the so-called Con-
ference of Managers which in fact applies only
to the amendment of Bills, and therefore the
system is totally inadequate when there is a
deadlock.

As party politics has become a more domi-
nant feature of the system, so it has become
necessary to advise an appropriate mechanism
to deal with disputes between the two Houses
so that Governments of all colours can govern
in their own way instead of having the situation
where only Liberal Governments may do so-

Mr Blaikie: Is that your speech or have you
had it prepared?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I have prepared it.
Mr Blaikie: On a point of order-

Mrs BUCHANAN: I have prepared copious
notes so I can speak-

Mr Blaikie: You cannot come into this
House and read somebody else's speech.

Mr Tonkin: It is not somebody else's speech.
She prepared it herself.

Mr Blaikie: That is not what the member
said.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs BUCHANAN: I would like to ask the
member for Vasse whether he intends to speak
on the Bill.

Mr Tonkin: The member for Pilbara pre-
pared the notes herself.

Mr Blaikie: I certainly will not have my
speech prepared by somebody else.

Mrs BUCHANAN: The Opposition's refusal
to recognise the need for a system of resolving
deadlocks and the quality of the comments of
members opposite exposes their insincerity.
This is a most important Bill and they are
simply making a mockery of it.

Mr Blaikie: She is reading her speech.

Mrs BUCHANAN: I am referring to my
notes. As long as the person in the Chair is
prepared to accept this practice I will continue
with it.

Opposition members have claimed that the
Government wants electoral reform to gain
some advantage, but what they carefully omit-
ted to say of course is that they do not want any
change to the system because they have such a
handsome advantage under the present one.

The Opposition clings steadfastly to the
existing position because it does not matter if
the Labor Party is in Government; the Liberal
Party is still in a most powerful position. It can
block Government legislation. It can even force
the Government out of office if it so chooses.
Conservative members, in my opinion, are
abusing the system in the extreme when they
prevent Bills from passing through the upper
House. In a democratic system the wishes of
the electors are met. When Western Australian
electors voted the Burke Government into
office they expected Labor to fully govern the
State and not to be thwarted by the very people
they so soundly rejected at the 1983 election.

The claims by members opposite that the
Legislative Council is a House of Review ring
very hollowly when one takes into account the
other activities in relation to legislation which
in recent times has been rejected by the Liberal
Party.

The Aboriginal land rights issue would have
to be the most classic example of that situation.
The Opposition had doggedly refused to con-
sider any security of land tenure for Aboriginal
people. They chose to ignore the work of the
Seaman inquiry and the fact that the Govern-
ment consulted widely with many interested
groups and obtained a consensus on the matter.
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How can the Opposition say that the Council
is a House of Review when the Leader of' the
Opposition told us long before that Bill was
ever debated that the Liberal Party was not
going to have any form of land rights legislation
for Aboriginal people? Long before the Bill was
introduced into either House the Liberal Party
mounted its poisonous anti-land ights cam-
paign. Before its members even knew the con-
tent of the Bill they were out in the community
stirring up fear and racial bias by means of a
massive advertising campaign and those
shameful so-called land rights seminars and
those misleading advertisements on television
that we all got thoroughly sick and tired of
hearing.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs BUCHANAN: I will ignore the interjec-

tions. Following all those shameful activities
that the Liberal Party indulged in, we now hear
that one of the chief organisers of that cam-
paign has been endorsed by the Liberal Party
for the seat of Murchison-Eyre, so his motives
in leading the anti-Aboriginal lobby are quite
obvious. It chills my blood when I see the
lengths to which members of the Oppositiobn
will go to win votes and try to get their back-
sides back on the ministerial benches.

Mr Blaikie: I am sure the Premier will not be
getting any votes in Margaret River today.

Mrs BUCHANAN: The member for Vasse
and his pet subject Margaret River! Some
members opposite have accused the Minister in
charge of this Bill of eroding the institution of
Parliament, yet they continue to denigrate the
whole parliamentary system by upholding the
present crooked situation and by their deliber-
ate abuse of their unusual power. As long as
members opposite intend to continue to defend
a totally undemocratic situation they are in no
position to make any criticisms.

This Bill represents a significant change in
course by the Government in that it does not
follow State party policy but has been drafted
along the lines of the Federal Government
system, and it also follows very closely the
recommendations of the Royal Commission of
last year to inquire into the need for a system of
resolving disagreements between the Council
and the Assembly and how this could be done.

Although Professor Edwards' recommend-
ations are quite different from our 1983 Parlia-
ments Bill, his proposals are certainly an im-
provement on the present situation. It simply
cannot be said of Professor Edwards that his

recommendations were intended to be a fore-
runner to complete abolition of the Legislative
Council.

Mr Blaikie: When you speak on the perks
tax, that will almost be your final speech, won't
it?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I refuse to answer inter-
jections that have nothing to do with this Bill,

An important part of this Bill, as I see it, is
that it will ensure that all Western Australians
have the opportunity to express their approval
or otherwise in a referendum; that is, if this Bill
is passed. That is a particularly appropriate ac-
tion and one which will be well-received in the
electorate. It provides the opportunity for elec-
tors to voice their opinions rather than simply
going to the polling place and placing numbers
in squares for the candidate or candidates of
their choice. If this Bill is adopted they will
have a say in how the parliamentary system
should function.

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

Debate thus adjourned.
[Questions taken.j

Sitting suspended from 5.45 to 7.15 p.m.

BILLS (2): MESSAGES
Appropriations

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

I. Appropriation (General Loan Fund)
Bill.

2. Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue
Fund) Bill.

FIRE BRIGADES AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

ACTS AMENDMENT (RESOLUTION OF
PARLIAMENTARY DISAGREEMENTS)

BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) [7.19 p.m.]: I
will take only a few moments to complete my
remarks on this Bill. Before the tea suspension
I was speaking about the proposal to conduct a
referendum should the Bill be passed. The ref-
erendum would ensure that the reforms
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proposed to be made had the approval of the
general community and that is a very import-
ant part of those reforms.

The member for Floreat claimed that it is
ALP policy to have a unicameral system. I
would like to set the record straight. That is not
in our policy platform, and the member should
improve his knowledge of such matters before
he puts inaccurate statements on the record,
just as he needs to improve his thinking on the
role of women in society, in relation to which
he is also sadly behind the times.

The Opposition is also wrong when it says
the public are not interested in electoral
reform, While that may have seemed to be the
case in the past when people were not really
aware of what was going on it is not true today
when more people are beginning to realise
something is drastically wrong, and they feel
most concerned about the unfairness of the
situation. In the north of the State, for instance,
people are very much aware of the "greatest
gerrymander in the Western world", as it was
once described by a former Liberal member for
North Province. That was perpetrated during
the Opposition's term of office, and will con-
tinue to cause shame and embarrassment to the
Opposition for many years to come, because
the people of the north will not let it be easily
forgotten.

The Opposition has a dreadful fear of elec-
toral reform. It is almost afraid of Parliament
Week activities which encourage people to
study the parliamentary and electoral systems
because people will become more aware and
informed of the present unfair situation and
the Opposition's dishonesty in upholding that
system.

In conclusion, I take the opportunity to con-
gratulate the Minister for Parliamentary and
Electoral Reform on his efforts to achieve these
reforms. He certainly has the patience of a
saint. A lesser person would have given up long
ago.

I support the Bill.

MR GORDON HILL (Helena) [7.22 p.m.J:
Initially, I congratulate the members of the
Government who have spoken before me on
this issue. I believe their contributions have
been considered and worthwhile, something
which we have not heard from members of the
Opposition. I will refer to the contribution by
the Opposition spokesman on these matters at
a later stage.

This legislation provides for an important
alteration to the Western Australian Consti-
tution. The alteration will provide for a
resolution of deadlocks between the two
Houses of Parliament. The proposal will have
our Parliament crawl into the twentieth cen-
tury; no more than that, It is not a dramatic
piece or legislation. It is a small step towards
resolving the deadlocks that exist from time to
time between the two Houses of Parliament. It
merely conforms to the tried and proven pro-
visions of the Commonwealth Constitution
with the exception, of course, of the suspensory
veto, a provision contained in the NSW Consti-
tution which, I understand, was enacted in
1933. In other respects, the alteration provides
for changes to the Constitution in accordance
with proven sections of the Commonwealth
Constitution resolving deadlocks between the
two Houses.

There are no deadlock-resolving provisions
in the Western Australian Constitution. The
member for Gosnells quite expertly indicated
earlier that the Western Australian Consti-
tution, in that respect, is lacking.

The Bill, above all, makes the Parliament
accountable to the people. I wonder what the
Opposition inds objectionable about that. The
legislation provides for consultation to take
place if a Hill is rejected by either Chamber of
Parliament. It provides for consultation if the
Government decides it is appropriate to hold a
double dissolution within a certain time after a
deadlock has occurred. However, even more
than that, the legislation requires the matter to
go to the people before this Bill is enacted. To
be successful, this Bill requires public support
at a referendum. I believe that that is what
democracy is all about. Democracy is about
true representation of the will of the people.
What better way of testing the will of the
people than by holding a referendum? That is
why it is necessary for any alteration to the
Constitution to be approved by the people to
test that alteration.

I cannot understand why the Opposition
might want to reject that democratic provision.
Democracy involves consultation with the
people. If a Bill is rejected by either of the two
Houses, and the Government chooses to hold a
double dissolution, the Government will have
to go to the people.

The Opposition is well-aware, having control
of the Legislative Council, that House
elected undemocratically by a system of
malapportionment, of how it can reject Bills. It
is well aware of its power over the Govern-
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ment. The member for Balcatta mentioned that
the Labor Party has been in Government many
times but has never exercised any power. It has
never controlled the Legislative Council and
therefore relies upon the whim of the conserva-
tives in this State to pass legislation. The Oppo-
sition has a very sorry record with respect to its
control of the Legislative Council, a record
which we examined carefully. It indicates that
members of the Liberal Opposition are hyp-
ocrites. The Opposition claims to use the Legis-
lative Council as a House of Review. That is a
myth. It is not a Rouse of Review. To serve the
status quo it serves to represent the interests of
the Liberal Party in this State.

Mr Coyne: It can't be a House of Review
while the Labor Party insists that every Labor
member is pledged to the ALP.

Mr GORDON KILL: Is the member telling
me that the philosophy of members of the Lib-
eral Party does not carry through from the
party room? Is he telling me that members of
the Liberal Party do not carry from the party
room decisions that are equivalent to Caucus
decisions?

The fact remains that, during the terms of
Labor Governments, legislation has been
rejected, and during the term of Liberal
Governments, legislation has not been rejected.
The fact is that, during the term of this
Government, eight Government Bills have
been rejected. During the term of the Court
and O'Connor Governments, no pieces of legis-
lation were blocked. Over the last 32 years, 49
Bills have been blocked by the Legislative

-Council. That record is contained in Mansard
for anyone who wants to look at it.

Only one of ihe those Bills was a Bill of the
Liberal, Government under the Brand Govern-
ment. So much for the impartiality of the
Legislative Council and the Opposition mem-
bers in that Chamber. So much for the House
of Review, It is a myth which suits members of
the Opposition to perpetuate, and it is a myth
that country members in the Opposition wish
to perpetuate and try to have the Western
Australian community at large believe.

Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr GORDON HILL: I have been caught be-

fore, like the member for Kalgoorlie says, in the
position of finding myself suspended from this
Parliament saying that the electoral laws are
corrupt. The law which says some members of
Parliament shall have far greater voting weight
than other members of Parliament is corrupt
legislation, but one which members of the Op-

position maintain and will try to support in the
community. If the Opposition is so proud of
that and they try to justify that system, then
why not go to the people and let them decide
whether it is a fair system? Why not face the
people on that issue? It is because the Oppo-
sition knows that the public of Western
Australia will reject that proposition.

The legislation which is before the Chamber,
if passed through both Houses of Parliament,
will, in fact, test that community feeling.
Governments often like to go to the source of
information and to advisers who will generally
provide the information which it seeks. In this
case, the Government has gone further than
that. The Government established a Royal
Commission to have open debate in the com-
munity and to present a report which would
reflect the attitudes of the community at large.

The Government established a Royal Com-
mission with terms of reference to adequately
examine this matter. Those terms of reference
were challenged by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in his only response to the Royal Com-
mission. They are terms of reference given to
Professor Edwards and a change in them would
have had no effect on the recommendations he
produced. The recommendations would have
been the same under the terms of reference
propo~ed by the Leader of the Opposition.

The Opposition made no other submission to
the Royal Commission, and that shows the
contempt with which the Opposition treats this
matter and with which it treats the public of
Western Australia. If it did not hold such con-
tempt for democracy, then it would surely go to
the people on this issue and be prepared to face
the electorate. Not only did this process offer
open consultation with the public during the
Royal Commission hearings, but it offered con-
sultation with the public after the Royal Com-
mission report was presented. The Govern-
ment released the report to the public to allow
for a further opportunity for public comment.

It was some time Eater that the Government
drafted the legislation which is before the Par-
liament. The legislation is a reflection of the
views of the Royal Commissioner. it is a
compromise position. It is not the desired
position as far as the Government is concerned
because the Government has indicated through
the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform in his second reading speech that it
would like to have more accurately reflected
the Westminster system.
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We heard the member for Floreat earlier re-
fer to the Westminster system at length,
suggesting that the Westminster system ought
to be adhered to. He quoted it frequently with
reference to the Speaker's independence and
the fact that the Westminster system would en-
sure that the Speaker would remain indepen-
dent; but he ignores as do members of the Op-
position, the Westminster system when it suits
him. The Opposition quotes selectively from
that system. The member for Floreat spent con-
siderable time during his speech in attacking
the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform. He did not debate the issue before the
Parliament to any great extent. He claimed that
the Government was not serious about this Bill
and yet he debated a very small part of the Bill
itself and chose to make a personal attack on
the Minister and also, by implication, on Pro-
fessor Edwards, the Royal Commissioner.

Because this is not the Government's Bill it
is not the Government's preferred position. It
is a compromise; it is Professor Edwards' Bill.
However, the Opposition claimed that the
Government did not treat the matter seriously,
and it is clear that the Opposition itself is not
treating this issue at all seriously. Right
throughout his speech the member for Floreat
attacked the credibility and interest of the Min-
ister introducing this legislation, and he made
some incredible statements such as the one I
paraphrase from page 1 708 of Hansard when
he said that the Bill would not provide for any
reform and that it was a ploy in the Labor
Party's desire to abolish the Legislative Coun-
cil. That in itself is a lie. He says that it will
only take away the independence of the Legis-
lative Council. Independence from what? From
the public, because the Legislative Council is
supposed to represent the public. The Legislat-
ive Council members and the Legislative As-
sembly members are supposed to represent the
public, is the member for Floreat suggesting
that the independence that would be taken
away by this Bill is the diminution of the auth-
ority of the Legislative Council over the public?
Would the member care to explain himself'? I
hear only silence.

This Bill gives authority to the public in the
case of a dispute between the two Houses of
Parliament. The Bill gives the public the final
decision, and the ultimate voice lies with the
public of Western Australia. I cannot under-
stand why the Opposition members, who claim
to be democrats, would fail. to see that, face up
to it, and be prepared to go to the public on
that issue.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform).

AUSTRALIA ACTS (REQUEST) BILL

Report

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

third reading.

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

TAXI-CAR CONTROL BILL

Third Reading
Debate resumed from 9 October.

The SPEAKER: The question is that the Bill
be read a third time.

Point of Order
Mr LAURANCE: When the third reading

stage of this Bill came on yesterday the Minis-
ter was not available in the House to enter into
the debate. I was not aware whether he would
be able to take part in the debate and members
on the Government side were not able to ad-
vise me whether the Minister would be present
at some stage or whether he was only a few
minutes away from the House.

My point of order is that the Leader of the
House interjected on me a couple of times to
say that he did not know where the Minister
was.

Mr Tonkin: That is untrue.

Mr LAURANCE: That was my recollection
of it.

Mr Tonkin: You have a poor recollection.
You tell too many lies in this place.

Mr LAURANCE: The Leader of the House
interjected about something which was
probably a lot of drivel anyway.

Mr Tonkin: You make it up as you go along.

Mr LAURANCE: It was not of any import-
ance.

Mr Tonkin: It is not a point of order.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am trying to find
out what is the point of order. I will let the
member continue.
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Mr LAURANCE: The Minister for Local
Government sought an adjournment of the de-
bate yesterday. I advise that I was not able to
address myself to the remarks I wanted to make
during the third reading debate.

I ask, since the matter has come before the
Parliament again and the Minister is present in
the House, whether it would be appropriate for
me to make a further comment to the third
reading.

The SPEAKER: Order! The answer is no.
The member did not seek leave to continue his
remarks, the matter was adjourned, and that
was that.

Debate Resumned
The SPEAKER: The question is that the Bill

be read a third time.
Mr Laurance: Do I have the right to speak at

this point?
The SPEAKER: I put the question previously

and the member had the opportunity to speak.
I am restating the question; that is, that the Bill
be read a third time.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

OCCUPIERS' LIABILITY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 26 March.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [7.45 p.m.]: This

Bill codifies an area which so far has been
under common law and it qualifies the liability
of an occupier. It refers to the liability of an
occupier of premises to persons who suffer loss
or injury due to the condition of the premises.

The Minister's second reading speech
acknowledged that moves for this legislation
were made by the previous Attorney General,
Hon. Ian Medcalf, who asked the Law Reform
Commission many years ago to prepare a paper
which became the basis for this Bill.

The advantage of a Statute to govern the
liability appears to be that the common law
which applies today does not accommodate the
ordinary rules of negligence. Under common
law a system was developed where the care to
be exercised by the occupier was more Or less
dependent on the category of the person who
suffered harm because he was on the premises.

In other words, it was a question of whether
the person was an invitee, a licensee, or a
trespasser. The trespasser was further dis-

tinguished according to whether he was an
innocent trespasser, a child trespasser, or a
trespasser of some other kind.

The Bill, which follows the principles embed-
ded in legislation in England, Scotland, New
Zealand, the Canadian Provinces, and in most
of the States of the United States of America,
abolishes the existing categories and applies in-
stead to the general principles of the law of
negligence.

The principle of the provisions contained in
the Bill is that the occupier shall take general
care to prevent harm being done to people and
property being on the premises. Within this
general principle the courts will have to con-
sider the likelihood, harshness, and probability
of injury.

The circumstances of the entry and the type
of premises have also to be decided by the
court and so has the fact whether the occupier
did know about certain entries, the age of
people who enter, and the relationship between
the burden of eliminating the danger and the
risk of a danger itself.

There are some special cases or exemptions
and one of them is if the entrant knows and
accepts the danger, provided the occupier did
create deliberately additional dangers; also, if
the entrant, and only the entrant, contracted
with the occupier to exclude the liability; or if a
reasonably employed outside contractor is
causing the harm.

On the other hand stricter liability provisions
by contract of law are not effected. This applies
to employer and employee relationships or to
the case of the common carrier. The occupier's
liability is extended to the landlord if he is
responsible for the maintenance and repair of
the premises and the lack of maintenance or
lack of such repair causes the harm.

According to my reading of it, clause 9 does
not disclose whether the liability of the land-
lord in these particular cases replaces that of
the occupier or whether his liability is
conjoined with the occupier's liability. I would
like to know whether the owner is solely liable
if harm has been done because of lack of repair
or whether he is conjointly liable with the occu-
pier.

The provisions of the Hill have been very
greatly improved by an amendment of the
Legislative Council. Before this amendment,
liability existed for everyone who entered the
premises or was on the premises. The amend-
ment which has been included in the Bill before

2165



2166 [ASSEMBLY]

us excluded liability for a trespasser. I think
that provision is a-vital one and to the Bill's
benefit. I could never accept the rule that some-
one who was trespassing on someone's prem-
ises-although not committing a criminal of-
fence under Western Australian law, but cer-
tainly committing a wrongdoing-should for
any harm done to him be paid by the occupier
in some cases and by the owner in others. The
amendment rectifies that situation which could
have been very harsh on anybody who owns or
occupies premises. The experts whom I
consulted with respect to this legislation
pointed to the fact that it was a fault in the
legislation that the occupier or owner should be
liable for a trespasser.

The Opposition supports the legislation as
amended in the Legislative Council.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-.Minister
for Transport) [7.52 p.m.]: I thank the member
for Floreat for what appeared to be his support
of the Bill. I understand that he has some con-
cern about clause 9 of the Bill, as to whether
the landlord or the occupier has liability or
whether they conjointly have liability for harm
that may befall people entering or upon a prop-
erty.

Mr Mensaros: Generally speaking, the occu-
pier is liable. The landlord is liable only if the
harm Occurs because the landlord has not made
repairs he is obliged to make.

Mr GRILL: I am still not sure whether I have
the full picture, but I refer the member to
clause 9(3) which states-

Nothing in this sectio n shall relieve a
landlord of any duty which he is under
apart from this section.

If I have understood the member correctly, it
would seem that that clause answers his ques-
tion and that a landlord would not be relieved
of any liability in these circumstances. It has
been a little hard to hear the member this even-
ing as there has been a lot of noise in the
Chamber. I am not sure whether I have really
understood his question, but I hope that I have.

Mr Mensaros: Yes. The question was
whether the landlord, when he is liable , is
solely liable or conjointly liable with the occu-
pier.

Mr GRILL: The answer is that they will be
conjointly liable.

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
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

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

(Minister for Transport), and passed.

COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 21 March.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [7.57 p.m.]: This

Bill repeals the Arbitration Act 1895 which had
very few provisions as it was meant mainly to
be a guideline. The aim of the Bill is to have
uniform provisions not only throughout
Australia, but also internationally. Thus, it will
be able to tie in with the provisions which
might prevail interstate; hence the very long
deliberations by the Attorney General's De-
partment. The first considerations towards
formulating such a Bill were made as long ago
as 1974 when model legislation was drawn up.
Such legislation has been gradually accepted by
all States, mutatis mutandis, with only
technicalities such as the names of various
courts being sources of difference. In New
South Wales, for example, there is a County
Court, while in Western Australia and in some
other States there is a District Court.

The Bill which is based on this model legis-
lation and which will become the State Act also
ties in with the required provisions of the
United Nations Convention on the Recog-
nition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral
Awards. That is quite a mouthful, but it is the
official title of the convention.

That is one reason for the very lengthy prep-
aration. In order to follow this international
covenant it was necessary for the Common-
wealth, as Australia is a federated country, to
arrange for provisions to be entrenched in the
States' laws and, of course, before this could
commence all States had to be consulted. Ap-
parently this procedure has now been
completed and as a result a substantial uniform
system of legislation, the Commercial Arbi-
tration Bill, will be enacted throughout
Australia. This legislation in Western Australia
will perhaps have specific and more important
implications because we have a number ofjoint
ventures in our resource development industry
and a large number of State agreements.
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These State agreements invariably have an
arbitration clause which so far has been
based-although properly worked out in de-
tail-on the 1895 Act. Although the second
reading speech did not dwell on this point,
these arbitration clauses in the State's agree-
ments will have to be covered by the legis-
lation. Whether that will necessitate the
amendment of some of these State agreements,
and whether they can be amended according to
the amending conditions, which may require
them to be altered, I am not quite sure. How-
ever, that question will have to be dealt with by
the Resources Development Department, as
the department responsible through the Minis-
ter for the implementation of these agreements.
I wonder whether in the course of recent prep-
aration the advice of that department has been
sought and, if so, if the department is satisfied
that the legislation is in order.

Mr Grill: I am sorry, I did not catch the last
bit.

Mr MENSAROS: I was referring to the State
agreements with resource companies, which
contain arbitration clauses. I trust that some
advice was sought from the Resources Devel-
opment Department and the advice received
was satisfactory to the extent that the State
agreements can, without any difficulty, be
,covered by the legislation.

Another aspect which is quite important,
again mainly relating to State agreements and
resources development, refers to whether the
legislation covers for instance the United
States' antitrust law. This figured very import-
antly during negotiations with many of the
companies with which I was involved for six
years. I experienced cases in joint venture situ-
ations when some American companies were
not able to negotiate in the same room. In other
words, the representatives of one company
remained in one room and the representatives
of the other company in another because they
thought they would violate the antitrust law
which exists in the United States, even though
the companies' representatives were not at the
time in the United States.

We shall, of course, have to give equal con-
sideration to the implications of this legislation
on taxation agreements. The quite intricate off-
shore activities of multinational companies are
governed by various and different tax laws and
under certain circumstances they could de-
mand arbitration. The question arises of
whether they can be fitted in with the pro-
visions of the present Bill.

So far as I know, none of the other States has
yet proclaimed the legislation although
Victoria and New South Wales have passed
this model Bill.

The Bill is all-embracing and based on the
recommendations of the Law Reform Com-
mission, which made a fairly lengthy and very
thorough report. Bearing in mind the resources
available to the Opposition to study such legis-
lation, apart from the possible shortcomings I
have mentioned, the Bill appears to be satisfac-
tory. However, despite the tremendous amount
of preparation and the time it took to introduce
the Bill,' and the delay that followed the intro-
duction-members will remember that the Bill
was introduced last session and then revitalised
in this session-it is interesting to note that in
August the Attorney General received a letter
from The Institute of Arbitrators Australia.
This institute has as its members those pro-
fessional people who participate mainly in pri-
vate arbitration in various States throughout
Australia. These arbitrations can, involve any
type of contract and although many of them are
building contracts, engineering and other com-
mercial contracts are also involved. The insti-
tute has prepared an abbreviated but very
serious paper. The people involve(' in the prep-
aration of that paper were professional people,
academics and in particular, people who are
arbitrators themselves. The chairman of the
Western Australian chapter is Mr Fred
McCardelL who was an architect but now
spends most of his time dealing with arbi-
tration cases. The paper puts a number of ques-
tions to the Attorney General asking why vari-
ous provisions have not been incorporated in
the Bill and why it does not contain different
provisions.

I fully appreciate that when model legislation
has been prepared over a long period, it cannot
be altered without agreement by all States
involved. However, if one considers the sub-
mission and the people behind it, one wonders
why the Attorney General has not given it some
consideration. The submission, sent by Mr
McCardell, is dated 6 August and the authors
of the submission are Mr Laurie James, appar-
ently a lawyer and a member of the institute,
vice chairman of the Western Australian Chap-
ter of The Institute of Arbitrators Australia,
and Mr Francis Malone, who is also a member
of the institute.

I honestly thought that the delay in debating
this Bill was because the Attorney General was
giving consideration to the submission. The
Bill has been at the bottom of the Notice Paper

2167



2168 [ASSEMBLY]

until today. Only yesterday evening the At-
torney General personally told me that he
needed some time before bringing on the Bill
because there might be some amendments to it.
I do not know whether he erred or wanted to
mislead me but that is unlikely. That is what he
told me and it was not done in a confidential
manner. I had mentioned two Bills to the At-
torney General; one was the Occupiers' Liab-
ility Bill with which we have just dealt, and the
other was the Commercial Arbitration Bill. I
asked why we had not dealt with these Bills
earlier, having resurrected them, and the At-
torney General told me that they would be
dealt with in a week or two because by that
time the Government would be ready with its
amendments. I do not know what cooperation
there is between the Leader of the House and
the Attorney General, but I relate the conver-
sation in good faith. It was not a confidential
conversation between the Attorney General
and myself, otherwise I would not have related
it.

I leave the question of whether this sub-
mission has been considered open. It might
have been rejected, but to the best of my
knowledge the writer of the submission has had
no reply to it. The Proper procedure would be
for the Attorney General to tell the institute
that he cannot accept its proposition, or a dis-
cussion could be held, about whatever the sol-
ution might be.

Other than this, in the present circumstances
the Opposition has no objection to this Bill.

MR GRILL (Esperanee-Dundas-Minister
for Transport) [8.12 p.m.]: The member for
Floreat has raised two or three questions which
probably should be answered. The last was
probably the most germaine. I have not seen
the document he is referring to, but if he gives
me a copy of it I shall adjourn the debate now
and come back with the answers next week.

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

Debate thus adjourned.

QUEEN ELIZABETH II MEDICAL
CENTRE AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 24 September.
MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) [8. 14 p.m.]:

This Bill is designed to clear up some adminis-
trative problems which have arisen at the
Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre. Prior to
the development of the centre there was On the

campus which is now the medical centre the Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital. A little later, after
that hospital was built, the Institute of Radio-
therapy and other units associated with the Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital were developed.

When the Queen Elizabeth [I Medical Centre
Trust was established it was envisaged that the
trust would be responsible for the whole of the
site up until this time. However, it was de-
ficient in powers to deal with a number of
things. For instance, there is no authority for
anyone to deal with traffic offences committed
on the campus. A number of things associated
with traffic control there simply should not
happen. There has been no legal authority for
those things to occur, so this Bill is designed to
give powers to somebody who is to be
delegated those powers by the Queen Elizabeth
1[ Medical Centre Trust.

In his second reading speech the Minister did
not say which authority would be delegated
those powers, but it is likely the powers will be
delegated to the board of the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital, because that is the principal
occupant of the territory at the Queen
Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre.

As well as the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital,
there is the University Medical School, the
State Health Laboratories, and the Organisation
which used to be known as the State X-ray
Laboratories;, I do not know how it is referred
to now. I imagine there are other separate
authorities there as well.

In the future the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospi-
tal will have responsibility for the control of the
campus to control vandalism, trespass, bill
posters, hawkers, the presence of animals and
that sort of thing. The Opposition sees no
reason why this Bill should not be enacted. We
recognise there is a deficiency which should be
cleared up.

Some members of the Parliament have had
contact with people who work there who have
pointed out deficiencies in regard to the control
of traffic. My colleague, the member for Dar-
ling Range, drew attention to the case of an
engineer who lives in his electorate and works
at the centre who pointed out there was no-one
with authority to control traffic. Apparently he
had had some problem there with people
speeding. It was drawn to his attention that no-
one had any power to do anything about speed-
ing motorists there.

As well as having regard to those things, it
will be the function of the delegate to look after
the provision of those services which are corn-

2168



[Thursday, 10OOctober 1985] 26

mon to all of the separate units, such as the
provision of adequate roads, footpaths and
parking areas. I imagine they would be respon-
sible for the reticulation of power and water
and all those services which are necessary for
each of those separate units which comprise the
total centre. They seem to us to be very worth-
while initiatives.

It will be a requirement that proper account-
ing procedures be established, and the correct
procedures in regard to handling what will
doubtless be considerable sums of money when
one considers the number of people who use
the facilities there.

Another matter covered by this Bill is that of
the transfer of staff from one area to another to
enable one employer to transfer an employee to
another part within that hospital, or even to
another hospital elsewhere in the State. There
is power in the Bill to enable that procedure to
be followed.

Staff appointed to teaching hospitals will be
enabled to be coopted to another hospital. Oh-
viously there is need for movement from teach-
ing hospital to teaching hospital where one hos-
pital employs an individual with special exper-
tise which the other hospital may require on
occasions. Under the terms of this Bill it is
possible for that person to be coopted onto the
staff of the hospital requiring his services.

Mr Hodge: They often have dual appoint-
ments.

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, and one of the teach-
ing hospitals would be the employer, but the
person could move freely to the second ap-
pointment without the necessity to keep
transferring from one hospital to another.

Mr Hodge: He is recognised as a staff mem-
ber of both places.

Mr THOMPSON: We see that as desirable.
We are happy to say to the Minister, in the
spirit of cooperation which exists in thi plce
that we support the Bill.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for
Health) [8.20 p.m.J: I thank the member for
Kalamunda and the Opposition generally for
their support of this Bill. It is a fairly non-
controversial, technical Bill. It was put forward
by the authorities of the Queen Elizabeth 11
Medical Centre and Sir Charles Gairdner Hos-
pital-but mainly by the trustees of QEII be-
cause they had encountered the type of prob-
lem to which the member for Kalamunda
alluded in his remarks. This legislation will go a
long way towards overcoming those technical

difficulties that have been experienced in cor-
rectly managing the site at QEII. I thank the
Opposition for its 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
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

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

Hodge (Minister for Health), and transmitted
to the Council.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: TWELFTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 26 September.
MR McNEE (Mt Marshall) [8.24 p.m.]: In

making sonic comments on behalf of my elec-
tors I think that perhaps I should say that as far
as country people are concerned the situation
has not altered and it will not alter. I would like
my electors to understand clearly that although
we in this place are going to talk a good deal
about the Budget the Treasurer in the 14-page
document he delivered to the House today gave
barely a column to agriculture. Regardless of
the fact that the Opposition will not grant pairs
there has been no change in the Government's
performance in this House. Government mem-
bers are still not here, and although we on this
side do our best to educate them, it is pretty
hard going; they will not give us many
opportunities simply because they will not
come into this place to listen to us. I cannot
make any apology if that is our fault, but I
place on the Hansard record that the Govern-
ment's performance is abysmal.

We are racing towards an election and I want
to remind the people of my electorate what this
Government said to them before it took office.
Members of the Labor Party made promises
with gay abandon; for example, at Mukinbudin
we were promised the Agaton water scheme.
Three years later nothing has happened. How-
ever, that promise was not as good as the one
the Premier made when he said that he would
reduce the price of fuel and that he was going to
balance the Budget without increasing taxes
and charges. He must have thought he was
quite a comedian. There has been a litany of
broken promises on the part of this Govern-
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ment. At the same time the Premier promised
that he would reduce charges; the Prime Minis-
ter said that he would not introduce a new
capital gains tax. We know now that charges
increased under this Government by about 40
per cent; we know now that the price of fuel
increased by about 30 per cent, and we also
know that the Government introduced the
Financial Institutions Duty.

I particularly want my electors to understand
these facts, because they might have the tem-
erity to put up a candidate against me and so
lose their nomination deposit. I want my elec-
tons to remember that this Government
introduced FID and it introduced the highest
rate of FID in the Commonwealth. This tax
was a new tax and I would remind the people
that when the then Leader of the Opposition,
now the Premier, said that he would balance
the Budget without increasing taxes, it was a
sham. I want them to realise that when the
Premier stands in this place he is presenting a
facade that is absolutely beyond description.

Nonetheless the Premier introduced the
Financial Institutions Duty at 5c in every $100
and subsequently he came in, after sweeping
money under the carpet to prepare for his next
election, and reduced that tax not once but
twice. That is the situation and it is a very
broad-brush description of the Govemnment's
performance. The Government's performance,
in fact, is worse than that and if we had the
time to go into it we would probably be here all
night. However, the Government has to live
with its performance and its failures but it is
my responsibility to point out to, my electors
what is causing their problems.

That tax is causing farmers to face mortgagee
sales at a record rate. That is a fine record for
the Premier who sat in this House the other
night and boasted of his achievements. He did
not talk about the highest interest rates in the
western world, nor about the fuel price tragedy,
nor the mortgagee sales on farms. He did not
want to think about any of those problems. I
want to make that very important point be-
cause it is affecting my electorate, and my elec-
torate happens to be providing the funds for
the extravaganzas of this Government.

Mr Gordon Hill: Make up your mind. You
keep telling as that your electors are broke.

Mr McNEE: They are broke now because the
Government has made sure that they are. Any
Government member who has survived to this
point will not last much longer.

An Opposition member: Tell them about the
Dowerin field day and the reception the
Premier got.

Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: Did he come back and say they

all loved him? Did he say he had a great recep-
tion?

An Opposition member interjected.
Mr. McNEE: Well, the Premier should have

told the member that when he was around at
the crutch ing table and said, "What will I do
with this fleece?"; the farmers said, "You ought
to know, you have been fleecing us for years."

Mr Blaikie: After that, I'll bet he didn't go to
the sheep dip.

Mr McNEE: Indeed not. Perhaps I should
talk about some of the other things that have
been taken away from the farmers. It is import-
ant that we remind the Government of the
things it has taken away.

I should not go past the facet of a gold tax,
which also affects my electorate. We know the
Government has appointed a committee to put
off the matter of a gold tax until after the elec-
tion. Government members do not have any
guts. The Government thinks the people in my
electorateare so thick that they will believe this
gunk that the Government is putting to them.
Of course there will be a gold tax, and well the
Government members know it, because the
Federal Government will introduce one, poss-
ibly after the next election. But they obviously
have to look as though they are trying to do
their best.

An Opposition member: They will not have
the opportunity.

Mr McNEE: The feds might, but this crowd
here will be gone. If there was not an election
around the corner, the gold tax would have
been introduced by now.

Farmers used to receive a complete write-off
for water conservation, but now it takes five
years to write that off, and it is a discouraging
factor in production. It is an important thing to
the farmers.

As to the matter of soil conservation, if one
has had a property for a long period in the eyes
of the Commissioner for Taxation, one can
write off one's works of soil conservation. If
one has not owned the property for a certain
period, then it is treated as a capital gain. Of
course, these Labor Governments have admit-
ted to being high taxing Governments and have
even taxed our employees to the point where
we now apparently have to submit returns
showing benefits to our employees. I wonder
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how the farmhouse will be valued by the Com-
missioner for Taxation. Will it be on the mar-
ket value or the rental value, and if that is the
case, how will a figure be arrived at?

It is interesting to note that while the
Government has taken things away from
farmers, it has also imposed things on them,
one of those impositions being a capital gains
tax. Anyone who believes the capital gains tax
will not affect farmers is incorrect, and in fact
the capital gains tax has every ability to lead to
an acceleration in the rate at which farmers are
being forced off their land at an even Caster rate
than is presently the case under this State
Government.

The Agaton water scheme was promised by
this Government and it is strange, is it not, that
the Government appears to like to have com-
mittees looking into rural activities. All sorts of
committees have looked at the Agaton scheme,
but none of them has yet found any answers. I
find it incredible that my electorate is looking
for approximately $80 000 to fund a scheme
and yet cannot get that comparatively insub-
stantial amount of money, when $146 million
was readily made available by this Government
to electrify the metropolitan rail system. If any-
one suggests that that is in the best interests of
Western Australia, then I will be interested to
listen. I believe something like two per cent of
the travelling public uses rail, and I think that
that amount of money represents fairly strong
expenditure.

I turn now to the issue of hostels in country
areas. The cost of educating country children is
high and there is limited assistance available
for parents. Unfortunately, a person does not
have to earn a very substantial salary to be
beyond receiving any assistance. There is as-
sistance totalling $1 160 a year for the parents
of isolated children, provided they can pass the
means test. If they are unable to do that then
they probably receive $240 per child per year.
The cost of sending a child to a hostel is
approximately $3 000 a year, and if a family
has one or two children away at school then it
becomes a substantial drain on that family's
finances, especially if they are people who,
through no choice of their own, have to reside
in the country.

The Government must pay attention to this
problem. It seems that the supervisors of the
hostels are now paid by the hostels and
unfortunately, as I understand it, they are
employed under civil service awards, which
makes it very difficult and very expensive for
the hostels to employ them. The Government

should consider either taking those employees
over and paying them, or making larger grants
to the people who have to send their children to
hostels.

Another concern in my electorate is the ex-
port of live sheep. It is causing real concern,
because the committee of Senator Georges
seems hell-bent on the disruption and, indeed,
the discontinuance of that industry. I say quite
clearly to the animal libbers, and to anyone else
who has an interest in stopping that trade, that
the trade is worth about $ 100 million, and I
believe that 5 100 million of export earnings is
vital to the economy of this State and this
country. If anyone is considering putting the
industry into a situation where that export
trade must cease, he should consider how he
will replace those export dollars.

One of the effects the live sheep trade has on
the sheep market is that, if the export market is
not strong, it depresses the pen price for sheep.
We all know about the actions of unions, ani-
mal welfare groups, and others who try to influ-
ence that trade. When we talk about the num-
ber of sheep exported from Australia, about
three per cent die as a result of the voyage or
being assembled for the voyage. In fact stock
mortality on a farm can be three per cent or
more.

Mr Evans: The mortality rate of sheep is just
over two per Cent.

Mr McNEE: All right, if the Minister wants
to make the figure just over two per cent, that is
fine. Really, it is not significant. Of course, I
understand the Department of Agriculture is
currently doing extensive research into the
feeding habits of shy feeders, how sheep are
assembled together, how they travel and so on
for the live sheep trade. I believe everything is
being done to try to do the best they can for
that industry.

The real concern in my electorate is the mat-
ter of interest rates. This is something which is
causing us a great deal of concern, yet nothing
seems to happen. We have had inquiry after
inquiry and that is as far as we have gone. Is it
not absolutely amazing that when in the
Government's opinion 40 000 home owners in
the metropolitan area got into a little trouble
because of totally incompetent Governments,
both State and Federal, the Government sud-
denly found $70-odd million to help them?

Mr Bertram inteujected.
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Mr McNEE: Is that right; they are having
some disagreements? Did they write letters to
the 40 000 people or did they get the building
societies to finance it all?

Mr Bradshaw: Who paid for it?
Mr McNEE: I have no doubt who paid for it:

The taxpayer paid for it. Who else would do
that? The Government of course does not
really put much value on the farmer up there,
does it? The Government ignores them; the
best it could do was to hold yet another inquiry
into their indebtedness. l am not certain if they
have received the forms back yet. Did members
hear the Treasurer say this afternoon-I had to
laugh; he almost brought tears to his own
eyes-that the Australian dream might turn
into a nightmare except for the action of his
Government?

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr McNEE: What does he care about the

record number of farmers facing mortgagee
sales for their nightmare? The Minister for
Agriculture will probably hold another inquiry
to see how many nightmares they are having.

Mr Evans: You know the numbers of mort-
gagee sales without the returns on those farms.
You generalise. When those forms are returned
we will have a chance of being precise. You
haven't got a clue.

Mr McNEE: The Minister knows he is not
doing very well in getting the forms back. How
many surveys did the Government conduct in
Joondalup to find out how many people needed
assistance? Does any Government member
want to tell me? I will tell them how many they
had-nine. I ask why the great difference? Why
is it that people in my electorate are
second-class citizens?

Mr Read interjected.
Mr MeNEE: The member for Mandurah says

of course you do not compare the two. Of
course he does not compare the two.

Mr Court: Not as many votes for them.
Mr McNEE: That is right, not as many votes

for them, no; they do not care. The Govern-
ment made a two-tiered attack. The Govern-
ment does not care about interest rates in rural
areas. The Government has no idea at all.
Nonetheless, the Government makes sure it
plays suburban politics, but it will not work.
Do members remember the Premier saying
earlier this year-I think in about June- that
interest rates would drop? H~e came back the
other day and said they will go down in the new
year. I do not think he knows. He should have a

look at his piggy bank. He keeps on mentioning
interest rates, but he does not say when they
will be lowered. It is important that I make
these points so at least members of my elector-
ate can see where this Government stands.
These are the things that are affecting my elec-
torate;, they are stopping it from producing
profitably.

Do members know that Australian port costs
range from 70 per cent to 100 per cent higher
than those of overseas terminals? This is be-
cause of actions by the unions that this
Government supports. Do members realise
that we account for about one-third to one-half
of the world's shipping strike insurance claims?
When we are discussing exporting, those things
are important. They may not be very important
to a person who lives in Joondalup in a home
now subsidised by the taxpayer's money, but
they will be important when this country
finally runs out of money, as it witl do unless it
looks after the industries which are earning the
money that the Government can squander.
This Government is nothing more than a
financial rapist. Members of the Government
should hang their heads in shame because they
show no concern for those people. They seem
to have no respect or concern for them at all.
Alt that is mentioned of the problem is one
column of the 14-page Budget speech of the
Treasurer. That is how the Government values
these people and agriculture. The Government
prefers to stand in support of the unions.

What did Crean say the other day-that we
will have continued industrial strife as a result
of Mudginberri? What was Mudginberri?
Mudginberri was a strike over a principle.
Mudginberri was really a strike about people
who wanted to get on with the job. What did
this Government do? It supported the people
who did not want to get on with the job.

Would members believe that the shipping
costs for a container in Australian ports are 326
per cent higher than they are on the west coast
of the USA or the United Kingdom, and would
members wonder why it is that we simply can-
not export? I certainly do not wonder why the
Opposition cannot support the Government on
this matter. At the same time as the Premier
makes Father Christmas of himself and hands
out this money to the people in the cities or
wherever he might be where he thinks he can
influence the people, and tries to buy his votes,
does he realise that July saw Australia's worst
ever balance of payments deficit of a massive
$465 million? They are the matters to which
the Premier should draw attention because he
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is effectively pushing my electorate into a situ-
ation where it cannot compete or produce the
wealth to provide for the extravaganza of the
Premier and his Government; make no mistake
about that.

I remind the Premier that of the projected
growth rate for this country this year of 4.5 per
cent, 3.2 per cent of it will come from rural
industries such as those in my electorate.

This Government must realise that
Australia's future rests on its international
competitiveness, and we are fast becoming
uncompetitive. The people who buy our export
sheep are looking at us with some doubt be-
cause we are becoming poor suppliers. If that is
the sort of situation the Government wants to
see us in then good luck to it; I do not believe
that is the case.

I have outlined the situation as my electorate
sees it. People there have never been under
such pressure and have never experienced such
difficult times as they are experiencing now.
This Government is making no effort to help
them. I will tell the House how the Minister for
Agriculture helps my electorate. I ask members
to compare this letter with the letter about
home Joan subsidies. This was sent to a person
in my electorate, and it reads as follows-

The Rural Adjustment Authority a body
corporate constituted under the Rural re-
construction Scheme Act 1971 as amended
having its office situated at 16th Floor, St.
Martins Centre, 44 St. George's Terrace,
Perth in the State of Western Australia
HEREBY DEMAND from you the im-
mediate payment of the Principal $35 000
and Interest $342.50.

He may as well ask for the moon. What does he
do for people in the city? He and his colleagues
want to win certain seats so they say, "Here is a
subsidy at taxpayers' expense until we can get
things going better." What he means is, "Until
we win the next election." People should realise
that is what the Government is up to. If by
some mischance the Government should win
the next election-and I do not believe it
will-God help the people!

Amendment to Motion
Mr McNEE: I move an amendment-

That the following words be added to the
motion-

However, we regret to inform Your Ex-
cellency that this House is critical of-

(a) The Government's failure to sup-
port the deregulation of this
State's labour markets to enable
more employment opportunities
to be created for the young people
of this State, and

(b) The Government's support of Federal
economic policies which continue to
make it difficult for business to em-
ploy young people.

I am not going to endeavour to cover all of the
detail of the amendment in the two minutes
remaining to me. Unless this Government
faces up to the question of deregulation of the
labour market it will keep young people out of
the workplace. If this Government cares for
young people that is where it should be look-
ing-to deregulate the labour market.

I understand the Budget introduced today
places considerable emphasis on youth. I do
not criticise the Governiment for that; it is quite
laudable. Unless the Government faces up to
the opportunity to allow young people to be-
come more employable by making them
cheaper to employ, our youth will continue to
remain unemployed.

This Government supports the tax measures
introduced recently by the Federal Govern-
ment and that, too, will ensure that young
people remain unemployed. Can one think of
anything more ridiculous than supporting the
removal of the tax exemption for taking some-
one for lunch?

MR COURT (Nedlands) (8.54 p.m.]: I sec-
ond and support this amendment which at-
tempts to cover the whole field of youth unem-
ployment. The youth employment situation
really is quite a disgrace. The public are becom-
ing sick and tired of the Labor Party's contin-
ual attacks on employers who are genuinely try-
ing to assist by providing more jobs for young
people. The Labor Party has an indefensible
position on employment. It is vigorously pro-
tecting a rigid labour market which has locked
out many young people. The Opposition is pre-
pared to face up to this issue and we will not
allow to go unnoticed ill-informed, savage at-
tacks on employers from members opposite.

Mr Hassell: Have you heard the amazing
TLC advertisements? It is unbelievable misrep-
resentation and untruth.

Mr COURT: I will come to them.
I want to use this opportunity to correct the

attacks made by members opposite on em-
ployers who are trying to assist in reducing un-
employment. Members opposite have become
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quite annoyed about the public debate on
deregulation of the labour market. They are
attacking any employer who dares offer some
assistance to the youth of this country. The
Labor Party's tactics are backfiring. It is time
members opposite and their friends in the TLC
realised the dangerous situation they have
created in the youth market. Some 25 per cent
of our youth are out of work with no current
prospects, and members opposite should learn
to say "Thanks" to employers who are trying to
help the employment situation instead of at-
tacking them as they have in this House.

Mr Brian Burke: If we say "Thanks", will
you sit down?

Mr COURT: The Premier can joke, but I will
put on record what members opposite have
been doing about this matter; they have very
effectively kept many young people out of the
work force. Even the Federal Minister for Em-
ployment and Industrial Relations (Mr Willis)
now concedes that industrial awards should
contain a junior rate. He was commenting on
the fact that the building awards no longer con-
tain junior rates. He also admits that the
Government is doing nothing about the matter.

When we have discussed issues relating to
youth unemployment in recent weeks, mem-
bers opposite have bleated about exploitation.
There is no worse form of exploitation than
forcing the youth of this country to go onto the
dole. A couple of weeks ago the member for
Kalgoorlie was making a lot of noise when we
were talking about McDonald's. He criticised
that company for being a multinational that
was exploiting youth.

Mr Taylor: They saw the light.

Mr COURT: I will come to that in a minute
and demonstrate the hypocrisy of members op-
posite. I do not know what the member for
Kalgoorlie has done about employing young
people.

Mr Taylor: Plenty! We have the lowest rate
of unemployment in Australia.

Mr COURT: l am proud of the fact that over
the years I have employed many young people,
and I am sure the member for Scarborough (Mr
Burkett) has, too. I have employed many young
people, apprentices and tradesmen-

Mr Burkett: I paid good money when times
were bad because I was never a greedy
businessman. Even when times were bad I kept
my staff fully employed.

Mr COURT: I want to use the debate on this
amendment to the Address-in-Reply to put the
record straight in relation to the continual at-
tacks by members opposite and members of the
TLC against McDonald's restaurants in this
State.

Contrary to the belief of many of the mem-
bers opposite, the food industry is one in which
I have had experience. I operated for five years
in three shops and I employed many people.
Many of those employees were juniors. I had to
work closely with the Hotel and Caterers
Union at the time. It was a time of great change
in that industry. Members opposite will know
that the food industry is a tough industry. The
restaurant industry is especially tough now be-
cause of the actions of the Federal Govern-
ment. I know that there are some unscrupulous
employers in that industry as there are in any
industry. However, I feel that members op-
posite should at least have some understanding
of the work involved and the type of people
running many of these outlets.

Tonight I wish to publicly defend
McDonald's position against the vicious at-
tacks by members opposite and particularly
from the attacks of the TLC, and then explode
the hypocrisy displayed in this issue about
McDonald's attemptiuIg to employ more young
people. Several monthis ago the Liberal Party
organised a very successful small business sem-
inar at which Peter Ritchie'from McDonald's
was guest speaker. At that seminar the concept
of a $90 a week w'age for 16-year-olds was
floated in a bid 4o provide more jobs. The
award at that time was just over $100.
Immediately, there was a hue and cry about
exploitation by members of the Labor Party.
Mr Ron Edwards, the Federal member for
Stirling, commented after that seminar. I
challenged him to come with me to look at the
exploitation which the Labor Party was
talking about and to see how these outlets were
treating young people. He said he would come.
He also brought along with him Rob Meacham
of the TLC.

Upon our arrival at McDonald's store they
were surprised to find that it was not a multi-
national devil growing horns. It was owned by
a very proud Western Australian husband and
wife team. In fact, I think they live in the mem-
ber for Karrinyup's electorate. They had
mortgaged their house to start a franchise oper-
ation. The business was their pride and joy.
They were pleased to have us there.

Mr Parker: Did you get a free hamburger?
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Mr COURT: I must admit that Mr Edwards
and I did have a free hamburger. The owners
were proud of the fact that they provided em-
ployment for 30 young people and they proudly
showed us their training scheme, their work
practices and conditions; they even have parent
briefing sessions which I thought was a tremen-
dous innovation. Parents are brought along
every couple of months and have explained to
them what their children do and what they are
being trained to do. It was an eye-opener for
me. I urge members opposite, before they start
accusing these people of exploitation, to have a
look at this sort of operation.

Recently, a number of young people who
worked in those operations were interviewed
and all said they were very pleased with their
jobs and the opportunities that had been
created for them.

At the meeting with the owners of the
McDonald's Store, Rob Meacham kept up his
sour image and listened to what was said. He
asked a number of questions. I know he has a
job to do. His job is to make sure that workers
are not exploited. I am sure that he does that
job well, but what is wrong with some members
of the TLC and the Government giving praise
where praise is due? However, they have
continued with the accusations of exploitation.

When the Industrial Relations Commi ssion
allowed McDonald's to make an application
for a reduction in youth wages in an attempt to
employ more young people, these people again
came out with accusations of~ exploitation.
McDonald's wanted to offer 20 young people
of this State a wage of $103. McDonald's was
ridiculed. I went on radio and debated with Mr
Meacham the advantages for these young
people. However, at the same time as
McDonald's was offering $103 a week, Mr
Hawke introduced his scheme for offering 16
and 17-year-olds $90 a week.

The pressure was put on McDonald's to the
point where it had no choice but to pull out.
That was a shameful act. It was reported in the
Daily News of 3 October that McDonald's had
dropped its scheme. The article stated-

McDonald's has backed down in the
face of union pressure over its contro-
versial youth wages scheme.

McDonald's could have co-operated with the
Federal Government under Mr Hawke's train-
ing scheme. However, it has now employed
those young people and is paying them $90 a
week. It is a crazy situation where, voluntarily
and without expensive full page ads,

McDonald's was prepared to pay young people
$103 a week and give them a permanent job
and train them. Yet, under Mr Hawke's
scheme, it is now employing those people for
$90 a week. I believe that the TLC and the
Government have something to answer for.
They have forced those people into accepting
$13 a week less than they would have received
under the other scheme. I think it is time that
the TLC and the Government apologised for
their behaviour in this matter.

The situation has now arisen where many
employers in this State will be too scared to try
to employ young people. The union movement
is prepared to introduce industrial awards
which do not have junior rates. For that reason,
it is prepared to keep young people out of in-
dustry. Many employers will not try to do their
bit and employ young people because
immediately they do the union and members
opposite scream cries of exploitation. I believe
the Government and the TLC should apologise
to McDonald's. It is a small business and not
the ugly multinational devil to which the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie referred.

Mr Taylor: I did not say that.

Mr COURT: The member accused
McDonald's of being multinational exploiters.

Mr Taylor: Don't put words in my mouth.

Mr COURT: The member said McDonald's
was exploiting youth. Government members
and the TLC have treated this organisation
shabbily. I believe that the Government and
the TLC have been shown up for what they are
and that is that they are not committed to try-
ing to provide more jobs for young people.
They are opposed to the youth of this State
being able to exercise their basic human right
to work unless it is under union rules. The
union will have nothing to do with the private
sector which is prepared to offer jobs at a cer-
tain price. These young people have to be
employed under union rules. One thing that
was explained was that the normal rates of pay
in McDonald's shops was considerably higher
than the special deal, leaving aside the training
scheme. In some cases it is up to 40 per cent
higher than the wages negotiated by the union
with some of the Cast food operators. What was
the catch? The catch was compulsory union
membership. The catch was that they were
offered lower wages and they had to join the
union. That is a beaut deal. It shows a lot of
thought being given to the well-being of the
youth of this country in their trying to get jobs.
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Mr Trethowan: It says a lot about the protec-
tion of those young people's interests and par-
ticularly the union's interests.

Mr MacKinnon: Like the BLIF with that 15-
year-old.

Mr COURT: That was an absolute scandal.
He got two weeks' work for a landscape gar-
dener and in the end the gardener had to give a
union official a cheque for $577 for two weeks'
award wages, of which $94 had to be paid in
union fees. What hope does this country have
when a union takes that stance with someone
who is genuinely trying to offer two weeks'
work experience? What happens to all these
small businesses that willingly accept students
for work experience? They start having second
thoughts about it. There are millions of dollars
being spent on many schemes being organised
by this Government. That all goes down the
drain because in the atmosphere that has now
been created, the members opposite and mem-
bers of the TLC say it is exploitation. The
youth are not given a chance to obtain a job.
That is not on.

I have appreciated the opportunity tonight to
make these comments on this youth employ-
ment situation because it has made me cringe
to hear the attacks that have been made on a
good employer. I wish to publicly defend what
McDonald's do because they happen to be a
good employer. They have a good track record
and those businesses in this State are owned by
small operators, in many cases husband and
wife teams.

I believe the Labor Party is committing pol-
itical suicide by refusing to squarely face up to
the youth employment issues. The public can
see through the Government's glossy media
scheme.

I was recently at a function where the Minis-
ter for Employment and Training, Mr
Dowding, referred to it as "the scheme of the
month". He said he was not too sure what the
scheme of the month was. When the Minister
can be so flippant about the short-term employ-
ment schemes I think it is a sad case. It is our
children and my children who want career
opportunities. When I entered the work force
in the late 1960s there was full employment
and plenty of opportunities. My children will
now go out in the next year or so into an em-
ployment situation-

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr COURT: -and 25 per cent of the young
children are not able to find a job. I think that

is an appalling situation and next time, before
the members opposite shout "exploitation"-

[Quoruim formed.I
Mr COURT: When referring to employers

trying to help with the youth employment situ-
ation, I suggest members opposite spend a few
minutes thinking about those employers who
are genuinely trying to assist. There will always
be problems and I believe members opposite,
for a change, instead of crying exploitation,
should say "thanks". I think the Government
might then admit that it has not locked up the
labour markets too tightly and be prepared to
allow the youth of Australia to have what is
rightly theirs; that is, genuine career
opportunities. It Might be all very well within
the Government's closed ranks to have the
labour market locked up as rigidly as it is, par-
ticularly with the youth employment situation,
but it is having a detrimental effect.

I believe the members opposite have much
explaining to do and 1 would like to think that
some of them, and some of those in the TLC,
would have the courtesy to apologise for the
attacks they have made on the particular em-
ployer I have mentioned tonight which has
genuinely done a great deal to assist young
people. It is a credit to McDonald's that in
good faith they have now become a pant of the
Government's traineeship scheme even if it
does mean they save $13 a person because of
the cheaper rates involved. I fully support this
amendment.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [9.16 p.m.J: I rise to
support this amendment. The problem with
youth employment is undoubtedly one of the
most important facing Australia today. Despite
the figures quoted by the Premier tonight, I am
sure that all members of Parliament welcome
news that announces a drop in unemployment.
However, there are still far too many young
people unemployed in this country. One only
has to look back to 13 September when an
article, in The West Australian written by
Trevor Gilmour in Canberra talked about the
unemployment figures for August. The article
had this to say-

The rise in August came after a fall of
30 000 in July had reduced the number of
job-seekers to less than 600 000 for the
first time in three years.

Joblessness among school-leavens and
other teenagers fell by 5 000 to 121 100-a
rate of 2I.6 per cent.
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Members can see that joblessness amongst the
young in this country is still running at a rate in
excess of one in five, and in some areas ap-
proaching one in four. That is certainly not
acceptable to the Opposition, and I would hope
not to the Government. One of the more im-
portant areas of youth unemployment, in my
opinion, is in the area of apprenticeships. If
one looks at that area, the statistics are more
alarming.

I refer to question 563 of 17 September
asked by the member for Mt Lawley. He asked
how many new apprentices were indentured in
Western Australia in certain years. The reply
showed that in 1982, the last full year of the
Liberal Government, 13 000 predominantly
young people, although there could be mature-
age people, were apprentices. The figure as at
30 June 1985 is 9 370. That is a drop of in
excess of 4 200 in a period of three years. That
is a staggering decrease.

Mr Parker: An apprenticeship lasts for
usually four or five years. Have you seen the
intake figures for the last year you were in
Government? They were down in some cases:
by as much as 70 per cent in one trade alone,
and they are now coming up very rapidly. Th.e
latest figures show huge increases in the num-
ber of new indentures.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister is like his
leader, still trying to blame the previous
Government for his problems. It must have
been a Minister from the Labor Government
who came into office and asked what he should
do if he got into a spot of bother.

He was told that the previous Minister had
left three envelopes in the bottom left-hand
drawer and if the Minister found that he got
into trouble he was to open them. The Minister
did get into problems and he opened the first
envelope- The comment written was, "Blame
your department." The Minister blamed his de-
partment and the problems went away. About
three months later the Minister had further
problems and there was a major crisis in the
Government so he opened the second envelope
and the comment was, 'Blame your
predecessor." That is where this Government is
almost at now. Sure as eggs, a couple of months
after that the Minister got into a major blue
with the Premier, and he had the Press waiting
outside his door, so he opened the third envel-
ope. The message inside that envelope was,
"Take out a piece of paper and three envelopes
and start writing." That is where this Govern-
ment is at and if it starts blaming the Oppo-
(69)

sition I suggest that the Minister for Minerals
and Energy had better get out the paper and
envelopes and start writing.

Apprenticeships have declined during the
period of this Government. Whether it is the
Opposition's problem or the Government's
problem, the fact is that apprenticeship
positions are not being filled.

The real problem is that if this country has
an economic recovery at any time it will need
skilled tradespeople to work. If, as has
happened in the past, businesses flourish, what
will happen? We will have to import
tradespeople from overseas, and that would be
hardly appropriate when one person in every
five in this country is out of work,

The answer to that problem is not easy and it
requires a comprehensive approach which, in
turn, requires five steps. Those steps are an
economic management measure; a review of
the training programmes-we have too many
for them to be effective and they need
rationalising; a reduction in the burden of
Government; a reduction in taxation levels of
Government; and, as the member for Nedlands
has already indicated, the deregulation of the
labour markets.

With regard to the deregulation of the labour
markets, I would like to refer briefly to the
comments made by the member for Nedlands
about the historic decision made by the Indus-
trial Relations Commission in this State. It
gave the opportunity for employees and em-
ployers to amrve at an agreement and, in many
cases, to permit the reduction of wages for
young people. Why do we want to reduce the
cost of their wages? Could the reason be that
we want to rip them off and make more profits
for employers? That certainly is not the
objective. The objective is to employ more
people.

If members opposite took the time to talk to
young people they would be well aware, as I
am, about the fact that the majority of young
people understand clearly what is keeping them
out of a job; that is, the cost of their wages.

To highlight that point I advise the House
that two weeks ago I received a telephone call
from one of my constituents who owns a liquor
store. He advertised for a young lad-

Mr Parker: Was he a constituent or a relative
of yours?

Mr MacKINNON: No, he was not a relative.
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My constituent wanted to employ a li-year-
old boy, and he did not receive one reply to his
advertisement, so he rang the CES. He was told
that no 15 or 16-year-old lads were registered
with the CES, but that approximately 500 18
and 19-year-olds were registered. My constitu-
ent asked the CES officer the reason for that
and he was advised that it was probably be-
cause of the cost of their wages.

Members in this House know as well as I do
that young people know that and that it is not
good enough, in my opinion, for the Govern-
ment and unions to be so emotive about such a
proposal.

The Opposition believes that the proposal is
forward thinking. The Government is not
taking into consideration the fact that this
move wilt improve young people. It believes
that it will exploit young people and encourage
them into a job.

If the Government took the time it would
also realise that the proposal is a popular one
among the general community which under-
stands, as do young people, what it is that keeps
youths out of jobs.

I refer members to the Daily News of 19
September and to an article headed, "Youth
pay poll". It reads as follows-

A recent Gallup poll shows that 75 per
cent of people want more flexible wages for
youth.

Of the more than 2 000 Australians
questioned, a further 76 per cent wanted a
trainee classification for youth at a
reduced pay rate.

Three out of every four Australians understand
that problem. Obviously that Gallup poll
would have included all age groups in the com-
munity. It showed-members of the Oppo-
sition are aware of this because they talk to
people in the community-that people in the
community understand what is keeping the
young people out of a job.

The Government's failure to support the
deregulation of this State's labour markets is a
crime, and the Government should be con-
demned for it in the terms of the amendment
moved by the member for Nedlands.

Not only does the community understand
the problem, but also the educators of this State
understand it. Since I became the shadow Min-
ister for Education I have taken the time to
move around the educational institutions of
this State. Inevitably, whenever I spoke about
young people and the reasons they are kept out

of a job, nine out of every 10 people indicated
to me that the problem is the cost of young
people's wages. That is what is keeping them
out of a job and that is the reason youth unem-
ployment was at the rate of 21 per cent as at
August this year. If the percentage is down this
month it will only be by a few points.

It is pleasing to note that when it is all boiled
down both the State and Federal Governments
agree with what the Opposition is saying.

The member for Nedlands referred to an ad-
vertisement by the Prime Minister, Bob
Hawke, which appeared in The West Australian
on 13 September and which was supported by
the State Government. It reads, in part, as fol-
lows-

Employers will pay Trainees a wage.
This will be negotiated within each indus-
try, taking into account existing award
wages. Trainees will be paid at least $90
per week.

What is it that I have been talking about? I
have been talking about the deregulation of the
labour markets in order that employers and
employees can negotiate a reasonable wage.
Here we have a Federal Government proposing
just that, and that is what the Opposition has
been saying for a long time.

I cannot see the difference if the Prime Min-
ister, the Premier, and the Government mem-
ber who will respond to this debate tonight-if
anybody does-say that what the Opposition
proposes is not what should be done because it
will result in exploitation. The Prime Minis-
ter's proposal is the same thing dressed up in
different clothing.

The Opposition is pleased that the Federal
Government and the State Government recog-
nise the problem. However, it is a pity that they
do not have the guts to stand up and support
what we believe to be one of the major answers
to the problem; that is, the deregulation of the
labour markets.

As I indicated, one of the other major mat-
ters about which we need to be sure, if we are
to be confident that our young people are
employed in the future, is that we do have
proper economic management. At the moment
it would seem that that is not what we are
receiving-certainly not at a Federal level. I
am sure that most Australians would agree with
me, particularly after the handing down of the
recent tax package, that if the level of taxation
continues to increase in this country, as has
been the case over the last three years, there
will certainly be no encouragement for em-
ployers to take on more young people.
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While preparing the notes for this speech, I
listed the changes that had been made to the
tax system over the last 2'/2 years. All those
changes were designed to increase the level of
tax. To date, while some reductions have been
announced, not one tax has been reduced. The
Premier might claim that the payroll tax has
been reduced, but the Budget papers tabled
today show that payroll tax revenue in this
State increased again, as we anticipated it
would. Those new taxes are: Resources rental
tax; capital gains tax; the negative gearing pro-
posals which have been abolished; the perks
tax; the assets test; the superannuation tax;
and, of course, the financial institutions duty.
All those new taxes have been imposed over the
last 21/, years, yet this Government says that it
is doing everything possible to stimulate the
employment of young people.

Even worse, the Budget papers handed down
today show that during the term of this
Government taxation revenue has increased by
more than 50 per cent in three years. Inflation
has been between 21 per cent and 23 per cent
over that period, so taxation revenue has in-
creased by more than double the rate of in-
flation. Nevertheless, the Premier has the tem-
erity to say that that is good economic manage-
ment, that he is running a tight ship, that he is
looking to save costs and to put the best foot
forward with a view to getting the Government
off the backs of the people of this State. We
know that that is far from the truth.

Our position on these matters is quite clear:
Unlike the Government, we do not support the
tax package at the Federal level. Unlike the
Government, we do not support the perks tax
which will put out of work hundreds of people
who work in restaurants around this State,
hundreds of young people who until a week or
two ago had a secure and Prosperous future.
We support and are committed to the abolition
of taxes-the capital gains tax at a Federal level
and FID and the fuel franchise levy at the State
level. Our commitments are clear. They are not
obscure in any way. We are committed to them
and we will ensure that through those actions
we will get Government off the backs of em-
ployers and ensure that they have the best op-
portunity of employing as many young people
as their businesses will enable them to employ.

At the forefront of our policies will be a
move to deregulate the labour markets. That
will benefit not only young people, but also all
Australians, because with more flexibility in
the labour market we will have a much greater
rate of employment growth. We have seen a bit

of employment growth in recent times. If!I had
time I could give many reasons for that, most
of which have little to do with Governments,
either State or Federal. Deregulation of the
labour market would give employment growth
a shot in the arm of a permanent nature, not of
a temporary nature such as that given by all
these job schemes floating around. I for one
cannot understand why the Government is so
blind that it cannot see that that is one of the
major answers to the unemployment problem
in this country and that it would give lasting
help to thousands of young Australians. De-
spite all the progress the Prime Minister and
the Premier claim has been made, one in five
young Australians is still out of ajob.

For the Government to keep saying that the
problem was worse under our Government or
that we are to blame for it or that a department
should be blamed is washing awfully thin on
the people of Australia, and on the people of
Western Australia in particular. I can assure
the House that it is washing thin on the Oppo-
sition. The people know who is in Govern-
ment. They know where the responsibility lies
for these problems. Given the first available
opportunity, I am sure they will tell the
Government where the responsibility lies.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [9.34 p.m.]: I want to
reply to the amendment which has been moved
by the member for Mt Marshall and spoken to
by the member for Nedlands and the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. I do not want to
indulge in the alleged crime mentioned by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition of blaming
others, but that is usually the case when people
are called upon to make judgments. Whether
they make those judgments at the ballot box or
in the course of their daily lives, they will make
them on the basis of comparisons. It may not
be a case of blaming one or the other, but
simply a case of looking at the record.

[Quorum formed.]
Mr PARKER: The important thing is to look

at what is happening. I would like to compare
what is happening now with what was
happening some two or three years ago and
identify the changes that have taken place.

The Opposition spoke about the tragically
high level of youth unemployment. We would
all agree with that. In fact the Treasurer made
reference to it in his Budget speech this after-
noon. Other people in the Government have
made reference to it. I can remember talking
about it when I was the Minister for Employ-
ment. The current Minister talks about it.

2179



2180 [ASSEMBLY]

There is no question that the levels of unem-
ployment are too high. Because the debate was
brought on in this way and not by way of mo-
tion of any sort, I do not have access to all the
detailed statistics about the changes that have
taken place. However, I do know that the level
of youth unemployment is unacceptably high.
There is no question about that.

I can recall one statistic very clearly, that of
the proportion of youth unemployment at the
time I first became Minister of Employment
and Training nearly three years ago. The per-
centage of youth-I think the range was be-
tween 16 and 20 years of age-who were unem-
ployed was 27 per cent. That was an extraordi-
narily high figure. I think it was the highest that
it had been since the depression and it was at a
time when we had an incredibly stagnant econ-
omy. Not only did we have no economic
growth, we also had economic contraction. We
in fact had an economy that was getting
smaller. We had what the economists persist in
referring to as negative growth. Of course, at
that time employers were looking to their own
interests. I do not blame them for so doing.
They were looking for ways to reduce their
costs and found them by looking at the un-
skilled youth labour that they employed and
rationalised their employment while keeping
the key people that they needed to keep their
business going. In particular, they put off the
people who were in training and who were not
fully skilled. As a result, there was a huge in-
crease in youth unemployment and in unem-
ployment generally. It ballooned in 1982 be-
cause the economy was getting smaller. Obvi-
ously there was not the room for jobs in that
economy.

Of course, we now have an economy which is
growing at a very rapid rate. We have levels of
economic growth in this country that have not
been seen since the 1950s and 1960s. We have
real economic growth nationally of somewhere
over four per cent this year and we had a higher
rate in one or two past years. It is suggested by
those who are able to analyse the statistics of
economic growth that this State could be as
much as doubling the national rate of real econ-
omic growth in this financial year at a growth
rate of seven per cent or eight per cent.

The economy is getting bigger. An economy
that is getting bigger will do exactly the op-.
posite of one that is getting smaller. It will cre-
ate more jobs at all levels. Obviously when an
economy is getting smaller there will be fewer

jobs and employers will look to dispensing with
a segment of the work community. To some
considerable degree, that found itself in youth.

With the present economic growth people
will look to the areas of the economy where
they can employ people and that is why we
have had the very strong growth. Almost
50 000 jobs have been created in this State be-
cause of economic growth since this Govern-
ment came to power. Without economic
growth we can reorganise the work force, we
can shuffle the chairs around and say that one
group of people should have jobs rather than
another, or that we shall create jobs in one area
rather than the other, but we shall not create
new jobs because it will simply be a rearrange-
ment of existing jobs. With economic growth
and with sensible wage and economic policies,
hopefully, we shall have job increases in all
sectors of the economy, including the youth
sector.

If, in addition to that, we target specific Pro-
grammes for the people who need employment
most, such as youth-as the State and Federal
Governments are doing-not only do we have
the jobs which are created automatically by the
economic growth because the economy is get-
ting larger, there are more employers, more
business, and business is more profitable and
able to employ people and expand-as it is
doing very dramatically in this State at the mo-
ment-but also we are able to look at those
areas which have been unaffected by that so
far, either because they have not grown
sufficiently to that point or because employers
employing people are looking to their own
interests. One would expect employers to do
that, not because they are exploitative but
simply because that is what they are in exist-
ence to do and they may not have chosen to
employ the youth who are unemployed for a
variety of reasons. It could be because the
young people do not have experience, they are
not as capable of dealing with, and competing
in, the job market as are other people, or in
many cases they are simply demoralised by ex-
tensive periods during which they have been
unemployed and as a result are not searching
flor job opportunities. In other words, they have
given up.

For that reason we added to the economic
growth, which we have so successfully
stimulated in this State and nationally, specifi-
cally targeted programmes. I would be the first
to agree with the member for Nedlands who
said that the really important thing to do was to
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create permanent, long-term jobs. We have
done that, of course, and the figures demon-
strate it. It is also necessary to identify those
areas in which that is not having an immediate
impact and in which assistance can be given in
the short-term by these specifically targeted
programmes which will give people jobs, per-
haps only for short periods, but through which
they will gain skills, confidence and an ability
to operate in the labour market when those
short-term jobs finish.

Studies have shown that a much higher inci-
dence of people who have been in community
employment programmes-which are short-
term, band-aid solutions to the unemployment
problem-subsequently find jobs in the ordi-
nary areas of private sector, long-term employ-
ment than do those people who have not been
involved in such programmes. The reason is
that those people have gained skills, confi-
dence, the work ethic and some understanding
of how to relate to people in the work environ-
ment.

We are not saying that the CEP in itself is a
solution, or that these youth traineeships of the
Federal Government, or those announced this
evening by the Treasurer in the Bludget speech,
or the Westrek programme and so on are sol-
utions in themselves. However, they are part
of a solution; they are a move towards a sol-
ution. In particular they are an opportunity for
the youth of our State to participate in that
very rapid and tremendous economic growth
that the State is currently experiencing.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition re-
ferred to the fact that the gross number of ap-
prentices under indentures in this State was
considerably less then it was some years ago.
That is unquestionably the case. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition referred to the former
figure of approximately 23 000 and the current
figure of just below 10 000. 1 am not disputing
those figures; I recall very well when I first took
on the portfolio of Employment when we came
to Government just how huge the reduction
was in the first two or three months in the
number of apprentices going into indentures.
In some trades-and I recall one of them was
the boilermaking trade-there was a 70 per
cent decline in the intake of probationary and
indentured apprentices. In other trades the fig-
ure was down by 30 or 40 per cent. In those
areas alone a huge decline occurred. This all
took place 21h years ago and of course had that
number of apprentices been at the former level,
those apprentices would now be in the third or
fourth year of their apprenticeships. I am not

trying to blame anyone; I am simply painting
out that the reason for the substantial drop-off
at the moment is the low intake which took
place in those disastrous economic years of
1982 and the first half of 1983. That situation
has resulted in the gross figures to which the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred. I
can recall in those days doing as the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has said he is now
doing-visiting factories in which not only
were people not being employed as apprentices
but also some of those who had been taken on
in previous years were suffering the evil rigours
of the depression that took place and were, in
fact, turfed out of work.

At one stage in the first two or three months
of 1983 something like 2 000 apprentices were
suspended from their indentures because their
employers could not afford to keep them on. It
was not because of the wage levels-although
presumably if their wages had been nil they
could have afforded to retain their services;
but that is hardly logical-but because the em-
ployers did not have any business coming into
the factories at that time as a result of the state
of the economy. Therefore, those people be-
came unemployed.

We would have liked immediately to be able
to put sufficient work into those factories to
keep them operating in the nortnal way, but
although it was not the perfect solution we were
able to do something with the cooperation of
many employers. This applied particularly in
the metal trades and I might say with the full
cooperation of the Amalgamated Metal
Workers and Shipwrights Union and the
Australasian Society of Engineers, which are
the two main unions in the metal working area
which was the worst affected area. I am not
referring to the overall union body, the TLC. It
included the cooperation of Frank Bastow, who
is on the Industrial Training Council. Those
who know him would be aware of how commit-
ted he is to apprenticeship training, and youth
and occupational training. With the cooper-
ation of those groups we were able to devise
schemes which did not necessarily result in the
full apprenticeship wage under the award being
paid but which involved a compromise pro-
posal.

The Commonwealth paid the equivalent of
the dole-despite: the fact that technically the
people were not unemployed-the State
Government paid an amount and the employer
paid an amount and other funds were made
available both by the State and the Common-
wealth to provide apprenticeship masters SO
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that those people who would otherwise have
been on the streets were kept in what in many
cases were empty factories. I can remember
visiting one factory which had nothing in it
except for the people working on the pro-
gramme we had instituted. At least those
people were able to continue to obtain their
skills and subsequently they were able to obtain
a trade certification and go on to the market
and fend for themselves as tradesmen. Of
course, that made a huge difference to those
people.

Unfortunately, we were not able to do i t with
everybody because it was such a huge problem
at that time. However, a longer-term strat-
egy-of course we did many things at once and
we had a short-term strategy to which I have
just referred-was economic growth, the long-
term strategy of creating the environment for
more jobs. I refer to the macro-environment in
which generally speaking industry can grow
and develop and the micro-environment in
terms of the influence of certain things on em-
ployers which will enable them to take on more
employees than they otherwise would.

The abolition of workers' compensation pre-
miums for first-year apprentices obviously had
an impact, as did the reduction in the overall
level of payroll tax last year for the first time in
the history of the Commonwealth to 4.75 per
cent, and this year for most of the employers
about whom we are talking-paticularly those
referred to by the member for Nedlands-to
four per cent. That is 20 per cent lower than in
any other State in Australia and 33 per cent
lower than in many parts of Australia. The
Government has been able to achieve that
position. Of course, that has resulted in strong
economic and employment growth. I will quote
the figures in relation to apprenticeships. I
have already referred to the figures that were
down in 1983 but in the last financial year the
intake of apprentices was 4 420, an increase of
more than 1 000, or 31.5 per cent above the
1983-84 level. That was the highest increase in
the Commonwealth.

Since 1982-83, when there were these
tremendous problems, the number of appren-
ticeships in Western Australia has increased by
almost 68 per cent. The average term of an
apprenticeship is about four years. Last year,
there were 4 420 additional apprenticeships.
Even without allowing for any further in-
creases, which I am sure will occur because of
the tremendous growth which is accelerating in
this State, particularly in the heavy engineering

sector, this is an important year for apprentice-
ship opportunities, particularly in the areas of
resource development, the building sector
and engineering. Massive employment
opportunities will be opening up. In fact to
some extent they are there already. At the con-
federation meeting the other day people were
talking about labour shortages and what to do
about them.

Even without allowing for that sort of
change, with an intake of 4 420 apprentices in
one year, if things continue at that level with-
out allowing for inevitable increases, one will
have a total number of apprenticeships in four
years amounting to 17 000 or 18 000.

The economy is now producing a record
number of apprentices, if the figures are
analysed properly, as I have just done. We con-
sider that as inadequate. We certainly do not
see the level of 17 per cent youth unemploy-
ment as acceptable.

One of the reasons for the special
traineeships we announced today in cooper-
ation with the Federal Government was to
make this proposal a success. We have
responded to the proposal of the Prime Minis-
ter. I do not think any other State has done
this. We have indicated there will be no payroll
tax on these traineeships. Even if the employer
would otherwise be eligible for payroll tax, we
will not be charging payroll tax for these
traineeships under this system. That is some-
thing the Prime Minister asked of employers
and of Governments to assist this scheme. I
could be wrong, but I do not think any other
Government has responded to this challenge.

Each of these things is a small thing in itself,
but taken together they are producing figures of
which we are proud. We are proud of the
record of this Government at this time. I have
little doubt that before the end of this year, and
certainly over the next two or three years, we
will see that position improve even more mark-
edly than it has over the past few months.

In the few minutes remaining to me I want to
deal with this concept of deregulation. Every-
one talks about deregulation. My experience
has been that everyone wants deregulation un-
til it applies to him. It is amazing the number
of businesses which talk about deregulation,
but when one starts to do something about it
they say, "We do not want it, we do not think it
is a very good thing for us. We want to live in
our own cocoon; go and deregulate somebody
else."
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The member for Nedlands talked about
deregulation of the financial market. The
greatest deregulation in financial markets has
been done by Mr Keating, the Federal
Treasurer. His greatest opponent is now a great
advocate of deregulation, especially in the
labour market-Mr Stone. When Mr Stone was
Under Treasurer he did not want deregulation
because it would undermine his power base. He
fought against floating the Australian dollar,
perhaps the greatest single economic decision
made by the Hawke Government, certainly the
one which has been of greatest benefit to this
State. He is now talking about the deregulation
of everything.

The labour market must be recognised as a
different market from financial markets or
markets for other commodities. Labour is, in
pure economic terms, a commodity. I acknowl-
edge that. It must be competitive, and our
labour position has to some degree to be com-
pectitive with our competitors and trading part-
ners. But it cannot be seen in the same light as
a piece of cheese or the cost of money.

Banks and financial institutions take in
money at a certain price. The price they pay is
represented by the interest rate. They sell that
money at a higher rate. The profit they make is
the difference between the two rates. They have
to achieve a higher rate for the money they lend
or they would not be able to survive.

With labour, people have costs. They have
their lives to live, they have their families, their
homes, their mortgages and children at school.
They cannot be treated in the same way as a
piece of cheese, a length of rope or an amount
of money. They have to be treated on the basis
that there is some guaranteed minimum avail-
able to them.

I am not arguing that our labour market as it
operates in Australia is perfect. We have stated
constantly that changes need to be made and
the Federal Government is moving in this area.
It has the broadest role in this area to make
those changes.

But look at the difference between Australia
and Britain, for example. The Leader of the
Opposition is a great fan of Mrs Thatcher. In
Great Britain labour costs are increasing at
something like 70 per cent more than the rate
of inflation. One is talking about labour costs
increasing much faster than the rate of in-
flation, whereas in Australia under the Hawke
Government and our Government one is
talking about labour costs increasing at less
than the rate of inflation, which is increasing
our competitiveness.

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

House adjourned at 9.56 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PORTS AND HARBOURS: BUNBURY

Dispute: Shipping

784. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Regional Development and the North
West with special responsibility for
"Bunbury 2000":

(I) How many ships are currently
awaiting entry to Bunbury Harbour?

(2) What has been the cost to the Govern-
ment in-

(a) lost revenue;

(b) extra charges;

(c) costs of court hearings;

(d) Ministers' visits; and
(e) intervention, etc.,

since the demarcation dispute began?
(3) What has been the assessed loss to the

Bunbury region recently by the in-
ability of the United States navy
vessel that was diverted from the port?

(4) Further to (2) and (3), with the
Government adopting the frequently
applied multiplier effect, what is the
assessed loss to the region overall for
tourism, hospitality, service, and
supply industries?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) 6.
(2) (a) I am advised of' a figure of

approximately $250 000;
(b) nil;
(c) I am advised of a figure of

approximately $20 000;
(d) and (e) because of the complexity

of this demarcation dispute, it
would be impossible to assess the
cost of my personal efforts to ef-
fect a suitable conclusion to this
dispute; however, I have visited
Bunbury at least twice with the
intention of seeking a solution to
the demarcation dispute.

(3) and (4) 1 am not in possession of that
information.

919 and 951. Postponed

HOUSING: SALES
Repurchase: Caveat

964. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Is it a fact that Homeswest has

introduced a condition on the sale of
its properties to tenants requiring a
caveat on the title which gives
Homeswest the first right of refusal to
repurchase?

(2) If so, when was this condition
imposed?

(3) Is it fact that the condition is applied
to all sales to tenants?

(4) If not, which contracts are singled out
in this way?

(5) Is the condition being imposed in an
open-ended way or does it only apply
for a certain period of time?

(6) Why has the Government found it
necessary to alter the conditions of
sale to tenants so that the tenants now
will have only a second-class title
rather than a free and unencumbered
title?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 19 June 1985.
(3) Yes, to enable Homeswest to review

its need to ensure the retention of
houses for future use in certain areas
or localities to meet its new policy of
providing a social mix of public hous-
ing within the wider community. It is
anticipated this review will be
completed by the end of October.

(4)
(5)

Not applicable.
The condition only applies until the
property is sold.

(6) 1 do not accept the implication in this
statement.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Ausi ralind-Eaton: Separate Shire

973. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Regional Development and the North
West with special responsibility for
"Bunbury 2000":
(1) As Dr Ernie Manea was speaking as

Chairman of the South West Develop-
ment Authority at a recent meeting in
Harvey where he stated that
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Australind and Eaton should form
their own shire, does he support this
concept?

(2) Is this Government policy?
(3) Does he condone this statement which

will possibly cause more division in
the Harvey Shire than good?

(4) Will he ask Dr Manca to retract his
remarks if this is not Government pol-
icy?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) 1 presently have no opinion on the

matter.
(2) No.
(3) It is not agreed that this statement will

necessarily cause division in the Shire
of Harvey.
Dr Manea has a profound and in-
depth knowledge of the south-west re-
gion and his opinion on this, as on the
many other matters on which he
speaks, is respected by the Govern-
ment.

(4) No.

PORTS AND HARBOURS
Boat Ramps: Metropolitan Area

974. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Transport:

Would he please name or identify the
sites chosen to place boat launching
ramps in the metropolitan area?

Mr GRILL replied:

Ocean Reef, 1-illarys Boat Harbour,
Preston Point, Woodman Point, Point
Peron.

976 and 980 to 984. Postponed.

FORESTS
"A rmillaria" Fungus

985. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Mow many hectares of native forest in

Western Australia are affected by the
root rot fungus Armillaria?

(2) How many hectares of native forest
have been killed by Arniitaria?

(3) What types of forest are most
seriously affected?

(4) What causes the fungus to spread?
(5) What is being done to control the

spread of the fungus?
(6) What research has been carried out, or

is being carried out, on Annillaria in
Western Australia?

(7) Will he please table the most relevant
publications?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Not known. The pattern of the disease
is small localised sporadic occurrences
which do not lend themselves to ex-
pression in hectares.

(2) As for (1).
(3) The forest most seriously affected is

the wandoo forest. There are also
sporadic occurrences in jarrah and
karri forests.

(4) The fungus is a native species which
spreads by infrequent establishment
of air-borne basidiospores.

(5) The main response so far has been re-
search. Judging from Victorian experi-
ence, there is limited scope for con-
trol. The removal of infected root
systems is too costly.

(6) Research currently in progress in-
volves definition of the problem and
study of the ecology of the fungus.

(7) The relevant publications are-
(a) Kyle, G. A., Wattling, R.,

Malajczuk, N., and Shearer, B. A.
(1983). "The occurrence of
A rmullaria luteobutalina
(Wattling and Kyle) in Western
Australia". Australian Plant Path-
ology 12:18-20.

(b) Shearer, B. L., Tippett, J1. P., and
Shea, S. R. (1983). 'Patterns of
Basidiome Production and Im-
pact of Armullaria luteobubalina
in the Northern Jarrah
(Eucalyptus marginata) Forest of
South Western Australia". In ab-
stracts of papers, 4th Inter-
national Congress of Plant Path-
ology, Melbourne, Australia,
1983.

(c) Pearce, M., Unpublished Thesis,
University of W.A. "The occur-
rence and effect of Armillaria
species in the Karri (Eucalyptus
diversicolor, F. Muell) Forests of
Western Australia 1982".
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Items (a) and (b) are available from the
Department of Conservation and Land
Management library at Woodvale. Item (c)
can be obtained from the library of the
University of Western Australia,

TRANSPORT
Houseboats: Walpole-Nornalup inlet

986. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) In regard to commercial houseboats

on Walpole-Nornalup Inlet, how
many are there?

(2) What body has granted the operators a
licence to operate?

(3) How often are the operators required
to renew their licence?

(4) (a) Are there any conditions on the
licence to operate;

(b) if "Yes"-
(i) what are the conditions;

(ii) by whom are they enforced;
(iii) have there been any breaches

of the conditions;
(iv) if so, what are they?

(5) (a) Was there any trial period of op-
eration;,

(b) if "yes"-

(i) how long did it last;
(ii) by whom was it monitored;

(iii) is there any report on the
trial period;

(iv) if so, will he please table it?

(6) Is it the Government's intention to in-clude the waters of Walpole-Nomnalup
Inlet in a conservation re-
serve-Walpole-Nornalup National
Park-as recommended by the En-
vironmental Protection Authority in
its Red Book recommendations on
System 2?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) to (5) These questions should be re-
ferred to my colleague, the Minister
for Transport.

(6) The Government has accepted in
principle the recommendations of the
Red Book on System 2. A review is
currently being undertaken on the

inclusion of waters of the Walpole-
Nornalup Inlet in the Walpole-
Nornalup National Park in the con-
text of legislative ability to do so.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Northampton District: Old Buildings

987. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) With the completion of the new build-

ings at the Northampton District High
School and their occupation in
February 1986, has any consideration
been given to the future of the old
school buildings?

(2) Would consideration be given to the
few structurally sound buildings being
made available for community
use-for example, youth group activi-
ties?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), to whom would
approaches be made by interested or-
ganisations?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
All possible options
investigated.

are being

(3) Proposals such as those outlined
should be put to the local shire council
which has been involved in dis-
cussions on the future of the site.

HEALTH
Nurses: Non-nursing Duties

988. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Does he intend to meet the demands

of the Western Australian branch of
the Royal Australian Nursing Feder-
ation on non-nursing duties?

(2) If so, when?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The Health Department is currently
negotiating with the Royal Australian
Nursing Federation in respect to the
guidelines for the elimination of non-
nursing duties and the time frame in
which these objectives can be
achieved.

(2) and (3) See answer to question (1).
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HEALTH

Nurses:- Shift Loading

989. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Does he know the Western Australian
branch of the Royal Australian Nurs-
ing Federation has filed a claim in the
Western Australian Industrial Re-
lations Commission asking for an
increased shift loading to 15 per cent
and double time for nurses working in
public hospitals on Sundays?

(2) If agreed to, how much extra will this
cost in one year?

(3) Does the Government support these
claims?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) $3 307 467.

(3) This question should be directed to
the Minister for Industrial Relations.

HEALTH MAINTENANCE
ORGANISATIONS

Establishment

990. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Does he support the concept of health
maintenance organisations in Western
Australia?

(2) Are any health maintenance organis-
ations planned for Western Australia?

(3) If so, where and when?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The State Government has no
objection to the establishment of
health maintenance organisations.

(2) and (3) Since it involves an alternative
system of remuneration for medical
services, any approach to establish a
health maintenance organisation
would be to the Commonwealth De-
partment of Health in the first in-
stance. No applications to establish a
health maintenance organisation are
known to the Health Department of
Western Australia.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Outpatients:, Statistics

991. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(I) Adverting to question 414 of 2985
concerning outpatient statistics, what
change or changes were made in the
system of measuring and recording
non-inpatient usage of the hospitals?

(2) Is this new system of measuring also
carried out at other hospitals as well as
the teaching hospitals?

(3) Is it possible to estimate the 1984-85
figures under the previous system of
measuring and recording non-
inpatient usage of the hospitals?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) A system of uniform functional
reporting has been introduced involv-
ing changes in the definition and
measurement of patient orientated ac-
tivity including non-inpatient activity.
The changes are technical and
complex in nature and designed to
provide a more consistent mechanism
for providing statistical information
from each of the teaching hospitals.

(2) No.

(3) Information is no longer recorded on
the previous basis.

SHOPPING

Tyre Retailers. "Showroom" Zones

992. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Planning;

(1) Has any other shire council allowed
tyre retailers to operate in an area
zoned "showroom" other than the
Mandurah Shire?

(2) If so, which shire or shires?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) There are in excess of 80 shires
with town planning schemes in the
State, each of which would have to be
consul ted before responding to the
question. In the circumstances I am
not prepared to commit resources to
undertake the relevant assessment.
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EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING

Farm Apprenticeships:- Training

993. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

(1) With regard to farm apprenticeships,
where will the academic training be
caried out?

(2) Will there be correspondence courses?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The technical training component of
the farming apprenticeships is the re-
sponsibility of the Technical and
Further Education Division of the
Education Department. I am
informed that the Thomlie Technical
College has been nominated as the
venue of the first module of the tech-
nical training course which is sched-
uled to commence in March 1986.
I am also advised that subsequent
stages of the technical training course
may be held in rural centres
depending on the number of appren-
tices available in specific districts.

(2) The technical training will be carried
out on a block release basis. It is not
intended that correspondence courses
be involved.

NATURAL DISASTERS

Flood Plains: Studies

994. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) What statutory body authorised the
flood plain studies?

(2) How were the flood plain studies
funded?

Mr TONKIN replied:

Assuming the question refers to the
Murray River flood study, the answers
are-
(1) The Minister for Water Re-

sources.

(2) From the Consolidated Revenue
Fund allocation to the Public
Works Department.

HEALTH
Permanent Care Facilities: Plans

995. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Will he please table a copy of the plans

for the permanent care facilities to be
built shortly?

(2) When will tenders be let for the per-
manent care buildings?

(3) When is it expected that facilities will
be ready to occupy?

(4) What is the estimated cost of the new
permanent care facilities?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (4) Information relating to all the
permanent care facilities shortly to be
constructed would take considerable
time and resources to assemble. If the
member for Dale would specify to
which facility he is referring, consider-
ation will be given to Providing the
information requested.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Armadale: Relocation

996. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is the commitment now firm to build

the new primary school for Armadale
at the Carradine Road-Albany High-
way junction?

(2) Is the present school site to be sold by
tender, by private treaty, or by some
other means?

(3) When is it estimated the new school
will be ready to be occupied and the
old school demolished?

(4) What is the estimated cost of building
the new school?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (4) This matter is still under con-
sideration. I expect to be able to make
an announcement soon.

WATER RESOURCES
Dwellingup: Pipeline

997. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

When is it estimated the pipeline to
supply water to Dwellingup from
South Dandalup dam will be built?
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Mr TONKIN replied:

It is feasible to complete the augmen-
tation of the Dwellingup water supply
by December 1987. However, con-
struction is subject to the availability
of funds in future Budgets.
Planning is also subject to Alcoa's
mining operations in the area, and ap-
propriate negotiations have been
initiated.

RIVER MURRAY
Dam ming: Lane-Poole Reserve

998. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is it intended that the Murray River

will be dammed in the future in or
adjacent to Lane-Poole reserve?

(2) If a plan has been prepared, will he
please table a copy?

(3) If "Yes" to (1), when -is it estimated
this dam will be built?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) At this time, the Water Authority has
no firm proposals or plans for con-
struction of dams on the Murray
River in or adjacent to the Lane-Poole
Reserve. However, it is anticipated
that the water resources of the Murray
River and/or its tributaries will have
to be utilised at some time in the fu-
ture, and this option is being retained
in management plans being developed
for the area.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

999 to 1 002. Postponed.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Serpentine:- Capital Works Programme

1003. Mr RUSHTOM, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What works are to be carried out for

Serpentine Primary School in the
1985-86 capital works programme?

(2) Are all or any of the following items to
be provided for the school this
financial year-
(a) two new classrooms;
(b) new student toilets;
(c) ground development-bore and

reticulation;

(d) new staffroom;
(e) staff toilets and showers;

(f) resource centre;
(g) insulation for classrooms and ver-

andahs?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) Details of the works proposed
in the capital works Budget will be re-
leased shortly.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
Dale Electorate: Capital Works Programme

1004. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:

What capital works and maintenance
are to be provided for the schools
within the electorate of Dale for the
financial year 1985-86-
(a) primary schools;
(b) district high schools?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) and (b) Information on the capital
works proposed is contained
within the Budget, to be brought
down shortly. Details of the main-
tenance proposed will be
provided by letter.

1005 to 1009. Postponed.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: BUNBURY
Dispute: Redeployment

1010. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:
(1) Has the Government, as indicated in

The West Australian, agreed to retain
and give jobs to militant members of
the Maritime Workers Union
involved in the dispute which has
closed the Port of Bunbury?

(2) If "Yes", why was the offer made?
(3) If "No" to (1), has he had the report

corrected?
Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (3) The commission recommended
that offers of reinstatement be made
to the former employees of the
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Bunbury Port Authority who were
dismissed, and this recommendation
was accepted by the authority.

1011. Postponed

HEALTH

Cerebrovascular Patients: Discharges

1012. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) How many persons classified as
cerebrovascular-diseased patients
were discharged from Western
Australian hospitals in each of the
years from 1980-1985 inclusive?

(2) Approximately what percentage of the
above suffered from hemnipiegia?

(3) In view of the fact that the Stroke As-
sociation of Western Australia is in
urgent need of a full-time co-ordinator
and part-time office girl, and in order
that the association might more
effectively service the requirements of
its members, will he ensure that the
association's application far the
necessary Government funding is
given the most careful consideration
when the forthcoming Budget is being
formulated?

Mr HODGE replied:

Information available for 1981-1984
only-

(1) 1981-2 586

1982-2 791[

1983-2 848

1984-2 763

(2) 198 1-4.0 per cent

1982-5.2 per cent

198 3-6. 5 percent

1984-8.7 per cent

(3) The Stroke Association has ap-
plied for financial support under
the home and community care
programme.

EDUCATION
Tertiary Institutions Gov'ernance Committee:

Report
1013. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Has the report of the committee of

inquiry into the structure of governing
bodies of Western Australian tertiary
institutions yet been printed?

(2) If not, why not?
M r PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) The report is still in the pro,-
cess of being printed at the Govern-
ment Printing Office.

ENVIRONMENT: STORME
Shea, Dr Syd: Comments

1014. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Further to Dr Shea's statements on

6UVS FM on 4 September 1985 that
the claims made in STORM E's Press
release were "misleading, mischievous
statements because all you do is pro-
voke trouble and to me there's only
one other word to describe them as
lies", to which statements of
STORME was Dr Shea referring as
"lies"?

(2) Is the statement by Dr Shea that
claims by STORME are "lies", accu-
irate?

(3) Ifso, why?
(4) If not, will he ensure that Dr Shea

tenders a public apology to the group?
Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Statements claiming that there had
been no public announcement that the
recreation zone of the Lane-Poole re-
serve would be subject to mining and
logging in the future.

(2) to0(4) Answered by (1).

FORESTS
Timber Industry: Agreement

1015. Mr RUJSH-TON, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Further to question 874 of 1985, and

Dr Shea's statements-"the timber in-
dustry had claims on a number of
areas and although they were not
legally binding in the sense of an Act
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of Parliament, they were nonetheless
binding on the Government", and
"that the 12 000 hectares area in the
Lane Poole reserve would be subject
to mining and/or timber getting some
time in the future. If that agreement
hadn't been made between the
Premier, who was responsible and the
parties involved, then no other areas
would have been reserved"-if there
is an agreement, what is the agreement
entered into between the Premier and
the timber industry?

(2) Will he please explain the contradic-
tion created by his reply to question
690 (10) (a), (b), (c), and (d) of 1985
that no agreements exist in relation to
the extraction of timber from the
Lane-Poole recreation zone?

(3) If there is no agreement, why did Dr
Shea claim there is an agreement be-
tween the timber industry and the
Premier?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) There is no formal agreement between
the timber industry and the Premier
regarding access to any pant of the
96 000 hectare reserve system in the
jarrah forest.
Alcoa, under its agreement act, has the
legal right to mine anywhere within its
lease area. Consequently, there is an
agreement between Alcoa and the
Government under which Alcoa has
agreed not to mine in areas set aside
for conservation within the Lane-
Poole reserve.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) Dr Shea was not referring to an agree-

ment between the Premier and the
timber industry.

1016. Postponed.

TOURISM
Murray Valley:- Mining and Logging Operations
1017. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Tourism:
In relation to the media release No.
P85/33 3 by the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, in which the
Minister is quoted as saying, "The
Mandurab and Murray region has
much to offer tourists, both day-trip-

pers and those who want to stay
longer, and because of its proximity to
the metropolitan area it is sure to see a
considerable increase in tourist
traff ic-particularly during the
America's Cup period", is the Minis-
ter concerned that mining and logging
operations in the Lane-Poole reserve
will adversely affect the tourist
potential of the Murray Valley?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

There is no evidence to suggest that
the tourism industry in the
Mandurab-Murray region will be ad-
versely affected by logging and mining
operations.

LAND: RESERVE
Lane-Poole: Boundaries

1018. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(I) Further to question 690 (8) (a) of 1985

and the answer given, is his answer
factual?

(2) If "Yes", will he please explain how
mining will increase the natural and
diverse environment in the areas that
are mined?

(3) Will he please explain the apparent
contradiction between replies to ques-
tions 431 (4) of 1985 in which he
stated-"Alloeation of zones to the
96 000 hectare jarrah reserve system
has not been completed-", and 691
of 1985- "Under general working
plan number 87 of 198 2, a number of
areas in the northern jarrah forest
were prescribed as management pri-
ority areas for the purpose of rec-
reation. These areas are in addition to
the Lane Poole Reserve."?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Current mining rehabilitation prac-

tices are designed to increase species
and landscape diversity.

(3) There is no contradiction. There are
areas both within and outside the
96 000 hectare area referred to which
are set aside for recreation. The allo-
cation of zones within the 96 000 hec-
tare reserve system, however, has not
yet been completed.
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LAND: RESERVE

Lane-Poole: Research
1019. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Further to question 690 (2) of 1985
concerning Lane-Poole reserve, does
the scientific research referred to in-
clude the carrying out of-

(a) logging;

(b) mining?

(2) If "Yes" to (l)(a), over what area will
logging occur?

(3) If "Yes" to (l)(b), to what extent and
over what area will mining occur?

(4) Is he aware of an article in the Daily
News of 30 August 1985 concerning
the employment of Dr Owen Nicholls?

(5) Is there a contradiction between that
statement and his answer to questions
473 and 690 (6)(a) of 1985?

(6) If final agreement does not exist with
Alcoa on the methods of minimisation
of disruption of recreation activities is
it possible that a no-conflict situation
exists in the appointment of Dr
Nicholls as coordinator of the Lane-
Poole reserve planning group?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) (a) Yes;
(b) Yes.

(2) and (3) To be determined depending
on future research.

(4) Yes.

(5) No.

(6) Dr Nicholls' appointment involves no
conflict of interest.

FORESTS
Dieback Research

1020. Mr RUJSHTON, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

Does the research of the Department
of Conservation and Land Manage-
ment or its predecessors show that jar-
rah dieback is likely to spread in the
jarrah forest, downhill from affected
areas, particularly in areas where the
soil has been disturbed and overland
flow of water occurs?

Mr DAVIES replied:

Yes, but the potential for spread
varies with site.

ENVIRONMENT
Government Policy

1021. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Did his briefing note No. 1, dated 29

April 1985, contain a detailed stand
expressing the Government's concern
in caring for our environment?

(2) If "Yes", do the following examples
form part of his Government's con-
cern-
(a) the Whitford Nodes of which the

southern-most is the site of
Sorrento marina;

(b) the Lane-Poole reserve recreation
zone which will allow logging and
mining in the recreation zone;

(c) proposed mining operations in
the Hamersley Range National
Park;

(d) the Burswood casino, which was
approved without any environ-
mental assessment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) The Whitford Nodes have been

purchased to save them from be-
ing spoiled by residential develop-
ment. As a result of the Govern-
ment 's actions the area is now be-
ing returned to the people of
Western Australia for recreation
and conservation.
The Government has followed all
the proper procedures in deciding
to go ahead with the Hillarys boat
harbour. An environmental re-
view and management pro-
gram me report was produced,
public comment was sought, and
the proposed development was
evaluated by the EPA.
If the Government had not made
a decision to proceed with the
construction of the Hillarys boat
harbour, the comprehensive de-
velopment that will now allow for
community access to the nodes
and adjacent beaches would not
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have been possible within the nor-
mal budgetary constraints for at
least 10 years.

(b) Establishment of the Lane-Poole
reserve, which forms part of the
96 000 hectare northbern jarrah re-
serve, has only been possible fol-
lowing agreements between the
Government and Alcoa.
Under the terms of Alcoa's
mining leases the company was
under no obligation whatsoever to
release the area, now known as
the Lane-Poole reserve, for public
use.
Logging and mining will be
strictly controlled within the pro-
visions of the management plan
and are unlikely to occur for a
number of years.

(c) I refer the member for Dale to the
reply given yesterday by the Min-
ister for Minerals and Energy to
question 958.

(d) This is not true. The Environ-
mental Protection Authority de-
cided that a public environmental
report was an appropriate assess-
ment procedure to ensure that ad-
equate protection was given to the
river and foreshore area.

1022. Postponed

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Dalkeith: Athletics Carnival

1023. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What directives or advice have been

given by the Superintendent for Equal
Opportunity to the Dalkeith Primary
School in relation to its athletics carni-
val for 1985?

(2) What was the foundation of any direc-
tive or advice given?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The Superintendent of Equal Oppor-
tunity does not keep records of
specific advice provided verbally to
particular schools. Probably hundreds
of requests for advice on the issue of
equal opportunity policy and spant in
primary schools have been met. Thus

it is not possible to outline, specifi-
cally, what, if any, advice has been
provided to the Dalkeith primary
school in relation to its athletics carni-
val for 1985.

(2) Any advice which was provided would
have been based on the following
position-

In 1984, the Commonwealth
Government proclaimed the Sex
Discrimination Act. Section 42 of
this Act has significant impli-
cations for physical education
and sport in primary schools, par-
ticularly for children under the
age of 12 years. This section is
mirrored in the WA Equal Oppor-
tunity Act, proclaimed by the
State Government on 8 July
1985.

In essee, the laws say that all
children under the age of 12 years
should have access to any sport-
ing or physical education activity
offered in schools regardless of
their gender. This principle is
consistent with existing education
policy on equal opportunity, but
is likely to make necessary some
changes in many primary schools.
Students of both sexes should be
encouraged to develop the skills
to participate in any team, event,
or activity offered by the school.

It is important that changes be
introduced in a careful and sensi-
tive way. In many cases, pro-
fessional judgment will need to be
exercised, with respect to the
manner and speed with which the
goal is pursued.

Failure to ensure that the pro-
grammes pupils undertake are
within the spirit of the Acts leaves
stall' members open to complaints
by parents and students to the
WA Commissioner of Equal Op-
portunity who is responsible for
the administration of both Acts.

Many primary schools are already
providing opportunities for non-
sexist sport and physical edu-
cation programmes. Some of
these are recent innovations but
most are simply practices that
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have evolved over the last few
decades. Examples of such prac-
tices include-

teachers conduct co-edu-
cational physical education
and skill development pro-
grammes;

girls and boys in junior
classes and children in
smaller country schools play
and learn together at recess
and during physical edu-
cation lessons;

both boys and girls are al-
lowed access to all areas of
the school grounds;

money for sporting equip-
ment is allocated equally to
activities for boys and girls;

equipment is available for
use by both boys and girls;

girls and boys are
encouraged-at the primary
level-to play together in
modified games such as
IKanga Cricket, Aussie Footy,
Minkey, Tee-ball, and
Sofcrosse which are
promoted by the major sport-
ing organizations;

girls are encouraged to wear
shorts and track suits so that
they can play without the em-
barrassment and restrictions
that skints sometimes cause.

Co-educational physical edu-
cation is appropriate for all pri-
mary classes as a means of pro-
viding all students with the same
opportunities. In sport, there are
situations in which a child might
be disadvantaged if placed in di-
rect competition with children
with more highly developed skills
and motivation. For example, at
present, most upper primary girls
are unlikely to match most boys*
abilities in football. In the mean-
time, schools can avoid such situ-
ations by adopting practices
which suit the stage of develop-
ment of their students in different
sports; for instance-

Provide the same events or
sports for both girls and boys
in single-sex competition;

select mixed teams with
equal representation of boys
and girls;

select teams solely on the
basis of ability without sex
restriction.

Skill development, enjoyment,
and participation by all students
should be seen as major
objectives of physical education
and sport at primary level.

Modified versions of major
sports-e.g. Minkey,
SOfCrosse-are considered to be
of assistance in achieving these
objectives.

Changes towards integrated sport
should be phased in over a period
of time, with teachers using their
professional judgment to ensure
that neither sex is disadvantaged.

A basic requirement is to offer all
students the same physical edu-
cation programme on a co-edu-
cational basis so that opportunity
exists for students to develop and
practice skills in a wide range of
activities or sports, some of which
previously were unfamiliar.

At a competitive level, particu-
larly in years 5-7, all students
should have the chance to partici-
pate in the same events and the
same sports. Initially this may be
single-sex but eventually should
aim to be integrated.

Communication between
teachers, parents, and the com-
munity is essential. Knowledge
and understanding of the school's
policy in this regard is likely to
encourage greater community
support for the aims of the
physical education-sport pro-
gram me.

Schools should liaise within their
regions to develop a time plan for
the implementation of these
changes. This will ensure that
schools within a sporting zone
have compatible policies.
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1024. Postponed.

WORKS
Building Management Authority: Borrowing

Powers
1025. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

Adverting to his reply to question 906
of 1985, would he please say whether
the Building Management Authority
has borrowing powers under an Act of
Parliament?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Building Management Authority
is not a statutory body and does not
have borrowing powers under an Act
of Parliament. However, the Western
Australian Building Auth-
ority-created under the Public
Works Amendment Act 1984-does
have borrowing powers under the said
Act.

1026. Postponed.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Job Opportunities:- Schemes

1027. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

Referring to the Minister's reply to
question 195 on 22 August 1985, is
the Minister now in a position to table
a list of the various schemes operating
in Western Australia by the State
Government and private organis-
ations aiming to offer or facilitate
training and/or job opportunities to
unemployed people?

Mr PEARCE replied:
A list of schemes operated by private
organisations is not available.
The schemes operated by the State
Government are-

Skills West '85
Job Placement and Training
Scheme
Job Link Scheme
New Enterprise Scheme
Local Employment Development
Programme
Westrek
Industry traineeships
Apprenticeship schemes

ENERGY
Electricity Powerlines: Consultation

1028. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Prior to the construction of 22 and 66

kV capacity power lines in rural areas,
does the State Energy Commission
consult with the relevant local
authorities?

(2) If such consultation takes place, does
it include the extent of vegetation
clearing for construction and clearing
required for maintenance of the fa-
cility?

(3) In planning the route of power lines in
country areas, including those along
country road reserves, does the State
Energy Commission take into account
the provision of town planning
schemes?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) 66kV lines, yes. 22kV lines are gener-
ally constructed on private land in mu-
ral areas and local authorities are not
usually involved.

(2) Yes.
(3) Yes, where details of the town plan-

ning schemes are known.

ENERGY
Electricity Powerlines: En vironmental Aspects

1029. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) When was the working party on en-

vironmental aspects of overhead
transmission lines set up?

(2) Who were the members of the working
party?

(3) What were the working party's terms
Of reference?

(4) On what date did it submit its final
recommendations for consideration
by the State Energy Commission?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1)
(2)

May 1976-
Mr E. R. Gorham-Department of In-
dustrial Development-Convenor
Mr W. J. Lorimer-Westem
Australian Chamber of Mines
Mr R. E. Shaw-Main Roads Depart-
ment
Mr P. N_ Hewett-Forests Depart-
ment
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Mr C. C. Sanders-Director, Depart-
ment of Conservation and Environ-
men t
Mr C. E. Brindley-Tree Society of
WA.
Mr T. E. Coulter-State Energy Com-
mission
Local Government Association
represented by president or vice-presi-
dent.

(3) The working party's terms of reference
were-
(i) To consider the needs of the com-

munity at large and the
responsibilities of the State En-
ergy Commission of Western
Australia in regard to the safe, re-
liable and efficient distribution of
electricity by overhead
transmission lines whilst striving
to minimise any adverse effects to
the environment, especially in re-
gard to trees.

(ii) To give special consideration in
any place or location which may
be considered by the working
party to justify such special treat-
ment.

(iii) To make recommendations to the
Energy Advisory Council for pro-
cedures to achieve the aims set
out in (i) and (ii) above.

(iv) To report, from time to time, to
the Council on the various mat-
ters considered by the working
party and special items of current
concern as well as likely future
trends or procedures affecting the
role of the working party.

(4) Final recommendations were submit-
ted to the Energy Advisory Council on
14 February 1979.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SUPERANNUATION FUNDS
Dividend Income

248. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware that the company
tax imputation system as proposed by
the Federal Treasurer appears to cut
in half net dividend income received
by tax-exempt superannuation funds?

(2) Is the Premier aware that share port-
folios account for up to 25 per cent of
all superannuation fund investments
in Australia?

(3) If the Premier is not aware of the
above, will he acquaint himself with
the facts and report to the House on
the likely consequences for the share
market, but more importantly those
Western Australians reliant on tax-
exempt superannuation funds for their
retirement provisions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 do not think I need to report

to the House on the effects of the tax
reform package on the share market.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
need only read the newspaper. I am
sure the member for Nedlands will
agree with me.

Mr Court: I did not hear the question.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader

of the Opposition asked about the ef-
fect on the share market of the tax
reform package and, knowing the as-
siduous manner in which the member
for Nedlands pursues the share market
and financial things, because it is an
interest of his-

Mr Court: You accused us of not doing any
preparation a couple of hours ago.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not accuse
everyone on the Opposition side. We
know the member for Nedlands keeps
up to date with those sorts of things.
The share market has boomed. There
have been record turnovers in BHP
shares.

Mr Trethowan: That was partly due to a
takeover.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Lots of reasons are
given for things happening. I do not
think the member for East Melville
would suggest that the share market
has plunged through the floor in re-
sponse to the tax reform package. Re-
nowned commentators across the
country have made note of the fact
that it reflects a return to equity.

Mr Trethowan: The shares available on the
market were restricted in the first two
or three days.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was because
they are so valuable and because
people wanted to hold on to them,
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probably; I do not know. I think that
even the most niggardly member of
the community, not necessarily on the
Opposition benches-

Mr Taylor: Most of them are.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure about

that. Not even the member for
Katanning-Roe, who has a bit of a
twitch, would say that, if there were
many bad things from the tax reform
package, there has not been an effect
on the share market. That may be
good or it may be bad. In any case, 1
think it is true to say that the effect on
the share market appears to have been
an invigorating one that is redirecting
attention to the investment in equity
and is certainly, as far as I am aware,
causing renewed interest in the share
market. It is also doing one other
thing. It is redirecting attention away
from the paper shufflers to people who
make and do things. I think that is an
admirable result to be achieved. I
think, as a community, we have
placed too much emphasis on paper
shufflers who do not contribute to the
growth of the economy directly or
create wealth.

I think we have all acknowledged
that in the past and I think the tax
reform package at least signals that
Governments in this country are turn-
ing their attention to people who make
things and who do things and
attempting to support their efforts.

(3) 1 am sorry, I am not aware of the de-
tail to which the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition referred.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Unemployment: Statistics

249. Mr BURKETT, to the Premier:
(1) Has the Premier seen the latest em-

ployment figures released by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics?

(2) If so, how does Western Australia
compare with the rest of the country?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) One of the reasons, this even-

ing, that the Opposition is a little
happier and, I think a little more
comfortable, is that there has been a
dramatic improvement in the unem-

ployment figures in this State. I thank
the Opposition for its generosity of
spirit. We appreciate the good-hearted
way it has approached this matter.
The Leader of the Opposition made a
constructive response to the Budget.
Amongst other more novel approaches
he said that, while the Liberal Oppo-
sition welcomes the reduction in RID,
it believes that it should have been
abolished altogether. He then went on
to say that its reduction makes easier
the Liberal Party's task of abolition
promised by it. The tax will be
abolished by the Liberal Party in its
first term, three years from now, if it is
elected to Government.
According to our present rate, without
making future commitments, we will
abolish it before the Liberal Party
promised to do so.

Mr MacKinnon: But you introduced it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: When we wandered

into the State Treasury after the State
election it was like an abattoir.
Nothing was left standing. I was going
to invite the Governor of Mexico over
to advise on economic management
after I found what the former Liberal
Government had left. Talk about
economic illiteracy! Mother
Hubbard's cupboard was full in its
contents compared with what the for-
mer Government left behind. It was a
disgrace.

Mr Bryce: The member for Vasse still
missed out on his hospital.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Worse than that, the
member for Vasse, incisive as always
and hopping right into the hub of the
problem, found one big objection to
the State Budget and that was that he
would have to pay more land tax on
his own property. That sort of expans-
ive view of the State's welfare cannot
be tolerated. If we have to rely on his
fortunes to determine the economic
policies of this State, I suggest that we
all return to the Mother Hubbard syn-
drome of the Liberal Party in Govern-
ment.
To get back to my gratitude to the
Opposition for its good-natured re-
sponse to the employment figures, I
outline publicly the reason for its
good-natured response. Figures re-
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leased today by the Australian Bureau
of Statistics indicate that the number
of unemployed persons declined in
Western Australia but increased
nationally during September.
Is that not a change? When the Liberal
Party was in Government, Western
Australia led the way in everything;
more unemployment, higher rates of
jnflation, more business bankruptcies,
fewer retail sales, lower investment by
the private sector, and buildings were
falling over, not being put up.
That was a decrease of 4.4 per cent
recorded in Western Australia during
the month. Western Australia's unem-
ployment rate of 7.4 per cent was the
second lowest of any State- A total of
50 500 persons were unemployed in
Western Australia during the month,
representing 7.4 per cent of the State's
labour force.
The level of unemployment for
Australia as a whole during September
rose to 587 700 persons, representing
eight per cent of the national labour
force.
Over the twelve months to September
1985, unemployment in Western
Australia decreased by 11 300 or 18.3
per cent. The corresponding move-
ment for Australia was a decrease of
33 600 or 5.4 per cent.
On a seasonally adjusted basis, the
total number of persons in Australia
seeking employment decreased by 1.'6
per cent from 602 200 in August 1985
to 592 800 in September 1985.
The number of full-time unemployed
persons-that is, those looking for
full-time employment-in Western
Australia decreased by 3 200 or 7.1
per cent to 41 600 during the month.
Nationally, full-time unemployment
decreased by 4 300 or 0.9 per cent to
482 500. Corresponding movements
for the other States were: New South
Wales-2.5 per cent, Victoria-I .6
per cent, Queensland-i .0 per cent,
South Australia-0.4 per cent and
Tasmania-I 11.6 per cent.
Total unemployment-full-time plus
pant-time-reflects a similar progress
in the statistics. I am very pleased, as
could be expected, with the results of
that latest ABS survey. I hope and

trust that, in the positive manner for
which it has become quite renowned,
the Opposition will support the
Government's confidence about the
future.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Unemployment: Statistics

250. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that the last time

the unemployment and employment
figures were as good as the ones that
he has just cited was under Liberal
Government State and Federal?

(2) Are the land tax concessions referred
to in the Budget additional to those
which the Parliament enacted earlier
this year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) 1 cannot conceive that the Leader of

the Opposition is right. He is saying
that the last time the unemployment
figures were as good as they are now
was when there were national and
State Liberal Governments. Unem-
ployment in the 1950s and 1960s was
much lower. In 1903 we had a massive
labour shortage. I am not sure who
was in Government then. The Leader
of the Opposition seems to be refer-
ring to the last time he can con-
veniently think of something hap-
pening under State and national Lib-
eral Governments. I presume he is re-
ferring to 1981 or 1982, when he
presided over a 17 per cent increase in
real wages, sowed the seeds for econ-
omnic recession, caused businesses to
start hitting the fence with gay aban-
don, deprived housing of funds, and
pushed up interest rates.

Mr Hassell: That was when you opposed
the wages freeze, too.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is certainly
when we were elected to start
implementing policies to produce the
results of which we are so proud
today. I cannot see that there is much
sense in the question which con-
veniently goes only to the last good
time-there are precious few of
them-under State and national Lib-
eral Governments that the Opposition
can remember.
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(2) No. The changes referred to were
those presaged earlier.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASES
Emanuel Family: Purchase

251. Mr BRIDGE, to the Premier:
Has the Premier sought advice from
the WA Exim Corporation regarding
claims made by the member for
Gascoyne in relation to the purchase
of the Emanuel pastoral leases? if so,
is he in receipt of that information
and can he advise the House accord-
ingly?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I naturally caused the Exim Corpor-
ation to make inquiries. It has advised
me that an invitation was received di-
rectly from Mr Tim Emanuel to pur-
chase the Emanuel pastoral leases. Mr
Emanuel had previously com-
missioned the Elders firm to sell his
properties. In electing initially to con-
duct the sale in this fashion, Mr
Emanuel had a personal responsibility
to meet the costs incurred by his agent
prior to withdrawing the Properties
from sale and discharging that agent.
A condition of sale to Exim was that it
meet that prior commitment and that
the costs were to be added to the cost
of the purchase. These commitments
were to be charged directly to the third
parties in accordance with normal
commercial practice; and it cannot be
seen in any way, as the member for
Gascoyne advances it, as a scandal.
Elders was that agent and no scandal
lay in its being paid. All of that which
the member for Gascoyne wanted to
say was scandalous, illegal, and
required some sort of inquiry turned
out to be the normal commercial prac-
tice involving Elders, a reputable
agent engaged by Mr Emanuel and the
payment to third parties including
Elders and a Mr Hodgson, who
claimed $14 000-not $90 000-and
was paid $4 000. This is the truth.

Mr Laurance: I did not say he got $90 000.
When are you going to apologise?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This is the truth of
the member for Gascoyne's statement.
The $90 000 payment to Elders-the
responsibility of Mr Emanuel-was

made a condition of sale, yet the
member for Gascoyne last night talked
about people in Victoria being put in
gaol. Everybody heard him.

Mr Laurance: I was right. The figures were
right. You have just told me that
$90 000 went to Elders and $4 000 to
the option holder. That is exactly what
I said last night.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All the scandals, and
the illegalities, compared in the way
that the member for Gascoyne
compared them to the Victorian land
scandals involving all those people,
turned out to be the normal commer-
cial discharging of obligations
resulting from the engagement by Mr
Emanuel of an agent.

AGRICULTURE
Farm Sales

252. Mr CRANE, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that a Dongara

property of 6 540 hectares valued in
January 1985 at $1 785 million was
sold at mortgagee auction yesterday
for $810 000-that is, less than half of
valuation?

(2) Is the Premier aware that the mort-
gagee, WA Trustees, would not reveal
to the monigagors prior to the sale the
reserve price of $805 000, and that
when this price was reached this fact
was announced and, only one more
bid of $5 000 was received, before the
property was sold?

(3) Does the Premier realise that this sale
virtually halves the price of rural land
in Western Australia and the devastat-
ing effect this will have on the rural
and associated industries regarding
mortgagors' equity?

(4) In view of these circumstances, will
the Premier give urgent consideration
to giving a high priority to bringing
forward my private member's Bill
which is designed to prevent this
serious situation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) 1 thank the member for Moore

for some short notice of the question.
I do not know all of the details to
which he refers. I do know that the
sale was conducted, and I am con-
cerned about the general comments
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made by the member for Moore. I
have asked the Minister for
Agriculture to make inquiries into the
matter that is the subject of his ques-
lion. However, I should ask the mem-
ber for Moore why his Bill has not
been brought on previously.

Mr Crane: I do not know.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a private mem-
bers' matter and needs to be discussed
with the Leader of the Opposition. We
will slot it into private members' busi-
ness according to the Leader of the
Opposition's desires. We try to man-
age the Parliament without taking pri-
vate members' Bills out of the hands
of the Opposition. I would be happy to
promote the member's Bill, but I
know what would happen if I did so. I
do not know what would then be
called off-it would have to be some-
thing other than pairs, because they
have already gone-because we would
be seen to be usurping the role of the
Opposition.

I suggest that the member for Moore
trot along to see the Leader of the Op-
position.

Mr Old: Who does control the Notice
Paper?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the Leader of
the Opposition want us to say that we
will list this as a matter of first pri-
ority? I am happy to try to respond
positively to the member for Moore,
but I ask whether the Leader of the
Opposition wants me to give a com-
mitment to him.

As I have received no answer I pre-
sume the Leader of the Opposition
will not make that commitment. If he
agrees to give it a high priority in pri-
vate members' business, we will cer-
tainly go ahead with it. We are
interested in debating the Bill. We are
concerned about the matters to which
the Bill relates, but if the Leader of the
Opposition does not bring on the mat-
ter for debate during private mem-
bers' business in the Parliament, I
guess that he is not as concerned as the
member for Moore and I.

HEALTH: NURSES
Refresher Courses

253. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Health:

In view of the large-scale refresher-
retraining programmes being
undertaken by his department for
nurses wishing to return to the work
force, can he advise whether any local
courses are planned for the
Kalgoorlie-Esperance area which will
provide nursing staff for the hospitals
in the eastern goldfields region?

Mr HODGE replied:
Over the past 12 months the Health
Department has conducted refiresher-
retraining programmes for more than
100 nurses, most of them
in country hospitals including
Kalgoorlie. In addition, the Western
Australian School of Nursing has
trained more than 90 nurses, and
many of them I am sure are from
country areas. Further to that a
specialised Federal Government-
funded scheme is available wherein
we shall be able to train another 240
nurses in this State, and that will be
under way in the near future.

The member for Kalgoorlie will be
pleased to learn of an initiative
planned for the Esperance Hospital in
the new year. The director of nursing
at Esperance has identified I8 nurses
within the community who wish to re-
turn to the work force. The depart-
ment will be able to provide a nurse
educator to the Esperance Hospital for
a four-week training course in
January, which will provide 18 nurses
who have indicated a willingness to
work at Kalgoorlie, Norseman, and
Esperance hospitals.

TRANSPORT
School Buses: Timetables

254. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister
Education:

for

(1) Has the Minister received a report
concerning, or is he aware of problems
with, school bus timetables in regard
to buses serving areas in the
Greenough Shire, whereby children
are delivered to schools in Geraldton
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45 minutes before school starts and
picked up 45 minutes after school has
finished?

(2) If so, would the Minister please ex-
plain what action he proposes to take
to overcome this problem?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) and (2) That situation has recently
been drawn to my attention. It is not
satisfactory and I have asked the de-
partment to take steps to ensure that
the problem is rectified.

ELECTRONICS EXHIBITION

Participation

255. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

What benefits have been gained
through the Industrial Development
Department's participation in the in-
ternational electronics exhibition in
Melbourne recently?

Mr BRYCE replied:

I have seen some extraordinary things
happen in this Chamber since I have
been a member. I have seen the mem-
ber for Gascoyne retreat from the side
door of the Chamber making curious
gestures with his hands and fists at
members opposite. Today is the first
time in 15 years that I have seen a
member of Parliament leave the
Chamber during question time to in-
vade the Press gallery and look over
the shoulder of a journalist to tell him
what sort of headline he wants in
tomorrow's newspaper. He then scur-
ried back to the Chamber. It has never
been done before. I have never known
of anything like this during the history
of this State.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRYCE: I am beginning to wonder
whether journalists are not entitled to
some protection.

Thirteen Western Australian elec-
tronics companies expect to gain or-
ders worth more than $7.2 million in
the next 12 months as a result of an
international electronics exhibition in
Melbourne this week.

The companies took part in a
combined State display coordinated
by the Industrial Development De-
partment at IREECON-an exhi-
bition and convention organised by
the Institution of Radio and Elec-
tronics Engineers Australia.
Thirty-four agency agreements were
also signed and sales worth $5 million
are under negotiation.
Added to this the Western Australian
display-[ am sure that some mem-
bers opposite, but not all, will be de-
lighted to hear-was voted the most
imaginative stand and was the best
State display in an exhibition that in-
cluded big names like Aussat, AWA,
Mitsubishi, Sony, and the Singapore
Trade Development Board.

Mr Court interjected.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Nedlands
should not continue to knock these
achievements. He has taken over the
mantle which he inherited. He has a
problem to fight against every week he
is in this job, and he needs to resist the
tendency to knock and denigrate. If he
keeps it up we shall watch his mob go
further back.

An Opposition member interjected.
Mr BRYCE: If members opposite would,

like me to take longer, I will provide a
few more chapters.

The exhibitors' success has shown the
Western Australian electronics indus-
try to be one of the fastest growing in
the State and capable of capturing a
greater slice of the world market.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET
Land Revenue

256. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
In relation to the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund table of revenue, dramatic
increases are shown in the collections
from land from $8 million to- $27
million, and in the collections from
departmental fees from $331 million
to $469 million. I ask the Treasurer
whether he can give the House some
information as to the reason for these
increases?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Knowing the assiduous way in which
the Leader of the Opposition regurgi-
tates what is said from time to time, I
think I should ask for the question to
be put on the Notice Paper. I would
not like to quote figures off the top of
my head.

Mr Hassell: Is it because of the casino site
on the land?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not willing off
the top of my head to give the Leader
of the Opposition the reasons that I
might think are the correct ones be-
hind the changes to which he has re-
ferred. I think he would expect to put
his questions on the Notice Paper if he
wants a reply. I am not trying to be
difficult, but as far as I am concerned
all the information can be provided to
the Leader of the Opposition if he
takes that course.

FORESTS
General Working Plan

257. Mr P. J1. SMITH, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

What action does the Government
propose to take to review land man-
agement procedures following the con-
clusion of the 1982-87 forests general
working plan?

Mr DAVIES replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question. I have been queried on
this matter a few times recently.
I am happy to say that the Depart-
ment of Conservation and Land Man-
agement is proceeding with the most
comprehensive review of land man-
agement procedures in Western
Australia's history. It will involve
developing three separate land man-
agement plans corresponding to north-
emn, central, and southern forest ad-
ministrative regions of the depart-
ment.
The area of public land extends from
Yanchep to Walpole and covers areas
reserved for conservation, recreation,
forest production, and national parks.
For the first time, and as a
consequence of the Conservation and
Land Management Act and the forma-
tion of the Department of Conser-

vat ion and Land Management, the
public will be able to participate in
forming plans for the South-west forest
regions.
I think it has been a matter for criti-
cism in the past that there has been no
public input. In future the public will
have the right under the Act to assist
in these matters.
The new land management plans will
provide the opportunity for a major
review of forest management
strategies,
A feature of public involvement had
already been used in a number of
areas, including the lYEntrecasteaux
National Park, the Lane-Poole jarrah
reserve, the Ningaloo marine park, the
Forrestdale wetlands, and the Benger
Swamp nature reserve, as well as
nature reserves in the Shires of
Northam, York, and Wyalkatchern.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASES
Emanuel Family:- Purchase

258. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Premier:
Following the Premier's answer to the
question asked by the member for
Kimberley, I ask-
(1) Will the Premier now table the

written documentation showing
the option to purchase between
Mr Emanuel and Mr Hodgson re-
lating to the Emanuel properties
and also the reasons that led to
Exim paying $90 000 to Elders for
agency fees, and the payment of
$4 000 to Mr Hodgson?

(2) Would he also table all papers
showing the dates these payments
were made, what stamp duties
were paid, and on what dates the
persons authorised the payments?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am happy to ask Exim Cor-

poration about those papers and
whether they want them tabled. I have
not seen them, and as far as I am con-
cerned the advice 1 have received
from the Chairman of Exim Corpor-
ation is quite clear, and that is that the
obligations entered into by Mr
Emanuel in engaging an agent were
obligations which were made a con-
dition of sale.
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I can also tell the member that I per-
sonally told Mr Emanuel we would
not be interested in approaching him
to buy the properties, but if he wanted
to sell them to the Government he
should make the approach himself.

Having said that I will ask Exim about
its preparedness to table that infor-
mation. I must emphasise that last
night-the member was there, be
heard it, and to his credit he did not
join in-this was a crime. It was scan-
dalous.

Mr Laurance: Not at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What does the mem-
ber mean, not at all? People have been
put in gaol in other States for doing
these sorts of things.

There is no substance to what was said
last night, yet all the Exim directors
and the personnel stand condemned
because the member for Gascoyne
wanted to say these sorts of things. He
did not say there were normal com-
mercial agency fees. He did not ad-
duce any evidence to support his
stand. He just went on by implication
and innuendo to talk about things like
the Victorian land scandal, illegalities
and other scandals, individuals
pocketing money, and that sort of
thing. That is the truth of the situ-
ation.

I will ask Exim whether it can table
the information. I suppose Mr
Emanuel will have some interest in it
as well, perhaps protecting the
confidentiality of his dealings.

The only other point is one which
should have occurred to the Oppo-
sition if it was serious and not just
politicking. If Mr H-odgson, Mr
Packer, or any other potential pur-
chaser had the legal rigt to continue
to purchase the properties, if they had
started negotiations, then it was not a
matter of inducement. They could
have insisted on those rights. Since the
sale they have expressed disappoint-
ment Mr Emanuel did not sell the
properties to them.

if one considers that, one will see the
contradiction in everything the mem-
ber for Gascoyne had to say. He was
not just blackening the name of people

in Exim, he was blackening the name
of people like Mr Hodgson whom he
claimed had accepted inducements.
I knew that was wrong because Mr
Hodgson came to see a member of my
staff afterwards and indicated that he
was not happy; he was disappointed at
not purchasing the property.

Mr Blaikie: Is he a Western Australian?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members can see the

contradiction between what the mem-
ber for Gascoyne tried to say and the
truth, because if there was an induce-
ment it means that the accepter of the
inducement was satisfied with the in-
ducement offered to him. That could
not have been the case because: Mr
Hodgson has been quite outspoken in
saying he was not satisfied; he wanted
to purchase the proper-ties.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members want me to

sit down, but I am hammering the
point home in the hope that in the
future the member for Gascoyne will
try to be accurate, direct, and straight-
forward. In this case the member for
Gascoyne has been shown to be less
than direct or straightforward in what
he has had to say.
I will certainly ask the Exim Corpor-
ation about tabling the documents,
but I will take the opportunity
presented by the member's question to
hammer home to the Parliament that
the member for Gascoyne can say
what he likes, but his credibility slips
away with the sunset when it is
demonstrated time and time again
that he has no evidence to support
what he wants to say when he sets
about blackening the names of people
whom he wants to attack for political
reasons.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL
Consultation

259. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

Did the Minister invite the parties of
the Opposition to become involved in
the preparation or the Electoral
Amendment Bill, and what response
was received from them?
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Mr TONKIN replied:

I think members will be aware that the
Opposition has often asked for consul-
tation on electoral matters and
complained when we have brought
Bills to the House on which they have
not been consulted. As a consequence
we have often asked for consultation.
In fact I wrote to the leaders of the
other parties on 21 November last
year informing them that the Govern-
menit wished to bring forward elec-
toral amendments dealing with as-
pects of reform other than represen-
tation and inviting their participation
in the preparation of the Bill.

It seems the Opposition had no
suggestions and did not want to be
involved in any way, because I
received no suggestions at all. In view
of the fact that not a solitary sugges-
tion was made and no interest was
shown in the preparation of the legis-
lation, it seems to me a display of ar-
rogance for the Opposition to put for-
ward a long string of amendments to
the Electoral Amendment Bill. If it
had these views, why did it not let the
Government know when it was
invited to help in the preparation of
the Bill?

The Government views the pages of
amendments now repeated on the
Legislative Council Notice Paper and
the failed amendments to the Bill here
as brash attempts by the Opposition to
try to make up for its early failure to
participate. The appearance of an in-
put at this late stage-and that input
made without consultation-comes as
close to a definition of hypocrisy as
any dictionary could give.

I state once again, the Opposition has
often asked for consultation on elec-
toral matters. The Government has
said it is prepared to consult the Opw
position. The Opposition has refused
to give to the Government its views on
electoral matters so that there can be a
bipartisan approach on this matter.

HOUSING: SALES
Repurchase: Caveat

260. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Housing:

Further to question 964 which was
answered today, where the Minister
indicated to me that in future all
Homeswest tenants who purchase
their homes from Homeswest will be
required to have a caveat on their title
giving Homeswest the first right of
refusal to repurchase that property, I
ask-
(1) In view of his answer, can I as-

sume that the tenants who pur-
chase those properties using funds
from normal financial institutions
other than H-omeswest-and
therefore are required to borrow
on the same terms and conditions
as buyers in the private sec-
tor-will not be given a free and
unfettered title but one covered
by this caveat?

(2) Why are Homeswest purchasers
to be treated as second-class pur-
chasers in this way by not being
able to obtain an unencumbered
title which they could expect if
they were purchasing on the pri-
vate market?

(3) Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to achieve a de facto abol-
ition of the sales to tenants policy
by imposing this undesirable con-
dition on the title?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (3) In the first place may I say that

the member seems to have misunder-
stood the answer? If he had read it
carefully he would have seen that this
is not an ongoing policy; it is a policy
which has been established for a short
period of time to enable a review of
the situation to take place.

Mr Laurance: Will they be lifted off those
titles?

Mr WILSON: They certainly will be, sub-
ject to the outcome of the review. The
member is misinterpreting the answer
to the question to suit his own pur-
poses.
I can assure the House that the way in
which the member is interpreting the
answer is quite wrong. If he would like

2204



[Thursday, 10 October 198 5] 20

greater clarification he can speak to
me outside the House or to the Gen-
eral Manager of Homeswest. [ am sure
he can satisfy himself and anyone who
has expressed concern to the contrary.
In any case, I really cannot see, in
cases where people have a caveat put
on their title to the effect that
Honmeswest is to have first right of
refusal, that that is such a tremendous
encumbrance. After all, it is only a
first right of refusal.

Mr Laurance: You would not like it on
your title.

Mr WILSON: I would not be worried
about it. In many respects it might be
an advantage to be assured of having a
buyer if one wanted to sell one's prop-
erty.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: BUILDING
SOCIETIES

Interest Rates: Homeswest Funds
261. Mr COURT, to the Minister for

Housing:
In answer to a question this week it
was explained that Homeswest lent
building societies $72 million interest
free for one year. I ask-
(1) Was this money then lent back to

the Government at 15.5 per cent
rate of interest by the building
societies?

(2) Why was this money raised in the
marketplace by the Central
Borrowing Authority when the in-
itial announcement was that it
would come from Treasury cash
surpluses?

Mr WILSON replied:
(I) and (2) 1 am not aware that i t was

initially announced that the funds
would come from that source. In all
the discussions in which I was
involved, the arrangement the mem-
ber described was the one discussed. If
the member wants further clarifi-
cation of that I should be pleased if he
put a question on the Notice Paper. I
am not aware of any confusion about
this.

Mr Court: The Treasurer's initial an-
nouncement was that it would be
coming from Treasury cash surpluses.

Mr WILSON: I can only assume that in the
course of further considerations and
discussions involving both Treasury
and building society input, this change
was made.
If the member puts a question on no-
tice I will follow it through and ascer-
tain the arrangements made.

ENERGY: GAS
Woodada: Contracts

262. Mr CASH, to the. Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(1) Is the State Energy Commission still

taking and using Woodada gas?
(2) Does it have a contractual obligation

to do so?
(3) If this gas is being taken, does it cost

more than other available gas?
(4) If so, how much more?
Mr PARKER replied:

(I)
(2)

Yes.
There is no obligation on the State En-
ergy Commission or the Government
to take Woodada gas. In fact, one of
the things that happened at the time of
the development of the Woodada gas
field was that the former Minister for
Fuel and Energy, the member for
Narrogin, told the Woodada partners
that he would insist on their being
shut down as soon as the North-West
Shelf gas came on stream.
One of the things about which I am
very proud is that we have been able
to achieve the continuation of this
field, albeit at a lower rate than pre-
viously, but still at a rate that enables
return on capital, the maintenance of
employees, and the maintenance of
the opportunity of taking gas from the
wells and ensuring that there is no loss
of reservoirs. Many people would con-
sider that highly commendable. We
see many reasons for encouraging gas
exploration in Western Australia. We
believe the Woodada gas field pro-
vides gas-I will come to the cost in a
moment-at a price which is attract-
ive to us, and, at the small rate
involved, with virtually no impact on
our market position or our surplus
position. It does mean we are in a
position to rapidly increase the take
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from Woodada gas with no disruption
and without any demobilisation issues
which we could face if some problem
arose on the pipeline, the platform, or
elsewhere on the North-West Shelf gas
project.
I would like to bring on the
Turbridgee gas field in a similar way
and I believe we will be able to do so.

Other considerations and questions,
such as the specification of the gas
involved, have an impact.

(3) No, the Woodada gas does not cost
more. In fact, in general terms it costs
considerably less than the resources
available from the North-West Shelf

(4) Not applicable.

2206


