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4E1segieatiute C~ouncil
Wednesday, 3 December 1986

THE PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 11.00 a.m., and read prayers.

MIDLAND SALEVARDS SALE: TABLED
DOCUMENTS

select committee:, motion

HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [ 11.03 a.m.J: I
move-

That a Select Committee of three mem-
bers be appointed to inqutre into and re-
Ront on the veracity of the content of the
statutory declaration and accompanying
document tabled by me on November 27
1986; the committee to have power to send
for personis, papers and records, to open its
proceedings during the hearing of evidence
to accredited representatives of the news
media and the public, and to report not
later than Tuesday December 16 1986.

We have had considerable discussion on the
matter of the sale of the abattoir and saleyards.
The accusations that have now come forward
are of a very serious nature. I brought this fact
to the attention of the House when I first
moved a motion to form a Select Committee in
June. I also drew to members' attention the fact
that there had been problems associated with
the intimidation and harassment of witnesses,
and the likelihood that people may be induced
not to appear before the Select Committee. I
pointed out the seriousness of these accusations
and the requirements contained in the Crimi-
nal Code. I do not intend to delay the House
with respect to that statement, which already
appears in Hansard.

We have a conflict of evidence between
people who have given evidence before Select
Committees under the terms of the Criminal
Code. That conflict relates to questions that
have been asked in cross-examination by the
committee in another place. It has been found
there is a conflict between the evidence given
to that committee and the evidence given to the
upper House committee. That is the reason I
have moved this motion.

I can give many examples of where the evi-
dence given to the lower House committee is in
conflict with the evidence given to the upper
House committee. Therefore, there could be an

inducement whereby the committee has been
influenced into not drawing the correct con-
clusions.

When Mr Beech gave his evidence before the
Legislative Council committee I asked him
whether he assumed that Prestige Bricks was a
company and whether Mr Coppin, Mr
Zampatti and Mr Pearce were directors of Pres-
tige Bricks, and whether he formed that initial
impression. We must remember that Mr Beech
had a responsibility to make this recom-
mendation. He was a director of the WADC
and his role concerned development and cor-
porate activities. He formed the impression,
from the submission that Mr Coppin, Mr
Zampatti and Mr Pearce were directors of Pres-
tige Bricks. I asked if they were directors of
Pilsley Investments and he said he did not read
it that way.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: On looking at the

Standing Orders, it is quite clear that any mem-
ber of this Parliament has the right to attend a
sitting of a Select Committee of this House
provided evidence is not being taken in camera
or deliberations are being made.

On not one occasion did Government mem-
bers take an interest in the Select Committee. I
refer also to Mr Julian Grill, who was a reluc-
tant bridesmaid before the Legislative As-
sembly Select Committee. He made a public
statement that I had preconceived ideas and
did not call him to give evidence before the
Legislative Council Select Committee. He
made a Press statement knowing that the Legis-
lative Assembly was in recess and he would be
unable to appear- That was a false statement in
which he misled the media of this State. At the
same time, having already appeared before the
Legislative Assembly Select Committee, he said
his appearance was by request and he did not
want to be there. Is that not damning evidence
of the need to get to the bottom of this?

How do we go about it? We had a judicial
inquiry, and I was supported by my colleague,
Hon. John Caldwell, because of this conflict of
evidence and the fact that witnesses were vague
and not prepared to answer questions as to
specific dates- That was a recommendation
from the Select Committee of this House, and
it was made because of that vagueness. Mem-
bers will be aware that a leading article in
The West Australian also called on the Govern-
ment to set up a judicial inquiry. What has the
Government done in regard to such an inquiry?
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It has done nothing. For the benefit of mem-
bers who may not be aware, a judicial inquiry
is a Royal Commission with a presiding judge
and terms of reference. Can one trust this
Government to come clean? What terms of ref-
erence would it write for the judge, whoever he
may be, who is requested to sit on the Royal
Commission? This Government does not want
a judicial inquiry; it wants to get out of this
Parliament and to see the end of this issue as
soon as possible. That is what it is about.

A further alternative that could be examined
is contained in the book, Acts and Other Infor-
mation Relating to Parliament. If this House
was so inclined to frame a motion, it could ask
the Attorney General to investigate these alle-
gations.-the statutory declarations that have
been made-and if he thought fit, to prosecute
or to return to this House and report on his
investigations and whether he intended to pros-
ecute, or the results of those investigations.
What would happen to that? I am not
suggesting that the Attorney General would act
in a certain way, but we would see a repeat
performance of that disgusting situation last
year when members of this House arrived to
discuss the findings of a commission of in-
quiry-a Select Committee-of which the
chairman was Hon. Norman Moore. That com-
mittee was set up to uncover the truth of what
occurred. Pinned on the notice board of this
House was a statement to the effect that Parlia-
ment had been prorogued, and therefore that
Select Committee ceased to exist. That was
done in order to hide the truth and sweep it
under the rug. That is secretive Government;,
this Government does not wish to come to the
Parliament and be questioned, which is the
right of the Opposition. It is the only tool the
Opposition has.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: And bringing persons
before the Bar.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: This Government
rushed out of the Parliament and prorogued it
without notice and without consultation with
the Leader of the Opposition. There was just a
small piece of paper pinned to the wall with. a
drawing pin.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Get to the
substance!

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That is the position the
Opposition is placed in when endeavouring to
seek the truth. If anybody is worried about the
truth, let him say so now. I am not worried
about the truth-

Hon. D. K. Dans: You would not know it if
you came face to face with it.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: My responsibility here
is to the truth, and I will continue to search for
it.

I do not wish to prolong the debate. The
statutory declarations are there; I do not know
what the Attorney General intends to do.

Hon. D. K. Dans: There is one here.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Your motion only re-
fers to one. You referred to statutory declar-
ations in the plural, but your motion only re-
lates to one.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Yes, but we have the
right in the committee-

Hon. D. K. Dans: No, you don't; you are not
at the committee stage yet, you are talking
about this motion.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: We are not at the com-
mittee stage yet, but we have already spoken
about that. I do not want to delay the House; I
know the Government introduced some 19
Bills last night-I will stand corrected on
that-and made second reading speeches for
them in what is called the dying hours of the
Parliament.

A Select Committee should be set up to
examine the fact that witnesses may have mis-
led a Select Committee of this Parliament and
they may have been harassed in order to induce
them to give evidence which would enable the
Select Committee to draw alternative con-
clusions, or to impede people who may have
wished to give evidence.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [11. 19 a.m.]: In seconding the
motion, I want to make a couple of comments
which are very important. I draw the House's
attention to the wording of the motion; it says
that the committee is to report on the veracity
of the content of the statutory declaration. That
statutory declaration was presented to this Par-
liament and laid on the Table and debated yes-
terday at great length. That document makes
some very serious allegations, and although I
referred to them yesterday I want to do so
again because that is what we are talking about
today.

We are presented with a document which the
responsible Minister has said is a pack of lies.
lHe said it was an abuse of parliamentary privi-
lege or an abuse of Parliament to present that
sort of statement.
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I challenged the Government yesterday to
take the matter to the courts if it considered the
statutory declaration to be a pack of lies. It has
not done that; it has walked away from it.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Give it time.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Is the Leader of the

House saying the Government is going to take
some action?

Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not say "the Govern-
ment".

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Well, the Minister.
Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not say "the Minis-

ter" either.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Let us consider what

is in the statutory declaration. Mr Trent said-
From a series of meetings I and mem-

bers of my company had with Ministers of
the WA Government and officials of Min-
isters, it was repeatedly asserted by
spokesmen for the Government that the
underlying purpose of the Government's
support for another brickworks was to
damage Midland Brick and especially Mr
Ric New who they felt should be punished
for his support for the Liberal Party.

One such meeting took place in Mr
Grill's office on August 18, 1986, at the
very time both parliamentary committee
enquiries were still sitting. At that meeting,
called at the request of' the Minister's Ad-
viser, Mr Paul Regan, there was in attend-
ance Mr Michael Regan- Ms Lois
Anderson, Mr Grill's private secretary; Mr
Michael Smith of Invicta Corporation and
myself.

At that meeting Mr Regan and Ms
Anderson, claiming to speak for the Minis-
ter (Mr Grill), told us in no uncertain
terms that the Government was going
ahead with the sale of the Midland Abat-
toir site to Mr Ellett even though the par-
liamentary enquiry was still sitting.

I draw the attention of the House to the fact
that meetings were going on in the Minister's
office while one of the Select Committees of
this Parliament was still meeting. Apparently
the Government and its advisers said that they
did not give a damn what the Select Committee
came up with.

Hon. T. G. Butler: Who said that?
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I repeat the words in

the statutory declaration, "that the Govern-
ment was going ahead with the sale of the Mid-
land Abattoir site to Mr Ellett even through the
parliamentary enquiry was still sitting." I did

not say that; that is what the statutory declar-
ation says. The Minister says the statutory dec-
laration contains lies. If it does, it should be
investigated because the Government cannot
allow this sort of statement which makes
serious allegations against the Minister to lie on
the Table of the House without taking same
action. I suggest to Mr Butler that the Minis-
ter's advisers were attempting to influence a
probable witness before a Select Committee.
The advisers were also saying that they did not
give a damn about what Parliament did.

Hon. T. G. Butler: That isjust not true.
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It has been stated in

a sworn statement presented and laid on the
Table of the Parliament. If there is any doubt
about its truth, and if more information is
likely to be put forward to this Parliament, the
proper course for us to take is to appoint a
Select Committee. Over the weekend, Mr Trent
said that he wanted to come before the Parlia-
ment and verbally give his evidence to either
House. That is not an appropriate course for
him to take because we would forever be calling
people before the Bar of the House to give evi-
dence. The first course of action for him to take
is to present his information to a properly
constituted Select Committee comprising
members of this House and, upon completion
of the Committee, to have the information
reported to the House.

The Government has said that the statutory
declaration is all lies; Mr Trent is saying that he
has further information. It is our duty to con-
sider that information.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: What about the other
two statutory declarations, one from Ms
Anderson and the other from Mr Regan?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If the member wants
the proposed terms of reference of the Select
Committee expanded to include more infor-
mation from Ms Anderson and Mr Regan, we
will consider that.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: I do not think that any
of this is necessary. I think it is a lot of non-
sense.

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I suggest that if
further information is required, the Opposition
is happy for the proposed terms of reference to
be expanded. If the information given to the
committee is detrimental to us, we will cop it.
If it is detrimental to the Government, I will
love it. However, I am not attempting to cut
out witnesses. I hope Hon. Fred McKenzie will
sit on the Select Committee.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: I certainly will not.
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Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I invite him to do so
because we do not want to shut him out. The
statutory declaration continues-

They told me they were worried about
the enquiries and what would come out.
They also let me know they were worried
that I might give evidence to the parlia-
mentary enquiries and said the Govern-
ment would support my brickworks pro-
posal and while it would not look good if
the Government stepped in now Mr Regan
said something to the effect "there are
ways for the Government to support you
without anyone knowing."

Those are grave accusations to be made by a
member of the public. We cannot walk away
from them. I believe the Government has
something to hide if it refuses to allow a Select
Committee to consider those accustions.
What is the Government worried about? If that
person has something to say and the motion
confines the terms of reference to the com-
mittee's hearing evidence only on what he has
to say, what is the Government worried about?
The committee will only need to sit for one or
two days, and the report will be a fair report,
because it will be issued by a properly
constituted committee of this House.

Hon.)1. M. Berinson: Is it going to be impar-
tial like the last one?

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is no wonder the
Government is concerned and deeply worried
about what is happening.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Sunday Times

carried an article stating that a Labor member
of the House of Representatives accepted a
bribe of $25 000.

Government members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. D. K. Dans: Mr Masters, have a look at

this article.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I am indeed sad if

the Leader of the House believes that the de-
corum of this Chamber does not have to be~
complied with today. I understood him to have
some regard for this House of Parliament. He
knows that Standing Order No. 64 states that,
when the President is standing, he will stop
interiecting. I am not singling him out only
because he was the last into the fray. If Hon.
Garry Kelly continues with his interjections I
assure him that today I will take action under
Standing Order No. 106. He can smile if he

(IM.

likes and disregard me. I assure him that if he
interjects once more t will not warn him but
will take action.-

Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I ask the House to
support the establishment of a Select Com-
mittee for a very simple reason. As I said yes-
terday, this is one of the greatest political scan-
dals in Australia today. That is not only our
view on this matter. The media also talks about
it being a political scandal. It appears that some
people Will receive or have received significant
benefits from this sale, a sale which was al-
lowed to proceed because of favouritism and
cronyism and a sale that has been allowed to
proceed by people in the Minister's office.

A member of the public has additional infor-
mation and is prepared to make a sworn
statement and lay it on the Table of this House.
The Leader of the House says that it is lies, but
the man who made the statement says that it is
not lies. He says that he has further infor-
mation and the only proper way for the Parlia-
ment to deal with it is through a Select Com-
mittee. If we refuse to accept that information,
we are turning our backs on what could be a
very important matter for the Government, the
Opposition, and the public of Western
Australia.

During the last few days of this session of
Parliament we must be prepared to receive
avafilable information. If we do not agree to
receive it, it is quite obvious that the Parlia-
ment will be seen as trying to hide something.
The Liberal Party will not stand for that and it
will not stand in the way of the person who
wants to present evidence to the Parliament.

If further evidence is available, Hon. Fred
McKenzie and the Government know that it is
the duty of this Parliament to receive it. We
simply cannot turn our backs on that infor-
mation. After all, we are elected to this place to
represent the public, and we have a duty to
perform.

It is understandable that the Government is
worried. It is in enough trouble over this issue,
but it would be in its best interests to resolve
the matter once and for all.

If the Leader of the House believes that the
statutory declaration tabled yesterday by Hlon.
Neil Oliver is a pack of lies, he can challenge it
legally. In the meantime, we have a duty to
perform; that is, to represent the people of
Western Australia, investigate a scandal, and
welcome people who wish to give further evi-
dence. The only course of action to take is to
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form a Select Committee, albeit for a short
lime, and for that committee to report on its
findings to this House and to the public.

I urge members to strongly support the set-
ting up of a Select Committee on the terms
outlined in the motion.

HON. D1. K. DANS (South Metropolitan-
Leader of the House) [11.32 aim.]: I oppose the
setting up of another Select Committee. I am
the first person to concede that all things being
equal Select Committees can, in some in-
stances, do a good job. In the past they have
done a good job, and they will do the same in
the future.

The setting up of this Select Committee is
blatantly political, and regardless of who is
appointed to the committee the outcome of the
previous committee will be repeated. What will
we do after the proposed committee has
reported? Will we set up further Select Com-
mittees? Quits frankly, this comedy of errors is
bringing this House into further disrepute, and
I thought that was impossible.

Let us look at the Opposition's intention.
Hon. Gordon Masters obtained a copy of a
statutory declaration signed by Mr Trent, and
it has been tabled in this House. In his plea for
a Select Committee, Hon. Gordon Masters
hardly mentioned Mr Trent, but talked about
the Midland abattoir. As far as I am concerned,
we are dealing with two separate questions.
The only common element between the two
questions is the involvement of brick makers.

The Prestige Bricks proposal involved the
purchase of land and did not in any way re-
quest a Government subsidy, Government as-
sistance, or consumption protection guaran-
tees. Information to show this is available for
everyone to read.

The Invicta proposal is completely different.
The Proposal requested a direct involvement
by the Government to provide Government
guarantees with respect to financial support. As
I outlined to this House last night, Invicta
requested a guarantee that the Government
would enter into a contract to purchase its
product at discount rates.

Before I met with representatives from
Invicta I received a letter from it which I had
examined. Members will recall that I read my
reply to this House last night. I told Invicta that
its proposal was just not on but I would still
meet with representatives from the company.
As I have already mentioned, there are signifi-
cant differences between the two proposals.

I refer again to the statutory declaration
which Hon. Neil Oliver tabled in this House
yesterday and then proceeded to talk about
everything but that declaration. Mr Trent made
five separate allegations in his statutory declar-
ation, and I do not think that Hon. Neil Oliver
mentioned one of them. They were-

I., That the Government wanted to
undermine Mr New and were pre-
pared to support Mr Trent's plan for a
brickworks to that end.

2. That Mr Trent was given to believe he
would get Government assistance for
the brickworks.

3. That Mr Trent was told the point of
the exercise was to get at Mr New.

4. That Mr Campbell was given 100 000
shares to assist in obtaining a brick-
works.

5. That Mr Trent made a donation of
$2 000 to the ALP to assist in
obtaining a brickworks.

I wonder why Mr Oliver did not refer to those
allegations because, after all, they are the
substance of the statutory declaration which he
tabled.

As I said before, Select Committees have
done, can do, and will do a good job; but this is
a blatant political exercise and, given the time,
I will demonstrate that to this House. There are
three basic reasons for Mr Trent's allegations.
Firstly, Mr Trent has sour grapes because his
proposal was rejected. I make the point that
despite him giving Mr Campbell 100000
shares and despite the allegation that he
donated $2 000 to Mr Terry Burke, it is signifi-
cant to note that he did not get what he wanted.

Hon. Neil Oliver: He should be giving evi-
dence.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I will come back to that
point.

Hon. G. E. Masters: You are talking about
the statutory declaration.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I am talking about that.
Hon. Gi. E. Masters: Talk about the

witnesses.
Hon. D. K. DANS: Opposition members do

not do their homework. Han. Neil Oliver did
not read the statutory declaration which was
prepared for him, and that is the reason he did
not speak to it when he tabled it in this House.
If he says that that is not correct, he is screwy.

Hon. G. E. Masters: You are upset today, Mr
Dans.
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Hon. D. K. DANS: I have a smile on my
face.

There is strong evidence to suggest that Mr
Trent is acting at the behest of Mr Ric New,
particularly as Mir New has offered to assist Mr
Trent financially. I refer now to the following
interview Howard Sattler had with Mr New
and Mr Grill (Minister for Agriculture)-

SATTLER

Would you have been sorry for him if
he'd been your competition?

NEW

No problem at all. Our history : is one of
helping the country brickmakers and in
fact now we will do what we can for this
guy. We'll try and buy some of his bricks if
he can carry on in a small way, but his
company scheme has gone too and it's cost
him a lot of money.

It really is an amazing thing to say. When Mr
Trent came to see me at the Building Manage-
ment Authority, he held a completely different
view about Mr New. He said that Mr New was
trying to put him out of business and was
putting all the obstacles he could think of in his
way. What a change of heart for this paragon of
virtue, Mr Trent!

Hon. P. G. Pendal]: He is the one who gave
you money.

Hon. D. K. DANS: He did not give me any
money.

Hon. P . G. Pendal: Didn't he give your party
$2 000?

Hon. D. K. DANS: I wilt come to that. Per-
haps that is one allegation that will be tested in
court.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: You will be interested in
that.

Hon. D. K. DANS: In the same interview,
Mr Grill said that in the researc'h officer's
statutory declaration, she had said-

During the interview Mr Trent made
comments which could be construed as
threats if our efforts on his behalf were not
fruitful. I cannot remember any exact
remarks, but willingly swear that I felt I
was being threatened. Mr Trent reiterated
his remarks that he was opposed to Ric
New ...

I would agree with that. Although I was not
there, that tallies with what I have been told.
Mr Grill continued to quote the research
officer as follows-

Mr Trent ended the meeting by saying
that if his present proposal was not ac-
cepted, he would be forced to take actions
to look after his interests at any cost.

That is the honest Mr Trent!
It has been suggested that Mr Campbell

should resigni simply because he accepted
100 000 shares. I have already gone on record
as saying that I thought that was an extremely
foolish thing to do. Mr President, you were in
this House in 1970. Do you remember the
Comalco affair? Do you want me to name to
you the Ministers of the Brand Government
who took Comalco shares?

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: You blokes went berserk
about it.

Hon. D, K. DANS: Did anybody hop up and
ask those Ministers to resign?

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: Yes, the Labor Party did;
John Tonkin did.

Hon. D. K. DANS: And did they resign, Mr
Pendal?

Hon. P. G. Pendal: No, they didn't.
Hon. D. K. DANS: You pack of mealy-

mouthed hypocrites should have a look at the
newspaper reports on that affair.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Come to order, for

goodness sake. I do not know whether it is the
time of the year or whether the moon is full,
but members are going stark, raving mad. I
suggest that each of you is entitled to speak.
The Leader of the House is entitled lo be heard.
I cannot protect him if he shouts more loudly
than I when I am trying to stop other members
from interjecting during his speech. I repeat
that during the course of this debate every
member will be heard in silence and the com-
ment that I made earlier in regard to another
member applies to all of you. I am asking you
not to make 3 December an historical day in
the history of this Parliament, because -1 -cer-
tainly do not want to.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I am sorry if I have been
raising my voice; I never do that as a rule.

I am trying to demonstrate to the House how
stupid it would be to appoint another Select
Committee when two previous Select Com-
mittees have been held on this subject. [ will
bet pounds to peanuts that if another Select
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Committee is appointed it will end in exactly
the same way as the other two. The people who
suggested that Mr Campbell should resign are a
little mealy-mouthed. I have all the cuttings
from the Comalco affair in which the Brand
Government Ministers were involved. Mem-
bers opposite can look at them. I am prepared
to table them. Hon. Mick Gayfer is fully aware
of what went on in those days, and no-one
resigned. Those shares were worth a lot of
money.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: I thought they paid for
those shares.

Hon. Max Evans: They paid for them.
Hon. D. K. DANS: They were given the

shares, Mr Evans. Eventually they paid for
them when the lid was blown off the whole
thing in Queensland. They were Ministers who
could make decisions.

Hon. P. G0. Pendal: They didn't receive
$2 000.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. 0. K. DANS: Details of the matter are

well known to the Press, and as the Press cut-
tings have been quoted before, I will not read
them again. But I do not know how it measures
up with the statement by the new-found Leader
of the Liberal Party, Mr MacKinnon.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Top bloke!
Hon. D. K. DANS: There is no doubt about

that; we love him. The Liberal Party should do
a little bit more along those lines for us. We
think it is the greatest tactical move the Oppo-
sition has ever made.

I am demonstrating the political nature of
the motion for a Select Committee that is
doomed to fail before it starts. On Channel 2 at
7.00 p.m. on 2 December, Mr MacKinnon
said-

Again I don't know about the past
Vicky,-

Of course, he does not want to know about the
past-I have just demonstrated why that
should be.

Hon. N. F. Moore: But he wasn't involved in
it, was he?

Hon. D. K. DANS: Mr MacKinnon
continued-

-what I'm interested in is the future,
and if I find any evidence of members of
our team in the future accepting gifts on
those sort of terms then I'll be calling for
their resignation immediately.

One can only say that the Liberal leadership
has improved since 1970!

Mr Evans, by way of interjection, said that
the Ministers in the Brand Government
ultimately paid for the shares. I remember the
case very well. It must be remembered that the
shares were prestigious ones, and they were
dealt to those Ministers from the middle of the
pack. We need to have one standard; we cannot
have double standards.

Two Select Committees have already been
held, and I see no value in having a third. I do
not really know what the Leader of the Oppo-
sition said, but it has been said that he felt the
matter should be referred to the police. If the
matter should be referred to the police, what
should have happened with respect to the pre-
vious affair to which I just drew attention? In
any case, I do not know what the police would
know about that kind of allegation. If Mr
Campbell has made a political blunder, it is a
political blunder. It is certainly not a criminal
offence.

I return to the five allegations in the statu-
tory declaration, which Mr Oliver sought to
disregard. At one stage, I may have thought
there was some case to be made for the ap-
pointment of another Select Committee. How-
ever, when Mr Oliver again trotted out all the
blatant, political tripe without reference to the
actual statutory declaration, I could only con-
clude that another Select Committee would be
impossible.

The first allegation in Mr Trent's statutory
declaration is that the Government wanted to
undermine Mr New. That statement is
contradicted by statutory declarations prepared
by Paul Regan and Lois Anderson. If we are to
believe Mr Trent, we have to believe Lois
Anderson and Paul Regan. Just because a per-
son signs a statutory declaration does not mean
that it is 100 per cent truthful and honest. I
have already pointed out that anyone can buy a
handful of statutory declaration forms at the
local stationer's and get some poor
unsuspecting person to witness it for him. Just
because a person rolls along with that declar-
ation does not mean that we should assume
that it is the beginning of the end.

Anderson and Regan said that Trent
threatened the Government. I will come to that
a little later when I deal with another transcript
of an interview between Mr Sattler and Mr
Trent. In that interview, Mr Trent seems to
support what Regan and Anderson said. Mr
Trent's statutory declaration basically concerns
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a meeting which took place in Mr Grll's office
in August 1986. Four persons were present at
the meeting, and three statutory declarations
were prepared. Two of them contradict the
other one. There is absolutely nothing that a
Select Committee could find in addition to that
which is contained in those statutory declar-
ations.

There is also absolutely no evidence that the
Government attempted to undermine Mr New
or Midland Brick. Mr Moore suggested by in-
terjection that it was unfair competition if the
Prestige Bricks people bought the site to make
bricks. I think that that is what the Opposition
is getting at. In what other way could it be said
that the Government has attempted to
undermine Mr New? The Opposition has told
us time without number that private enterprise
means competition. The allegation that we
wanted to undermine Mr New could never be
proved.

Two other matters are central to Mr Trent's
credibility: Firstly, what evidence is there that
the Government dropped Mr Trent in favour
of Mr Ellett? There is none. I outlined earlier in
this debate the basic differences between the
two propositions: One was to buy land and the
other was to set up a brickworks with a
Government guarantee and a consumption
guarantee. Even the most biased person in this
Chamber would have to accept that.

Where is the evidence that the Government
wanted to undermine Mr New? The Building
Management Authority uses Midland bricks
every day.

There is clear evidence that Mr Trent's pro-
posal was not accepted because it was clearly
not viable for a host of reasons which were
outlined in the report of the Department of
Industrial Development. I quoted from that re-
port last night, and I an, prepared to table it at
a later stage of the debate, if that is what Mr
Masters wants.

Hon. G. E. Masters: I would appreciate that.
Hon. D. K. DANS: I will table it because it is

damning.
Mr Trent's proposal was not dropped be-

cause Mr Ellett's was preferred, but because it-
was not viable; that decision was not made by a
Government Minister but by a working party
in the Department of Industrial Development.

The second matter concerning Mr Trent's
credibility relates to why Mr Trent, according
to his statutory declaration, was prepared to
participate in a scheme allegedly to undermine
Mr New but is now in a position of being

offered financial incentives by Mr New. Mr
Trent is clearly not being motivated by a strong
sense of honesty and moral indignation; he is
motivated by the best interests of his hip
pocket.

I refer to the "Sattler File" of I December
1986 when Mr Sattler interviewed Mr Trent
and he asked-

Now when you say he was made a con-
sultant for your company, he is of course a
Federal Member of Parliament and he ap-
parently has lobbied on your behalf.
Wouldn't you think that that lobbying
would be pant of his job as an MP,
representing perhaps you as a member of
the electorate?

There is a little bit missing here but it goes on
to say that the item tabled by Mr Oliver in
Parliament was an innocuous document. The
interview continued-

It seems to me that you and your
company have been caught right in the
middle of a fierce political row. A pretty
nasty one too, not only between the con-
ventional opponents in Parliament, but be-
tween factions within the Labor Party.

This is the point I made last night as to why Mr
Trent did not come forward to one of the two
Select Committees. Mr Treat replied-

Very much so. We sought our solicitors
advice should we give evidence at the in-
wuiry-

Why the change of heart? HeI continued-
-because obviously we knew quite a lot

that was going on. We didn't have to give
evidence and we as a board and as a
company decided to stay completely
outside. I was called to Parliament twice
and asked to give evidence to thread the
link and I said no because I saw people
lying under testimony and I saw distor-
tions and I realised that some people
didn't have their dates concerned correct
and I just didn't want to get involved in
that and nor did my company.

Why in the name of goodness did he suddenly
decide to change his mind? I can probably tell-
members why by going back to his answer to
another question-

I can understand, I've got no bad feel-
ings on that. I feel very very sorry for
Graham Campbell. All I did, there is a
book being written that's released the first
week after Christmas and I was ap-
proached by the author, or co-authors, to
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sign a statutory declaration so that 1 could
be put in the book and the thread could be
established.

This paragon of virtue is convicting himself by
his own mouth. He has been told a book will be
published and that he needs to make a statu-
tory declaration so that he can be included in
the book. There is more to come.

We are looking at the greatest political scam
of all time which has been perpetrated by Mr
Oliver on behalf of people outside this Parlia-
ment. Mr Trent -has quite a record of failed
companies, so he is travelling in good company
when he gets Mr Oliver to assist him,

Hon. N. F. Moore: That is underhand.
Hon. D. K. DANS: Of course it is

underhand, Mr Moore, in the same way that it
is underhand for Mr Oliver to be prepared in
this Chamber, under parliamentary privilege,
to heap all kinds of allegations on people.
People in glass houses should not throw stones.

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: You blokes took $2 000
from him,

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. D. K. DANS: Mr Trent is clearly not

being motivated by a strong sense of honesty
and moral indignation; he is motivated by the
best interests of his pocket.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Like Mr Terry Burke, the
bagman.

Hon. D. K. DANS: If Opposition members
are so sure of that, I suggest they make a
statement outside this House. That allegation is
completely false and that can be easily proved.
I can assure members opposite that $2 000 did
not change hands, and if they want to test that
outside they should put up their puppet in
court.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. D. K. DANS: Allowing such an unre-

liable and dubious witness to use the forum of
Parliament and the protection ofparliamentary
privilege by enabling him to appear before a
Select Committee would simply amount to
allowing the fomum of the House to be abused
to protect and promote the interests of a mon-
opoly clay-brick manufacturer. That is what Mr
Oliver is asking for.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Rubbish.
Hon. D. K. DANS: The issue of Mr

Campbell's accepting shares is not a matter
upon which the Western Australian Parliament
can take any action whatsoever. It would be

highly improper for this Parliament to conduct
an inquiry into the activities of a member of
another Parliament; it cannot be done. Sub-
sequent inquiries may be held in the Federal
Parliament, but we cannot inquire into those
activities.

How would members of this House feel if
someone set up a Select Committee of the Fed-
eral Parliament to investigate the activities of a
member of this Chamber? I can imagine the
outcry. That suggestion must be forgotten.

Before the Liberal Party becomes too pious
about its position, it should consider two mat-
ters. If members are expected to resign for
accepting shares-whether they were paid for
or given-why did not Sir Charles Court resign
in 1971 when he accepted Comalco shares?

Hon, P. G. Pendal: That is what your Bill
said last year.

Hon. D. K. DAN 5: I am not worried about
what the Bill contained last year or what Mr
Pendal is saying today. I always know when
Opposition members are on their back feet; Mr
Pendal makes nervous gestures, he wriggles in
his seat, and very soon he will go outside.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: We chucked out your Bill
and you were glad of it, especially in regard to
this issue.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

IResolved: That business be continued.J
Hon. D. K. DANS: The second issue which

the present Leader of the Opposition should
investigate now is the claim made on the "7.30
Report" last night that any member who ac-
cepted gifts or shares would be asked to resign.
What is the situation with respect to Hon. Neil
Oliver and Mr Ric New? Are members op-
posite going to ask Mr Oliver to resign?

Hon. E. J. Chariton: This is not retrospec-
tive.

Hon. D. K. DANS: That is what is meant.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT-. Order!
Hon. D. K. DANS: Be careful if it is a gift or

if it is not! Firstly, the Leader of the Opposition
should investigate whether Mr Oliver received
any assistance, financial or otherwise-and let
me repeat "or otherwise"-from any person
outside the Parliament to enable him to con-
duct his inquiries both within and outside the
Select Committee on matters surrounding the
Midland abattoir. I am sure Mr Masters will do
that.

Hon. G. E. Masters: I am listening.
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Hon. D. K. DANS: Secondly, the Leader of
the Opposition should investigate whether as-
sistanice, financial or otherwise, has been given
indirectly to Mr New by persons outside the
Parliament to enable persons associated with
Mr Oliver to make inquiries on his behalf.

Hon. Margaret McAleer: Would that be cor-
rect?

Hon. D, K. DANS: I am asking the Leader of
the Opposition what he will do. Finally, the
Leader of the Opposition might also consider
the propriety of members of his party going in
to bat on behalf of businessmen to whom they
have been previously substantially in debt.
Some nasty things are coming out of this de-
bate.

Point of Order
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That is totally incor-

rect, and I ask that it be withdrawn.
The PRESIDENT: Please tell me what it is

you want withdrawn.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: The Leader has said

that I was indebted to Mr Ric New. That is
totally and utterly incorrect.

The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of
order; it is a matter of opinion with which you
can disagree. it is not an unparliamentary com-
ment.

Debate Resumed
Hon. D2. K. DANS: Perhaps we can have a

Select Committee into finding out if that is
correct or not.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Mr Oliver is saying it is
incorrect. Are you calling him a liar?

Hon. D2. K. DANS: Perhaps I can say that.
Several members interjected.
Hon. D. K. DANS: Do members want

another Select Committee? We have already
had two.

Hon. G. E. Masters: We are challenging you.
Hon. D. K. DANS: I am not saying anything;

I am talking about allegations. Just be a little
careful.

S'eeral 'members interjected.
Hon. D2. K. DANS: The Leader of the Oppo-

sition might also like to consider just how cred-
ible the Liberal Party is in relation to protect-
ing the monopoly interests of Ric New. At the
time, he was publicly dangling the $250 000
donation in front of the Liberal Party, and he is
now offering to help Mr Trent. Who wants a
Select Committee?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Hlow much did you
say?

Hon. D. K. DANS: I said $250 000.
HaIn, P. G. Pendal: I wish he would.
Hon. D2. K. DANS: Mr Ric New must be a

fibber, because he made the statement in the
Press.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: He did not make any
such statement. You will get pimples on your
tongue.

Hon. D2. K. DANS: Keep your feet off the
end of yours or you will trip yourself up.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. D. K. DANS: I am informed that Mr
Treat's allegations concerning this matter are
largely incorrect. Firstly, it is absolutely incor-
rect that the Parliamentary Secretary of the
Cabinet called on Mr Trent to make a donation
to the party's election fund.

I have just made an incorrect statement and I
will correct it. No $2 000 came in. I said it
changed hands. The donation of $2 000 came
from Mr Trent. It was not in return for any
favours. I am just putting the record straight.

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: It was not returned,
which was what you said.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I did not say anything
about its being returned.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Did you not? So you did
accept it.

Hon. D. K. DANS: To put the record right,
after Mr Pendal's feeble attempts, I said that no
$2 000 came in. Mr Trent, along with many
other people, did make a donation of $2 000.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Do you know when that
was?

Hon. D2. K. DANS: I do not.

Hon. N. F. Moore: It is relevant to the de-
cision made after he gave the money.

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: Of course it is!

-Hon. 12. K. DANS: What is.Mr Moore .say-
i ng? I have already demon strated-

The PRESIDENT: Order! Whatever he is
saying, it is out of order. I would suggest you
ignore it and get on with Your discussion. Ig-
nore those interjections.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I always do.

The PRESIDENT: Well, you were not. You
were asking what he said.
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Hon. D. K. DANS: Mr President, what Mr
Moore was saying by way of interjection was
that itlls all right for the Liberal Party to re-
ceive $250 000 from Mr New, but it is not
correct for us to receive $2 000.

Hon. N. F. Moore: I did not say that at all.
Hon. D. K. DANS: The member implied it.

It was not sent back. It will not be sent back.

1 have just said I am informed Mr Trent's
allegations concerning this matter are largely
incorrect. Firstly, it is absolutely incorrect that
the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet
called Mr Trent to ask for a donation to the
party's election funds. Mr Terry Burke advises
that to the best of his recollection he has never
called Mr Trent.

An Opposition member: To the best of his
recollection!

Hon. D. K. DANS: We have a situation
where the Opj~osition challenges the honesty of
the Parliamentary Secretary, but at the same
time it is asking us to accept the word of Mr
Trent, who has a very long record. From my
own personal experiences, I said yesterday, I
formed a very bad opinion of him at the time
he was in my office.

Hon. G. E. Masters: That $2 000 made a
difference, did it?

Hon. D. K. DANS: I did not know until this
morning. I do not know about him. H~e
received my letter before he came to see me,
and that is on the record. Mr Burke advises
that to the best of his recollection he did not
call Mr Trent but he does recall Mr Trent call-
ing him to lobby on behalf of his brickworks
proposal. Mr Trent confirms that Mr Burke
advised him that he could not speak to the
issue about the brickworks at the same time as
the matter of a donation was raised. Mr Burke
has said he does not recall Mr Trent raising the
issue of a donation. He, Mr Terry Burke, did
not raise the issue himself as he does not know
Mr Trent.

Hon. G. E. Masters: It has not made any
difference in the past.

Hon. D). K. DANS: Let me return to the
point. One can gather from the interjections of
the Leader of the Opposition how political this
proposed Select Committee would be, because
the suggestion is that what I am saying on the
one side is disbelieved, and what the Oppo-
sition is saying on the side of the statutory
declaration is to be believed. That is where it
starts and that is where it finishes.

Hon. 0. E. Masters: We believe you about
the $2 000.

Hon. D. K. DANS: This is not the atmos-
phere in which a Select Committee could pro-
ceed and come to any fruitful conclusion.

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: Especially if it gets the
facts!

Hon. D. K. DANS: We have already had two
Select Committees, and we are here debating
the establishment of a third. If that does not do
any good, we will have a fourth and a fifth.
Hon. Neil Oliver is dragging members of the
upper House down the trail to destruction. I
know by the looks on the faces of members
opposite that they are embarrassed by the
feeble attempt of Mr Oliver's to get another
Select Committee off the ground.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. D. KC. DANS: The statement that a few

minutes after an original phone call from Mr
Terry Burke, Mr Burke phoned back, is corn-
pletely untrue. Mr Burke does not recall speak-
ing to the Premier about the brickworks pro-
posal, and the Premier does not recall having
spoken to his brother about the matter. It
comes back to the time.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The same set of

rules applies to Hon. Phillip Pendal as applies
to everybody else. For goodness sake, come to
order and tr to recall the Standing Orders.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I am demonstrating the
pointlessness of having another Select Com-
mittee. It is unbelievable to me that anyone
would make that suggestion, given the current
climate.

An Opposition member interjected.
Hon. D. K. DANS: Whatever the interjector

says, the fact is that I tabled a letter from the
Premier last night that said nothing was on-
he was not going to get any Government assist-
ance. I have already told the Leader of the
Opposition, Mr Masters, that this afternoon I
will give to him or formally table the report of
the working party from the Department of In-
dustrial Development.

That is the advice the Government sought. It
did not seek the advice of bagmen, as Oppo-
sition members call them, nor of Mr Trent, nor
Mr Campbell; nor did it act on any approaches
to it. it acted on sound, common, good sense.
The reality of the matter is that the attitude
taken by Mr Burke was perfectly proper. No
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political favours were done, as is evidenced by
the Premier's refusal to support guarantees for
Mr Trent's brickworks.

In conclusion, there have been two Select
Committees into these matters. Mr Trent has
given no evidence to either. [ have outlined to
the House the reasons he gave on the "Sattler
File". One was that he wanted to get his. name
into a book, and we all know who is rushing
around here-the co-authors of a book to be
released before Christmas. That is a pretty
feeble excuse for tabling a statutory declar-
ation, and that has been recorded. Yet Mr
Oliver takes that up, says he does not know
anything about it, and does not even read the
statutory declaration.

Now Mr Trent claims he came forward with
the statutory declaration only because a book
was being prepared. It is alleged that the book
is being prepared by a Mr McAdam, an Eastern
States journalist, with the assistance of a Mr
Paddy O'Brien. It has been alleged that Mr
McAdam was flown to Western Australia at Mr
New's expense to write a story on the abattoir,
and that Mr New is financially supporting the
production of the book.

Hon. P. 0. Pendal interjected.

Hon. D. K. DANS: They are the alle-
gations-the dogs in Mr Pendal's former pro-
fession are barking again.

Mr O'Brien is well known as a strident but
completely unbalanced critic of the Govern-
ment. It is claimed that Mr McAdam is staying
with Mir O'Brien at the moment. It would ap-
pear that the exercise of producing the book
will be as shallow and artificially motivated as
the rest of the statutory declarations and other
activities promoted by Mr Neil Oliver in this
shabby exercise.

Hon. 0. E. Masters: You must be worried.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the
Opposition, for goodness sake, come to order.

Hon. D. K. DANS: All things aside, no right-
minded person could support this call for a
Select Committee in view of what I have just
recited to the House. But more importatly, for
everyone to see and take note of, there have
already been two Select Committees that ended
in what I would call a no-conteM No-anti has
indicated to me today that spl;cj_ w a third
Select Committee held in 'this 'plitic'lly
charged atmosphere-and that is the worst at-
mosphere there can be-will do any better.

We have seen the odium that has been
caused to this House by the calling of Mr Eliett
before the Bar. We did not get good publicity
for that. We did not get much publicity at all
for either Select Committee report, because it
is just not on. It is no good people grizzling that
the Press did not report it.

Hon. G. E. Masters interjected.
Hon. D. K. DANS: The Press has a duty. Mr

Masters says "all the people". No-one in my
electorate has ever mentioned it to me. When I
have been talking to people from other elector-
ates, no-one has come to me and said, "What
about the Select Committee-

I-on. G. E. Masters: Or the abattoirs?
Hon. D. K. DANS: -or the abattoirs?"
Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Come for a trip to the

bush.
Hon. D. K. DANS: Mr Lockyer would get up

there with his tom-toms and get back any
smoke signal he wanted. He is a prophet in his
own time in the bush-he asks the questions
and gives the answers. But even Mr Lockyer
would be the first to agree that, having had two
Select Corn mittces in this highly charged politi-
cal atmosphere, a third will do no good at all. It
will make our position in this House even
worse and not reach any conclusions. If a third
Select Committee does not reach a conclusion,
Or reaches an airy-fairy conclusion, or gives a
conclusion that Mr Oliver does not want-
which is what we are really on about-what
happens then? Do we have a Select Committee
on the Select Committee we just had? Or
another one on the one we had before that?
This is getting ridiculous.

I have pointed out that the Trent episode is
completely different from the abattoir matter.

Hon. Neil Oliver: That is Correct.
Hon. D. K. DANS: But MrT Oliver married

them together.
Hon. Neil Oliver: You have been irrelevant

since you got to your feet.
Hon. D. K. DANS: I do not know that Mr

Oliver knew he was in the House today, judging
by the manner in which he coughed out those
words that had nothing to do with the statutory
declaration.

I will finish as I started. The only common
element was that the two parties were brick
makers. The Prestige Bricks purchase centred
around the pr-' of land and in no way
called for a Government subsidy, by way of
either financial guarantees or production con-
sumption guarantees. The approach of Invicta
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Corporation was for a direct involvement by
the Government by way of guarantees, both
financial and for consumption.

The responsibilities are clearly different, and
I will leave it to the Mouse to decide. With the
best intentions in the world-and there are not
good intentions in this House about this issue
at present; it is a highly political situation-I
just cannot see that we will ever reach any con-
clusions.

HON. J. N. CALDWELL (South) (12.16
p.m.]: As members know, I was a member of
the Legislative Council Select Committee in-
quiring into the sale of the Midland saleyards. I
would like to make a few comments about the
committee being biased or unbiased, as the
case may be.

I was very pleased to hear Hon. Mark
Nevill's comment yesterday about my bringing
the comments back into line. Not that that was
my position, of course, but I wanted to see that
inquiry carried out to its fullest extent and in a
way which would satisfy everyone concerned.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not say you didn't.
Hon. J1. N. CAL.DWELL: Thank you.
The saleyards are very near and dear to the

people I represent, and the issue has been
brought welt and truly to the attention of every-
body here. The selling of those salcyards, has a
catastrophic effect on the well-being of people
in the country, and we are particularly con-
cerned about what will happen to the stock
after the saleyards are closed.

We now find that Mr Trent has been brought
into the argument- It is a shame that he did not
approach the Government expressing an
interest in building salcyards. in Manjimup. I
am sure it would have given him its fullest
support, because saleyards are a requirement in
country areas.

I came into this Parliament feeling very
proud to represent people and also to be among
very learned gentlemen and ladies of high re-
pute.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I hope you are not disap-
pointed.

Hon. 3. N. CALDWELL: Well, I am a little
disappointed because during the committee's
inquiry I learnt that some people do not take
much notice of the advice they receive. In par-
ticular, those saleyards were one matter where
advice was completely and utterly ignored. I
have mentioned before that $ 100 000-worth of
advice was given to the Minister for
Agriculture. It was a great shame and a shock to

me that that learned gentleman, a fairly highly
regarded person before I entered the Parlia-
ment, did not take the slightest bit of notice of
the advice.

I find it absolutely unbelievable that a Minis-
ter should have no regard whatever for
$ 100 000-worth of advice from his advisers-
and that $100 000 was public money. As the
committee carried on, I found it very
disconcerting that the further we went the
further Mr Grill was shown to be incompetent.
The Government found itself in a very embar-
rassing situation, as is the case now.

The saleyards have been sold, and this is of
great concern to the livestock transporters with
their millions of dollars-worth of gear and to
the associated agents with their millions of dol-
lars-worth of input into the saleyards. They are
especially concerned to think that one day the
saieyards will be lost to them. Goodness knows
where they will have to go. The environmental
report indicates that it will be virtually imposs-
ible to .build another saleyards in the metro-
politan area.

It has been proved that it is absolutely in-
compatible to have a brickyard alongside the
saleyards. One would have to be moved, and
hopefully it will be the brickworks. It has been
said that the people carrying out the sale of the
animals will need to wear masks to protect
themselves from the dust. I have never visited
a brickyard, but I have been told from a very
good source that this would be necessary.

The National Party is not the slightest bit
concerned about the brickyard site and how
many brickyards we need. The National Party
is concerned totally and solely with the
saleyards and with the fact that they will
eventually be terminated. We could not care
less how many brickyards are built because we
believe one by one they will eventually go
broke and the State will be back to having two
or three brickyards in the metropolitan area.

On the subject of bias, it was never the inten-
tion of the Select Committee to invite Mr New
to give evidence, even though he and his
daughter attended hearings on many occasions.
I believed he would have given a very biased
view, and together with Hon. Neil Oliver I felt
we should not include him on our list of
witnesses.

The National Party feels that the proposed
brickyard will be detrimental to the saleyards.
However, we have some reservations about
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holding another inquiry because we believe it
would have nothing to do with our real interest,
which is the preservation of the salcyards.

Hon. 0. E. Masters: Aren't you interested in
getting information?

Hon. J. N. CALDWELL. Yes.

Hon. G. E. Masters: Don't you think a com-
mittee should be given the chance to get that
information?

Hon. J. N. CALDWELL: If it can be proved
to us as this debate unfolds that it is absolutely
necessary to have this inquiry, I guess we would
go along with it. However, we have reser-
vations about it because we do not think it will
have any bearing on the continuation of the
saleyards.

HON. N. F. MOORE (Lower North) [12.25
p.m.]: My first point relates to the attempt by
Mr Dans to denigrate Mr Oliver's past business
activities. HeI implied that because Mr Oliver
has suffered difficulties in the past, as has Mr
Trent, the point of view both gentlemen seek to
express is not acceptable. I have great admir-
ation for Mr Oliver for the way he has over-
come his past difficulties and so well re-estab-
lished himself in the community. I congratulate
him on the way he has conducted inquiries up
to this point, and on the dogged manner in
which he has sought to pursue the truth and
continued to pursue the truth. The Select Com-
mittee he is calling for now is but an extension
of that pursuit for the truth.

I refer now to one aspect of the statutory
declaration which was totally ignored by the
Leader of the House but which is the crux of
the whole reason for having a Select Com-
mittee- Mr Trent said this-

Having attended most of the Legislative
Assembly hearings into the Midland Abat-
toir sale, I am of the belief that much of
the evidence given was either false or
seriously misleading.

Mr Regan was constantly phoning me at
my home throughout the parliamentary
committee hearings asking me about vari-
ous witnesses.

The allegation in the statutory declaration is
that certain people before a properly
constituted Select Committee of this Parlia-
ment gave evidence which was either false or
seiously misleading. If that is not sufficient
reason-forgetting everything else-for there
to be a further Select Committee, I do not
know what is.

I suggest to the National Party very seriously
that it think about that. Here we have an alle-
gation being made in a statutory declaration
that certain people before a Select Committee
on which a member of the National Party
served gave evidence which was either false or
seriously misleading. I would have thought that
the National Party would share the view of the
Liberal Party that we should ascertain the truth
of this allegation. If the allegation is true, it is
an extremely serious matter. If people can
come before a Select Committee and give false
evidence, it will affect the conclusions reached
by the committee. Forgetting everything else in
the statutory declaration, that point is one very
solid and powerful reason for this proposed
Select Committee to be set up in order to ascer-
tain the truth of the allegation.

I wonder what Mr Regan's thinking was
when he was constantly phoning Mr Trent dur-
ing the parliamentary inquiry. Did he try to
obtain information about witnesses so that he
could then talk to them prior to their giving
evidence? This is very serious stuff.

1 trust that having brought this matter to the
attention of the House and particularly to the
attention of National Party members-who,
through Mr Caldwell, expressed some doubt
about the need for the inquiry-the House will
now agree that this allegation above all else
must be investigated by a Select Committee.
For those reasons I strongly urge the House to
support the motion.

HON. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South)
[12.29 p.mn.]: The Leader of the House raised
the worth of statutory declarations. He
indicated they were worth two a penny because
they could be obtained very cheaply anywhere
and that some innocent person could be liable
to witness them. He believes they are comn-'
pletely discredited, especially this one.

It is rather unfortunate the Attorney General
has had to leave on parliamentary business be-
cause this is something that ought to concern
him. Quite obviously, the Government of this
State thinks nothing of statutory declarations.

This statutory declaration was given under
the Evidence Act, which is one of the Acts the
Attorney General is meant to administer. Yet
the man beside L '--No. 3 in the Cabinet-
thinks it is not worth a penny. He seems to
think it has something to do with an innocent
witness. The witness has to be a justice of the
peace. Under the Evidence Act, the JP does not
have to repeat what is in the statutory declar-
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ation because he is only witnessing the signa-
ture of the person who is signing the declar-
ation.

My concern is that the Government has a
low opinion of statutory declarations and one
cannot take any notice of what is in them. 1
refer to clause 6 of the Evidence Act, 1906,
which says-

Witnesses interested or convicted of of-
fence

6. No person shall be excluded from
giving evidence in any proceeding on the
ground that he has or may have an interest
in the matter in question, or in the result of
the proceeding, or on the ground that he
has previously been convicted of any of-
fence.

It is rather interesting. One of the claims the
Leader of the House has made is that Mr Treat
has an interest and therefore the statutory dec-
laration is to be discredited. Perhaps he is go-
ing bankrupt which would also make his evi-
dence untrue.

Hion. Fred McKenzie: You can be a CD and
still sign a statutory declaration.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Apart from
JPs, there are others who can witness statutory
declarations. We are at a critical stage with
Select Committees when it can be shown that
some of the evidence given to one committee is
contrary to that given by another witness or to
the other committee. One of the witnesses must
be wrong, yet the Select Committee is not able
to do anything about it. It accepts the evidence
and knows that the evidence from one of those
two people is wrong.

Hon. D. K. Dans: How do you solve that by
having a third committee: Do you take it out of
three?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): Order!

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I am using this
occasion to suggest to the Attorney General
that he examine very closely the matter of
giving evidence, not only under statutory dec-
laration but also by way of the courts. We in
this House also ought to be looking at ways in
which we can tighten up our Select Committees
in regard to honesty in presenting evidence. At
present the chairman can only report to the
House. That did not prove very successful
when one man was reported to the House and
brought before the Bar; we all know the result.
It certainly did not straighten out the issue of
the giving of evidence. If anything, I am con-

cerned that we should have another Select
Committee before this issue of giving evidence
is resolved because once again evidence will be
given to it which is contrary to other evidence.
I implore the Attorney General to look at this
matter. Perhaps the penalties for giving false
evidence are too lenient.

Nevertheless, I support the motion to have
another Select Committee because someone
has to iron out the contrary evidence that has
been given. Here we have a man signing a
statutory declaration in which he, on oath, has
said some of the information given was wrong.

HON. MARK NEVILL (South-East) ( 12.34
p.m.]: I oppose the motion to set up another
Select Committee for a number of reasons.
This matter has been so highly politicised that
there is absolutely no prospect of a positive
outcome. We have had two reports, and a third
one will go exactly the same way. The proposed
Select Committee will not be able to resolve the
conflict of evidence before us.

We have two statutory declarations from Mr
Trent, one from Ms Lois Anderson, and
another from Mr Paul Regan. All parties, when
they give evidence to the committee, will give
evidence to support their statutory declarations
so the committee will get nowhere. We will not
be able to resolve this fundamental conflict.

In any event, the committee will have 13
days to report and investigate the matter. We
know how many tangents we have gone off on
in the last six months. I do not believe a quick-
fire inquiry will turn up anything. It will be a
waste of time because the matter has been far
too politicised to achieve anything.

I was going to speak at some length on all the
allegations made over the last few months, all
of which have been refuted by the Govern-
ment. Many have been knocked on the head by
the minority report of the Legislative Assembly
Select Committee. We have heard, one after
another, a number of allegations which have
had no credibility at all.

Firstly, we had a valuation from Mr
Whiteman; an allegation of car tampering,
which was disposed of;, and the allegation of
interfering with witnesses.

Hon. N. F. Moore: That has not been
disposed of. It is in the statutory declaration. It
talks about Mr Regan ringing up witnesses.

Hon. MARK NEVILL: Under cross examin-
ation of Mr Regan by the Select Committee,
the chairman directed some questions to Mr
Richard Lewis MLA about these allegations.
Mr Lewis agreed there was no such activity. I
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refer to pages 108 and 112 of the transcript
where Mr David Smith MLA, the chairman,
challenges Mr Lewis-

..If you have any evidence that there
has been some misconduct of that kind in
relation to witnesses--coercion as to what
they will say, and so on-I am happy to
investigate that now, or in camera, or at
some other time.

MR LEWIS: I do not for a moment
suggest that Mr Regan has been coercing or
threatening witnesses.

MR REGAN: Thank you very much, Mr
Lewis.

MR LEWIS: I have never suggested that.
What I have suggested is that I do not
believe it is proper for the staff of a Minis-
ter of the Crown to be out there in the
marketplace actively working, to my
mind-

I think that evidence destroys the argument. I
refer to another allegation that the contract was
illegal. The sale has now gone through. That
allegation has been disposed or.

We have heard of tax evasion by Mr Ellett
and the spurious claim that the sale was being
funded by the BLF. The other day we had
another claim that the silicon in the clay would
infect livestock. The red meat industry has
spent much time destroying these myths about
the alleged carcinogenic properties of red meat.
The Livestock Traders Association and others
were suggesting the dust was carcinogenic.
There is dust in every stockyard in the State. I
would be very grateful to know where there is a
stockyard that does not have dust.

The allegations have been continuous but
have been disposed of. I could speak for a
couple of hours on the allegations. Hon. J. N.
Caldwell made his point well. We have to make
sure the future of the saleyards complex in the
metropolitan area is attended to. We should
concentrate our efforts on ensuring a1 satisfac-
tory service is provided to farmers. That seems
to have been the main problem confronting
members of the National Party in looking after
the interests of their constituents.

That matter will be taken in hand. It has
been noted by the Government, and I am sure
we will have a satisfactory outcome to that in
years to come.

I reiterate that I oppose the setting up of this
Select Committee. It will get absolutely no-
where in this highly politicised climate; there
will be no positive outcome. The Select Corn-

mittee will have in front of it four statutory
declarations-two from Mr Trent, and one
each from Ms Anderson and Mr Regan-and I
do not see any way in which the coniflict in that
evidence can be resolved because none of those
people will give evidence to contradict the
statutory declaration. The Select Committee.
will be a waste oftime, and therefore I oppose: it.

HON. MLAX EVANS (Metropolitan) [ 12.41
p.m.J: I want to speak only in response to some
comments made last night and today with re-
spect to some shares issued by Comalco to my
partner at the time, Sir Charles Court. This was
closely looked at at the time; we had many
offers for shares in Comalco because we had a
lot Of trade with Ian Potter and Co who, from
nienory-and I would have to go back to my
office to check this-were the underwriters for
the issue. Because we had a lot of dealings with
them, a lot of people in our office got shares.
Applications came in to be filled out and sent
back with one's money if one wanted to take up
shares in Comalco. One paid cash up-front;
there is nothing abnormal about that, and the
Minister knows that and he knew it at the time.
It is completely irrelevant. It was a normal
business deal. What is never stated is that some
nine, 12, or 15 months later the shares were
selling at below par-a bit like poor old Mr
Campbell whose shares are not worth anything
and he does not know what to do with them.
When the shares were below par nobody said,
"Gee, I'm sorry for all those people who bought
those shares and hung on to them."

Hon. D. K. Dans: Are you sorry for Mr
Campbell?

Hon. MAX EVANS: I feel sorry that they are
not worth anything and he has gone to all this
trouble. He may as well get some action out of
it, but he has nothing.

Within 15 months those Comalco shares
were well below par, and nobody worried. It
became an issue in the paper, and the names of
the people who got the shares were published.
It really was not relevant. When people under-
write shares, they put their name at risk. They
agree to underwrite a float of $10 million, and
if they do not sell them to the public they have
to take the shares themselves. If they have not
sold them to the public the shares might not be
too good, and they might make a loss on them.
They place them among all their friends; that is
why they have friends around the community,
so they can put the shares on the market to get
a full float and as big a spread as possible. The
bigger the spread the better, and the safer the
float is, and the company is less likely to be
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taken over later. That is what happened to
Comaico. The facts are known now, and I wish
the Leader of the House would display some
credibility by keeping to the facts. I can remem-
ber at the time that the article referred to some-
body in our office opening a letter and finding
out this information. I even know who the per-
son was who was reported as saying that at the
time. It was supposed to be a big deal! These
things happen all the time with underwriters
wanting to get rid of the shares. The Minister is
trying to discredit one of the finest politicians
this State has ever had-a man who developed
the whole of the north-west.

This was not a pay-off. I thought the Minister
might have read out from the article how many
shares were allocated to Sir Charles Court.
From memory I think it was about 1 000 at $1
each. It was not big money, and the Govern-
ment is trying to discredit a man today over the
amount.

Another bit of discrediting was done last
night, and I did not respond because the Leader
of the House was not here. H~e tried to put
down Mr Trent as a man whose word cannot be
trusted; as a person who is dishonest, and has
been a bankrupt and lost a lot of money. By
crikey, the Minister has a short memory! It was
only at the beginning of last year that the
Premier's prize adviser was brought in from the
Eastern States to set up Exim Corporation.
This was a man who sent a company into liqui-
dation for about $100 million-not a small
bankrupt like we are talking about. This man
went to gaol for four years for defrauding the
company of $890 000-1 am not sure of the
exact amount. He could not be made a director
of Exim Corporation because he had been
barred by a court in Victoria. He was an ad-
viser to the Premier, and now the Government
is trying to discredit Mr Trent for giving this
other advice. I am not discrediting Mr Gale, I
am stating facts. He was an adviser used by this
Government.

Sitting suspended from 12.45 to 2.30 p.m.

Hon. MAX EVANS: Before the luncheon
break I referred to a couple of points in bad
taste made by the Leader of the House in an
attempt to discredit Sir Charles Court and
others in respect of some shares which were
bought in 1970. The Leader of the House im-
plied that the shares were given in an attempt
to bribe Sir Charles; I explained that the shares

were offened by Ian Potter and were taken up
in the normal course of business. I also
explained-

Hon. Robert Hetherington: I remember that
case very well.

Hon. MAX EVANS: I do too.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. MAX EVANS: The Leader of the
House also discredited advice given by other
people, their backgrounds, and so on. I remind
Hon. D. K. Dans that the adviser on Exim in
respect Of Overseas imports was a man whose
background was that he had bankrupted, as a
senior executive, a large company to the tune of
$100 million. He went to gaol for four years
because he had defrauded that company of
about $900 000, and because of his convictions
he could not be a director of Exim.

In respect of discrediting people for taking
bribes, I recall a time, not so very long ago,
when the Premier had a trip with a senior
businessman to Fiji-at about the time a settle-
ment was made between Griffin Coal Mining
Co Ltd and the State Energy Commission. I
hope the Leader of the House will remember
that these things work both ways and that in-
stead of discrediting people, he should stick to
the facts.

HON. H. W. GAITER (Central) [2.33 p.m.):
I listened to the debate very fully this morning,
and I realised that the National Party has had a
great deal of input throughout the Midland
saleyards inquiry.

Members will recall that when the original
inquiry took place, I seconded the motion; I
also played an important part in bringing a
person before the Bar of this House. All of that
was done, exactly as my colleague Hon. J. N.
Caldwell has said, in the desire of the National
Party to maintain for as long as possible the
saleyards at Midland Junction. National Party
members are still very sore on that point, and I
know that that applies to people in country
districts as well.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I listened to this
morning's debate and I believe there is very
little in the statutory declaration being debated
at the moment which has anything at all to do
with the saleyards; certainly it does not have
much to do with anything else. As a matter of
fact, the dominant feature of this statutory dee-
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laration is contained in two small paragraphs.
Mr Trent's statutory declaration reads in pant
as follows-

I was made aware in March 1986, at the
very time the Government decided to back
a brickworks to be built by Mr Ellett, that
the Government would no longer support
my project even though my company was
an established brick manufacturer.

Later the statutory declaration continues-
Throughout the negotiations with the

Government I was assured that they
would, through proper commercial deal-
ings, give full support to our proposed
brickworks.

Mr Trent considered that the Government's
final decision "constituted a moral breach of
contract" with his company. I think those are
very fair statements; they were Mr Trent's
opinion about what had happened. I do not see
anything within that document which demands
an inquiry to be held. For heaven's sake, it is a
statement of fact.

Hon. G. E. Masters: What about witnesses?
Hon. H. W. GAYFER: It is a statement of

fact that he did not get the contract. On the
other hand, I fail to see exactly what good there
is in trying to probe this matter with another
Select Committee; but National Party members
were prepared to concede that they possibly
were missing a point.

Hon. A. A. Lewis interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I-on. Mick Gayfer

is trying to make a particular point.
Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The matter was then

raised that this was a completely political issue;
Labor Party members took great umbrage that
the last Select Committee comprised three per-
sons and led to a political finding by that com-
mittee. The National Party was prepared to
support this and amend the new committee's
membership from three to four this was to give
the Labor Party two representatives and a rep-
resentative from both the National Party and
the Liberal Party. However, as the debate went
on the National Party realised that this was in
itself futile. It might have solved the problem
of overcoming the political issue, but it would
not have overcome the other problem, which
really was that there was no great foundation
for the committee even to be set up.

Finally, after one of the outbursts-which
resulted in the Leader of the House being told
to tone down his speech-he got through to me
when he said in effect that the whole credibility

of the Parliament was at stake. Hon. N. F.
Moore can laugh, but I believe that as there is
no real substance to that statement and as in
the opinion of National Party members-

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Must have been an awfully
big promise.

Hon. H-. W. GAYFER:-the business was be-
coming very political indeed-so much so that
our original intention was to move for two
members from each side, because we
recognised that politics could be played-
National Party members subsequently felt that
they should have no truck with the motion.

What is there to say that this will be the
finish? It is a fairly bland sort of statutory dec-
laration.

Hon. G. E. Masters: Interfering with
witnesses.

Hon. H, W. GAYFER: Any statutory declar-
ation can be witnessed.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is not what he said.

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I have not found out
from the debate exactly what will be achieved
from the setting up of this committee. The
National Party knows what it wants. We want
the saleyards retained, and we cannot see any-
thing in this motion that will give us back our
saleyards forever.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Is that your only interest?

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I will have to speak
up to keep above the chatterboxes who are yap-
ping at my heels. They do not like it when
someone does not support them all the way.

We believe that we considered this matter in
a fair and balanced way. We did not come here
with our minds made up on how we would
vote. We listened to every speaker in the de-
bate. We were prepared to support Hon. Neil
Oliver as we supported him before. We were
prepared to go right down the line with him,
even to joining in what has become a political
charade by suggesting that there should be two
members from each side on the proposed com-
mittee.

Finally, we listened to the debate from the
Government's side as we are entitled to do.
From that debate we formed the opinion that if
we went on with this it would become a
charade, that we would get nowhere, and that
the credibility of the House would suffer. We
are entitled to make up our own minds, and in
this case we have made up our minds that we
will not support the proposed inquiry.
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HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) (2.43 p.m.):
This has been one of the most incredible de-
bates I have heard. We heard the Leader of the
Government make the speech that he should
have made 24 hours ago because it was relevant
to the motion of 24 hours ago; but, in his lazi-
ness, he was not prepared to make that speech.
He obtained information overnight and de-
cided to present that information today. Thai
information is irrelevant to the motion which
states-

That a select committee of 3 members
be appointed to inquire into and report on
the veracity of the content of the statutory
declaration and accompanying document
tabled by me ... the committee to have
power to send for persons, papers and
records, to open its proceedings during the
hearing of evidence to accredited represen-
tatives of the news media-

And for those transcripts to be made available
to the Press.

Hon. G. E. Masters: An open inquiry.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Yes, an open inquiry.

The motion continues-
.. to report not later than Tuesday

December 16, 1986.
We have listened to a disgraceful torrent from
this Leader of the Government who tried to
protect a Minister to the extent that this morn-
ing he attacked two authors of a forthcoming
book about the sale of the Midland abattoir.

Hon. D. K. Dans: So you now admit that a
book will be published. This morning it was
"'an alleged book".

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: The Leader of the
Government cannot bully me as he tries to
bully everyone else. His statement was ac-
companied by allegations which I believe are
defamatory and constitute an attempt by the
Government to discredit these distinguished
writers. He stands condemned for that. He can
laugh. This is another attempt by this Govern-
ment to stop people from telling the truth.

I wish to make a few points clear. The
authors of that book have made no secret of
their intention to write a book on the Midland
saleyards scandal. Professor O'Brien informed
the Chairman of the Legislative Assembly
Select Committee, Mr David Smith, in August
that he was writing a book. The two authors of
the book are independent researchers and are
paying their own expenses. Professor O'Brien is
the author of a number of well-known and
highly regarded scholarly studies of Australian

politics, and Mr McAdam is a distinguished
freelance journalist who has, over the years,
been a columnist for The Age, The Herald,
Quadrant magazine, and The Bulletin, and in
fact has written articles on the sale of the Mid-
land abattoir site for The Bulletin. The authors
believe that this Midland saleyards story is the
biggest scandal in Australia's political history.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: I would not be-
lieve that for ideological reasons.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I have been told that
the motion is irrelevant. It deals with the har-
assment of witnesses and false evidence by Mr
Ellett and Mr Ryan. The statutory declaration
indicates clearly that influence was brought to
hear on some people to dissuade them from
giving evidence. If that is not damning and if
members of the Government find that humor-
ous, God help them and may it rest on their
souls.

I was requested to move this motion by my
electors, by senior elected executives of the
Pastoralists and Graziers Association, and by
the executive of the Primary Industr Associ-
ation. Yet I have had to put up with Mr Dans
making statements about things that are totally
irrelevant to the debate.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I think you were telling lies
a minute ago. In fact, I am sure you were.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: If the Leader of the
House likes he can check with those people. He
can ring Mr Max Cameron, Mr Tom Cyster,
Mr Peter Leo, or Mr Winston Crane and ask
them.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: This sleazy de-
bate is all yours.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It is not. It is a fact of
life. I am concerned that they may even be
placed under influence by this Government.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I will tell you one thing-
given a revolution, things will change.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: The Leader of the
House can certainly say that again.

I make the point that the members of the
Select Committee appointed by this House to
examine the saleyards were not opposed to a
brickworks being situated in Midland.

Several members interjected.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It is obvious that

members opposite have not read the com-
mittee's report. The committee recommended
a land swap to enable a hrickworks to be estab-
lished at Midland. Evidence was placed before
the committee that under the proposal the
salcyards and the brickworks would be incom-
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patible. tion. John Caldwell and I disagreed
with that evidence, thus the reason for our
recommendation. Government members know
that the Minister for Agriculture is actually
taking action in that area, yet they stand up in
this Parliament today making great accusations
that I am involved in the brickworks. I suggest
that they read the report and that the Leader of
the House take it to his army of advisers..

Hon. D. K. Dans: I have not got any ad-
visers.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Instead of being so
lazy, I suggest that the Leader of the House sit
down and read the report.

Hon. D;. K. Dans: The mouse that roared.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: If the Leader of the

House says that my colleague and I are
frauds-

Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not say that. I spoke
to your motion.

Hon. NEIL OLIV ER: The Leader of the
House did not speak to the motion this morn-
ing. The motion proposed the setting up of a
Select Committee, not into the saleyards or
brickworks, but a Select Committee to deter-
mine whether there had been any harassment
of witnesses who appeared before the Select
Committee, whether false evidence had been
given to the committee, or whether the
witnesses who gave evidence to the committee
had been subject to any influence. This is what
is proposed by this motion. The committee
would be required to report to this House, and
the House would make its decision.

The proposed committee would consider
also the possibility of a Royal Commission to
investigate this matter. A similar suggestion
was contained in the report presented to this
House by Hon. John Caldwell and me. How-
ever, the Government has remained silent on
that suggestion.

A further proposal I put forward was that the
Attorney General investigate the allegations
which had been made.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: He shot through the min-
ute you said it.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: If the Attorney Gen-
eral has any evidence that may lead to a pros-
ecution, he should investigate it and, if necess-
ary, prosecute and report to this House.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: He went white the min-
ute you suggested it.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It was a simple pro-
posal, yet the Minister for Agriculture has said
in another place that the minority report

presented in that place supported the majority
report of the committee. What an incredible
whitewash! No doubt a Press release will be
made about that today, because some members
of that committee could not live with that sort
of statement.

Do members know what the minority report
of the Legislative Assembly's Select Committee
recommended? Apparently it recommended
that Mr Trent be called as a witness because of
the allegations which have been made. The
committee sat last Wednesday, but did not re-
port to the House until early Saturday morning.
The Government-dominated committee
ensured that the committee did not report
properly.

The Leader of the House may say that Select
Committees are political.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not say that.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: The Leader of the

House can make all sorts of accusations. How-
ever, I advise him that any Select Committee of
this House of which I am chairman or a mem-
ber will be open to the media, and its
transcripts will be available to the media. If this
House cannot stand up to examination by the
Press, it is not a Parliament.

Question put and
following result-

Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.

C. S. Bell
Max Evans
A. A. Lewis
P. H. Lockyer
G. E. Masters
N. F. Moore

Hon.]J. M. Berinson
Hlon.]J. M. Brown
Hon. T. G. Butler
Hon.]. N. Caldwell
Hon. E J. Chariton
Hlon. D. K. Darn
Hon..Graham Edwards
Hon. H. W. Gayfer

A yes
-Hon. V. J. Ferry
Hon. W. N. Stretch

division taken with the

yes I I
Hon. Neil Oliver
Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. John Williams
Hon. D.]J. Wordsworth
Hon. Margaret McAleer

(71111)

oes 17
Hon. John Haldeni
Hon. Kay Hallahan
Hon. Robert Hetherington
Hon. B. L. Jones
Hon. Garry Kelly
Hon. Mark Nevill
Hon. Tom Stephens
Hon. Doug Wenn
Hon. Fred McKenzie

M0el11)

Pairs
Noes

Hon. Tonm Helm
Hon. S. M. Piantadosi

Question thus negatived.

MIDLAND SALEVARDS SALE
Tabling of Documents:- Ministerial Statement
HON. B. L. BANS (South Metropolitan-

Leader of the House) [3.00 p.m.J-by leave: I
promised the Leader of the Opposition that I
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would table some papers. I now table the whole
of one document and a summary. I also draw
his attention to page three of the document, on
which it is stated-

It is interesting to note that Midland
currently has a writ against John Trent the
Managing Director of invicta for
$45000...

(See paper No. 5 79.)

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF
TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 27 November.
H-ON. N. F. MOORE (Lower North) [3.01

p.m.]: The legislation before the House, which
seeks to change the status of the Western
Australian Institute of Technology by making it
a universicy, is one of the most important
pieces of legislation to come before the House
this session. It is regrettable that the Minister
who is promoting this view should give us a
second reading speech of a little over one page.
In effect, the Minister gave us no detailed
reason why we should support the legislation.

The second reading speech is an absolute and
total insult to the intelligence of people who are
in this place and who are required to make
judgments about the Bill, bearing in mind the
Minister's views. 1 understood that it was tra-
ditional for a Minister introducing legislation
to explain in the second reading speech why it
was sought to have the Bill introduced and
passed. This Bill, which is of great significance
to education in Western Australia, was ac-
companied by a second reading speech which I
regard as a total insult. It is just not good
enough for the Minister for Education, Mr
Pearce, to treat this House and the other House
in the manner that he has in respect of this
legislation.

The actual contents of the Bill are in a sense
not all that significant. They are mechanical
matters which go about changing certain as-
pects of the Western Australian Institute of
Technology Act. The first thing the Bill does is
change the name of the Western Australian In-
stitute of Technology to the Curtin University
of Technology. When I first heard about this,
my initial reaction was to think, "Here we go
again! Another institution in Western Australia
is to be named after a former Labor leader."

As we all know, John Cuntin was a very sig-
nificant person in the history of Australia, and
I am not unhappy about having an institution
named after him. Although I am getting a bit

tired of everything in Western Australia being
named after same former Labor leader, I am
not unhappy in a sense to have this university
named after John Curtin.

Hon. Tom Stephens: We were thinking of
calling Parliament House "Wise House", but
we knew you were here.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: That is very funny, Mr
Stephens. In fact, it is surprising that that has
not been done because a boat to take people
down to watch the America's Cup has now
been named after John Curtin. We understand
that it cost an enormous amount of money to
refurbish.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Refurbish? Your
facts are well and truly wrong.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: Perhaps Mr Edwards
will explain to us the truth of that matter.

The PRESIDENT: In any case, it has nothing
whatsoever to do with the Bill.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: That is quite right.

Many buildings, roads, and the like have
been named after former Labor leaders, but I
am not unhappy about John Curtin's name be-
ing given to a university of technology. How-
ever, if we are to be political about naming the
university, perhaps we should look at the poli-
tician who had the most to do with setting up
WAIT in the first place. I refer to Sir Charles
Court. He had the most to do with its forma-
tion; if it were to be named on that basis it
would be the Sir Charles Court University of
Technology because that would be the most
appropriate name to give to the institution.
However, I seek not to make a big issue of that.
I simply draw the attention of the House to the
fact that if institutions are to be named after
politicians, from time to time responses that
are not always appropriate will be evoked.

Secondly, the Bill amends the functions of
the institution and enables it to expand its area
of operation. The functions are listed in clause
6 of the Bill, and they indicate the way in which
the Government sees the functions of the insti-
tution expanding to take on its role as a univer-
sity.

Thirdly, the Bill provides for certain exten-
sions to WAIT's powers with respect to land
and other investments. The idea of this, as I
understand it, is to give the institution more
flexibility and independence in the way in
which it deals with land and other investments
which are part of its activities. I understand
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that this provision simply brings it into line
with the freedom that other universities in
Western Australia and Australia have.

In addition, the Bill removes the Minister's
ultimate power over the appointment of the
person who will become the vice-chancellor
when this legislation is passed.

The announcement about the intention to
change the name and the functions of WAIT
was made in about May this year by the Minis-
ter for Education. It has taken from May until
now to get the legislation before the House.
Like many other Bills with which we are to deal
this week, it took a long time to get here. In a
sense, it is being hurried through in the dying
days of this session.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: It is not very compli-
cated, though, is it?

Hon. N. F. MOORE: If the Minister thinks
that the Bill is not complicated, all I can say is
that she does not understand much about ter-
tiary education. The Bill itself contains very
little of significance from the point of view of
the words in the Bill, but the impact of what it
does is very significant indeed. The point of
discussing legislation is not only to look at the
words in the Bill, but also to see what the Bill
actually does.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: You have had since
May, if that is the case.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: We did not know what
was going to be in the Bill. I deliberately made
a decision not to go around talking to people
about this too much, because I did not know
what was going to be in the Bill. That is signifi-
cant in the context of this argument.

When the Minister made the announcement,
quite a degree of consternation was expressed
by a variety of people. I refer to some of the
consternation that was obvious at the time. The
Western Australian College of Advanced Edu-
cation, one of Australia's important tertiary in-
stitutions, wrote to all members of Parliament
under the name of Paige Porter, the
chairperson of the college council. I will quote
from her letter of 24 June 1986 to illustrate the
concern that she had about this change . It
reads-

One of the main areas of concern is the
decline in the relative status of comparable
qualifications held from the WA College
and WAIT. Since late 1981 Western
Australia has had an even distribution of
Universities (University of Western
Australia and Murdoch University) and
Colleges of Advanced Education (Western

Australian College of Advanced Education
and the Western Australian Institute of
Technology). Comparable awards offered
by the two Colleges of Advanced Edu-
cation (for example, those in teaching,
nursing and business-awards that rep-
resent a large proportion of students of the
WA College) have held similar status with
both the educational and wider com-
munity. With WAIT now renamed a Uni-
versity of Technology the implication to
the wider community at least is that de-
grees offered by that institution may afford
greater status than those from the College.
This could have serious repercussions for
the College and its graduates. One of the
maj or reasons given for the name change is
that overseas fee paying students would be
more likely to be attracted to the proposed
tertiary institution at Yanchep by a univer-
sity qualification.

That was the view of the Council of the West-
ern Australian College of Advanced Education
in June 1986. I am since told that those views
have been moderated and that, although the
college is not over-enthusiastic about the
proposition, it will not oppose the legislation.
However, part of the motivation may be that if
the intent of the Bill succeeds and the binary
system is in some way broken down, the college
might have increased status and some potential
for its going down the same path as WAIT. It
would be ludicrous if, in the long run, every
tertiary institution in Western Australia were
called a university. It would reduce the value
we place on the term "university". The council
expressed its concern at that time, which con-
cern may still be felt by some of its members, if
not by the people who run the council of the
college.

The views of a variety of other organisations
were also made known to the Opposition, in-
cluding the views of the Murdoch University
Academic Staff Association which indicated its
concern about the intentions of the Bill. I have
received from the president of the staff associ-
ation, Professor Wales, a copy of the sub-
mission made in respect of this legislation and
the proposition put forward by the Minister for
the establishment of a State university of West-
ern Australia, commonly known as SUWA.
That is the view some people have of the
proposed university, bearing in mind that when
the Minister proposed it, he was doing so to
keep people quiet about his ideas in other di-
rections.
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In its conclusion to this submission the staff
association of Murdoch states-

We are confronted by a very real threat
to an orderly and sensible tertiary edu-
cation system, with implications for uni-
versity excellence and autonomy and Fed-
eral-State relations in the education port-
folio. At the very least, a properly conduc-
ted public inquiry is an absolute prerequi-
site to reforms of the kind proposed. This
must be the bottom line on these ques-
tions.

I have some sympathy for the view that the
bottom line is that there should be an in-depth
inquiry into what the Minister is seeking to do.

The academic staff from Murdoch wrote to
me again on 21 November 1986 in response to
my request for their comments on the debate. I
quote from the tlter signed by Professor
Wales-

The Minister further states that the
change will attract additional sources of
research moneys. Whilst some funds from
outside sources may be attracted, the fun-
damental problem of Commonwealth
funding for basic research requirements
has not been addressed. The Common-
wealth has voiced its strong opposition to a
change in status of the institution and has
stated that it will not provide funding at
University level. I cannot believe that the
Institute will be satisfied with a change in
name only and I wonder whether the State
government will be prepared to provide
the funds to meet the new aspirations of

*Curtin staff.
That is a very significant and salient point
raised by the Murdoch University staff. Bear-
ing in mind the views of the Federal Minister,
one wonders whether the Minister for Edu-
cation in Western Australia is prepared to put
State money where his mouth is.

The Western Australian College of Advanced
Education Student Guild was also requested to
give the Opposition its views on this legis-
lation- It prepared a very lengthy document
about the proposition and its views on the set-
ting up of a private university at Yanchep. I
quote from a letter dated 24 November 1986
from Mr Phill Judd, President of the Student
Guild of the Western Australian College of Ad-
vanced Education-

It is our understanding that the name
change has not been motivated by any
genuine view that WAIT has the range of
faculties and the academic base to warrant

University status. Rather the current Edu-
cation Minister has the dual aim of artifici-
ally boosting WAIT's award status and
thus attempting to make the Yanchep Uni-
versity a more marketable proposition; at
the same time Mr Pearce-an outspoken
critic of the binary system of federal
funding for tertiary institutions-is
attempting to pressure the Federal
Government to alter the method of
funding tertiary education. As we indicate
in the Summary Paper we too recognise
the need to review tertiary education
funding, however the manner in which Mr
Pearce is pursuing this objective is entirely
unproductive. This is especially evident
from Senator Ryan's firmly stated position
against the WAIT/CUT name change: that
there will be no increased funding for this
institution as a result of the amended title
and function.

After the Minister announced that he intended
to change the name and status of WAIT, quite
significant bodies in the education field made
statements which were contrary to the Minis-
ter's proposal. In fact, they put forward argu-
ments which on the surface were very persuas-
ive. It was therefore necessary for the Oppo-
sitibn to spend some time discussing this mat-
ter with a wide variety of people and I am
indebted to many people in the tertiary edu-
cation system who have given me their views
on this matter.

Some of those people felt they could not go
to the Opposition with their views without be-
ing first asked because they believed that any-
body who went to the Opposition with a view
contrary to that of the Minister's could expect
ramifications that he would not appreciate. I
do not propose to mention names on this oc-
casion, but one person who told me that-of
course, he sought not to have his name
published-holds a very senior position in ter-
tiary education in Western Australia. I find it
absolutely extraordinary that a senior academic
in tertiary education in Western Australia
should find himself in a position in which he
felt intimidated.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: He is paranoid.
Hon. N. F. MOORE: I find it most unbeliev-

able that such a person should feel intimidated
about giving a member of the Opposition his
views on tertiary education. When talking
about tertiary education we are referring to
universities; party politics should have no place
in tertiary institutions which should have the
degree of autonomy and independence that en-
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ables them to comment on political issues with-
out any fear of consequential attacks on them
by party political people. I have no doubt that
Hon. Robert Hetherington will agree with me
entirely.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: I think he must
be suffering from a misunderstanding.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: That may well be the
case, but the situation has never been clarified
for the gentleman and as far as I know he still
suffers from that incorrect impression of what
happened.

Hon. Kay Hallahan interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John

Williams): Order! There are rules of debate in
this House, and these cross-Chamber conver-
sations between the Minister, the speaker on
his feet, and Hon. Robert Hetherington must
stop.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: I suggest that the Min-
ister does not try to argue with me on this point
because the simple fact of the matter is that a
person who should not feel he is in the position
to which I have referred, is actually in that
position. It is unacceptable.

Hon. Tom Stephens interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Hon.

Tom Stephens has been in the House long
enough today to know that the President issued
a very stem warning to the House. I will do the
same thing. If there is emotive behaviour con-
nected with the debate which requires action
from the Chair, that action will he taken. Inter-
jections are disorderly.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: The Minister for Edu-
cation has made his position very clear with
respect to these matters. He has in no uncertain
terms made clear his views about the binary
system, tertiary education, and the selling of
tertiary education overseas. I agree with much
of what he says but I find it difficult to accept
that he uses his position to intimidate people
who do not agree with what he is doing.

Hon. Robert Hetherington interjected.
Hon. N. F. MOORE: Mr Hetherington must

not argue with me. I have spoken to people who
are feeling intimidated. Whether they are
entitled to feel intimidated is up to members to
decide, but people have told roe that they feel
intimidated. This intimidation does not apply
only to tertiary education in Western Australia.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUT Y PRESIDENT (Hon. John

Williams): Order! Once again, and for the last
time, I promise the next person who interjects I

will take the step which the President suggested
this morning. I would be most reluctant to take
it. For goodness sake, help me not to do it.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: I have not sought to be
provocative; I am simply bringing to the House
a few of the points which conern me deeply as a
person with a high regard and deep concern for
the future of tertiary education-and not just
tertiary education, but all education.

Universities must be places where party pol-
itical interference cannot take place, other-wise
they cannot function as universities. I hold
very strong views on that subject.

In this legislation Mr Pearce is seeking to
discredit the binary system. This is a system of
funding which resulted from the Martin in-
quiry about 20 years ago. It set up a system of
funding which delineated between universities
on the one hand and colleges of advanced edu-
cation on the other. Universities, by virtue of
being on a particular schedule, are funded at a
certain rate. That rate contains a research
component. On the other hand, CAEs are on
another schedule and are funded at a lower
level which does not include a research
component.

Over the years since the binary system was
established, there has been a gradual blurring
of the distinction between universities and
CAEs. In fact the role of WAIT has changed
enormously since it was first set up as an insti-
tute of technology. Some of my colleagues in
the Liberal Party perhaps have not realised that
the change has been so marked.

While they remember very Clearly the
reasons for the setting up of WAIT, they now
find it a little difficult to accept that it should
become a university, bearing in mind their in-
terpretation of what it was set Up for in the first
place. The distinction between universities and
CAEs has become blurred over the years.'We
now have a system where some CAEs are
carrying out activities which are more becom-
ing to universities and which require funding at
university level. In a sense, they are being
discriminated against because they are in the
wrong schedule of the Federal legislation.

The second thing that Mr Pearce seeks to do
is to bring about an increase in funding for
WAIT to provide for this research component.
A tremendous amount of research is being car-
ried out in the institution; research compatible
with what one would find in a university. In my
view WAIT is entitled to be funded accord-
ingly, and I agree with the Minister's seeking
additional funding for WAIT.
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This view is shared to a certain extent by
other Ministers in other States in respect of
their own institutes of technology. Members
will be aware that the New South Wales Insti-
tute of Technology is an institution similar to
WAIT. I understand that the New South Wales
Minister for Education has a view similar to
that of Mr Pearce, and he will support any
moves to make the New South Wales Institute
of Technology into a university.

I am advised that in South Australia the
views regarding the South Australian Institute
of Technology are very similar to the views of
the Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology. I quote from a letter sent by the Presi-
dent of the South Australian Institute of Tech-
nology Council to the Minister in South
Australia. He says in part-

If the narrow outlook currently applied
to the binary system is maintained then
the South Australian Institute of Tech-
nology needs to move to become a Univer-
sity of Technology to gain the necessary
prerogatives to enable it to fulfil its func-
tions appropriately for the State and for
the Commonwealth.

There is an argument in New South Wales and
in South Australia for a change in the status of
their institutes of technology in a similar way
to the way in which WAIT is seeking to change
its status.

The Royal Melbourne Institute of Tech-
nology-a very famous institute-has similar
problems with respect to funding, though there
is no argument for its name to change to that of
a university. The argument put forward that
the institute does not find its name to be a
disadvantage is one of the difficulties I have in
coming to grips with this legislation.

When one looks at other institutes such as
the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, one
sees that an institute does not have to be a
university to be a tertiary institute of great
merit and significance in the world. I quote
from a letter from Brian W. Smith, the Direc-
tor of the Royal Melbourne Institute of Tech-
nology, to Senator Susan Ryan, the Federal
Minister for Education. It is dated I September
1986, and reads-

RMIT does not wish to change its name.
It does wish to be treated in a manner
which properly recognises our national
function in providing leadership in techno-
logical development. This would include
removal of the current restrictions on the
development of high level post-graduate

programmes and encouragement of the de-
velopment of Masters and Doctoral work
in relevant topics.

It would include a recognition of our
capital and equipment needs more in line
with that accorded to universities.

Further down it goes on to say-
However it would be a mistake to over-

look the very real issues which lie behind
claims for altered designations and an even
bigger mistake to do nothing to remove
barriers which inhibit institutions like
RMIT from achieving their full potential.

Dr Watts could not have put it better in argu-
ing for a change in the status of WAIT. Those
arguments have been put forward by at least
three other institutes of technology.

This move by WAIT, supported by the Min-
ister and by the State institutes of technology,
cannot succeed ultimately unless the Federal
Government agrees. That is the bottom line of
the problem. If the Federal Government does
not ultimately support a change to the binary
system, or support a change to the funding of
tertiary institutions, this move will not succeed.
That is a problem which I face as a person
seeking to make a decision about what should
happen to this legislation.

The Federal Minister, Senator Ryan, has
already indicated that she does not support
what is happening in respect of this legislation.
In fact on 26 November-just a few days aga-
in The Australian this article appeared under
the heading, "Canberra must call the shots ar-
gues Minister." It reads-

The Federal Minister for Education,
Senator Ryan, has reasserted Canberra's
resolve to maintain control over planning
the nation's higher education system.

Addressing a conference at the
Australian National University (ANU)
yesterday, Senator Ryan criticised moves
by State governments to unilaterally create
new institutions.

Further down the article continues-
If unilateral decisions by the govern-

ments of NSW, Western Australia and the
Northern Territory could pre-empt re-
sources in circumstances where the Com-
monwealth was unable to provide extra
funding, the consequences would be lower
standards for the rest of the system.

That was the view of Senator Ryan on 26
November 1986, just a week or so ago, and it
highlights one of the basic difficulties of deal-
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ing with this Bill. It seems to me that the State
Minister, Mr Pearce, having being unable to
convince the Federal Minister, Senator Ryan,
to change the system, has now decided to go
ahead anyway and bludgeon his way through in
the hope that by taking this action the Federal
Government will eventually cave in.

I hope that somebody who knows better than
I what is going on in the Federal Government's
mind will be able to tell me during this debate
that Senator Ryan is really just putting up a
smokescreen for the time being and that
eventually she will see the light of the argument
and find more money; because in the absence
of that sort of assurance we really are flying
blind with this legislation. In fact) we are going
to create a university in Western Australia, al-
beit a university of technology-although I
make the point that there is no such thing in
the binary system-which may be a university
in name only. That is a real problem. We
should not do anything which could denigrate
the public view of what universities are, or
should be, by having institutions which are
called universities but which are in fact not
universities.

Hon. Graham Edwards interjected.
Hon. N. F. MOORE: Pardon? I am not sure

the member understands. Will he be giving me
some assurances?

Hon. Graham Edwards: You call it a House
of Review, but it is not.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John

Williams): Order!
Hon. N. F. MOORE: The point I have been

making clearly illustrates the catch 22 situation
in which the Opposition finds itself when it
comes to make a decision about this legislation.
I have already said that the Opposition sup-
ports some changes to the way in which tertiary
institutions are funded. I think the binary
system is out of date. I am not yet sure whether
we should have a system of total deregulation
where all institutions are funded on the basis of
what they actually do rather than what they are
called., or whether we should replace it with a
trinary system, which would be a three-level,
hierarchical structure, perhaps consisting of
universities, uni 'versities of technology, and
colleges of advanced education. In other words,
WAIT would become something between a
CAE and a university.

I have some views of my own which would
indicate that perhaps the best way we could go
in terms of funding is to deregulate funding

completely so that institutions are funded on
the basis of what they are doing-the courses
they are offering and the amount those courses
cost to produce-and to have a trinary system
relating to the sorts of status and titles we give
to these institutions. I think Mr Pearce
probably supports a trinary system as well. He
has had different views throughout the six
months or so that we have been discussing this
matter; however, in another place when he was
debating this Bill, I understood him to suggest
that he supported a trinary system and that the
Curtin University of Technology will have a
status slightly below that Of a "normal" univer-
sity such as Murdoch or UWA.

The Opposition also supports the view that
the Western Australian Institute of Technology
deserves and is in need of additional funding.
The role of WAIT over the years has been, in a
sense, a "hands on" type of tertiary institution
which has provided education in a more practi-
cal way than other tertiary institutions-
namely, the universities-and by doing that it
is providing an educated population which is
absolutely vital to the future development of
Western Australia. It is absolutely vital that we
consider the sorts of industries that are signifi-
cant to our economy; namely mining,
agriculture, pastoral activities, and, to a lesser
extent, industrial activities. WAIT has, over
the long period it has been operating, produced
excellent graduates with a more practical bent
than university graduates have. I would hate to
see it become simply another university which
produced teachers and researchers, and did not
produce people who could go out into the com-
munity and actually do a job of work, which
this State needs so badly.

I am told by the people running WAIT that
their intention is to maintain the sorts of activi-
ties in which that institution has been engaged
in the past, and that they have no intention of
changing its basic philosophical position. I ac-
cept that view and strongly support it. I would
be disappointed, however, if in the long-term-
10 years or so down the track-the Curtin Uni-
versity of Technology lost the two words "of
Technology" from- its title and became Curtin
University, because it could then become
simply another university and I do not think
we need another at the moment. We would
then not have an institution which provided
the "hands on" type of education for which
WAIT is famous. I would hate to find, several
years down the 'track, that we have to build a
new institute of technology to fill the gap left
between TAFE and universities because the
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new Curtin University became a mirror image
of the University of Western Australia or
Murdoch University.

I return to the question of what the Minister
is seeking to do, and reiterate my concerns. I do
not want to be a party to passing legislation
which creates a university in name only, and
which in fact is not a university in any other
sense. If we were to agree to that happening, it
would be a travesty of what we are about in this
place. I would be interested to hear from the
Minister, during her second reading response,
her views on the likely success of Mr Pearce's
strategy in changing the mind of the Federal
Minister. It is very important to me to know
whether there has been any breakthrough since
Senator Ryan made those remarks last week,
continuing to argue, as do all Federal Ministers
for Education, that she should control it all.

On the question of centralisation and decen-
tralisation in respect of education, I find it
rather ironic that we have a State Labor Minis-
ter for Education seeking to break down some
of the control over tertiary education being
exercised by a Federal Labor Minister for Edu-
cation. The argument about States' rights in
respect of education is not one with which the
Labor Party normally associates itself, and it is
pleasing to see Mr Pearce, the State Minister,
taking a step which will perhaps return to the
States some of the powers in relation to tertiary
education. In my view we really did make a
mistake when, years ago, the States gave to the
Commonwealth the power to fund tertiary edu-
cation, because we all know that whoever holds
the purse strings will, de facto, be in charge of
what happens with the money.

This dichotomy which exists between State
and Federal involvement in tertiary education
is the reason for the problem I have with this
Bill. We are entitled to create a university by
passing legislation in this place. As State mem-
bers of Parliament, we are entitled to create
500 universities in Western Australia if we so
desire, simply by passing legislation. However,
unless we can convince the Federal Minister to
provide the funds, those universities cannot
operate. That is the crux of the problem of
tertiary education, in my view. The States have
certain powers, and the Federal Government
has the money.

I hope that if Mr Pearce is successful in
breaking down the binary system, he presses
further for the breaking down of the control
that the Commonwealth has over the money so
that the States can get back to making sdmne
decisions about how the money is spei'tton:

tertiary institutions within their own borders.
It is important that Mr Pearce be able to make
decisions about what WAIT is going to do and
what is going to be its role in tertiary education
without having to go to the Federal Minister to
ask permission. It is important that the State
Minister have that power.

That is one of the reasons I am prepared,
albeit somewhat reluctantly, to support the Bill;
I see it as, hopefully, a step in the direction
where we as members of the State Parliament,
with some of us as members of the State
Government, will be able to make decisions
affecting the tertiary education system in our
State without having ultimately to go back to
the Federal Minister, who may have a totally
different view.

In my memory there has never been a Feder-
al Minister for Education, regardless of his or
her political party, who ever made any attempt
to give back any power to the States in deciding
what should be done with their tertiary edu-
cation systems. I hope Senator Ryan will be the
first Federal Minister to wake up to the
potential change that this legislation helps to
bring about. It is ironical that it should be
Labor Ministers involved, because traditionally
they do not argue this view.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: We are generally pretty
progressive.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: Some things Labor
Governments have done have been progress-
ive, and I am the first to applaud progressive
decisions. It is regrettable, though, that so
many of their other decisions are not progress-
ive, which is the cause of the country being in
such dire economic trouble.

One of the reasons the Federal Minister says
we cannot make changes is that there is no
money. That is a reflection on the way in which
the funds are being raised and spent.

Some people who are involved in tertiary
education have a very real concern about this
legislation. The Chairman of the Australian
Vice-Chancellors Committee has recently
expressed the view that the Curtin University
of Technology will not be acceptable to his
committee as a university. He has said that the
new vice-chancellor will not be able to partici-
pate in the activities of the committee. It would
be unfortunate if this were to happen. We have
to bear in mind that it is possible. If the vice-
chancellors do not agree that the Curtin Uni-
versity of Technology is a proper university
and that its vice-chancellor is not a proper vice-
chancellor, this will create problems not only
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for the Minister but also for the institution it-
self. If the Curtin University seeks to use its
title of university to do the things it wants to
do-such as market its courses in South-East
Asia and get involved in the Yanchep cam-
pus-but finds there is a general view that,
although it is called a university it is not really
a university, that will backfire badly against it;
that will reflect against it badly and make it
very difficult for it to achieve the sorts of things
it wants to achieve. I hope the vice-chancellors
will see the virtue in what is being proposed
here and will accept the new vice-chancellor. If
they do not, the university will have real prob-
lems.

It has also been put to me-and I mentioned
this when referring to the comments of the
Murdoch University Staff Association-that
there has not been any independent assessment
of this proposition. We are bei ng asked to pass
legislation about which there are certain very
severe doubts, without being given any inde-
pendent advice on whether it is a good idea. Mr
Pearce has told us in a one-page second reading
speech that we should support the legislation,
but then we hear the views of all these other
people who are involved in the business. I can
find no independent assessment of the
proposition. I know that WAPSEC was
required to produce a green paper.

Sitting suspendedfrom 3.45 to 4. 00 p.m.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: I would have preferred
to have the benefit of an inquiry, bearing in
mind that this is a change of some significance.
We are charting unknown waters in terms of
tertiary education. Had I been the Minister, I
may have taken a different tack. Rather than
taking unilateral action it may have been wiser
to have endeavoured to obtain some undertak-
ings from the Federal Minister which would
give an indication that she would, at some time
down the track, be prepared to accept the
changes to the system. However, be that as it
may.

The Opposition acknowledges what this Bill
seeks to do is important from the point of view
of WAIT's involvement with the proposed pri-
vate university at Yanchep. We support the
concept of a private university and we hope the
university at Yanchep will eventually come to
fruition. It is important for that proposition to
be associated with a university as distinct from
an institute of technology, bearing in mind that
the purpose of the exercise is to sell education
to overseas students. That is an important part
of the economic development of Western

Australia because we are, in a sense, exporting
a product which we are good at producing-
graduates from our tertiary institutions.

I see merit in the argument that Curtin Uni-
versity should be a real university and not a
Clayton's university. Its association with
Yanchep is important in the sense of selling
education overseas. We also acknowledge the
need for an early decision to be made on this
matter because decisions about funding for the
1988-1990 triennium will be made within the
next six months. It is important for this Parlia-
ment to make a decision on this matter before
it rises this session.

I am ashamed to hear that the Federal Minis-
ter has indicated there will be no funding for
the Curtin University over the next triennium,
and she will suggest that funds not be made
available to this university on the basis that it
is not a university. I hope she will change her
mind about that before the decisions are made
for the 1988-1990 triennium. She will, of
course, have the added complication that most
other States will seek to do the same thing.

It will not be a question of additional
funding for WAIT alone, but a question of
additional funding for the South Australian In-
stitute of Technology, the Royal Melbourne In-
stitute of Technology, the New South Wales
Institute of Technology, and the Queensland
Institute of Technology. On a question of
equity, it would be simply unfair to give funds
to WAIT just because of its name change and
not give funds to other institutions. It will in-
volve more money than the amount we require
here. That causes me concern because it mili-
tates against an earlier decision by Senator
Ryan and against the extra funding being made
available in the 1988-1990 triennium.

I suggest to the Minister for Education that
this is where he can prove his bona tides with
respect to what he wants to do. If the Federal
Government decides not to fund WAIT on the
basis of its being a university, the State ought
to consider doing it itself. If the Minister is
serious about the Curtin University and if he
finds he cannot get the funds from the Com-
monwealth, it is incumbent upon him to ensure
we do not finish up with a Clayton's university
and that the Curtin University is funded in the
same way as other universities in Western
Australia, even if it means additional funding
is to come from State sources. That would be a
nice turnaround with respect to the way in
which this tertiary institution is funded. It will
be a dramatic change from what we have ex-
perienced in recent decades.
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Because Mr Pearce has made a unilateral de-
cision to change the name of the institution and
make it a university, it is incumbent upon him
to put his money where his mouth is if the
Commonwealth does not come to the party.
We will be watching what happens with a great
deal of interest and arguing very strongly that
the funds be made available from some source.

We consistently hear the argument that
WAIT needs to become a university, not only
to sell its courses overseas but also so it can
attract additional research funding. If it cannot
attract funds from the Commonwealth or pri-
vate sector, it is imperative that it attract funds
from somewhere, and that somewhere ought to
be the State Government which has put up this
legislation today. I put it very strongly to the
Minister that this matter has to be considered
very seriously if we are to come out of this
exercise with any credibility. Credibility is ab-
solutely essential when one is talking about
universities aid what constitutes them.

The Opposition reluctantly supports the Bill
for the reasons I have explained. We cannot be
absolutely positive in our support. There are
lots of unknowns. The uncertainties do concern
us. They can be easily overcome if the Federal
Minister changes her mind or the State finds
the additional funds. If the Minister can tell me
from where those funds will come, my support
will change from reluctant to enthusiastic.

I would like to see WAIT do what the Direc-
tor of RMJT said, to achieve its great potential
and capacity, bearing in mind the needs of
technology in Western Australia and the needs
of our economy. It is vital that WAIT is able to
provide graduates who carry this State forward
into our future development. I would support
this Bill enthusiastically if some of the concerns
I have can be dissipated.

I would have preferred to come to the House
today with the results of an independent in-
quiry which said we could go down this path or
that path. That would have made it easier for
people like me, who do not have the necessary
expertise in tertiary education, to make the
right decisions. We have made our decision
with reluctance because of the lack of infor-
mation made available to us.

I have sought, when talking to people, to ob-
tain a general, balanced view of the matter and
have endeavoured to provide a balanced ap-
proach to the legislation. We will support the
second reading of the Bill but I hope, for the
sake of everyone involved in tertiary edu-
cation-not just those at WAIT but also at

Murdoch University and IJWA who have a real
concern about this matter-that the Minister
can give me some assurance which will allay
their fears about where we are going in the field
of tertiary education in Western Australia.

If we eventually get out of this legislation an
institution which is called a university and
which is not a university, the Minister who has
chosen to play the game in this way will have to
take the blame. The blame will relate to a
potential to downgrade university level edu-
cation in Western Australia, and in Australia
for that matter, because we will have an
Australian university by name but not in prac-
tice. I know the Minister is aware of that. I
hope he can give an assurance that our fears
and those of other people are not founded and
that he is going to create a Curtin University of
Technology which will be all the things we hope
it will be. After that fairly lengthy contribution,
we support the Bill, albeit somewhat reluc-
tantly.

HON. ROBERT HETHERINGTON
(South-East Metropolitan) 14.11I p.m.]: I rise to
support this Bill in itself, not because of any
desire on my pant to upgrade WAIT in order to
sell it to overseas fee-paying students. That is
an additional question I do not want to deal
with.

I had not intended to enter this debate but
for the fact that Hon. Norman Moore made
reference to the fear of people in some tertiary
institutions of approaching the Opposition or
making their opposition to the proposal known
because of what might happen to them as a
result of the apparent vindictiveness of the
Minister for Education. I-~have worked closely
with the present Minister for Education since
1978 when I was shadow Minister and he was
on my State Parliamentary Labor Party edu-
cation committee. In due course when I was
reduced to the ranks and he became shadow
Minister I was on his committee and continued
to work with him, and he is a person for whom
I have the greatest respect. I have always found
that one ca 'n disagree with him honestly,
openly, and quite violently, without it meaning
anything at all except that one disagrees with
him. He respects people who say what they
believe honestly and openly.

Therefore, the notion that anybody would in
any way be jeopardising his position by
disagreeing with the Minister is impossible to
accept for two reasons: Firstly, because of the
nature of the Minister's personality he would
not demean himself to try to do anything to
anybody because that person disagreed with
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him; and, secondly, because our universities
are autonomous and have some courage, and
the Minister cannot intervene in the way that
has been suggested. If he could I would be very
annoyed, and if he tried to I would oppose him.
I can say that happily without fear Or favour
because I know it would not happen. The Min-
ister believes, as I do, in free and open debate. I
have disagreed with him often in the councils
of the party, but our friendship has not altered
because of that. I am sure anybody who dis-
agrees with him freely and openly will not suf-
fer except from the Minister's tongue, but then
he is free to disagree with people who disagree
with him.

That is the first point-that I cannot imagine
anybody, except through some misunderstand-
ing, could have any fear of disagreeing with the
Minister on this issue.

The second point I want to make is that I
believe the name change is in order to recog-
nise the excellence of the Western Australian
Institute of Technology. We have a problem in
this nation, to which Hon. Norman Moore
quite properly referred, of the various institutes
of technology-those in New So uth Wales, the
Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology, the
South Australian Institute of Technology, and
WAIT-which have achieved a position of ex-
cellence in our tertiary education system which
makes them unique in each State.

They have reached the stage where they are
often doing the work of universities and are in
a position to do the research that universities
do, and this is particularly true of WAIT. I
know that to be true because I have been
watching WATT for many years. This name
change says that we recognise the excellence of
WAIT. I felt rather ambivalent about this when
it was first brought up because I believe WAIT
is an excellent institution which is doing things
some of the universities cannot and will not do.
It is noted for the excellence of its vocational
courses.

Many of us want no change in that direction.
I have discussed this with people from WAIT
who assure me it cannot change, and of course
if one looks at it objectively one knows it can-
not change. If WAIT tried to change because it
had changed its name it would lose many of its
students who go there because of the excellence
of its courses and because those courses relate
to the students' needs.

in many ways it is true to say that WAIT
relates to the needs of our community more
directly and with more sensitivity than some of

the older universities, by which I mean both of
them. One of the things I found when I was
conducting my inquiries into the governance of
tertiary institutions was that WAIT excelled in
its relationship with the needs of the comn-
munity and in getting feedback from the com-
munity.

This name change is a recognition of the ex-
cellence of WAIT. It will become the Curtin
University of Technology not because John
Curtin was a Labor politician but because he
was a great wartime leader. In many ways he
rose above the party and was respected by
people from all sides of politics during the war-
time years. I remember that well; he said our
first duty was to win the war not to worry about
immediately imposing the Labor Party's poli-
cies and platforms. Indeed, it was his first duty,
and he did it very well. He is one of the greatest
of our Prime Ministers, and it is a very good
name to give to a new university because he
was the member for Fremantle and was
domiciled in Western Australia.

There has been a problem, as Hon. Norman
Moore knows and mentioned, relating to the
whole question of funding. I am aware of the
problem of funding at WAIT because I know
students who go there and some of the courses
there are disgraceful. The conditions and class-
rooms are deplorable, particularly in the area
of theatre and fine arts, and a great deal needs
to be done. If one talks to any person in auth-
ority at WAIT they will say there are areas
which need greater finance. This must be
looked at. WAIT is excelling at research and
further research, and the time has come
when-and here I speak only for myself-we
must throw out the binary system. We must not
introduce a trinary or quadrernary system, or
any other mystic number, but a system of
funding which funds courses according to their
needs. I hope nobody points out to me that this
sounds like Karl Manx's "to each according to
his needs", but that is what we should be trying
to do-to give to each course, research insti-
tute, and department according to its needs.

In many ways WAIT is to the forefront of
research. I believe it has a very high reputation
in mining and engineering. Many of the people
who have opposed this change have opposed it
because they believe that WAIT's name is so
good that they want to keep it. Perhaps we need
to go one step further and say that WAIT's
name is so good that we want to recognise that
by changing the name and making it a univer-
sity of technology-not so that it will get rid of
its vocational courses, which it does so well-
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but so that we can say to the world that we
think highly of this institution and it needs
more funding. If it got rid of vocational
courses, it would lose students. I believe we are
recognising the inexorable historical develop-
ment that must happen in our tertiary edu-
cation system. I know Ministers for Education,
Treasurers, and Ministers for Finance in the
Federal Parliament are a little slow to respond
to some of these inexorable changes because
they are going to mean money, but they must
respond and we are going to help them by
stating to the world and to the nation that we
believe that the Western Australian Institute of
Technology is in fact producing degrees that
are worthy of a university, and that it is a uni-
versity of technology producing degrees and
vocational courses which should be recognised
throughout Australia.

For this reason, although I understand Hon.
Norman Moore's worries and problems on this,
and I understind his ambivalence in approach-
ing the question, I am glad that he is going to
support the Bill, even if reluctantly, and I hope
that in the future he and I-as long as we are
both in this House-will be able together to try
to work for a more sensible system of funding
in tertiary education, because this is needed.
What was all right in the 1950s and 1960s is
not what is necessary in our highly complex,
technical society today, so by taking this step
wVe are trying to show that we recognise the
inexorable historical tendencies that are in our
society; that we are, by our legislation today,
doing what we can to try to encourage the Fed-
eral Government to do what it should do.

For this reason I support the Bill and ap-
plaud the support that has been given by the
honourable gentleman opposite, and recognise
and sympathise with his reluctance, because
that is fair enough.

HON. KAY HALLAHAN (South-East
Metropolitan-Minister for Community Ser-
vices) [4.24 p.m.1: Like Hon. Robert
Hetherington, I am very pleased to hear that
the Opposition will support the Bill, even if it
does so with reluctance and even if the assur-
ances which are needed to turn that reluctance
into enthusiasm may be difficult to give today.

I quite agree with Hon. Norman Moore that
the Bill is an important piece of legislation.
While I do not want to depart from the points
on which we have agreement, nevertheless I
need to say that I fully accept the role of the
Opposition to oppose and to be constructively
critical, but I do not accept the honourable
member's criticism of the Minister in respect of

the second reading speech-that is, that it was
an insult. The second reading speech, for
example, sets out quite clearly in the first para-
graph that the change will attract not only in-
dustrial sponsorship but also additional sources
for research moneys. That was given as a
reason for the change, and I do not think there
was any ambiguity about that in the second
reading speech.

Hon. N. F. Moore: It does not say how that is
going to happen.

H on. KAY HALLAHAN: We all know how
it is ideally going to happen, and we just have
to achieve that end. The fact that we are not
here with the formula for it, or with an assur-
ance from the Federal Minister for Education,
does not mean that it is not going to be forth-
coming.

IHon. N. F. Moore: That is a very long bow to
draw..

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I do not think that
it is. WAIT has a very good reputation in the
community, and indeed it has a very necessary
role in our community. I had the benefit of the
courses which WAIT runs, and I must say that
it has been my experience to be very well
equipped for whatever I have undertaken since
I graduated from that institution.

Several members interjected.
Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I thought that

might draw the crabs.
Hon. N. F. Moore: Perhaps we should change

the name retrospectively.
Mon. KAY HALLAHAN: I am sentimental;

WAIT has a very special place in my life, as it
will have for people who graduate from the
Curtin University of Technology. That is just
the way things go, but it is an institution which
does a very good job. I have not heard any criti-
cism about the notion of its achieving univer-
sity sttus. It is a question of how that can be
achieved and how the funding that is required
will be achieved. That seems to be the concern
of Hon. Norman Moore; and as I listened to his
speech it seemed to me that he put forward the
argument for the support for this Bill and the
concerns of people who are not keen about the
Bill. I think he gave a balanced view of the sort
of debate that has gone on in the community
regarding this change.

in fact there is a growing recognition that the
binary system of funding does not allow enough
flexibility and in this Bill it is coming under
quite direct challenge. There is no doubt about
this. For that reason, it is an important piece of
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legislation-not only because of that factor,
although that is a critical factor in this Bill. I
would add that other institutes are having simi-
lar problems and should this House today see
fit to pass this Bill, it will no doubt provide a
lead to other States in Australia to more
seriously pick up the problem of this fairly
inflexible system of funding for our tertiary
institutions, and out of that pressure will come
the resolution of the problem-if needed the
Federal Minister remains steadfast in the pos-
ition that she has again recently put forward.

In response to Hon. Norman Moore's re-
quest for a reassurance, I think ideally the
member would want me to say, "I have spoken
to Susan Ryan on the telephone and she has
said that funding will be available in an
increased way to support the Curtin University
of Technology at a university level of funding."
The fact is that it is not possible today, but we
have now embarked on a process of achieving
that end. There is no doubt with the pressure
that is building up in other places, as indeed it
is very strongly being felt in this State, that is
the direction in which we will head. It will not
be a Clayton's university; it will not cause the
Minister for Education to have any reason to
apologise to this community; but it will be a
process of negotiation and concerted effort
with other people in order to bning about a
change in the funding arrangements.

That is not an unusual process in order to
achieve change. Change can be resisted on a
number of levels, and a number of those have
been outlined today with regard to people from
other institutions who would prefer WAIT to
stay as WAIT and not become a university.
They are utterly understandable concerns, as
indeed are the Federal Government's concerns
about its capacity to fund more generously to
university status other institutions in this
nation. The Federal Government also has no-
tions about its ability to direct where tertiary
institutions will go in this nation, and I think
that it is time that some cognisance was taken
of the role of the States in that too. I do not
find that an unusual argument for a Labor
Government to put forward, and I am glad
Hon. Norman Moore supports the: position
that this Government is taking.

it is the Minister's intention to arrange in
March next year a national seminar which will
examine the binary system. Out of that forum
will come suggestions for more flexible funding
and accommodation that will have to be made
to achieve the ends that we plan will be

achieved. The Minister said in the othier place
that disciplines operating at un iversity levels
within institutions could possibly be funded at
the university level. That is another possibility.

I do not think we need to be too worried that
we are not locked into cement today about how
we will achieve this. It seems to me that once
we attempt to make significant changes, the
outcomes take time. We are playing a part on
the national stage on this matter, and I do not
think we should be deterred from playing that
part. We should not want to have assurances
every step of the way because I do not think
much change would have occurred in the his-
tory of human kind if our forefathers waited
for those assurances.

I ask members not to feel too perturbed
about the assurances Hon. Norman Moore
requested. I think he requested them out of a
sense of responsibility, and I do not detract
from that. I .know that Federal funding is
necessary to underpin this change in status, but
it will also make possible the attracting of ad-
ditional sources of funds from commerce and
industry, and those sources are not as readily
available to an institute of technology as they
will he to a university of technology.

There are many good examples of
universities of technology in overseas countries
that are fulfilling a role in their communities. I
agree with those people who have expressed
concern that WAIT could move from the role it
now occupies, which is critical in Western
Australia, by changing its name from the
Curtin University of Technology to the Curtin
University. If institutions are successful in
fulfilling a role, they should not move from that
role. If they attempt to do so, places like this
House will have something to say about the
roles of those institutions.

A number of concerns have been expressed
about this Bill. It is a very important Bill in
terms of the changes and the processes it sets in
motion. On the other hand, the content of the
Bill is technical. It is not complex, and I think'
we could move to dealing with many of the
concerns raised in the Committee stage.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon. D. J.

Wordsworth) in the Chair, Hon. Kay Hallahan
(Minister for Community Services) in charge of
tShe Hill.
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Clauses I to 4 put and passed.
Clause 5: Section 5 amnended-
Hon. N. F. MOORE: This clause changes the

name of Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology to the Curtin University of Technology.
In her response to the second reading debate,
the Minister left me with the distinct im-
pression that she does not completely under-
stand the significance of the name change. She
also said we should not expect too many assur-
ances because they are not available, and that
we should not worry about taking risks because
hopefully all will be fulfilled down the track.

She ignores the fact that we intend calling
this institution a university. The traditions and
histories of universities are such that we should
never take the name lightly. That has been the
bottom line of my argument. We should not
denigrate the status or general community view
of what a university is because not only will we
make a mess of WAIT but we will also make a
mess of all Australian universities because they
all depend for their status in the community on
the general acceptance of what a university is.
Our universities have a tremendous name
throughout the world. They are highly regarded
institutions, and if we use that name for an
institution which cannot fulfil the requirements
of a university, we denigrate all other insti-
tutions.

The Minister says that we should take risks
and Lhat she could not give me too many assur-
ances, but she fails to understand the signifi-
cance of what we are doing today. This clause is
what this argument is all about. If we have to
have a Curtin University of Technology, it has
to be funded accordingly; and if the funds are
not forthcoming from the Commonwealth, the
State should give serious consideration to
funding it.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I did not say
"hopefully". I accept that that is the impression
the member gained but, nevertheless, that does
not acknowledge all the work that has gone on
in regard to this subject. It is not a question of
its hopefully happening. It is my belief, given
all the preparation, that it will happen. I said to
the member that, on 3 December 1986, 1 could
not give him, here and now, the concrete assur-
ances he wanted. That does not mean that
hopefully, in the dreamntime, we will not get
there. I have been more specific than that.

This matter is not being dealt with in a cava-
lier manner. I will convey to the Minister for
Education the member's proposition that, in
the event that funds are not forthcoming from

the Federal Government, from business or the
commercial sectors of our community, or other
sources, the State Government will have to fill
that void.

Hon. Norman Moore will understand that I
am certainly not in a position to give that as-
surance. I will pass on his concern to the Minis-
ter and I regret that I did not indicate that I
would do that in my reply to the second read-
ing debate.

I do accept the importance of this measure. I
accept the role and reputation of WAIT and the
importance of retaining its status as far as the
community and industry are concerned. If I
have conveyed to Hon. Norman Moore that I
do not understand that, I regret it, but it cer-
tainly is not the case. My comments do not
mean that Ilam not aware of the importance of
universities in a community such as ours and
that any action we take today should not jeop-
ardise that.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 6: Section 7 repealed and a section
substituted-

Hon. N. F. MOORE: This clause outlines the
functions of the Curtin University of Tech-
nology. I refer members to paragraph (a) of
subclause (1) because it is somewhat different
from the parent Act. It provides for a broader
field of activity for the Curtin University of
Technology than that which is applied at the
Western Australian Institute of Technology.

Paragraph (a) refers to the provision of
courses of study appropriate to a university and
other tertiary courses. Would the Minister ex-
plain whether that applies to two sets of
courses. My understanding is that it will pro-
vide courses of study appropriate to a univer-
sity and it will provide also other tertiary
courses which are different from the courses of
study appropriate to a university. In other
words, would the Minister explain the differ-
ence between courses appropriate to a univer-
sity and other tertiary courses.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I am unable to
provide an answer, but I will obtain the infor-
mation and make it available to the honourable
member.

At the briefing I had regarding this legis-
lation it was put to me that it was simply
extending the area to accommodate the fact
that the institute was to become a university. I
am unable to expand on that.
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Hon. N. F. MOORE: I asked the Minister
that question because I wondered whether the
existing situation at WAIT was being taken
into account. The institute provides
undergraduate diploma courses. Muresk Agri-
cultural College and the WA School of Mines
are attached to the institute and they provide
courses which are not considered to be univer-
sity courses. Will they continue to be part of
the Curtin University of Technology? The
National Party expressed concern about what
will happen to the Muresk college.

What does the Government have in mind for
the continued involvement of the Curtin Uni-
versity of Technology in Muresk College and
the WA School of Mines because not all the
courses conducted at those institutions are of a
degree level? Does paragraph (a) refer to the
two institutions I have mentioned?

Hon. ROBERT HETHERINGTON: I have
been involved in some of the discussions con-
cerning this legislation. One of the arguments
about turning away from the Curtin University
of Technology was that it would get rid of
courses not regarded as university courses.

A great number of the WAIT courses lead to
an undergraduate degree which is regarded as
being equal to a university degree. The whole
notion is to make clear in the Act that Courses
that people may not regard as degree courses,
but tertiary courses, will remain part of the
responsibility of the Curtin University of Tech-
nology. Of course, it is true that diploma and
associates courses are available at universities.
We do not spell out that the functions of the
university will provide courses appropriate to a
university, and other tertiary courses, because
there is no fear nor is there need for that assur-
ance. The words are included in the legislation
to give an assurance that WAIT, by becoming a
university, will not cease to provide courses
which people regard as not being of a univer-
sity level, but that it will continue to do things
it has done in the past, including having
Muresk college attached to it. It will also look
to doing more things in the area of Ph D and
postgraduate research beyond- what- isa -now-
available.

The reason paragraph (a) has been included
in the Bill is to allow the university to provide
courses of all kinds and at all levels. It makes it
clear that the courses now provided at WAIT
and which are not regarded as leading to an
undergraduate degree, will be continued until
such time as some courses will be upgraded.

There is no intention to try to get rid of those
courses that WAIT provides with excellence
and which some people may not regard as uni-
versity undergraduate courses. They have to be
retained and, therefore, it is written into the
legislation.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I put on record my
assurance to members who might be concerned
about the future security of courses provided at
WAIT, Muresh and the School of Mines.

The advice I received was that some courses
will be of university status and that some ben-
efit will be gained if there is a differential
funding arrangement. I am not sure whether
Hon. Norman Moore and I have been given the
same advice about courses. Certainly a com-
mitment has been made about the ongoing se-
curity of those particular courses which
epitomise the applied nature of knowledge
gained through courses at WAIT at present.
There is no desire on anyone's pant that this
State should lose the value of those courses.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 7 to 13 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon.

Kay Hallahan (Minister for Community Ser-
vices), and passed.

LIQUOR AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 27 November.
HON. P. H. LOCKYER (Lower North) [4.50

p.m.]: The Opposition generally supports this
Bill, but it would like to have a few answers on
some parts of it. I am particularly pleased that
Hon. Des Dans is handling the Bill on behalf of
the Government because when he was the Min-
ister with responsibility for this area many of
-the undertakings now in the Bill were given.
while I have had good cooperation from the
present Minister, I am pleased that the Leader
of the House will answer the questions.

After the Royal Commission into the liquor
industry was completed, an undertaking was
given by the Government to review the existing
liquor legislation. This is the first response we
have had to that undertaking. I understand
from reading the second reading speech that

5375



5376 [COUNCIL]

the legislation will be amended in two stages. I
would put this Bill in the category of the minor
stage.

The Bill provides for a clear separation be-
tween the judicial and administrative functions
of the Liquor Act. The industry generally ac-
cepts that. Although the Liquor Industry Coun-
cil would have liked the legislation before the
House at the moment to be a total rewrite of
the Act, it has put aside its reluctance and in
general supports the Bill. It is more important
that the undertaking given in the second read-
ing speech-that the second stage will involve a
complete review of the Liquor Act taking into
consideration the recommendations of the
Royal Commission and the views of the indus-
try-is honoured. I emphasise to the Minister
the industry's concern chat such a complete re-
view take place.

The reason given to the House for separating
the judicial and administrative functions of the
Liquor Act is that it will provide -a more ef-
ficient, more streamlined and less expensive
method of administration. We accept that. The
great cost of making a submission to the
Licensing Court for alterations or new licences
or applications has been one of the problems in
the industry. The Opposition generally wel-
comes any provision that will result in reduced
costs and fewer delays. I reiterate that the pass-
ing of the Bill as a first step in the process of
updating and simplifying the Liquor Act is ab-
solutely essential to the industry.

The proposed liquor licensing court will deal
with the granting of all category A licences. The
Bill gives details of what licenees are category A
licences. The court will also deal with the revo-
cation or suspension of licences or any other
disciplinary procedures against the licensee,
and with applications for the limitation of
trading conditions on the grounds of com-
plaints from local residents, where the director
has failed to reach a settlement between the
parties. The director's duty is to settle simple
matters quickly, and we accept that.

Some concern has been expressed to me and
my party by the WA Limited Licence Club As-
sociation which has some doubts about the
legislation. One of its problems is that it be-
lieves that the legislation is piecemeal and
merely nibbles around the edges- The Monday
I December issue of The West Australian
caries the headline, "Fear on liquor licence
costs". That article reports the president of the
WA Limited Licence Club Association, Mr
Ron Gwynne, as having said that applications
cost thousands of dollars. He mentioned the

case of the Boddington Community Club
which had actually spent some $6 000 in solici-
tor's fees to apply to the Licensing Court for a
club licence and some $2 000 getting witnesses
to Perth, only to have the application knocked
back. The association is worried about the
moratorium, which it has never been in favour
of.

Only recently it was announced that the
moratorium which was due to expire on 31
December was to be extended for a further six
months. I understand that the reason for this
extension is to give the Government more
chance to rewrite the Act. I also under-
stand from the answer given to a question
asked by my leader yesterday that the un-
licensed clubs will be excluded from that mora-
tori um as from I January. In reply, perhaps the
Minister will deal with that matter, otherwise it
will have to be considered further in the Com-
m ittee stage.

Yesterday, Hon. Gordon Masters asked the
Leader of the House the following question-

()Has the moratorium on the granting
of licences for limited licensed clubs
been lifted?

(2) If yes, when did this occur?
The Minister replied-

(1) and (2) The moratorium on the grant
of unlicensed club permits will con-
tinue until 31 December, 1986. From
I January until 30 June, 1987, the
moratorium will only apply to hotel,
tavern, store, cabaret and licensed
club licences.

That should allay the fear of the WA Limited
Licence Club Association. While the associ-
ation has been anxious for us to move same
amendments to the Bill, it is the view of the
Opposition that the situation would be better
served by leaving such amendments until such
time as the Act is totally rewritten. Then, by
listening patiently and courteously to the Min-
ister presenting such Bill in the next session, we
would be able to consider the situation to see
whether those amendments were needed. Per-
haps the Minister should now take on board
the concern of the association and pass it on to
the responsible Minister and to the depart-
ment.

The Western Australian Hotels Association
Inc. indicated to me that although it would
have been happier had the Act been totally
rewritten, it saw the Bill as a first step and
therefore supported it. I also received a letter
from the Australian Institute of Health Sur-
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veyors. During the Committee stage I will
point out to the Minister that a particular
clause of concern to us is that which confers
powers on the supervisors and inspectors.

[Questions taken.J
Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: While the Minister

has his departmental advisers in the Chamber,
it is important that I read the letter from the
Australian Institute of Health Surveyors. The
matter can then be dealt with when we discuss
this clause in Committee. The letter reads-

The Western Australian Division of this
Institute expresses concern regarding some
provisions of the Bill for an Act to amend
the Liquor Act, currently before the State
Parliament.

Pant I1 of the current Liquor Act within
Section 19 makes provision for the ap-
pointment of Supervisors of Licensed
Premises and specifies such Supervisors
must be similarly qualified as local auth-
ority and Health Department of Western
Australia Health Surveyors.

However, Pant 11 including Section 19,
has been repealed and a new Pant 11
inserted in the Bill, which omits the
necessity for Supervisors of Licensed
Premises to possess any qualifications
whatsoever.

Section 99 of the current Liquor Act
seemingly untouched by the Bill, author-
ises a Court Supervisor or a Health Sur-
veyor of either a local authority or the
Health Department of Western Australia
to direct a licensee to keep the licensed
premises and all fittings and fixtures in the
premise thoroughly cleansed in a hygienic
condition and in good repair. By virtue of
his qualifications, (and in most cases local
government experience), the Court Super-
visor is in effect a Health Surveyor, but
henceforth this role i.e. issuing directions
as to hygiene and sanitation may be car-
ried out by persons not appropriately
qualified.

Division 4-Enforcement of the Bill in-
sents Sections 142A, 142B, 142C and
142D. Section 142A sets out the duties of
Supervisors which appear identical to
those repealed by Part 11 of the current
Act. These duties include the technicalities
of examining and reporting on plans,
premises, standard of services and
proposed variations (additions or reno-
vations) to licensed premises, plus the

bringing of applications, complaints and
objections before the Court. Again it is
reiterated so specific qualifications will
henceforth be required to perform these
duties.

Section 142D of the Bill empowers a lo-
cal authority to regard licensed premises in
the samne way as unlicensed premises,
which is also within the present Act. The
qualified Health Surveyors from a local
authority will be inspecting licensed prem-
ises and possibly issuing directions to li-
censees and at varying times. Court Super-
visors who may henceforth be clerical
officers or others will also be inspecting the
same premises and possibly be issuing con-
trary or conflicting directions.

The Bill also empowers the Director (of
Liquor Licensing) to delegate ... "to any
duly appointed Health Surveyor for that
Authority such of a Supervisors powers of
examination and report as the Director
may approve" ..-. which delegated power
is contained within the present Act. The
irony here is that whilst the Court Super-
visor (currently in effect a Health Sur-
veyor) will not in future need to be so
qualified the delegation is to a ... "duily
appointed Health Surveyo"'. . . and notlo
merely an Officer of the local authority..

The Bill also omits to empower a Court
Supervisor power of entry to licensed
premises but is quite specific about power
of entry for an Inspector who carries -out
different duties to those of a Supervisor.
Thus a Supervisor who is refused entry to
licensed premises can only report back to
the Director (currently the Court) Who
may require the offending licensee to ap-
pear, to explain, some time (days, weeks,
months) as to his actions. Meanwhile any
illegal or unauthorised act [unauthorised
building additions; operating bars or
liquor consumption areas other than ap-
proved ones; a keg of water coupled with
keg beer producing watered down beer]
will be remedied or rectified by the time
the licensee is ordered by the Director or
'Court to permit the Supervisor to enter his
premises. It would seem appropriate for
the Supervisor to have the same power of
entry as the Bill confers on the Inspector.

In summary then the Licensing Court
Supervisor performs similar duties to local
authority Health Surveyors and indeed
most of the present Supervisors gained
their initial experience in this field.
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The tasks undertaken are very much
akin to that performed by a local authority
Health Surveyor but confined to premises
licensed under the Liquor Act.

There are some other points in that letter which
[ will not deal with now. I ask that that letter be
given to the officers to assist during the Com-
mittee stage, as I have only one copy. I do that
rather than tabling it, to save time. At this late
stage we are all anxious that the smooth run-
ning of the House should continue.

I reiterate the concern of the industry itself
which, as I have told this House before, is going
through considerable problems. It has been hit
particularly hard by the increase in licensing
fees by this Government, and in several other
areas. It is an industry which I have always
maintained contributes its share towards the
State Treasury.

It is important to assist that industry by
keeping to the undertaking which I am pleased
to see the Minister has given in his second
reading speech, that a total rewrite of the legis-
lation will be an important factor in the next
session of Parliament, which I understand com-
mences towards the end of March. 1 look for-
ward to a reiteration of that undertaking when
the Minister sums up the second reading de-
bate-that this total rewrite of the Bill, which
is a higgledy-piggledy type of Bill, will be
presented in that session.

I leave further comments for the Committee
stage, but on that basis the Opposition supports
this Bill.

HON. P. G. PENDAL (South Central
Metropolitan) [5.13 p.m.]: I do not want to
spend more than a couple of minutes on this
Bill, but I raise a matter touched upon by the
lead speaker, Phil Lockyer. I refer the Minister
to the change which appears to be brought
about in the Bill, which will mean that in future
the supervisory staff of the Licensing Court will
no longer need to be qualified health surveyors.

My understanding is that section 19 of the
present Act governs the appointment and
qualifications of people holding those
positions, and clause 15 of the Bill refers to
staff who will operate under the Director of
Liquor Licensing. Mention is made of appoint-
ments, senior supervisory staff, and licensed
premises, but nowhere in that clause on pages 7
or 8 is there any mention of the qualifications
of those people.

Firstly, I want the Minister to confirm that is
the position when he responds to the second
reading debate, but in particular I ask him

whether this has been a deliberate decision on
the part of the Government, whether this was
one of those matters discussed by the Royal
Commission, and whether it was the subject of
the Royal Commission's recommendattions?

It seems to me, on the surface at least, that
this is going against the tide of modern-day life.
Whether people like it or not-and I am not
suggesting it is the only view to take, but it is a
fact of life-people nowadays need qualifi-
cations. Great emphasis is placed on qualifi-
cations, whatever trade or profession a person
seeks. It therefore seems to me to be an oddity,
if not a retrograde step, for us to support a Bill
which removes from the Liquor Act the
specific qualifications to which both Phil
Lockyer and I have referred.

This is a matter of some significance, per-
haps even of an economic kind. These people
have had historically under the existing Act,
and will have in the future under the new
Act-according to the sections I have
mentioned-a whole host of duties. They will
process plans, compile technical reports, and
carry out inspections of licensed premises. If
that is to be part of their charter, one must
question why the particular nature of their job
and the qualifications attached to it should be
changed. People have raised this concern with
me, and it seems to be a valid one.

Apart from that, I support the Bill, but I
intend to pursue these points during the Com-
mittee stage if satisfactory answers, are not
forthcoming.

HON. E. J. CHARLTON (Central) [5.18
p~m.J: I preface my remarks by saying it is ab-
solutely imperative that the Government keep
its word on the second part of these proposed
changes for next year. As Hon. Des Dans
knows very well, this rewrite was promised, but
it was put off for the next year and now it is to
be put off for another year. It was originally to
be done before the last election.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I can tell you why it did
not come about.

Hon. E. i. CHARLTON: I am aware of the
complexities of the liquor industry as it affects
hotels, clubs, and unlicensed clubs, and I am
aware there are those who want to restrict
trading hours and those who want to free them
up. There are no easy answers. Sooner or later
the Government of the day will have to make
some decisions, bite the bullet, and try to put
the whole industry in order by introducing a
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new Act to simplify the operation and allow far
more commonsense to prevail in the liquor in-
dustry of Western Australia.

The operations of hotels, clubs, and so on are
part of our society. They are an important part
of our daily lives and daily routine. Some of the
problems of the liquor industry are really hor-
rendous. People go for a drink in their free
time, and hotel operators are subjected to strin-
gent laws, regulations, health requirements, in-
spections, work orders, and a whole host of
things which are a great source of revenue to
Governments right across the nation.

Hon. Phil Lockyer mentioned the increase of
seven per cent or I I per cent in licensing fees
last session. The industry is good for a touch
when it comes to providing finance, yet when it
comes to allowing these liquor outlets to ser-
vice a community, fairly heavy restrictions are
placed on them.

I will not go any further on that point, except
to say that I was looking forward with confi-
dence, and hoping that these major changes
would take place. I said that before, when we
talked about changes to the Liquor Act last
time. My response to all the people in the
country areas who have taken the matter up
with me over the years was to tell them the
Government had given an undertaking that the
changes would be forthcoming, but that they
would be put off for another year. I will now
have to go back to those people and say that the
Government will do it next year. That wears a
bit thin with the people in the country, who
consider it to be just another promise and that
the problem will never be fixed.

I note that the changes to the legislation in-
clude allowing the director to make decisions
about changes to trading hours. I have not dis-
cussed this with anyone, but I hope the Minis-
ter will respond to this point when summing up
and give a rundown on what he envisages this
authority will mean. Hotels in country towns
close at a certain time, while the local clubs
stay open a little longer. In the summer
months, especially when harvesting is taking
place and people work later into the day, if they
go to a hotel they are only just beginning to
have a few drinks and relax when it is time for
the hotel to close. The hotel has to stay open all
day, whether or not anyone is around. It must
pay staff, or at least the manager must be on
the premises and have the doors open. Just as a
few people start to come in and become
interested in what is going on, the doors must

close and those people have to leave. They
usually go on to the clubs, which can remain
open.

While the change in relation to trading hours
will not go all the way to solving those prob-
lems, I would certainly like the Minister and
his departmental people to take it on board. As
with most pieces of legislation that come into
the Parliament, they must understand that they
cannot bracket the whole of Western Australia
into one group and say, "This will best serve
the majority of the people of this State", be-
cause a licensing Act cannot cater for metro-
politan people and at the same time fit the
country people like a glove. That will not hap-
pen because there are isolated communities of
people who will participate in the hotel or club
industry by having a drink only at certain times
of the week and under certain conditions-for
instance, after their sport on the weekend.

This is more than a request; it is an urgent
situation. I urge the Government to include
these major changes when it next considers the
Liquor Act so that these problems are
registered and taken care of.

As to unlicensed clubs, I have spoken several
times with Mr Ron Owynne. His organisation
was very keen, and as a matter of fact it moved
just this week, to request an amendment to this
legislation to the effect that club licences be
removed from category A, and consequently
from the control of the Licensing Court. That
would release those licences from the host of
variances that affect the various types of club,
and they would be dealt with in a separate way.

After having discussed this matter with other
members of the National Party, we decided not
to proceed with that amendment at this stage
but rather to seek an undertaking from the
Minister that he will pass on to the Minister for
Racing and Gaming-who is probably aware of
it in any event-that a great need exists for the
various clubs to be capable of operating to
serve the interests of their members.

In most cases, members of clubs want to
have a facility where they can legally go to play
their sport, or whatever the club is involved in,
and have a drink afterwards. To have these
clubs under the control of the Licensing Court
is really to overplay the situation. In this day
and age the liquor industry should be able to
grant licences under a category other than
category A. In many cases these organisations
have premises far superior to those of establish-
ments which already hold licences. This would
not mean that they must buy their require-
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ments directly from the brewery, because they
could buy them from a retail outlet, but it
would give them an opportunity to cater for
their members without having a restrictive pro-
gramme.

I ask the Minister to take that on board and
give an undertaking that when major changes
to the legislation are considered next year, this
operation will be simplified.

I know the moratorium on liquor licences
has been well received by the great majority of
people in the retail liquor industry. I have
heard Mr Dans say before that one of the
options is co open the floodgate and let them go
for their lives. However, from what I have seen
of the moratorium, I support it. I believe it has
helped many people through this period.

While on the subject of licensed clubs, I ask
the Minister and his departmental officers to
consider the situation of the South Australian
Liquor Licensing Act 1985. Under sections 34
to 36 of that Act, unlicensed clubs would be
abolished and restrictive club licences would be
instituted. I do not know whether Mr Dans is
aware of that.

Hon. D_ K. Dans: I am very much aware of
it.

Hon. E. J. CHARLTQN: That is very good.
From the information we have received, there
is an opportunity to implement the provisions
of the South Australian Act here, as I under-
stand it. Earlier this year I spent a little time in
that State, and I noted that things seemed to
work very well under that Act. When one is
there only a few days one does not hear all sides
of the story, and I qualify my statement by
saying that. However, there has certainly been
a wide acceptance of the situation in South
Australia where clubs are not formed under all
the different categories and restricted as they
are here.

Those are the points I wanted to raise. While
I support the changes to the legislation, we
must remember that there is a difference be-
tween country and city operations. Not only
have there been liquor licence fee increases, but
also SEC and water charges increases.
Everybody has had to accept those increases,
but the fact is that the liquor industry-and
particularly the hotel industry-has very much
depended on those types of commodities and
inputs. Cost increases of that degree have
eroded the hotels' situation to the extent that
smaller country hotels are almost non-existent
from a profitability point of view, They remain
only because of the value of the licence.

While I am fully supportive of the restric-
tions placed on the movement of licences, we
must consider that situation as well. Maybe the
small hotels cannot continue to operate in the
same way, but certainly there is a great need for
a licence to be retained for each small com-
munity to be able to retail or sell its liquor as it
requires.

It is easy for us to sit here in the city and say
that if the licence fee goes up it is just a matter
of the licensee putting up his prices or arrang-
ing more of these extracurricular activities
which the Government has expressed oppo-
sition to, for which I commend it.
Unfortunately, because of higher costs imposed
on licensees, such as these provided for here,
and also increased penalty rates, etc., these
other activities are seen to be necessary in or-
der to encourage people to come to the estab-
lishments. This might be all right in the city,
but in the country a local licensee has only a
limited number of people he can rely on for
custom. When his only opt ion to counter these
charges is to increase his prices, his business
suffers because the local people will often buy
their liquor supplies when they are in the city
or in a large regional centre. The liquor re-
tailers do not blame them for that, but they
remain disadvantaged by their position. Liquor
retailers are also disadvantaged, especially
around Christmas, with police activities; so
everything seems to work against them.

I make a plea to the Minister and her depart-
ment, when bringing in this sort of legislation,
to give consideration to catering for the special
needs of liquor retailers in non-metropolitan
areas, because their situation is very different
from that of their counterparts in the metro-
politan area.

1 support the Bill, having placed on record
our reservations about the legislation.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the
sitting, on motion by Hon. J. M. Berinson
(Attorney General).

(Continued on page 5 382.)

BUSINESS FRANCHISE (TOBACCO)
AMENDMENT BILL
Ministerial Statement

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [5.33
p.ntJ-by leave: The Government has itself de-
scribed the provisions of the Business Fran-
chise (Tobacco) Amendment Bill 1986 as
draconian.
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We make no apology for the proposed
measures. Indeed if they are extreme, that is a
measure of our determination to meet tax
evasion head on, and to combat it by all avail-
able means. Anything less would be irrespon-
sible. More than that, it would be grossly unfair
to the great majority of taxpayers who meet
their obligations without reson to fancy, arti-
ficial, and, in the end, illegal evasion devices.
Despite our determination in this area, we of
course remain sensitive to questions of individ-
ual rights and privacy. These questions were
not ignored in the drafting of the legislation,
but it is true to say that their protection would
partly depend on a proper and balanced ap-
proach by the officers charged with the
administration of the Act. Experience in the
administration of this and other taxing
measures gives no room to doubt that the new
powers would in fact be applied responsibly.

That being said, however, an argument re-
mains for more specific protective provisions,
and a number of possibilities are canvassed in
the amendments listed by the Leader of the
Opposition. I am not in a position to accept
these amendments at this stage for a number of
reasons.

In the first place, the pressure cooker con-
ditions. of these last days of the session give no
opportunity for adequate consideration of
either the terminology of the proposed amend-
ments or of administrative implications which
might require consequential amendments.

I am prepared, however, to give in-principle
support to a number of the proposals in the
circulated amendments. Firstly, and more im-
portantly, I am prepared to recommend to the
Government the need for search warrants in
respect of residential premises, subject to a pro-
vision to cover the exceptional situation where
the delay involved in obtaining a warrant could
frustrate its purpose.

I am also prepared to indicate support for
specified, as opposed to the current indirect,
protection of innocent employees, and for the
proposal that investigating officers must be
authorised in writing.

Rather than risk an inadequately considered
series of amendments in these last hours of the
session, I propose that the Bill be held over to
the first week of the autumn session. This will,
apart from the more immediate concerns, allow
such further strengthening of the legislatio n as
may be suggested by a meeting later this month
between various State taxing authorities-

I have discussed the above matters with the
Leader of the Opposition and members of the
National Party. On 'the basis that the legislation
to be discussed in the next session will accom-
modate the three principles which I have speci-
fied, I have their agreement to indicate that
they will support the penalty provisions of the
legislation being given effect from today's date.
That includes the attaching of personal re-
sponsibility to the directors of offending
companies.

The Leader of the Opposition has indicated
that he may wish, in the next session, to pursue
amendments Other than the three I have speci-
fied. I have no difficulty with that on the basis
that the fate of any such further amendment
will not affect our agreement to the new penal-
ties being given effect from today.

HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Leader of
the Opposition) [5.37 p.m.]-by leave: This is a
good example of the work needed to be carried
out by the Legislative Council. The role played
by the Legislative Council is that of legislative
review, and this is all part of what we are
talking about now. It is very important.

In our view the Bill constituted a gross in-
fringement of personal rights and liberties. The
Liberal Party's proposed amendments require
entry onto property to be at a reasonable time
unless a matter is urgent. Entry into people's
homes and residences should be either by per-
mission of the owner or with the authority of a
properly executed search warrant, except in ex-
treme cases. Employees who work under orders
in the sale of tobacco products and with no
knowledge that they are committing an offence
should be protected under the law.

I am very pleased that in our discussions
with the Attorney General he indicated, with
some reservations, that in principle he
supported what we were putting forward. Some
areas are not agreed, and I will refer to those.

We will oppose the Government's proposal
to allow inspectors to forcibly enter offices con-
taining or suspected of containing books and
documents-that is, not tobacco products-for
example, accountant's offices, legal offices, and
banks in extreme cases. It may be that those
offices will contain on computers, for example,
information which is of a very confidential
nature. Therefore the Bill as it stands will be
open to some abuse.

A request for infornation, as in other States,
should be the first step. This does not stop the
matter being pursued in the normal way. We
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will require an inspector who proposes to forc-
ibly enter a property to be accompanied by a
police officer.

Arrangements made with the Attorney Gen-
eral are that certain principles are agreed but
the exact wording requires careful drafting. He
has decided to defer and then reintroduce the
Bill on the agreement that only the penalties be
retrospective. For example, people who are
found guilty of breaking the law between now
and when the Bill is passed next year will be
liable to the penalties contained in the Bill.

Obviously we will be arguing when the Bill is
reintroduced and our amendments will be
debated-I imagine quite hotly. I am particu-
larly pleased that the Government-and hope-
fully the National Party-has at last come to
appreciate the need to recognise that a person's
home is his castle and that no Government
officer, no inspector, no official, should under
any circumstances have the right to literally
knock down a person's door when it appears-
certainly to my party-that this action is based
on nothing more than suspicion.

LIQUOR AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the

sitting.
RON. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South) [5.40

p.m.]: It was not my intention to speak on this
Bill, but I could not let a liquor Bill go through
without referring the House to the matter of the
Lake King tavern. There is probably not one
member who has not heard about the Lake
King tavern, but members would be aware that
Lake King is a town of about 10 families and
liquor is drunk in a railway bus shelter some 10
feet by 15 feet in size. That is the meeting place
of the people in that district. Many families
have endeavou red to lift the standard of living
in the town. They built a beautiful stone
church, an ambulance centre, and a very nice
golf club. Now they wish to build a tavern and
a motel. They are also quite determined to
have a road which will eventually join Lake
King and Norseman and will become the future
highway to the east. That may be a bit of a
dream, but certainly the idea of a licensed tav-
ern is not-

The application for a licence for this tavern
has cost about $7 000 Or $8 000. The town was
finally granted a licence which cost over
$20 000-a considerable sum. I only wish the
tavern could be connected to a suitable water
service, which every other hotel in Western

Australia has. These people are not only
expected to pay $20 000 for their licence but
are also expected to pay for a town water
supply. The whole matter is too much for them,
particularly with the price of wheat today. It is
a sad thing to go to that town and see the walls
and roof of the tavern finished, but work has
had to be stalled because the people cannot
find the $20 000 to pay the licence fee and a
minimum of $30 000 to $50 000 for the water
supply.

If the Government decides to put in a water
supply, as it has in most other towns, it will
cost at least $300 000 and not just the $30 000
to $50 000 these people are trying to make do
with.

Hon. E. J. Charlton- I think the water supply
is now going ahead.

Hon. D. J,. WORDSWORTH: Regrettably,
only on a temporary basis. One of the great
things about the Grain Pool is that when it has
a slight surplus left from its trading it donates it
to a worthy cause. This year the farmers are
considering making a grant to that town for a
water supply. I hope the Grain Pool can see
itself able to help in this way. In the past, the
Grain Pool has given any surplus money left
after distributing any proceeds of a pool to the
CWA and other such worthy organisations.
The town of Lake King has had little hope of a
water supply until now, but with luck it will get
one soon. The same water supply is expected to
serve the school, the headmaster's house, and
other Government organisations. In spite of
this, the Government seems very unwilling to
put money into this project.

I hope this new liquor licensing organisation
will not take the town's licence away because
the people have not been able to complete the
tavern in the period for which the licence was
granted. They probably have not paid all the
money for that licence.

The matter of transferring licences state-wide
is absurd. I presume the $20 000 value placed
on Lake King was because it was a saleable
product and the licence could be transferred
somewhere else. Surely they could have a li-
cence that is worth nothing and could not be
transferred. Instead, they have to pay for that
licence and it is utterly ridiculous.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I did Lake King a bad
thing.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Mr Dans did
not. I am not slinging off at the Minister.
Refusing them is not the answer to the prob-
lem. Just give them a reasonable run. They will
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finish this tavern. Members have only to drive
through this town and see the magnificent job
they have made of the church. It is a real credit
to them. They will overcome their problems
with the tavern licence if they are helped with
their water supply. It will be a good tavern,
which will be of benefit to the whole district
and travellers alike. The next thing they will be
doing is putting a few motel units in that town
for the passing traveller.

I wish the new licensing Organisation well.
The Licensing Court in the past endeavoured
to do its best. However, times have changed
and there is a need for a new organisation, I
hope it will shortcut miany of the problems we
have with the Licensing Court. It is rather
amazing how we can get bound up with
officialdomn.

It is interesting that one cannot put anything
but a commercial grade of carpet into a liquor
sales area. I would have thought such a de-
cision would have been a commercial decision
for the person who is running the business to
make. That person may decide he wants a new
carpet, but of a lower grade, every year, but the
Licensing Court has to decide the grade of the
carpet. If plans for renovations or a new build-
ing have already been passed by the court and
there is a change in materials-the business
may decide not to tile the toilets but to put
formica partitions between them-the Licens-
ing Court can decide it is not allowed because it
is not in accordance with the original plan. I
know the court is following a plan and it is the
court's duty to see matters are carried .out in a
proper manner, but there must be easier ways
of going about the granting of a licence. I think
those who have a business of this nature should
be able to make business decisions regarding
floor coverings, etc. It becomes a major hassle
when one is renovating premises because not
only can local government make decisions like
this; now the Licensing Court and the Health
Department can also do the same.

I hope, after this legislation is passed, we will
be able to overcome many of the problems.

HON. D. K. PANS (South Metropolitan-
Leader of the House) [5.39 p.m.]: I thank memn-
bers who have spoken in support of this Bill,
which has always been a Committee Bill. Such
a Bill always solicits much attention fro
members as it should, along with the Dog Act.

I mentioned the Dog Act in a lighthearted
way because in my early days in Parliament
Ron Thompson would tell me the Dog Act was
coming on. The only Dog Act I knew, being an

ancient sort of person, related to the pink slips
called "Dog Acts" that hung in hotel's under
the Inebriates Act to prevent the supply of
liquor to an inebriate. If a man was put on that
list by his wife, it meant that he was unable to
drink at that pub. Imagine my amazement
when the Dog Act finally hit the deck here and
it was actually about dogs.

On a more serious note, an assurance has
been given that a complete overhaul and re-
vision of the Liquor Act will take place next
year after consultation with the industry in gen-
eral, and bearing in mind the recommendations
of the Honorary Royal Commission and legis-
lation that has been enacted in other States.
When that is finished, the new Bill will be
introduced, hopefully in the spring session. I
say "hopefully" because I prepared the Bill
now before us when I was Minister for Racing
and Gaming and matters related to liquor, and
some members may recall that I gave an assur-
ance that the Bill would be introduced last
session. It was not brought in for one reason-
after we reached agreement, certain elements in
the liquor industry decided they did not like
the legislation. Had they agreed then to go
ahead with it we would probably have had the
whole thing cleaned up a long time ago. It is
like a Bill that deals with farmers, or unions, or
fishermen, where their peak councils agree on
things and the various constituencies do not
agree, and one has to give them time.

The liquor industry is a protected industry-
let us not shillyshally the shandygaff; it is not
for me to say how much longer it will be
protected at this level. The Act will be revised,
and all sections of the industry will be
consulted. In addition, the recommendations
of the Honorary Royal Commission and legis-
lation that has been introduced in other States
will be considered. In the meantime it will be
interesting to see whether the Premier of
Victoria, John Cain, carries out the
recommendations of his inquiry into that
State's liquor Act which recommended the
complete deregulation of the industry. Some-
how I do not think he will.

I do not want to dwell on Lake King because
I had something to do with getting that licence
application back into the court. It is true that a
$20 000 premium was imposed, but that is the
prerogative of the court, not of the Govern-
ment, and I do not think of the Act because I
have not been able to find anything in the legis-
lation which says what the premium should
be-it is left to the court's discretion.
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Mr Charlton referred to unlicensed clubs,
and I point out that their hopes and aspirations
will be tied up in the review of the Act. I know
Mr Owynne, and I know he works hard for that
industry. I went to Hon. Eric Chariton's area,
as I did to many others, and I have genuine
sympathy for people involved in the activities 1
saw at Meckering a long time ago.

Mr Pendal raised the question of the qualifi-
cations of supervisors. They will be set out with
other items by the commission and the depart-
ment through the Public Service Board. It is
not required to be detailed in the legislation,
and never has been.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: I am told it is in the
present Act.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I think Mr Pendal is
confused. It is not required. The duties of the
new supervisors will be far wider than pre-
viously. One of the reasons is that some of the
ideas conveyed to me were picked up, because
the consensus of the liquor industry was that
there were far too many inspectors. They would
come to look at the tap one day, at the light the
following day, and at the books the day after.
The industry wanted one inspector to be able to
carry out those roles. I do not know to what
extent that has been done. Perhaps we can
examine that in the Committee stage.

There is no change to the present Act in re-
lation to the powers of entry for supervisors.
That will be looked at during the review of the
Act. In answer to Mr Lockyer, the requirements
for health inspectors have been removed from
the Liquor Act to allow the new authority more
flexibility in appointing supervisors with other
qualifications. At this stage the duty statement
will contain the requirement that supervisors
be qualified health inspectors, and any other
supervisors, if appointed, will be to provide
additional expertise, which gives more flexi-
bility to the authority. I thank members for
their support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN SPORTS
CENTRE TRUST BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 2 December.
HON. P. G. PENDAL (South Central

Metropolitan) [5.57 p.m.]: This Bill establishes
the Western Australian Sports Centre Trust,
which I understand is principally associated
with the construction of the sports centre under
way at McGillivray Park. it is a project of some

$22 million which will cater for a variety of
sports. Members of the Opposition and I have
had an opportunity to visit the centre in the
course of its con struction. Given that the Op-
position did not get an opportunity to express a
view before the decision to build it was made, I
point out now that it is one I support.

I am a little less sure about the need for the
Bill. Members may recall that when the present
Government was in Opposition it made a great
deal of play about the existence of what are
now called QUANGOS. It seems odd to me
that a party which was committed to the repeal
of many of the Bills which established statutory
Government agencies should introduce this
Hill which creates another. Since the present
Government came to office, something like 55
new statutory Government bodies have been
added to the Statute books. Last night Hon,
Max Evans reminded members, and the
Government in particular, not to be too boast-
ful in saying when we were discussing another
Bill that this Government had got rid of a
QUANGO if it was being replaced by another
in the legislation before the House.

A list of these agencies which I asked to be
supplied to me by the principal adviser to the
Standing Committee on Government Agencies
indicates some 55 QUANGOS have been es-
tablished by the Burke Government up to and
including 31 October; and including those with
which we have dealt in the last few days, some-
thing like 60 have been established since the
Government came to office

Sitting suspendedfromn 6 00 to 7.30 p. m.
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: .Prior to the dinner

suspension I made the observation that another
statutory body was being added to the Statute
book. I will not go any further with that aspect
other than to say that this is not the first
Government to add such bodies. Indeed, I
want to make one or two comments later down
the track in respect of other Governments in
this regard.

While the Opposition supports the Govern-
ment in its endeavours to construct the new
WA Sports Centre, I make the observation that
it is a curious thing for the Government to be
building this new sports centre while it is
seeking to find ways of disposing of the Perth
Entertainment Centre. Members would be
aware that the Minister for The Arts sees the
Perth Entertainment Centre as something of a
millstone around the necks of the taxpayers of
Western Australia. However, while we are
seeking to find a buyer for the Entertainment
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Centre, it seems an oddity to me that we are
going ahead with a project of such immense
proportions-as I said earlier, it will be some-
thing in the order of $22 million.

One of the difficulties one has when dealing
with a Bill of this kind is that one is apt to be
called a "knocker" and queried for having, in
some cases, the temerity even to put the
Government under any questioning. It be-
comes relatively easy for the Government of
the day to project an Opposition in the mould
of people who are being negative; indeed, that
happened in recent days in some correspon-
dence I had with the responsible Minister in
another place. While I do not intend to go into
that matter in detail, I make the point
nonetheless that it is extremely difficult to
make observations in such a way as to avoid
the sort of claim which will inevitably come
from the Minister-that is, that the Oppo-
sition, unless it gives some sont of an open
cheque to a Government decision, is somehow
lukewarm towards these projects.

The Opposition does have some fears in re-
lation to the on-costs of a centre of this kind.
Indeed, these remarks should apply equally to
other Government-run establishments such as
that to which I have referred in relation to the
Minister for The Arts and the Perth Ententain-
ment Centre. I guess if anyone had known 10
years ago what the on-costs might have been in
relation to a Government takeover of the Perth
Entertainment Centre, maybe the decision
made at that time would have been different.
There are people who feel-and with some
good cause-that there has been precious little
research done about the sorts of encumbrances
that might be placed on the taxpayers in respect
of the State Sports Centre five or 10 years
down the track.

One is even tempted to speculate whether in
fact the sale of the Perth Entertainment Centre
is in any way linked, at Cabinet level, with the
creation of the new WA Spants Centre. In
finding that $22 million has been allocated for
the Sports Centre at a time when the disposal
of the Entertainment Centre is being talked
about, one is tempted to see some link between
the two, particularly when one recalls that the
Minister for The Arts recently took the pre-
vious Premier, Sir Charles Court, very much to
task for his decision to take over the Perth
Entertainment Centre 10 years ago. The Court
Government was seen to have left the State
with a legacy of some mammoth proportions in
this respect. It is no accident that I have made a
particular analogy between what we are cre-

ating here tonight by Statute-that is, the
Western Australian Sports Centre Trust-and
the Perth Entertainment Centre and other en-
tentainment venues within the metropolitan
area, because it is an historical fact that the
previous Government set up a chain of theatres
and organisations not dissimilar to the organis-
ation which this Government is seeking ap-
proval to set up, which will be an umbrella over
and above a whole range of State sporting fa-
cilities.

The analogies are there for anyone who cares
to have a look at them. However, we were
given assurances in the other place by the Min-
ister that there is no intention of this-and this
is his description of it-becoming a spider
whose legs might reach out into a whole host of
subsidiary sporting centres and facilities
throughout the State. Despite that assurance,
one is tempted to read section 8(2) and (3) in
that light, because it seems to me that this sec-
tion gives an opportunity for the legs of the
spider to be put out into those varied areas.
One of the objectives of the centre at
McGillivray Park is that it will be the home for
a variety of peak sporting organisations and
new organisations that have been created for
the betterment of sport in WA. It will be the
home of the Western Australian Institute of
Sporn, which is currently domiciled at the Uni-
versity of Western Australia under the com-
petent leadership of Wally Foreman; it will be
the home of the Western Australian Sports
Federation, which is based in Wembley under
the leadership of Tom Hoad and Mick Aitken
and others; and it will also-and for this I fully
commend the Government-be the home of
the first sports museum for Western Australia.
I happen to have a soft spot for matters to do
with our heritage, and I think that the decision
the Government has made to include a spants
museum in the centre at McGillivray Park is
one to be totally commended.

We were told in the Minister's second read-
ing speech that the Bill provides for a board of
management to be set up. This board will com-
prise nine people, yet it seems to me to be
something of a contradiction in terms to then
inform members that this board of manage-
ment will be subject to the explicit direction of
the Minister in charge. I for one have queried
not only this L - .. tion but past legislation
which seemed to include in its provisions
things which I believed were somewhat contra-
dictory. If one likes to compare the position
under this particular Bill and under the Perth
Theatre Trust. legislation, one finds that there is
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a substantial and significant difference between
ithe powers of the Minister in the one instance
as opposed to the powers of the Minister in
another instance.

I quickly mention some of the specifics of the
Dill because 1 am not sure that I will be here for
the Committee stage. Clause 20 provides for
what effectively is a sunset clause after five
years, and the Government is to be
commended for that. I notice that people over
70 years of age are to be excluded. Maybe that
is an obvious thing to include when one is deal-
ing with something as active as a sporting pro-
ject, but it seems to me to be regrettable that we
are writing our legislation more and more to
exclude people who could otherwise make a
contribution but who, we are told in a statutory
sense, are somehow senile or incapable of mak-
ing any sont of a decent contribution to the
community once they reach the age of 70.

Only this year Austin Robinson, a man I
knew personally and admired greatly, was in
the news because of some of his past sporting
feats. One might suggest that someone of his
ilk-there are many other like him-would be
excluded from service of the State because of
schedule 1 of this Bill being enacted.

There are other areas that puzzle me and in
some cases worry me. The trust will be made
up of nine people, one of whom will be a mem-
ber of the staff of the University of Western
Australia. I admit that, in the absence of any
explanation in the Minister's second reading
speech-that did not tell us much at all-I can-
not see any direct link between the WA Sports
Centre and its administration and the Univer-
sity of Western Australia.

Bringing my argument back to the Perth En-
tertainment Centre, it bothers me to read that,
amongst the general powers of the new trust,
there will be the power to authorise the use of
the centre for activities of a sporting, rec-
reational, educational, or cultural nature or for
the purposes of public entertainment. Again it
seems somewhat odd, at the same time we are
trying to get rid of the Perth Entertainment
Centre because it is a millstone around the tax-
payers' necks, that we are now creating a new
organisation which will have the statutory char-
ter to do, in many cases, much the same things
as the Perth Entertainment Centre does. It will
exacerbate an already difficult position and I
ask the Minister to address herself to that mat-
ter when she responds to this debate. Surely it
will make the sale of the Perth Entertainment
Centre that much more difficult to negotiate.
In its present form the only other stadium that

it will be in competition with will be the exhi-
bition centre being built at the casino site on
Burswood Island. It is curious that we are try-
ing to desperately rid the taxpayers of the own-
ership of the Entertainment Centre and, at the
same time, we are giving the WA Sports Centre
the capacity to compete with it. That will re-
duce what is otherwise a remote chance of sell-
ing the Perth Entertainment Centre.

A provision in the Bill not touched on in the
Minister's second reading speech is clause 16
which provides for certain property and instru-
ments being exempt from rates, taxes, and
stamp duty. Again, one is inclined to make
some sort of comparison with the Perth Enter-
tainment Centre, the facility at the casino, and,
for example, the Western Australian Cricket
Association ground, and football grounds in the
Perth metropolitan area. I am not sure but I
imagine that the Perth Entertainment Centre
pays certain rates, taxes and stamp duty in its
transactions. I would be surpised if it is
exempt. I would be surprised also if, for
example, the WACA and the exhibition centre
at the casino are exempt from paying State
taxes and charges.

My reading of clause 16 suggests that there
will be a facility for the WA Sports Centre to
opt out of paying those taxes and charges. On
the face of it, I accept the arguments that have
been put previously that it is no good robbing
Peter to pay Paul or taking money out of one
taxpayer's pocket and putting it into another.
Here we have that principle of a competitive
environment being violated in the very year a
lot of legislation has been before the House that
has demanded that any State organisation
which is running in direct competition with
private bodies should compete on an equal
footing by having to pay the State taxes and
charges. I ask the Minister to address herself to
that as it was not mentioned in the second
reading speech.

There are a number of other matters that I
had intended to speak on and may still raise in
the Committee stages. However, there are two
or three other matters that I want to touch on
quickly before I indicate once again the Oppo-
sition's support for this measure.

In another place, the Government has given
a promise-I hope that has been conveyed to
the Minister in this House for her to reply to in
a few minutes' time-on the matter of the ulti-
mate ownership of the State Sports Centre. I
think the WA Sports Centre which is on univer-
sity land will revert to the Government in 50
years' time. The Opposition member handling
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the Bill in another place pursued that matter
with some benefit because he was alert enough
to discover that, in the case of WAIT legis-
lation passed by this House earlier today, after
a certain period, certain properties will auto-
matically become, in that case, part of WAIT's
ownership. The point was raised about the ulti-
mate ownership of the WA Sports Centre in the
other place and the Minister for Sport and Rec-
reation. admitted that he was not really aware
of the answer and that he would supply details
when the debate reached this point in the upper
House.

Reference has been made, in the debate in
the community in this context, to the closure of
the Noalimba Centre in Bateman in the
southern suburbs. It appears to me to be some-
what odd that, at the time we are committing
$22 million to the WA Sports Centre, the State
Government, via the same Minister, is doing
its best to offload- that facility. That has some
very widespread implications for people living
in the country areas of this vast State because it
is primarily used by sportsmen and women
who come from country areas and who stay at
that centre for a relatively modest fee.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: At very substantial
public cost.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Yes, but it should not
have been at such substantial cost because the
management of that centre has been urging the
Government for two years, I understand, to
raise the fees to make it a more viable
proposition. Someone, somewhere resisted that
attempt.

Hon. Mark Nevill: The Attorney General ob-
viously has not.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I would be surprised if
the Attorney General had missed it. I am as-
sured that had the new charges been applied in
the last couple of years, the comment by the
Minister for Budget Management tonight
would have been invalid. because the gap be-
tween income and expenditure would have
virtually disappeared.

I am simply making the point that this is an'
all-embracing Bill. It may well be that the
Western Australian Sports Centre and the
Western Australian Sports Centre Trust will,
one day down the track, take control of
Noalirba-if no other organisation gets its
paws on it. I put a proposition to the Minister
for Sport and Recreation and to the Minister
for Budget Management that we not proceed
down the track that the Minister is going; that
is, to get rid of Noalimba in its entirety.

Why not get rid of the surrounding land that
has no buildings on it and put the proceeds of
the sale into a trust account to allow Noalimba
to remain open? Perhaps the funds could be
used also to provide some sont of modest in-
come for the McGillivray Park complex which,
I repeat, will be a substantial cost to the tax-
payers of Western Australia.

It is crazy to get rid of Noalimba at a time
when it has recorded a 45 per cent increase in
its revenue this year. I hope the Government
will not throw the baby out with the bath water.
Many people involved with sport and rec-
reation, particularly those in country areas, fear
that the baby, Noalimba, is being thrown out
with the bath water. It is up to the Government
to ensure that we get better value for money out
of these organisations.

I commend the Govecrnment for what it is
doing at McGillivray Park. 1 hope that it will
not be a millstone around taxpayers' necks in
the same way as the Minister for The Arts has
said that the Entertainment Centre is a mill-
stone around the taxpayers' necks. I for one do
not subscribe to the view that if a facility does
not pay it should be got rid of. In the field of
the arts and sport it is more likely that ventures
will not make a profit, and in many cases they
will not break even.

Notwithstanding my expression of confi-
dence in the WA Sports Centre and its manage-
ment-it does have a very competent manager
who has come from another State-I hope that
what we are endorsing tonight will not end up
being something we will regret, in a financial
sense, some years down the track.

There is no doubt we have not been provided
with sufficient information about associated
costs including maintenance costs and the
number of staff required for the sports centre.
We have been left largely in the dark, yet we
have been asked to endorse an expensive proj-
ect.

I support the Bill and wish those associated
with both the centre and the trust well.

HON. TOM McNEIL (Upper West) (7.54
p.m.: I would like to compliment Hon. Phil
Pendal. I share some of the concerns he raised,
most importantly that of Noalimba. There has
been great consternation in the country area
about the propoerd closure of this centre. The
facility has afforded Western Australians, par-
ticularly country schools and sporting groups,
with cheap accommodation. I take on board
the Government's comment that it is no
longer a paying proposition and that an alterna-
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tive must be found. Of course, the Government
has decided to cut its losses and to close the
Centre.

I am in constant touch with the Minister in
the hope that a solution can be found in order
that the closure of the Centre can be deferred. I
do not know the answer, but perhaps the
charges for the Centre could be increased. I
have not had any adverse reaction to the
suggestion from people in country areas be-
cause they want the Centre to survive. I suggest
to the Minister that he take on board the con-
cerns of the country people. It is a first-class
facility. Perhaps it is not paying its way, but the
accommodation charges could be increased in
order to meet the Government's requirements.

I believe the Entertainment Centre is an
enornous cost burden on the taxpayer and
Hon. Phil Pendal suggested that perhaps in its
case we are throwing the baby out with the bath
water. That may well be the case.

As far as this Bill is concerned the National
Party is delighted that the Government has
taken the step to establish a Western Australian
Sports Centre. We must provide facilities not
only to train our young people to become
world-class champions, but also to encourage
first-class sportsmen and women from the east-
ern seaboard and overseas to visit WA to par-
ticipate in sport in this State.

The proposed facility is first-class. I have
inspected it on several occasions and it is pro-
ceeding magnificently. I hope that the Minister
in the other place will take on board the point
that I was not invited to the laying of the foun-
dation stone, but I hope that I will be invited to
the official opening of the Centre.

It is a wonderful facility for this State and I
congratulate the Government for taking the in-
itiative to establish it. I have not received any
criticism from members about the cost of the
facility, but the Perth City Council has been
critical about it. According to the council it was
not given the opportunity to have an input into
the decision to establish the Centre at
McGillivray oval, It appears that it believes
that the Government had more consultation
with the Western Australian Sports Centre
people than with it.

Once again, it comes back to the people who
make the decisions. I have great respect for the
people concerned, and they include Tom Hoad
from the Western Australian Sports Feder-
ation; Mr Mick Aitken, a director of the feder-
ation; Mr Wally Foreman, a director of the WA
Institute of Sport; and Mr Jack Howson. These

people should take a bow because when the
Centre is completed it will provide a tremen-
dous asset to Western Australian sport gener-
ally.

I did not hear the first part of Hon. Phil
Pendal's speech when he referred to the $20
million cost of the Centre. However, it will pro-
vide international standard training and com-
petition facilities for badminton, basketball,
gymnastics, martial arts, table tennis, fencing,
indoor hockey and soccer, trampolining,
net ball, and tennis, with seating for up to 5 000
spectators.

Members will be aware that discussions have
taken place about the establishment of a sports
museum, It is a wonderful proposal because
there are many spants personnel in this State
and a hall of honour would be a tribute to
them.

Hon. Phil Pendal spoke about
administration and support facilities. I refer
again to the people who are involved in trying
to promote sport within the State; I refer, in
particular, to those four gentlemen I just
mentioned, as well as the numerous amateur
spants personnel involved in administration,
who struggle to keep sport going. In this State,
we take preat pride in what our footballers, our
hockey players, and our tennis players do.

Hon. Max Evans: And our swimmers.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: We also take great
pride in the achievements of our swimmers.

Nine years ago 1 was a rookie member of this
House and I decided to try to do something
about the football laws within the State. My
efforts were based on the fact that a footballer
is no different from any other sportsman, and
he has a short professional life.

I-on. P. 0. Pendal: That's when they go into
Parliament.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: A footballer is as
entitled to make a dollar out of the sport as the
champion golfer, tennis player, or anyone else.
Therefore, he should be free to play with the
club of his choice, wherever it may be. Mem-
bers who were in the House at the time include
Hon. Vic Ferry, Hon. David Wordsworth,
Hon. Margaret McAleer, and Hon. Des Dans. I
do not think that Lion. Joe Berinson was a
member of this House at the time, but Hon.
Jim Brown was a member when I brought my
private member's Bill before the House. It was
defeated, and the reasons I sought to have it
introduced are now history.

5388



(Wednesday, 3 December l986] 58

I was greatly hurt at that time by personal
attacks made on me by the then president of
the East Fremantle Football Club, Menv
Cowan. I needed to resort to legal action to get
a hearing. Too often, people in our profession
have to take out a writ against this guy or that
guy. I did not like doing it; all I wanted to do
was clear my name. Mr Cowan suggested that I
bad been guilty of trying to channel a player
from this State to St Kilda, my old football club
in Melbourne. That was untrue. It was a par-
ticularly difficult time for me, as Mr Cowan
sent that circular to all the conservative mem-
bers of Parliament. I cannot recall now whether
it was sent also to the Labor members. I am
sure that you, Mr Deputy President (Hon. John
Williams), would remember the incident as you
also were a member of the House at the time.

The matter was settled out of court. The East
Fremantle Football Club then had to print an
apology on the back page of The West
Australian and had to announce it over the
ABC and commercial radio on the morning
following the grand final. The letter of apology
read-

Dear Sir,

APOLOGY TO THE HON. T. McNEIL,
M.L.C.

In October, 1977 Mr. Tom McNeil,
Member of the Legislative Council for
Upper West Province introduced into Par-
liament a Private Members Bill in relation
to the W.A.N.F.L. The East Fremantle
Football Club was opposed to the measure,
and sent out a circular to many people,
including all other Members or State Par-
liament.

There we have it; Labor members must also
have been sent the circular. The letter
continued-

It is now appreciated that the Club's
comments caused Mr. McNeil consider-
able distress. In seeking to oppose the Bill
the club's committee acknowledge that
their comments with respect to Mr.
McNeil, who acted at all times in good
faith, were-unwarranted.

All imputations capable of impuning the
conduct or character of Mr. McNeil
contained in the circular are hereby with-
drawn, and the Club expresses sincere re-
gret for any distress caused to Mr. McNeil.
It is acknowledged that Mr. McNeil is a
worthy representative in the State Parlia-
ment.

The Club has agreed to pay all of Mr.
McNeil's legal costs. It acknowledges his
generosity in having agreed, on publication
of this apology, to forgo his claim to dam-
ages.
Yours faithfully,
EAST FREMANTLE FOOTBALL CLUB
(INC.)
M. G. COWAN,
President.

It was with considerable anger that 1 read an
article in last Saturday week's The Western
Mail.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: I have given up The
Western Mail.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: Unlike Hon. Phillip
Lockyer, an apology was all I was looking for.

The article may not have been seen by a great
many members because The Western Mail runs
two or three editions, and I had great difficulty
in getting hold of this particular edition. The
article of 22 November is headed, "Fury over
signings" and it reads-

OFFICIALS connected with Indian Pa-
cific Limited, the public company which
will run the West Coast Eagles in the VFL
competition next year, are concerned at
the recruiting activities of a number of
senior WA people.

At least two former club presidents and
two players are known to have been
involved with possible moves of WAFL
players to Victoria.

One of them, former Claremont presi-
dent Wal Maskiell ii currently the WAFL's
Arbitrator on clearance disputes.

Maskiell has been accused of steering the
East Perth players Steve Da Rui and
Richard Dennis to Carlton.

Former East Perth player and dual
Sandover Medallist Peter Spencer (now
with Claremont) acted as Power of At-
torney for Da Rui. Spencer signed on Da
Rui's behalf to join Carlton at a reported
$ 110,000 for three years.

I would like members to pin their ears back for
the next bit, which reads-

Former East Fremantle president Men'
Cowan is known to be unhappy and em-
barrassed with the decision of Shark's
ruckrnan Paul Harding not to take up a
contract with Hawthorn next year.

5389



5390 COUNCIL)

Harding has signed with the Eagles, a
move that prompted Cowan to write to
Harding pointing out that he (Harding)
had not fulfilled his obligations to go to
Melbourne.

This is the man who had the audacity to accuse
me of trying to channel players from this State
to the Eastern States. I pointed out at that time
that as the coach of the Great Northern side for
some five years, I had access to fellows who
finally went over there, such as Stephen
McCann who went to North Melbourne and
Jimmy Sewell who went to Footscray, and
never by word or deed did I try to induce any
player to leave the State. However, that was the
statement made at the time.

The article in The Western Mail went on to
talk about other people who were involved-

"I am surprised at the number of people
in football who have an involvement with
Victorian clubs," says John Walker, the
chief executive of Indian Pacific Limited.

"People who have been the pillars of our
football society over the years are suddenly
helping the opposition."

I raised this matter only because I felt it was a
good opportunity to say that we in WA take
great pride in what we do to the Victorians if
we ever get them on the football field, on the
hockey field, or in the swimming pool. On be-
half of the members in this House, I say that we
have great sports people who should be helped
so that they can stay in the State and in
Australia. They should be encouraged to rep-
resent Australia as WA representatives; they
should not be channelled to the Eastern States,
something which the East Fremantle Football
Club finally agreed I was not guilty of.

Hon. Mark Nevill: We won the premiership
in 1977.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: No, East Fremantle
did not win it-Perth did. However, a lot of
Geraldion footballers were in the East
Fremantle team.

We now know that the 1990 world swimming
championships are to be held in Perth. We
know the people who are behind the move to
get those championships here. They are vitally
interested in Western Australian sports people
and in Western Australian sport. The new fa-
cilities played no small part in bringing the
world swimming championships to Perth. I
hope they will help to bring our young people
to world-class standard. Without these built-in
facilities, we would not be able to sit back in
1990 and watch world-class champion swim-

mers. We know what happened with the Comn-
monwealth Games this year in Edinburgh and
how disastrous they were because the African
countries boycotted them. The world cham-
pionships in Madrid were also a bit of a fizzog.

Hon. Max Evans interjected.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: They were a fizzog as
far as Western Australia was concerned.

Hon. Max Evans interjected.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: Hon. Max Evans can
have his turn to speak later.

The point I want to make is that in 1990 we
will have the world swimming championships
here. If we did not have this facility, the cham-
pionships would not be held here. I am hopeful
that our swimmers will rise to the occasion and
reach their peak in 1990, as happened in 1956
when the Olympic Games were held in
Melbourne. No matter what Hon. Max Evans
says, they did not do so in Madrid. I hope they
will produce their best form in 1990.

On behalf of the National Party, I commend
the Government for its action in spending
funds on this Sports Centre; hopefully we shall
see a true resurgence of Western Australian
sport in all spheres.

HON. KAY HALLAHAN (South-East
Metropolitan-Minister for Community Ser-
vices) 18. 11 p.m.]: I am very pleased indeed to
hear the expressions of support for the Bill. It is
a very important Bill which will provide the
management structure for an exciting centre in
our State. Even 1, who have no sporting back-
ground at all, can see the benefits to be derived
from the centre, and we are now seeking to
establish a trust to manage it.

I will respond to some of the points made in
discussion about the Bill because a number of
them need addressing. They can all be satisfac-
torily addressed, and I do not think many mat-
ters will be outstanding once I have had an
opportunity to clarify them.

The first point related to the establishment of
the trust as a QUANGO. When this type of
activity is considered, the responsible people
look at what people in other places have done
with regard to similar facilities. The cry often
comes from the Opposition benches that it is
no reason to do something simply because
other people do it; nevertheless, it would be
stupid not to take into account other people's
experience. The State sports centre in New
South Wales, the centre in Victoria, and the
Sydney Cricket Ground are large complex fa-
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cilities which have management arrangements
similar to that proposed in the Bill before the
House.

Already an interim management board has
been established, and that is widely representa-
tive of people in the spants field. We already
have people very much involved in sporting
community ownership of that very large Centre,
and they have in turn established three stand-
ing committees, called the user committee, the
finance committee, and the building com-
mittee. The people who can see the benefit of
the Centre are prepared to invest time and en-
ergy in a significant way as this centre becomes
a reality. Once the trust is in place, assuming
the Bill is passed, the arrangements will no
doubt be formalised, and those people will con-
tinue to give their expertise and commitment
to the sporting fraternity of our State.

An interesting point was raised about the
link with the University of Western Australia.
It has made available at no cost the land upon
which the centre will be built, and the arrange-
ment is that the University of Western
Australia will have access to the facilities on an
agreed basis. It seems logical that it should re-
tain an interest in the management of that fa-
cility. There is a 50-year lease with an option
for a further 15 years. it is considered that any
major refit of the building is likely to occur
after approximately 30 years and, should that
occur, sufficient of the lease period will remain
to justify the cost of refurbishment which could
be involved. The matter has been well thought
out, and there are good reasons why it has been
arranged in this way.

I will address briefly the question of the En-
tertainment Centre and the Sports Centre.
When we talk in terms of comparison, we are
dealing with two very different facilities. The
Entertainment Centre was not built by the
Government for the people of Western
Australia; it was built as a private enterprise
concern for profit and that is entirely different
from the establishment of the Sports Centre,
which is purpose-built by the Government for
the people of Western Australia. Historically, I
Cannot see the point of comparison. The Enter-
tainment Centre cannot become a sporting
Centre.

Hon. N. F. Moore: They play tennis at the
Entertainment Centre.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: Hon. Norman
Moore makes an interesting interjection. Lots
of things can be done there, but many things
which can be done at the Sports Centre could

in no way be done at the Entertainment Centre.
I take his interjection to be fairly flippant; it is
not worthy of him, nor is it up to his usual
standard of contribution.

Hon. N. F. Moore: You said it could not be
used for sport, and I simply pointed out that
tennis is played there.

Hon. KAY HALLA HAN: The Entertain-
ment Centre could not be used in place of the
facilities to be provided in the Sports Centre. I
do not think members opposite seriously ques-
tion that assertion on my part. A very limited
range of facilities could be provided at the
Entertainment Centre, but the member's
notion that he might support the Entertain-
ment Centre and scrap the Sports Centre-
which is the end point of his argument-is not
valid.

Hon. N. F. Moore: I was not saying that, I
was being pedantic, and you misunderstood
what you said.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I did not misunk-
derstand myself. If there is one person I do
understand, it is me.

We were then presented with the vision of a
spider weaving its web. Spiders seem to hang
around my place, and are busy weaving webs
all the time. The terminology in the Bill is used
for a very good reason. The management trust
must have the ability to manage a flexible range
of ancillary and associated services. It is not
intended that it should reach out and weave
into its web the management of every other
sporting facility around the place. The Minister
made that very clear in another place, and I
hope we can put it to rest.

A further interesting point raised by Hon.
Phillip Pendal was the -question in his mind
about whether the board of management of
nine people should be subject to direction by
the Minister. It is clearly the Minister's and the
Government's policy that it is essential for a
facility worth $22 million to have a very strong
link to Government direction and account-
ability. I see that as a two-way thing, and I
certainly do not go along with the notion that
we should establish the trust and the board to
manage it, and then cast it adrift. The invest--
ment in the Centre on the pant of the people of
Western. Australia is enormous, and I see no
difficulty at all in the fact that it will be subject
to direction by the Minister for Sport and Rec-
reation. That is a matter of clear decision and
the Minister strongly stands by it.

I accept the commendations made by Hion.
Phillip Pendal with regard to the sports mu-
seum; it is a very full and rounded concept. I
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agree with his praise of that and also the review
clause after five years' operation of the legis-
lation. We all agree that the days of setting up
legislation and having no review of its effec-
tiveness have gone, and the Government has
made a commitment to review the way the
legislation is working.

With regard to the exclusion of persons over
the age of 70 years from becoming trustees, in
schedule I that certainly does appear, hut for
the benefit of members I point out that the
schedule provides-

PRO VISIONS RELATING TO THE
TRUSTEES

Certain persons ineligible for appointment
1. A person-

(a) who has attained the age of 70
years-

This applies to persons ineligible for appoint-
ment. That means that if a person is appointed
at the age of, say, 65, enjoys good health, and
wants to contribute or continue to contribute,
that does not preclude that person from con-
tinuing to serve. Many people of 70 years of age
and over have a lot of wonderful experience to
contribute. I hope members will also keep in
mind that fact that many people under 70 years
of age also have a great deal to contribute.
Somebody who is already serving as a trustee is
not precluded from continuing upon turning
70.

Concern was expressed with regard to ensur-
ing that the centre did not clash with other
venues such as the Entertainment Centre. The
Bill provides for the centre to carry out a range
of activities. The reality is that it is a sporting
facility, but it must have some flexibility for
other activities to go on. We know that sporting
people like to socialise, and they also might like
to have exhibitions, so the legislation gives a
clear mandate for flexible use of the centre. Its
primary use is clearly that of a sparts centre.

In regard to clause 16, the exemption from
rates, taxes, and stamp duty was raised. That is
not an unusual provision for a community-
owned facility. The Government makes no
apology for that.

H-on. Phillip Pendal raised the example of
the WACA ground which is freehold property
owned by the Western Australian Cricket As-
sociation; it is not owned by the people of
Western Australia at large as the sports centre
is; so we are looking at different arrangements
and therefore different exemptions apply, quite
logically.

With regard to Noalimba, as it is in my elec-
torate I have taken a close look at the situation
and had consultations with some members of
staff and one in part icular. They are
understandably concerned about the closure of
Noalimba. At this stage no final decision has
been made to close Noalimba. A feasibility
study is under way, and it is a flexible one. It
could lead to a recommendation that Noalimba
be refurbished; it could be refurbished in part.
Indeed it could be closed. The study at this
stage is open.

In conjunction with the feasibility study,
some accommodation units could be
recommended to be built adjacent to the Sports
Centre. That would not be an unexpected out-
come. But the point must be made-and I
make it for the benefit of country members-
that Noalimba has been running at a very sig-
nificant loss. The management and some of the
staff at the centre believe that when charges are
raised in January, losses can be recouped,
resulting in greater occupancy rates and
profitability. As a result of those represen-
tations, I have studied the situation quite
closely. I can see nothing to justify that as-
sertion, because in order to raise the charges
sufficiently to overcome the $800 000 deficit,
one would expect some disadvantage and dis-
couragement to the country people who Hon.
Tom McNeil said were attracted by the very
low rates applying to the centre.

The centre has also suffered from low
occupancy rates. There was reference to an in-
crease of 45 per cent, but that increase started
from a very low base. As I said, I represent the
area and I have taken a personal interest and
had contact with the staff there.

The facility we are talking about in relation
to the Bill tonight has the potential to bring to
this State a great deal of visitor-generated
wealth. Reference has already been made to the
1990 world swimming championships. The
provision of the centre has helped to bring the
championships to Perth. That is only the begin-
ning. It will be the stant of many champion-
ships and meetings of world class in our State
because the facility is there and available. This
Bill seeks to ensure the facility will be very well
managed; there will be great involvement by
the sporting fraternity of this State in that man-
agement and in the ongoing good order and use
of that centre.

One other point which I have not yet touched
upon needs to be addressed, and that is a con-
tentious issue. At this stage it is swill a little
obscure, but it relates to the cost of the centre
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to the Western Australian community. During
the early stages of the project, estimates were
made of the operating shortfall. These have
continued to be under constant review since
the appointment of the general manager, and
we are not in a position to give firm figures
until the contracts in respect of the user groups,
the ancillary services, and sponsorships
associated with the centre have been finalised.

We are in the situation at present where we
cannot give that information, much as mem-
bers rightfully demand it. We all have a re-
sponsibility on behalf of the people of Western
Australia. We do not know what the ongoing
costs will be, but this aspect is being closely
monitored. Every effort will be made to mini-
misc the cost to the public purse as early as is
humanly possibly, but we can give no firm fig-
ures in that regard.

This is an exciting Bill looking at an exciting
phase as far as sport in this State is concerned. I
am pleased to hear there will be support for it,
and I commend it to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

LIQUOR AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)
In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon.
John Williams) in the Chair; Hon. D. K. Dans
(Leader of the House) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-
Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: I understand from

the Leader of the House that he has some of the
department's senior staff in the Chamber. I
thank him for the comments he made during
his summation of the second reading stage, par-
ticularly those which tidied up the question of
the qualification of the supervisor. When that
clause arises I will make some further com-
ments on it, but generally I thank the Leader of
the House for his summation and for satisfying
the queries I posed during my second reading
speech.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Section 7 amended-
Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: One of the queries

placed before the Opposition was from the lim-
ited licence clubs, which put to us that the club
licences referred to in clause 4 (e) (c) should be
struck from section 7 of the principal Act. They
believe that club licences should not be in
category A. I understand that although the
moratorium will be extended for six months

after I January, it will not be extended to this
section of the liquor industry. Would the
Leader of the House explain why club licences
must stay in category A?

Hon. D. K. DANS: The only purpose of this
Bill is to separate the administrative functions
of the Licensing Court from those of the ju-
dicial court. As I explained before, these mat-
ters will be taken up when this legislation is
reconsidered, and the Liquor Industry Council
is aware of that. In other words, if, for instance,
the limited licence clubs want to have a certain
category, they will be able to put their case
forward, and no doubt it will be considered in
conjunction with other suggestions. I have said
before that we will take all these matters into
consideration, confer with the industry, exam-
ine the results of the Honorary Royal Com-
mission, and look at legislation from other
States, including the South Australian legis-
lation.

The South Australian legislation was the
backdrop I used when I was drawing up this
Hill in the first instance. I sent officers, includ-
ing Mr Chapman who is here in the Chamber,
to South Australia and other States to see at
first hand the legislation in practice. I am a
little disappointed in the liquor industry. I do
not know why it asked me to redraw the Hill
last time. We should be beyond that stage now.

Hon. E. J. CHARLTON: I want to pursue
that point a little further, and ask the Leader of
the House to re-emphasise it. Is he still of the
opinion that when the next review of this legis-
lation takes place he will use the South
Australian legislation as its basis? I know he
cannot say definitely one way or another, but it
is important to people in the club industry who
have looked upon that legislation as the model.

Hon. D. K. DANS: On talking to my adviser,
the answer to that is yes. When I was the Minis-
ter responsible, I used the South Australian
legislation as the model, and Mrs Bewg has
certainly continued to do so. It is not much
good going any further than that.

Some sections of the liquor industry do not
think much of the South Australian model: We
must get everybody's views and take it slowly.
Liquor legislation has always been difficult in
this State, because we are trying to suit every-
one.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: Clause 4(d) refers to
wine, cider, cyser, mead, and perry. I have
asked my adviser on these matters, Hon. A. A.
Lewis, what these things are, but to no avail. I
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am well aware of what cider is, but ask the
Leader of the House the precise meanings of
cyser, mead, and perry,

Hon. D. K. DANS: They are all in the
existing Act. I know the Deputy Chairman of
this Committee is a very knowledgeable man. I
do not know what cyser is. I have had a good
look for it in the dictionary and could not find
it anywhere. Mead is made from honey, and I
have some at home-mead, that is, not honey.
Perry is made from pears, as cider is made
from apples.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: While I accept the
Leader of the House's explanation, this is
another example of where things that are not
simple are written into legislation. Wine seems
to be simple, but these things do not. From
time to time old Acts are brought before the
House in order that we may repeal them and
get rid of things like that, but tonight we seem
to be adding them in.

Hon. D. K. DANS: Because no-one knew
what it meant, the draftsman left it in. That is a
fact. Certainly it wilt not be included in the
draft when the legislation is next reviewed.

It is interesting. I have, during my lifetime,
always tried to sample everything alcoholic,
and I cannot work out how I missed cyser.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: In that case, I shall
dismiss Hon. Alexander Ashley Lewis as my
adviser.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 5: Part II repealed and a Part

substituted-
Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: I refer to subclauses

9(l), (2) and (3) of clause 5 and ask the Leader
of the House whether these provisions would
preclude the appointment of a judge presently
sitting on the District Court bench, and
whether that job will be advertised. Would be-
ing a District Court judge or a sitting magis-
trate preclude a person from appointment
under this section, providing he had not less
than eight years' practice and standing?

Hon. D. K. DANS: So long as he had the
eight years' practice and standing he would not
be precluded. That provision brings the legis-
lation into line with the other Acts in Australia.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: In the same clause,
division 2, new section 15(a) refers to senior
supervisors of licensed premises. Can the
Leader of the House explain whether those ap-
pointments will be taken from staff already
existing, or will the normal advertising be car-
ried out?

Hon. D. K. DANS: Six supervisors are
already there. These jobs will be advertised in
accordance with normal Public Service con-
ditions, and those people will be able to apply
for the jobs. In their case I suppose a nod is as
good as a wink.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6 to 23 put and passed.
Clause 24: Sections 142A, 142B, 142C and

142D inserted-
Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: I would like the

Leader of the House to clarify further the
powers of the supervisors, because this clause
seems to give them excessive powers. Their
powers seem to be almost in excess of those
given to taxation inspectors. I am concerned
for the commercial confidentiality of a person's
busi .ness and the power to be given to inspec-
tors to have that person produce books of ac-
count and other records, and to be able to make
copies thereof. It seems the inspector will be
able to do all this on no more than his own
view that it is necessary. A licensee may be in
the process of negotiating the sale of his prem-
ises, and he could well be sensitive about show-
ing his books to anyone. Can the Leader of the
House assure us that the powers to be given to
inspectors will not be excessive? I take it from
his earlier comments that the present Act gives
them similar powers, and that this clause is
merely updating them.

Hon. D. K. DANS: There is nothing un-
toward about this clause. Proposed section
142B is similar to section 20A of the Act. It
goes without saying that the people appointed
as inspectors are mature types who know how
to exercise their authority. Had there been a
real problem with these powers in the past, it
would have come to light by now. If Joe Blow is
watering down his beer, it is no good an inspec-
tor telling him he will be along tomorrow, be-
cause by then Joe Blow would have made the
necessary adjustments.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: I notice the
proposed penalty is $500. 1 would hope that
any publican watering down my beer would be
fined considerably more than that.

Proposed section 142A indicates that pant of
the duties of supervisors is to report to the
director on the extent and standard of services
provided in any licensed premises. I noticed a
Press report of comments by the Minister for
Racing and Gaming indicating she was con-
cerned about strippers being allowed to per-
form on licensed premises. The Leader of the
House might point out that I was one of the
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people most insistent that we let them go back
into hotels after they had earlier been banned.
However, I do not approve of the extent to
which some of them are going now, and I be-
lieve the Minister is right in calling for stricter
controls.

It seems to me that the duties of supervisors
seem to overlap with the duties of the police as
outlined in proposed section 142C. I assume it
is the duty of the police to deal with such things
as complaints about strippers, and for them to
take action under the Police Act, but I would
like the Leader of the House to clarify that.

Hon. D. K. DAMS: This clause is no differ-
ent from the provision in the Act. Supervisors
are concerned with standards and the police are
concerned with enforcement.

I agree with what the Minister for Racing
and Gaming has said, but always remember
that whether it be strippers in a hotel or a bad
show on TV, we do not have to watch; we can
always choose not to go into the hotel or to turn
off the TV. By the same token, we do need
some standards in the community.

Hon. P. H. LOCKYER: I am glad the Leader
of the House added the rider that we must have
some standards in the community. When strip-
pers were originally brought into licensed
premises by publicans, I thought that their acts
were reasonable and that it was wrong for the
Government to have stopped their operations.
Since they have been allowed to re-enter li-
censed premises it seems, unfortunately, that
the earlier professional operations have been
replaced by less satisfactory performances.
Some of these strippers have taken advantage
of certain unscrupulous publicans and are act-
ing in an unacceptable manner. The WA Hotels
Association is not pleased with the present situ-
ation, and I hope the police are encouraged to
take action.

Hon. E. J. CHARLTON: As I mentioned in
my second reading speech, it is not in the best
interests of the hotel industry to be involved
with strippers, and so I congratulate the Minis-
ter for Racing and Gaming for the stand she
has taken.

I disagree a little with Mr Dans' comments
about people not having to watch these per-
formnances, because in some towns people have
no choice if they have only one or two hotels
available to them. In 99 per cent of cases, these
so-called floor shows are put on only to encour-
age people to go to these establishments.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon. John
Williams): Order! I cannot see where floor
shows or things of that kind are mentioned in
the clause, If you can relate your comments to
the clause, you can continue.

Hon. E. J. CHARLTON: I am making a
point about the role of the police when matters
such as this arise. The police are asked to inter-
vene-and we have seen this going on in the
last few days. Should it be the role and re-
sponsibility of the police to intervene or should
it be the industry's responsibility to make sure
that what is going on is above-board? I think it
is right that the industry should take responsi-
bility. It is the role of Government to bring in
legislation so that the onus does not fall on the
police to make judgments about what is right
and wrong. We are here to make the laws, and
we should be able to determine what is best. It
is not in the interests of the police and their
relationship with the public to force on to them
the responsibility for intervening in these situ-
ations. It is against the well-being of the liquor
industry that this sort of controversy should be
created.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I was not going to speak
again, but what Mr Lockyer and Mr Charlton
have been saying opens up a whole new vista in
respect of the Liquor Act. I said earlier that it
was a very protected industry.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: So it should be.
Hon. D. K. DANS: I do not know about that,

but I am not about to change it. I was in Mt
Magnet not long ago and I was astounded to see
see-through barmaids in a town which has
three hotels. I thought it was a bit sad because
the women out that far are not in the prime of
their lives.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: I was with you.
Hon. D. Y, DANS: Yes, and the member

would have noticed that I turned my back on
the bar. My wife was with me. Publicans offer
such a high hourly rate to these people. I am
not saying they are promiscuous, but the
money is available for them because the com-
petition is so keen. If the Government
legislated to stop it some people would stilt get
involved, and then the police are drawn in and
have to enforce the law. Then we get to the next
step and that is where the police become un-
popular. In my opinion if the AHA in particu-
lar were self-regulating this situation would not
arise.

The court itself banned strippers. The ban
was not put on because of female strippers but
because all those jaded housewives going to a
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pub in Balga or Balcatta were looking at male
strippers. The ban was imposed for that reason.
Strippers were not banned at private functions,
football clubs, or cabarets, so we are dealing
with a hotch-potch of things here. I realise
there must be a community standard, but who
sets it-the community itself, or is it done by
legislation? In all the years I have been here I
have thought we are legislation-happy at
times-we legislate to put people off all sorts of
things. Speaking about powers, those given to
fisheries inspectors and game wardens make
the KGB look like kindergarten teachers.

I have been handed a note by Hon. Tom
Stephens who is an expert in these matters, and
he tells mec cider is made from apple juice.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 25 to 40 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Hill read a third time, on motion by Hon.

D. K. Dans (Leader of the House), and passed.

STAMP AMENDMENT BILL
Second Read ing

Debate resumed from 2 December.
HON. MAX EVANS (Metropolitan) (8.57

p.m.]: It gives me a great deal of pleasure to
speak on a finance Bill which deals with
exemptions and exceptions-a very rare thing
in this House.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Very typical of this
Government!

Hon. MAX EVANS: Yes, I must agree with
that; the stockbrokers in the community are
being looked after. The stamp duty rates they
pay are being lowered, and they need a little
help. Stamp duty is also being removed on in-
surance policies involved in the transport of all
goods within Australia as well as
internationally, and the Minister has set out
clearly what that is about.

The Bill also assists the WADC in its inter-
national insurance exchange in which I wish it
well. Some of these concessions must be made
if we are to promote new business and develop
it along the lines of the competition. I com-
mend the Government for that. I accept that

WADC is part and parcel of this Government
and the Government is helping it to get some-
thing up and running.

A further exemption is provided for in-
surance policies for marine hulls used primarily
for commercial purposes. This follows moves
in other States except Tasmania, which I pre-
sume may follow later. I am not sure why it has
not already done so. That provision is com-
mendable.

These exemptions will not cost a lot of
money-about $2 million to $3 million out of
revenue collected of $200 million to $300
million-but it will make business life easier
for people in those types of business.

A further exemption is one of convenience,
and it came up in the Budget debate; it relates
to taxpayers who are paying stamp duty on
rental businesses. They will be able to pay that
duty annually rather than monthly, which will
save paperwork. The revenue will remain the

Same. I point out that the rate of stamp duty on
rental business is 1.8 per cent. Bearing in mind
the rate of inflation and the increasing rental
cost of cars, tractors, and machinery, one is
looking at paying 1.8 per cent on top of interest
of 23 per cent to 25 per cent which is built into
the lease or rental agreement. That extra stamp
duty of 1.8 per cent is a high impost on busi-
ness, and it is getting too high, particularly
when one remembers that the prices of so much
heavy machinery, cars, and tractors have gone
up by 30 per cent to 50 per cent. Therefore, the
lease rental charges have gone up by the same
amount, and the stamp duty to the Govern-
ment has become a built-in inflation factor,
which benefits the Government.

Those are the four concessions. The second
leg of the double is an anti-avoidance measure.
I understand there has been some delay with
this Bill caused by bringing the two pieces of
legislation together, but this anti-avoidance
measure is in respect of practices which
resulted in the avoidance of stamp duty. There
are documents which enable one to avoid
stamp duty; there are oral statements which
enable people to avoid paying stamp duty. The
Bill requires that a memorandum be drawn up
because although it is obvious that a person
who previously made oral agreements will not
draw up a memorandum willingly, he can now
be caught if he does not do so. This memor-
andum provides a back up. I think that is a well
conceived idea; I cannot think of any other way
to do it. With oral agreements there is nothing
written down and nothing to stick to.
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It is my opinion that avoidance of these du-
ties has been brought about by higher and
higher stamp duty. These force people to look
at ways to defeat the system because the costs
are just too high. People do not object to pay-
ins a reasonable amount of taxes and charges-

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Are you sure of that?
Hon. MAX EVANS: I suggest the M inister

look at land transfers. One is paying 4.25 per
cent on transfers over $500 000. It does not
take a very large warehouse to cost $500 000;
on that the stamp duty is $16 775. If one puts
through a deal of $1 million, the stamp duty
will come to $36 000. These charges have
increased a lot in the last few years and they are
getting too much for people; they are saying,
"Heck, $36 000 on a transfer of $1 million on
land!" A transfer of $20 million dollars attracts
$900 000 in stamp duty, or the Perth tech site,
which sold for $33.5 million, attracts $1.3
million in stamp duty. People think in this case
they are paying something for nothing; they are
paying stamp duty at 4.25 per cent at a flat rate
on transfers over $500 000; over $25 000, it is a
flat rate of four per cent-one pays $16 775 on
that, and four per cent above that rate. I believe
this has brought about people looking at ways
to avoid paying this duty. The "Darwin
Shuffle"-something which I thought was
closed off years ago because it had been going
on for some 20 or 30 years-has now been
closed off;, this "Darwin Shuffle" meant that
one could hire an attorney to process the docu-
ments for one in Darwin in order to avoid
paying stamp duty down here. One could not
do it on land property, but it could be done on
shares. Most of the accounting and law firms in
Australia had offices in Darwin to process
these documents-mainly in the boom years of
the 1970s.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: I think the difference is
that the former method involved the transfer in
the Northern Territory, whereas the recent
method involved the transfer of shares to the
Darwin register before transfer.

Hon. MAX EVANS: I see. I think that has
been done before, but many accounting and
legal firms had. a register of shares in those.
places. Every time a State makes a change the
processing of documents has to be changed.
Fortunately for the accounting and legal pro-
fessions the States do not make these changes
simultaneously; they make these changes one at
a time; some States are behind others in this
respect. We are still dealing with the old laws in
Darwin and it has been a slow process to
change this around.

However, it has influenced people to go to
Darwin in order to transfer their shares. They
manage to transfer shares worth many millions
of dollars and the stamp duty they are saving is
well in excess of the legal and accounting fees
they would pay. Lease agreements also come
under this anti-avoidance measure. These days
a lease agreement, with high rental rates in the
city areas, can sometimes come to $1I million a
year. That attracts about $45 000 in stamp
duty. Once again, when people start paying this
sort of money up front, they begin to consider
how they can beat the duty. When one sees the
size of the figures involved, one can quite be-
lieve that $5 million could be avoided in four
months. It would not be hard once people set
their minds to it.

However, I wish the Government the best of
luck in its attempts to stop this avoidance.
There are some pretty bright lawyers around
town and some big money involved-$5
mIlion has already been missed; that was when
the Government found out about it, it must
have been going on before then-but this high
stamp duty and the high taxes and charges are
responsible for people attempting to avoid pay-
ment.

The Opposition supports the Bill.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Minister for Budget Manage-
ment) [9.05 p.m.]: I thank Mr Evans for his
indication of the Opposition's support of this
Bill.

In som e respects, the debate, I think, has
been a re-run of the earlier debate on land tax
when it was also said that the rates were too
high. No-one in the land tax debate or in this
debate has bden able to suggest alternatives.
The fact is that revenue has to match expendi-
ture, and it is not a matter of enjoying rates at
this or any other level; it is a matter of requir-
ing a level of revenue and having to raise that
as a State from an unfortunately narrow State
tax base.

I frankly doubt whether the incentives to
evasion which Hon. Max Evans referred to,
while real, explain the problems. I have not
made a study of the subject, but I do not have
the faintest doubt that when income tax was
introduced in Britain at the rate of a shilling in
the pound, tax evasion measures started simul-
taneously. it is a feature of taxation that it is
accompanied almost automatically by avoid-
ance or evasion efforts. I think that that would-
apply equally to stamp duty at 3.25 per cent as
at 4.25 per cent.
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I have one other comment, and this relates to
Hon. Max Evans' comment about people feel-
ing antagonistic towards such charges as stamp
duty because they are paying something for
nothing. That is simply not true; what they are
paying for is to meet the cost of the services of
the State, and they pay for it through stamp
duty in the same way as they pay for it through
payroll tax and land tax, through various
charges and, at the Commonwealth level,
through income tax. One cannot have it both
ways; one cannot have the service and not pay
for it, and one cannot have the services at the
level which the community requires without
paying one's taxes and charges at the level
which those costs require.

I again thank the Opposition for its indi-
cation of support for this Bill which I commend
to the House. -

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

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

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

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon.

J. M. Berinson (Minister for Budget Manage-
ment), and passed.

ALUMINA REFINERY AGREEMENT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 2 December.
HON. C. J. BELL (Lower West) [9.11 p.m.):

This Bill puts into effect an agreement between
competing interests involved in the northern
jarrab forests. On the one hand there is the
long-established timber industry, and the more
recent alumina industry and, on the other
hand, the people industry including
conservationists and tourism concerned about
the aesthetic aspects of the natural forest.

There in no doubt that the agreement is a
compromise between those competing
interests. I guess if one spoke to each group
individually one would probably find that none
of them was exactly happy with the agreement
but I guess that is the nature of a compro-
mise-nobody gets everything they want.

The Lane-Poole Reserve within the northern
jarrah forests is a particularly atttractive area
and it would be sad if it were changed by the
intrusion of industrial activity. The Bill's intent

is to ensure that does not happen. I applaud the
Government for protecting that area. The argu-
ment is, of course, to what degree and how
close one needs to go to the actual area the Bill
seeks to protect, and I guess that is what the
compromise is about. The area of dispute is the
area around the town of Dwellingup, the Lane-
Poole Reserve and other areas mentioned in
the second reading speech. I am pleased to see
that there has been an agreement acceptable to
everybody.

The Opposition supports 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
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon.

J.M. Berinson (Attorney General), and passed.

WESPLY (DARtDANUP) AGREEMENT
AUTHORIZATI1ON AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 2 December.

HON. W. N. STRETCH (Lower Central)
[9.16 p.m.] The Opposition has great pleasure
in supporting this Bill. The genuine intent of
the Bill is to utilise the softwood thinnings
coming from the pine softwood plantations in
the south-west of the State and from the north-
ern areas near Perth. Until now there has not
been sufficient capacity to handle the amount
of thinnings and this legislation allows for a
stumpage rate relating to an otherwise wasted
resource.

The softwood industry in the west is moving
forward, albeit very slowly. The Attorney Gen-
eral will recall some problems we had earlier in
the session of this Parliament with the manage-
menit of some private plantations. Some of
those problems stemmed from the fact that
there was no outlet for the resource which was
left on the gound to rot.

This Bill does not do terribly much to help
those people in the private plantation industry.
However the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management was kind enough to send
two gentlemen to brief the Opposition on this.
They indicated that there could well be pro-
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vision in the contracts organised in the future
to help utilise some of the resources from the
private sector. We welcome that.

The move toward softwood plantations in
the south-west of the State promoted by the
Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement is an interesting concept. This concept
has been strenuously pursued by the depart-
ment, and as plantations are established further
towards the south coast, they seem to be mak-
ing more headway, more so than around
Manjimup where the scheme was established as
a political pay-off to assist the area after a
downturn in the hardwood industry resource
base.

The Opposition welcomes this Bill because it
provides considerable potential far the
Government to help Wesfi Pty Ltd in its pur-
suit of export markets for its product. It will
not only be of great benefit to the company, but
it will also be of great benefit to Western
Australia.

Wesfi is an innovative and forward thinking
company and it deserves the support of the
Government. It has the support of the Oppo-
sition and it is with pleasure that we support
this Bill and wish the company well in its proj-
et to use what otherwise has been a wasted
resource in Western Australia.

HON. V. J. FERRY (South-West) [9.2t
p.m.]: I wish to he associated with the support
for this measure. Wesfi Pty Ltd, which is based
in Dardanup, has established itself as a very
good company. I will not go into any detail
about the present arrangements, but I would
like to make some general comments about the
timber industry in the south-west because
Wesfi is dependent on softwood supplies.

I am concerned that there has been a revival
of conservationist groups within the com-
munity who appear to be dedicated to speaking
against the timber industry. About 10 years ago
we had a spate of these groups in the com-
munity. There is nothing wrong with
conservationist groups providing they have a
balanced approach and consider the timber in-
dustry.

It is absolutely essential for this State to capi-
talise on its natural resources. One might say
that the growing of softwood for the milling
industry is not a natural resource. Nevertheless,
it is a product of the soil and it has been suc-
cessfully grown in special locations in the
south-west. Most of the softwood plantations
were fostered many years ago under a scheme
introduced by the then Forests Department. It

is now controlled by the Department of Con-
servation and Land Management. A large num-
ber of private plantations are in operation, and
they are necessary for the benefit of the soft-
wood industry.

It concerns me that a number of people in
the community believe that pine plantations
are injurious to the environment, that they
stifle the natural fauna, and are detrimental to
the natural flora of the area. Be that as it may, I
believe there is a place for the growing of soft-
wood in the south-west to augment our
diminishing indigenous hardwood forest. We
need both species of timber in our modem so-
ciety.

I hope the Government withstands undue
pressure from individuals and pressure groups
in the context of hindering sensible timber pro-
duction and the utilisation of that resource.

I jealously guard the role of timber growing
in this State. I have lived in the south-west for a
number of years and have had the privilege of
representing the area in this place for a number
of years, and during that time I have seen sev-
eral changes in the industry. Members are
aware of the change in the hardwood industry,
but on this occasion we are dealing with soft-
wood which is of tremendous value not only to
the south-west but also to this State.

I am aware that moves have been made in
some countries to stifle the production of tim-
ber resources. I instance New Zealand as a
classic example. The latest moves countenan-
ced by the New Zealand Government and
supported by the conservationists who have ex-
treme views on the use of land and timber is
not in the best intertSs .of that country. I am
mindful of the success conservationists have
achieved in certain areas of Tasmania.

I am asking this Government to ensure that
there is a sensible balance between conser-
vation and the use of natural resources. if a
balance is achieved there can be a multi-pur-
pose use of our timber resources.

Select Committees of this House have
documented detailed information on a number
of matters concerning timber use and land
management. I urge the Government and
Government agencies to take note of those re-
ports and to refer also to the references which
are listed in those reports. I refer especially to
an Honorary Royal Commission set up to in-
quire into conservation and land management.
The Honorary Royal Commission was success-
ful in gathering a great deal of material from
the United States of America, Canada, and
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Great Britain. The material has been placed in
the library and it is available for those people
who wish to peruse it. It contains excellent in-
formation on a whole range of matters dealing
with land, national parks, timber production,
and the like.

I wish Wesfi well, but I ask the Government
to be very prudent in its handling of the soft-wood industry and to give it the support it
needs. We should not take this industry lightly.

We do have a problem in the south-west cor-
ner of the State and pressure has been brought
to bear regarding the maximum land use re-
quirement. There is competition not only in
the timber industry, but also in the agricultural
industry, with urban sprawl and the like. We
must preserve this natural resource, which was
probably the first industry established when
this State was a colony. I ask the Government
to be vigilant in this matter.

HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [9.28
p.m.j: Mr Deputy President (Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth), You Will remember the magnifi-
cent job Wesfi Pty Ltd, formerly Wesply, did,
in conjunction with the Forests Department,
when it cleaned up the forest after the damage
caused by cyclone "Alby". The company can-
not be given enough credit for what it did when
it worked to salvage the timber resource at that
time-

Since the establishment of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management, the
planting of pines has decreased dramatically.
The Government was forced out of the
Donnybrook sunklands as a result of action
taken by people in the metropolitan area who
did not know what they were talking about.

The leasing of land for the planting of pines
has not been a success. As a matter of fact, I
think that only one property has been leased for
this reason. The whole concept of pine planting
in Western Australia was to make the State self-
reliant by the year 2015 so that it could have a
renewable and continuous source of hardwoods
from that year. However, we are way behind
with that programme.

I am not one of those persons who advocates
that Western Australia has a wonderful export
potential as far as timber is concerned. Mem-
bers have only to remember what happened in
Brazil and New Zealand. In the early 1990s
New Zealand will provide twice as much
pinewood as it is now exporting, and I think
that the market will be at saturation point.

Hon. Fred McKenzie, Hon. Vic Ferry and I
had a look at Europe too. The tendency of
European countries to grow pines and other
softwoods for the open export market will put
any scheme of ours in grave danger. We have to
produce those softwoods that we need for our-
selves so that we can have our hardwood indus-
try back into gear with a continuous supply,
properly managed, by the year 2015. I urge the
Government to get on with it. At the moment,
it is not happening because of political press-
ures, a little bit the same as with Kakadu.
People are rushing into making decisions with-
out getting the professionals to make them for
them. They are making political decisions for
which we will all have to suffer unless the
Government takes a stronger line.

I am tickled pink to notice the mining legis-
lation that is to be introduced to the House,
because the Government is trying to set a stan-
dard that it will not go below, although the
committee has not reported. I would like to see
the Government do that with pines, timber
production and land management because I am
very scared that certain way-out groups will try
to take over political parties to force on those
political parties decisions that are not in the
best interests of the State.

I wish this agreement Bill well and, with
Hon. Vic Ferry, support it.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

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

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

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon.

J. M. Berinson (Attorney General), and passed.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN SPORTS
CENTRE TRUST BILL

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon.
Robert Hetherington) in the Chair; Hon. Kay
Hallahan (Minister for Community Services) in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-

Hon. MAX EVANS: I make the comment for
the Minister to pass on to the Minister in the
other place that concrete buildings will not lift
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the standard of athletes. There is a lot more to
it than all this concrete and building. Coaches
are what make athletes, not buildings.

With respect to the ongoing costs of the
centre, I am concerned about where the
Government will get the money to assist ath-
letes with coaches. We should have full-time,
professional coaches who are paid on their
merits. If they are no good they should be
sacked. Stadiums are often needed when
weather conditions are unfavourable, but they
do not make athletes.

I am not criticising the WA Sports Centre. I
think it has great potential for the Western
Australian Institute of Sport and the University
of Western Australia which will operate from
it. It has been mentioned that the world swim-
ming championships will be held at the centre
in 1990. 1 would like to know where the warm-
up pool will be- There has to be another SO-
mectre pool at the McGillivray complex to serve
as the warm-up pool for the world champion-
ships. I wonder what consideration has been
given to that and what might be the estimated
cost, because it is very important.

Most of the top university coaching schools
in America have pools which are just like
Somerset Pool in East Victoria Park. There is
nothing around them, except a fence to stop
kids falling in them. At the University of
Arizona, where my son Peter was, the pool was
just like the Somerset Pool. However, the uni-
versity produced Olympic gold and bronze
medallists, a silver medallist in diving, and
gold medallists in synchronised swimming. The
pool was just a little open-air pool which got a
bit of ice around it in the wintertime.

World championships have been held at
many places without indoor pools or big indoor
stadiums. In 1978 the world championships in
Berlin were held in an outdoor pool. There was
an outdoor setting for the 1982 championships
held in Ecuador. Concord near San Francisco,
could not afford a couple of hundred thousand
dollars to upgrade its pools, so the champion-
ships were held in Ecuador-outdoors by-the
ocean in very substandard conditions. But
water is all that is really needed. In the 1984
Olympic Games the fastest times were
recorded and more world records were broken
than in any other Olympic Games. Those races
were also held in an outdoor pool. There was a
stainless steel pool above the ground and a lad-
der had to be climbed to get into it. It was a SO-
metre stainless steel pool which was presold

and later carved up and taken away, as were all
the grandstands and the 50 portable toilets-
there were no concrete-block toilets there.

The Commonwealth Games pool in
Edinburgh was built in about 1962, and it is
still in use. It may seem a little bit shallow, but
the swimmers do not break their necks and
seem to be able to cope with it. Some com-
ments were made about why some swimmers
did not go to the championships in Madrid.
Their qualifying times were simply not good
enough. A few of the others were sent home
because they played up.

I point out to the Minister that we need to
look at the overall budget for the Sports Centre.
I am interested in sport, not in winning gold
medals or Australian championships. Sport is
important for what it does for the self-develop-
ment and self-esteem of individuals. The
achievement of personal best times can be
brought about only by coaching. We need pro-
fessional coaches who are paid on their merits
to faster such achievements. We do not need
university academics, but people who can
highly motivate our athletes.

The Australian Institute of Sport in Canberra
is tending to consider the coaches as the least
important persons because they do not have
doctorates in philosophy or masters degrees.
They must know how to coach and win races.
Sport is becoming too academic and scientific.
We need to go back to the grassroots level of
having coaches who can coach and get the best
out of their athletes. Most of the great coaches
were athletes and they did not have degrees,
but they could get out and motivate. In
America most of the top coaches are
motivators. The top sportsmen do not necess-
arily become top coaches and the top coaches
were not necessarily top sportsmen. Each field
requires a different type of person.

This whole structure will do nothing towards
the development of youth unless we get top,
paid coaches. As I said in my maiden speech I
am all for sporting activities which develop
young people and bring them together..

I support the Bill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon. Robert
Hetherington): Before we continue, I point out
that there is a tendency for honourable mem-
bers to make second reading speeches on the
short title debate. It is a tendency which the
Chamber can do without and I think we should
be more careful about it in future.
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Hon. KAY HALLAH-AN: I agree with the
member that coaching is an integral and essen-
tial part of any increased participation and
increased excellence with regard to sport. The
Government provides that through the Sports
Instant Lottery, so it is not overlooked.

I take the member's point that we do not
need concrete pools to produce good sports
people, but good facilities are useful. I take it
the member is not discounting the benefit of
those facilities.

With regard to the 50-met re warm-up pool, it
will be provided for the championships to
which the member referred. The expense of
providing it has been added to the costing for
running that event. The expenditure will be off-
set by the television rights, so the whole budget-,
ing process has taken it into account.

I take on board the thrust of the member's
comments about the absolute necessity of
coaching being the focus. I suppose he was say-
ing that given that the Government is provid-
ing good facilities, it should not overlook the
need for coaching. The policy of the Govern-
ment with regard to sport is a two-sided policy
of increased participation and increased excel-
lence; it is a combination of both. With regard
to coaching, preliminary discussions have
taken place with the Australian coaching direc-
tor to explore the most effective way of provid-
ing the best coaching facilities in this State.
Tonight the focus has been on the Sports
Centre, but the other human attributes which
will determine whether people benefit from the
centre are certainly nut in any way overlooked.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 2 to 4 put and passed.

Clause 5: The board of the Trust-

Hon. PR G. PENDAL: I was away from the
Chamber on parliamentary business and did
not hear the Minister's response to the second
reading debate. In the course of the second
reading debate I asked why under subclause
((c)(ii) the Government proposed that a
member of the staff of the University of West-
ern Australia should be on the board of man-
agement.

If I recall correctly, the land is owned by the
university but I am interested to know why that
particular tertiary institution, as distinct from
any other tertiary body-or one could even ar-
gue a more appropriate organisation-should
be included.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: The member has
answered his own question. The land is owned
by the University of Western Australia and that
is why the institution will have a member on
the board of management and retains ant
interest in that facility.

The university will also have access to facili-
ties on an agreed basis and that mainly will be
through its department of human movement,
which will be interested in the teaching and
research fields. It is also possible that during
off-peak periods staff and students of the uni-
versity will be able to use the facility. Arrange-
ments have been entered into in this regard.
Certainly, their use of the centre will not be
during any period when other bodies would be
using it but, as we all know, all centres have
their off-peak periods.

We cannot discount the fact that the land is
owned by the university and has been made
available at no cost.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I thank the Minister
for that explanation. It is perhaps appropriate
to ask again the question I raised in the second
reading debate about how the ultimate owner-
ship of the centre is envisaged. I recall that the
debates in another place went down the track
that the Government would end up owning the
whole premises but it was suggested that by law
the centre would become the property of the
university.

The reason for my interest-it may not be
the same as the memb&r for Albany's-is not
disassociated with the remarks made by Hon.
Norman Moore when he led for the Opposition
on the WAIT Bill earlier tonight; that is, 50
years ago it was never envisaged that the Uni-
versity of Western Australia would one day be
financed in its entirety by the Commonwealth
Government, even though it is still subject to
the legislative competence of the Western
Australian Parliament. Therefore, the question
of ownership has some implications another 50
years down the track.

I remind the Minister for Community Ser-
vices that the Minister in another place did not
know the answer to the question but he under-
took to find out. Perhaps the Minister has
covered this point in the second reading de-
bate.

H~on. KAY HALLAHAN: In fact, we are
talking about 65 years because the lease ar-
rangement is for 50 years with an option for a
further 15 years. The buildings remain the
property of the Government and at some time
approaching the expiry of the 65 years, nego-
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tiations will have to take place about the
ongoing ownership and provision for the whole
centre. It is quite clear that for 65 years the
buildings will belong to the Government. What
happens after that depends on the perceived
need for the buildings and the best loading of
them in terms of ongoing management.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I want an assurance
that there is no possibility that the ownership
of this enterprise will revert to the university
unless a decision is made along the way specifi-
cally to do that. Perhaps I could have that as-
surance for the record.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I am happy to put
on the record the fact that there is no possi-
bility of that occurring. It is not built in to
occur by default or effluxion of time. It would
need to be clearly negotiated and a decision
made.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 61.o8 put and passed.
Clause 9: General powers-
Hon. P. G. PENDAL This clause deals with

a matter which I understand the Minister
responded to at the end of the second reading
debate. Perhaps she felt I was drawing a rather
long bow when I spent a fair amount of time
talking about the functions of the Perth Enter-
tainment Centre and the State Sports Centre.
Let me remind her that clause 9(2) (a) gives the
trust the power to put the Sports Centre to the
multiplicity of uses listed there-

I refute the suggestion that I was drawing a
long bow. If the Minister said, as I understood
her to say, in one case we are looking at the
Perth Entertainment Centre which has to make
a profit, and on the other hand the Sports
Centre which has not, that worries me, and I
think it worried Hon. Max Evans and a few
other members.

During the second reading debate I said that
no-one wants to see this thing become a mill-
stone around the neck of the public. Clause
9(2) (a) is designed not only for sport, but also
clearly so that the centre will be in a position to
compete to some extent with -the Perth -Enter-.
tainment Centre in non-sport ventures.

I do not know the capacity of the State Sports
Centre. I was told the day I visited the place.
Perhaps the Minister can find that information
out. If Elton John, Neil Diamond, Or People Of
that kind came to Perth, they are the kind of
entertainers the management of that place
hopes to be able to attract as they are good
money-spinners. We will then have a wholly-

owned State enterprise making money and
competing with another sort of State-owned
enterprise in the form of the Entertainment
Centre, and at a time when the latter is going
broke, and is, in the Minister's own words, a
millstone around the neck of the community.

I wonder whether this is a very sensible
clause to include in the Bill, notwithstanding
that I accept it makes sense for the State Sports
Centre to be able to break even as near as poss
ible, or at least generate substantial income so
that it does not become a millstone around our
necks.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I would reiterate
that the centre is built to be flexible in its usage.
That seems to me to he absolutely essential
when one is spending the amount of money we
are. I cannot see any problem about that.

In relation to the size, it may be a matter of
comfort or huge discomfort to the member to
know that the Sports Centre can accommodate
perhaps 4 000 to 5 000, depending on the con-
figuration of the seating, whereas the Entertain-
ment Centre can seat about 8 000 to 9 000. For
the larger events, I guess the Entertainment
Centre will remain king of the wazzer.

I take the member's point about competing
venues. In spite of that, the nature Of this
centre, providing for spectator sports as it does,
must have a significant amount of seating
space. It needs the capacity and freedom to
organise the recreational, educational, and cul-
tural needs associated with its activities. It
should become in many ways a centre for
people who have a particular sporting bent in
our community. That is probably the inevitable
drift for a section of our community.

The comparison is probably an inappropriate
one as centres go. This one is purpose-built for
a multi-purpose function. It has room for lec-
ture theatres. The member has been over it so
he has had the whole thing explained to him.

The Entertainment Centre is a huge barn. It
has some flexibility, but it is precluded from
certain major events because of the nature of
the building. It was built as- a huge entertain-
ment complex to take vast crowds and hope-
fully to make a good profit on various artists,
apart from providing a venue for local people.
The Sports Centre was purpose-built by the
Government. We are not unconscious of the
need to cover costs, but we mnust cater for the
needs of the community, which is a little differ-
ent from the thrust of a building like the Enter-
tainment Centre.
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Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I accept what the Min-
ister says; it makes sense, If we pretend that
clause 16 is not part of the Bill-this is the
Government's Bill; I will not go to the barri-
cades on it-the powers entrusted to the centre
under clause 9(2) (a) become very relevant to
my argument when one considers the pro-
visions of clause 16. 1 know I am not permitted
to canvass it now, but I raised this in the sec-
ond reading speech. The Sports Centre will not
pay taxes and charges, but the Perth Entertain-
ment Centre and WACA do, I gather.

Will payroll tax be paid by the State Sports
Centre? The Minister for Budget Management,
who is present here, brought in a Bill-if not a
Dill an administrative action-exempting
many Government departments from the re-
sponsibility for paying payroll tax where they
were not involved in some business venture in
competition with the private sector. The Oppo-
sition supporied that. But in the case of the
Tourism Commission, we asked whether that
commission would be paying payroll tax be-
cause it competes with the private sector. That
is pant of the reason for raising this question
under clause 9(2) (a).

It is said in the clearest possible terms that
the State Sports Centre will provide facilities of
the kind I have already described and which
are enumerated in that clause.

Later we were told the Sports Centre would
not be paying rates and taxes, or charges, or a
whole host of things, yet I believe those things
do apply in the case of the Perth Entertainment
Centre, and certainly in the case of the WACA
ground. The latter facility is a privately-owned
sporting facility which has had huge expendi-
ture in recent years, and therefore it is the de-
sire of its management to get a maximum re-
turn on its investment at the WACA; no less
the WAFL headquarters at Subiaco.

I imagine the WACA would be paying pay-
roll tax, yet, the State Sports Centre, which will
not, will compete against it. For example,
people would know that the WACA has been
used as an entertainment venue in the past.
Neil Diamond and other people have
performed there. But I imagine that the WACA
is not exempted from those State taxes and
charges. That is the reason that clause 9(2)(a)
becomes somewhat dubious in the light of what
we are going to be asked to pass when we get to
clause 16.

On the question of rates and taxes, and
charges, I am interested to hear whether the
same exemptions apply to those other venues
which are privately-owned in the sense that the
WACA and the WAFL are privately owned.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: I will explain
again. The member may or may not be aware
that in my response I did try to cover all the
points raised during the second reading debate.

The WACA is freehold propenty owned by
the Western Australian Cricket Association,
and it is therefore not exempt. I take the memn-
ber's point about people having functions
there, but that would be on the basis of some-
body hiring the ground and running the func-
tion, as people at many other venues.

The Sports Centre is a facility provided by
the Government of Western Australia for the
people of Western Australia, and it is just a
very normal provision that it should be
exempted from those charges. It is a facility
owned by the community for the community; it
is not owned by a section of the community.
The Government is strongly of the view that
the provisions in this Bill are quite appropriate
to the circumstances.

Hon. P. 0. PENDAL: I challenge what the
Minister has said. It is not a normal action at
all. The yardstick for what is normal is what the
Government itself did only a few months ago
by way of a Bill or an administrative action, I
forget which, in order to exempt Government
departments from paying payroll tax. That
made a lot of sense and the Opposition
supported that.

Where we came to somre disagreement with
the Government was that it was the Govern-
ment's specific decision not to exempt from
payroll tax, for example, those Government
bodies which would in some way or another be
competing with the private sector. I am saying,
and the Minister has just admitted, that organ-
isations such as the WACA do pay payroll tax
and stamp duties of the kind mentioned in this
Bill, as well as other State taxes and charges. I
am simply drawing to the Minister's attention
that what is being legislated here is quite incon-
sistent with what the Minister for Budget Man-
agement was asking us to do only a few weeks
ago.

Hon. J. Mv. Berinson: It is not inconsistent at
all, because the nature of the organisations is
quite different.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Maybe the Minister
for Budget Management would like to join the
debate and spell that out in a little more detail.
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After all, it was his action, not the Oppo-
sition's, which raised that matter in the 1986-
87 State Budget, so the Minister can hardly
complain now that people on the Opposition
side are raising it as a legitimate fear. If that
had not been spelt out in clause 9(2)(a), the
problem might not have arisen. If there were
any intention on the part of the Opposition to
frustrate the passage of this Bill, we would be
moving down a different path.

Notwithstanding the interjection by the Min-
ister for Budget Management, there is a major
inconsistency here whereby the State Sports
Centre, which in many respects will hemi com-
petition with privately-owned organisations,
will be exempted from State taxes and charges,
and rates, whereas other organisations provid-
ing similar facilities will not be exempted.

I have spoken so far about the WACA, but I
turn now to the Perth Entertainment Centre. I
cannot work out who the devil owns it. I do not
know whether the Holmes a Court organisation
owns it, or whether it is owned by the State of
Western Australia. Mr Parker appears to be-
lieve it is owned by the State, otherwise he
would not be tring to sell it; and yet the
Holmes a Court organisation has had a fair bit
to say in recent times about the Government's
decision to try to sell it. Are we saying that
people who work at the Perth Entertainment
Centre may well be on the Government exemp-
tion list for payroll taxes and other charges and
rates referred to?

Despite the denial by the Minister, there is
quite a clear-cut analogy between those two,
and it violates the very principle the Minister
for Budget Management spelt out in this year's
Budget; but I will take it no further than that.

Hon- KAY HALLAHAN: I am very pleased
the member does not want to frustrate the pass-
age of the Bill. The centre we are talking about
is purpose-built to service sports people in this
State in a way that no other centre does. There
is nothing in that regard that compares with the
purpose of the Sports Centre. It is a non-com-
mercial centre.

Hon. P. G_ Pendal: That is not true. The Bill
itself talks'about levying:=charges. It is a comiN
mercial centre.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: If it is to levy
charges, it does not mean it will be a commer-
cial proposition. It is not yet built. That is an
inappropriate comparison, as I said before.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Why is clause 9(2)(a) in
there if it is not a commercial proposition? It is
your Bill.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: There is nothing
inconsistent about clause 9(2)(a). I have tried
to explain that it does not preclude other activi-
ties, and I pointed out more fully in the second
reading debate when I summed up that there
are many activities sports people would want to
have in association with activities around the
centre, and this allows that to happen.

I would make the point, too, that the WACA
and the WAFL, while not exempt in the way
this centre is, do receive a certain amount of
Government assistance in other ways, so it is
not as if no assistance goes to those facilities. It
is just that that assistance is not in the form of
exemption from taxes and charges.

I take the point and accept that the member
firmly believes that there is somehow a com-
petitive element between all these centres; but
in fact this centre is being built for a particular
purpose which has no comparison with any
other centre that exists. I, too, would like to let
the matter rest there.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I do not want to let the
matter rest, because every time I feel we should
get on with the business of passing this legis-
lation the Minister says something that con-
firms the very points I am making.

It is no goad her saying it is a purpose-built
sporting facility. I know that; I have seen it. But
it is the Government's decision to include
clause 9(2)(a), which quite specifically says that
it has a wider use; and clearly the wider use is
in order to attract more money into it. I do not
begrudge the Government that. I have had the
opportunity of seeing a similar centre in
Darwin in recent times.

A promoter for Elton John or Neil Diamond
perhaps will come to Perth to shop around for
venues, and the Minister has admitted that the
State Sports Centre will be a substantial venue
with 4 000 or 5 000 seats. The advance man for
Elton John or whoever will get quotes from the
Casino exhibition hall, from the Perth Enter-
tainment Centre, and from the State Sports
Centre before he makes up his mind which one
he wants to hire. Built into what the State
Sports Centre can offer are all those costs
which it does not have to bear but which the
Perth Entertainment Centre and the Casino
exhibition hall do have to bear. That is the
simple point I have been making.

The Government is perhaps making a rod for
its own back, not unlike when the Court
Government allegedly foisted the Perth Enter-
tainment Centre onto the taxpayers in the way
Mr Parker described.
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When someone is going to make a choice
about what venue to hire, it is obvious he will
get a better deal from the State Spants Centre
because it is not bearing all those taxes and
charges that arc referred to in clause 16.

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN: If the member
wants to quote people like Elton John, he must
understand that such people need large centres
such as the Perth Entertainment Centre, be-
cause the size of the venue is most important to
the promoter, who is obviously after large
crowds.

The Sports Centre is primarily for high-per-
forrnance sports people. These other matters
are incidental to that, but they allow some
other associated activities which are quite con-
sistent with providing facilities for sports
people.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 10 to 15 put and passed.

Clause 16: Certan property and instruments
exempt from rates, taxes and stamp duty-

Han. P. G. PENDAL: The clause I referred
to earlier is this one which permits certain
exemptions from State taxes and charges. How-
ever, all the points I wanted to make I made
earlier, because it was necessary to tie them in
with clause 9.

This clause seems to be inconsistent with
what the Government has set out to do by
exempting this centre in a blanket way from all
those taxes and charges. [ do not think it would
have been a case of robbing Peter to pay Paul.
The Perth Theatre Trust Act, which is really
doing for theatres what this Bill will be doing
for sporting venues, has a similar provision.
But it was the Government's decision in this
year's Budget to draw a line between those de-
partments of the Government which were
simply paying payroll tax and therefore adding
to the administrative burden, and on the other
side of the coin those organisations which were
paying payroll tax because they were in compe-
titian with the private sector.

I do not expect a reply from the Minister, but
1 draw this to the attention of the Minister for
Budget Management.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 17 to 23 put and passed.

Schedules I to 3 put and passed.

Tidle put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon.

Kay Hallahan (Minister for Community Ser-
vices), and passed.

CEMETERIES BILL
CREMATION AMENDMENT BILL

Cognate Debates
On motion by Hon. John Williams,

resolved-
That these Bills be discussed

concurrently at the second reading stage in
accordance with Standing Order No. 256.

Second Readings
Debate resumed from 2 December.
HON. JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan)

[10.20 p.m.]. The reason for the cognate debate
is that although the Bills were introduced in the
House in reverse order, consideration of one
depends on the other being passed, and the
legislation only replaces expressions like
"cemetery trustees" with a new designation in
the Cemeteries Bill.

This is a very sensitive area, and I assure the
House that if I use some words, no puns or
anything of that sort are intended. This is a
very sensitive subject to every member of the
House and every member of the public.

The Cemeteries Act was last consolidated in
1897, and it has taken until now to get com-
mittees and review committees together to up-
date legislation relating to cemeteries and their
use. Much of the Press coverage on this Bill was
a little unfair-and I will allude to this at a
later stage-insofar as the Press did not prop-
erly understand what the Bill was all about due
to a question asked by a colleague of mine in
another place.

The Minister in charge of the Bill in another
place and my colleague, Jim Clarko, the mem-
ber for Karrinyup, did some very careful work
together and came up with a number of good
amendments which were agreed to. The Oppo-
sition will support the Bill in this House, and I
will not move any amendments. It is essential,
however, that certain points in the Minister's
second reading speech be expanded.

Another of my colleagues in this House was
concerned some time ago that people of his
acquaintance wanted to conduct a burial on
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their property on a station, and they were told
they could not do that. By the time they were
told, however, they had already done it and the
burial was duly authorised. The new legislation
allows for that in a very sensible way; anyone
wishing to conduct a single burial only has to
seek the permission of the Minister, who gives
or withholds permission according to the cir-
cumstances. From time to time many people in
this State and other pants of the world have
unusual requests.. A deceased person, maybe a
relative, may have indicated in his last will and
testament a wish to be interred or disposed of
in a certain way which does not always con-
form with the rules and regulations of that
country. This Bill takes a great step forward
and says that that will be all right provided one
seeks ministerial approval. The Minister can
make a decision quickly; one does not have to
go to a board or trustees or anyone else. One
can approach the Minister directly, and he can
give permission for a single burial or disposal.

Other parts of the Bill cater for the manage-
ment of cemeteries. In the past there was no
control over cemeteries and burials in areas
outside the South-West Land Division and be-
yond 80 kilometres of a public cemetery. This
was in the days when a person could be buried
anywhere. When the Act was introduced in
1897, the 80-kilometre rule was a valid one
because transport and refrigeration were not
available. They are available today, and there-
fore different practices apply.

Perhaps one of the most misinterpreted parts
of the Bill is that which refers to redeveloping
old areas of cemeteries. I think that is an unfor-
tunate term; I would rather use the term
"beautification" of old cemeteries. Take the
case of Karrakatta or several other cemeteries
which country people could know well. A large
number of burials which have taken place in
Karrakatta since the turn of the century have
big memorials. If one goes to the Roman Cath-
olic section, for example, one finds pristine
marble tombstones which are very well catered
for and looked after. However, after 50 to 100
years a family may cease to exist or disappear
and the problem arises with the graves, as it has
at Karrakatta with burials between the turn of
the century and the 1920s, in that the sites
become dilapidated and maintenance costs do
not allow the cemetery boards to control those
areas as much as they would like. By "control"
I mean the method of maintenance.

The beautification, or redevelopment as it is
referred to in the Bill, has already taken place
in certain sections at Karrakatta. I assure the

House that when this beautification takes
place-and I had this as late as yesterday-no
remains will be disturbed. Unfortunately, due
to a misconception, the Press reported it was
possible bones would be moved around in this
redevelopment. That is not true, and my auth-
ority for saying that is members of the
Karrakatta Hoard whom I met yesterday. They
assured me and asked me to reassure my col-
leagues that no such action is contemplated.

No beautification will take place until every
relative who is traceable has been traced and
permission has been given for the area to be
cleaned up. In the cleaning up process, head-
stones can be allowed to stay, although kerbing
is a little difficult. However, if a relative of a
deceased person objects it is left intact, and
maintenance costs then devolve upon the
board.

I asked members of the board and the gen-
eral manager what response they had had from
the public when they cleaned up the new area
behind the present crematorium as a work area,
and they said only three people had asked ques-
tions in relation to the 200 graves there. The
remainder who were traceable had all agreed
the area should be cleaned up.

Let me reassure the House by saying that the
beautification will consist of levelling and
putting fill over the top and then planting lawn.
No consideration will be given to another grave
being dug there unless it is for a specific pur-
pose, and I will explain that in a moment.
There will be no further interment on the
beautification site, and the old grave sites will
not be used. Members can rest assured and can
tell their constituents that that will not happen.

I am only speaking for Karrakatta, but the
rules and regulations apply right across the
board, I would think, and indeed from the
reading of the Bill, so it would seem. Let me
dispose of that bogey straight away. It is just a
question of beautification.

Clause 39 of the Bill says that when an area
has been beautified in that way, the board of
the cemetery must place within the area a
board, sign, or memorial which will give the
names of every person who occupied the graves
in the area. In other words, one can go there
and find out from the board that Jack Smith,
born on such-and-such a date, died on such-
and-such a date. This will be on some sort of a
memorial and it will be left to the manager of
the cemetery to decide what form that will
take. Should one want to trace a name and an
address or be interested in the further
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antecedents of a particular person, all the
records will be kept in the administration
office. That is a requirement under the Bill.

Hon. Tom Stephens: Including what was an
the original tombstone?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I gather so; they
will be keen enough to do that.

Furthermore, relatives or societies-and
members know that historical societies, genea-
logical societies, and the like may want to have
more than just the name of the person-may
want to subscribe to a plaque, which can then
be set into the round at ground level at their
cost.

Hon. J. M. Brown: Similar to Pinaroo.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Yes.
Hon. P. G. Pendal: How many years after the

last burial can that occur?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: It will be according
to the funds that the board has at the time and
the state of the area. In other words, when this
Bill becomes an Act, the Karrakatta board will
not just move through everything in the cem-
etery, do everything, and say it is from this date
or that. The Karrakatta board will do it bit by
bit, one area at a time. I think it is worthwhile
mentioning this because the general manager of
the board mentioned to me that the board will
do one particular area from the turn of the
century to the l920s, and will be dealing with
something in the region of 300 graves. That
does not mean that there will be 300 people,
because until the I1920s cemetery boards were
allowed to bury three people in one grave, so
the figure could be up to 900 people.

In addition to that, there are unmarked
graves because the relatives or the deceased
themselves did not wish any memorial to be
placed and said so; there will also be something
which went out of existence years ago-
paupers' graves, in which up to nine people
could be buried. Every one of those will be
recorded. In addition, after cremation, some
people would like to have their ashes scattered
over their parents' or their grandparents'
graves, and a record of this will be kept in the
office register, recording the date and all the
necessary information.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Not as to where they
scatt ered the ashes?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: No; it will recall
the fact that the ashes had been scattered; they
will be registered as being within a particular
burial plot-

I applaud the scheme because one of the
quirks of our Christian society, which I have
never been able to understand, is that even in
death we remain divided. Within cemeteries
different sections for different faiths exist, and
yet according to the Christian faith we will all
be reunited after death. I wonder if that is ac-
cording to the plot we are buried in.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: It is even worse in some
country towns where there are separate cem-
eteries for each religion.

Hon. Tom Stephens: And different races.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Yes. Some people

say it is morbid to do research into this subject,
but I do not think it is because, as Hon. Phil
Pendal would say, if one wants a little history
about a place, one is sensible if one walks
through the local cemetery and reads the
inscriptions on the tombstones. Before long one
has a very good picture of what that panticular
place was like 50 to 100 years ago.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: You're dead right!
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The process they

have in New Orleans is rather unusual; the
people accept a practice which we would not
accept here. In New Orleans the water table is
so high that ground for graves is extremely
scarce, and it is a rule that no person shall
occupy a space of ground for longer than 12
months; after that time the body is exhumed
and by that time, due to the wrapping of the
body in special bandages and with special prep-
arations, all that is left is the skeleton, which is
then removed to an above-ground tomb. One
find quirks like that throughout the world. If
one goes to Paris, one inevitably visits the
Catacombs-who has not seen that sort of
business?

The cemetery boards have a onerous task.
For instance, in Karrakatta they are now
forecasting that within the next decade the
Roman Catholic and Anglican communities
will run out of ground for burials. Incidentally I
reassure the Attorney General that the board
sees no problem with the faith he adheres to; it
can go on for another 24 years.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That comforts me.
Hon. P. G. Pendal: You should just about

make it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. J.

Wordsworth): Order!
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Believe it Or not,

that problem has been eased in Karrakatta.
Members will recall that not very Iong ago we
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debated the Pinaroo, cemetery Bill, and there
was a fear that Karrakatta would have to be
closed within the next five years. That period
has been extended because of the method of
disposal; people are swinging more towards
cremation.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Would you like to
rephrase that?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I warned members
that I would not use any double meanings or
puns; it is for members' own interpretations.

It is envisaged that sometime within the next
three to four years the percentage will be 80 per
cent cremations to 20 per cent burials. When
one considers the makeup of our community,
one finds that southern Europeans, for in-
stance, will never be cremated; they still want
to be buried and therefore I guess we will have
the problem-ar perhaps some of us will have
the problem-in 10, 15, or 20 years' time when
that will take place.

The other contentious issue that was rem-
edied in the other place was the fact that the
Bill states in one of its clauses that a person
*1mnay"~ purchase a burial plot and have tenure
of it for 25 years. That period is the given timne
during which the cemetery board can assess the
expense of the upkeep of that particular plot,
along with others. It was stated in the original
Bill before its amendment that after 25 years,
on application to the board, the board "may"
grant another 25 years; sensibly the amend-
ment made now says that on application the
board "must" grant another 25 years.

I reassure my colleagues that there is a 50-
year ight to a grave with an option to extend
for a further 25 years- The 25 years is the
period that is essential. On a grant of a further
25 years, the costs may be increased because
the costs of maintenance would have increased.

Members should not be deluded into think-
ing that the period of 25 years begins from the
time of burial. That period begins from the
time of purchase of the site. It is a popular
Saturday afternoon pastime in America for
people to go shopping for a grave.

Hon. H;- W. Gayfer: I bought mine tO years
ago.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The member has
only 15 years to run, then- People should be
aware that the time begins from the date of
purchase and not from the date of interment.

I do not think there is anything else in the
Bill on which I need to expand. It is not a
welcome Bill; nobody likes to talk about such
(170)

things. However, death is inevitable'and I do
not see why people should not talk about it.
Cemeteries are places that people of my age
talk about with reluctance but visit more regu-
larly.

The work done over the last 10 years to
beautify Karrakatta has been magnificent.
However, many country cemeteries contain
very historically important graves and the same
rules apply to their preservation. I asked what
will happen to the graves of famous people and
was told that any beautification or redevelop-
ment programme would include provision for
those graves not to be disturbed and, as an
example, I was advised of Lord Forrest's grave
at Karrakatta.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Will this Bill override
the local government authorities' control of
country cemeteries?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: No. They will be
guided by a set of guidelines in the Bill which
allows them to do certain things.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Is the 25-year tenure in
the Bill?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Yes. In fact, there
is really provision for 50-year tenure which can
be extended for a further 25 years.

The pleasing thing about the legislation is
that before any redevelopment takes place, a
plan must be prepared and advertised in the
Press, and made available to the public for
comment. It will then be submitted to the Min-
ister for approval. Adequate time is therefore
given for objections to be lodged, but the Min-
ister for Local Government will have the final
say on cemetery redevelopments as the Minis-
ter for Planning has the final say on planning
matters. Complete protection for redevelop-
ment is built into the Bill. Development will be
limited by the funds available to the board.

This Bill is an advance in many ways, and
particularly in the beautification process. To a
lot of people there is nothing more distressing
than to walk through a cemetery and see sec-
tions of it being neglected. Most families put
their deceased members to rest with great hu-_
mility and reverence. Europeans continue
visiting graves, maintaining them, and placing
flowers on them sometimes for 70 years. it is
only when there are no more relatives to care
for graves that they become neglected. I feel it
then becomes the State's responsibility to look
after the maintenance of those graves.

As I said before, I welcome the Bill and hope
the House approves it.
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HON. P.G. PENDAL (South Central
Metropolitan) [10.46 p.m.]: I wish to make a
broad observation on this Bill in that I deeply
and genuinely resent the broad philosophy
contained in the Bill whereby graves Of ordi-
nary citizens have a limited tenure. I believe
that apart from the historical information that
is invariably contained on tombstones and the
like, no interference should ever occur within a
gazetted cemetery.

In one respect this Hill will institutionalise a
form of discrimination. For example, those his-
toric graves such as Lord Forrest's and John
Curtin's at Karrakatta will be protected under
clause 33 of this Hill which states-

A board may preserve graves, memorials
and records which are, in the opinion of
the board, of historical significance.

That is not good enough in my opinion. If I had
a bit more time or foresight, I would have made
some special effort to bring about the defeat of
this Bill. I have no doubt it is a bipartisan Bill,
and I have no doubt it would have come about
in the normal course of events if there had been
another Government in office. However, if I
had more time I would have done everything I
could to see that the Bill was defeated or, at
least, those pants which refer to the interference
of graves or that limited tenure were removed.

The sole reason for limiting the tenure is
cost, and Hon. John Williams dealt with that in
some detail. If I read the Auditor General's
report correctly, it costs the State virtually
nothing to run the Karrakatta Cemetery. In any
case, if members look at the context of the
overall State Budget, even if that cemetery did
not have a source of income its expenses would
be minuscule. I have not had time to work out
the percentage in terms of the State Budget, but
it would be less than 0. 5 per cent.

A society that continually regrets its lack of
heritage should be able to look after something
as basic as a cemetery and preserve it intact. It
should not permit the process that has been
occurring for many years, and I refer to the
stripping of cemeteries. I have raised this mat-
ter on many occasions but I have not received
satisfactory answers.

I suggest that half the historic places in
Europe would not be historic were it not for the
cemeteries they contain. It is only a few years
since Stirling's grave was discovered in Surrey,
England. Under the provisions of this Bill his
grave would have been removed because
Stirling does not mean much to that pant of

England. However, he means a great deal to
Western Australia because, as every member is
aware, he was the founder of this State.

It surprises me to learn that a comprehensive
review has been taking place and that it has
institutionalised those things I thought should
never be institutionalised.

I suppose a person would be considered a
little odd if he were a constant visitor to cem-
eteries, but for anyone who is interested in his-
tory they provide a great deal of information.

I wonder whether a few headstones in the
Rottniest Cemetery will disappear once this Bill
becomes an Act. Really, there are no significant
graves or headstones in that cemetery, but one
headstone that stands out is rather quaint be-
cause of a juxtaposition on the memorial. The
grave is that of a little girl and the memorial
should read, "A bud to bloom in heaven", but
because of the way it has been written it reads,
"A bud to bloomin heaven". Under clause 33
of this Bill that tombstone would not remain
because it is probably not of any historic sig-
nificance. To its credit, the Rottniest Island
Board has retained the tombstone and it is not
only an odd person like myself, but other
people also who see it as an attraction. Many of
the graves in the Rottnest Cemetery go back to
the early days of settlement.

One provision in the Bill really does worry
me, and again I regret that I did not take a
closer interest in the Bill. Clause 23 deals with
setting apart areas for religious denominations.
Hon. John Williams referred to this clause, and
he regretted the fact that in death we still div-
ide people because Catholics, Presbyterians,
Jews, and Muslims are buried in different sec-
ti ons of the cemetery.

Recently a constituent of mine complained
to me because her husband had been buried in
what she considered to be unconsecrated
ground. She was a devout Catholic, and it hurt
her immensely that her husband was not buried
in the Catholic section of the cemetery. It does
not matter where they put me when I die, be-
cause I believe it does not make any difference.
Hon. John Williams was correct when he said
that most churches share that view. Clause 23
of the Bill will provide that the board may set
apart an area of a cemetery to be used only for
burials of persons of a particular religious de-
nomination. The lady to whom I have referred
complained that the Karrakatta Cemetery
Board was not responsive to her request at the
time. However, I believe her husband's body is
to be exhumed, and it will be reburied because
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the mistake was made by either the board or
the funeral director. In any case, clause 23 is at
odds with what I understand the current
position to be.

From a cursory reading of the Bill, I regret
that it institutionalises the belief that a plot is
available for only 25 years beyond the burial of
a person. I think that is unsatisfactory.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It would be fair to ex-
press it as a minimum of 25 years.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I thank the Attorney
General for his interjection. He will accept
from my earlier comments that I see it as en-
tirely unsatisfactory. Up to three bodies can be
buried in the one plot, and once memorials are
placed on the grave it should, in my opinion, be
the responsibility of the State to maintain that
plot in perpetuity.

It is true that the Karrakatta Cemetery Board
keeps records of all burials going back to the
turn of the century on microfiche for research
purposes-people tracing their family trees and
genealogical groups. I commend the board for
providing this service. I understand that the
person who runs the kiosk at the cemetery acts
as an agent during the weekends to provide the
service, and this reduces the board's costs. The
fact that the records are available for genealogi-
cal groups is an acknowledgment in itself that
the State considers that the records should be
easily accessible to people at any given time. It
is only a short step from that to say that the
time is right to preserve not only the graves of
the John Forrests and John Curtins, but also
the graves of people of lesser importance.

If I had known earlier that these provisions
were contained in the Bill, I would have done
all in my power to ensure it was not passed.

HON. J. N. CALDWELL (South) (10.59
p.m.]: The National Party wholeheartedly sup-
ports these two Bills. It has already been stated
that this Bill will provide five additional
powers-burials will be required to be in
declared cemeteries unless authorised by the
Minister; improved licensing procedures for fu-
neral direc 'tors; a family member will be able to
conduct a funeral; the right of burial will be
limited to a minimum of 25 years; and the
establishment of cemetery boards.

Once again, the Bill puts great responsibility
on the Minister. I only hope that the Minister
can fulfil those responsibilities and that his
staff is adequate to do the job. The legislation
provides for control of burials beyond 80 kilo-
metres of a public cemetery. This will put more

pressure on the Minister, who will have to
authorise burials outside those declared cem-
eteries.

I also find it hard to understand the 25-year
grant of right of burial of a plot. I wonder
whether that applies to plots booked in ad-
vance or whether it applies from the time of
burial, or both. I would like an answer to that.

During my life, I have been fortunate enough
to learn the piano. I happened to learn a mar-
vellous piece by Rachmaninov called "Prelude
in C-Sharp Minor". It is a sad but beautiful
piece. It starts off very sadly in a cemetery
where people are attending a funeral. It is very
slow and very sombre. Unfortunately, the
powers that be are burying this person prema-
turely and he gradually comes to life. The mu-
skc slowly quickens and in the end the person
gets into a terrible frenzy in the coffin and tries
to get out. At that time the music rises to a
terrific crescendo of piano playing-running
up and down the keyboard. The muskc, after
requiring the pianist to play at this pace for a
period, gets slower and slower until eventually
the person in the coffin dies again. I remember
that piece very vividly. It is very moving.
Although it is sad, it is also beautiful, which is
why I think it can be related to cemeteries.
They also can be sad and very beautiful.

As we arc discussing the Cemeteries Bill and
the Cremation Amendment Bill concurrently, I
would also like to discuss cremation. My home
town of Katanning is about to build a niche
wall where the remains of cremated people may
be confined. There is a marvellous opportunity
for local towns to do this, because undoubtedly
as the years go past and people get cremated,
their ashes will be able to be brought back to
their own environment, their own home town
where they grew up, and be encased in this
niche wall. The advantage of the niche wall is
twofold: It does not take up very much space
and its maintenance is very easy.

With those few remarks I support the Bills.

HON. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South)
[11.07 p.m.]: The customs of burying the dead

change from State to State or area to area. I am
formerly from Tasmania and in the country
there the churches normally had their own
graveyards attached to or near the church.
There were no public cemeteries as we have
here. At least two or three times a year it was a
parish job to clean up the praves and the
grounds. Undoubtedly this became a very
major task and I can well understand the prob-
lemns that Karrakatta must be having, because it
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is a lot harder to encourage a congregation to
look after its dead when the cemetery is so far
away from the church and has no connection
with it. It is very hard indeed to get individuals
to look after a given six-foot by eight-foot area,
or whatever size illis. It was bad enough look-
ing after a whole cemetery when it was around
the church.

In Tasmania, as elsewhere, cremation is be-
coming much more popular. Hon. John
Caldwell mentioned that the Town of
Klatanning was building a niche wall. In the
parish previously mentioned, when someone
buys a niche in the wall he buys it forever,
whereas I gather that in most systems it is
bought for 25 years and then the ashes are scat-
tered in the rose garden nearby. It is interesting
that with respect to beautification of cem-
eteries, probably one of the most beautiful
parks in Hobart is a beautified graveyard-I
refer to the main park in Davey Street Hobart,
not far from the post office. It is right in the
middle of the city. The tombstones have been
removed and put around the wall. Apart from
perhaps a few historic graves, there is very little
evidence that it was once a graveyard. It has
worked out very well indeed and puts the land
to a useful purpose. I have to admit that as a
young child, I felt a little spooky about playing
in it, particularly when it got near dark. Ail
sorts of stories were told about it, but it was
and is a very beautiful part of that city.

It is perhaps necessary to have Bills such as
these. 11 is all very well to say that people can
still buy a plot. I understand from Hon. John
Williams that the current cost at Karrakatta. is
some $400 or $500, depending on where the
plot is. It is hard to imagine how anyone could
expect to have the plot maintained for an un-
limited period, because I cannot see that with
inflation future generations will be able to
finance the maintenance of the cemetery. I do
not know what the first graves in Karrakatta
cost. I suppose they must have sold for about
10 or 20 pounds. There would not be much of
those funds left to continue to maintain the
graves. However, I symnpathise with Hon.
Phillip Pendal and his interest in the history of
graveyards. Perhaps the certificates and the
records will still satisfy historians.

I recall hearing one other thing that may be
of interest. We have all heard of the word
"bonfire"s. That came from two words, "bone"
and "fire". In England where land is in short
supply, after SO years or 100 years, the cem-
eteries are cleaned out and the bones burnt,

thus allowing the land to be reused. We have
not quite reached that stage. What is proposed
should be acceptable.

I am willing to support the Bills.
HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central

Metropolitan-Attorney General) [ 11. 10 p.m.]:
I thank the four speakers who have contributed
to this debate and I appreciate the general sup-
port for the Bills which has been expressed.

It is fair to say that Mr Pendal expressed the
strongest reservations about some aspects of
the Bills but even he acknowledged that it is
bipartisan legislation, and that is true in a very
literal sense. The Cemeteries Bill had its begin-
nings in a review of the Cemeteries Act by the
previous Government; the Bill has been devel-
oped over a lengthy period by the present
Government; and, that was done following
very extensive community consultation, the re-
sults of which are reflected in this Bill in many
parts.

As members will know, even as late as last
week, when the Bill was discussed in the L.egis-
lative Assembly, a series of amendments was
arrived at in a very amicable way without any
real degree of contention. That is reasonable
enough under the circumstances and, indeed,
appropriate.

The only question of fact was raised by Hon.
John Caldwell who asked for some detail as to
when the initial 25 years applies. My under-
standing is the same as that indicated to the
House by Hon. John Williams; namely, that the
period applies from the date of burial or from
the date of purchase of the plot, whichever
comes first. That is about as concise a way of
putting it as I can think of and it is in line with
the explanation offered by Hon. John
Williams.

I thank members for their support and I
commend the Bills to the House.

Questions put and passed.
Bills read a second time.

Cemeteries Bill
In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth) in the Chair Hon. J, MA. Berinson
(Attorney General) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 11 put and passed.
Clause 12: Minister may authorize burial-
Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I have some concern

in this connection and I make an appeal to the
Attorney General with regard to the granting of
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permission by the Minister for burials in places
other than cemeteries. I ask whether some
agreement can be reached.

I relate to a recent incident which occurred
in station country on a property homestead 58
miles from Meekatharra. A stockman who had
been on the property for 43 years died and
under the existing Act, as the homestead was
more than 80 kilometres from the Meekatharra
township, we had no trouble obtaining per-
mission for him to be buried on the property,
as he wished.

It is interesting to note, although it may seem
callous and hard, that in the north-west a
hearse is available for hire from the shire coun-
cil but it is a drive-yourself outfit. The person
hiring the hearse must drive it, assuming he is
not in the box! We arrived at the station and
the stockmen had had some trouble digging the
hole which was only 100 yards from the home-
stead. Because the land is pretty hard they had
used gelignite, as stockmen will, to blow it out.
When I looked at the hole I could see only one
problem-it was facing the wrong direction. It
did not face east-west or north-south, it was
diagonal and pointing nowhere. I asked which
way they were going to put the body in the hole
and they replied that they would bury him so
that his feet faced the homestead. That was
appropriate because he had been a yardman on
the station for the last 10 or 15 years.

[ said that I thought that when the priest who
was to conduct the ceremony arrived in the
aeroplane he might stop when he saw that the
burial hole was not pointing in the right direc-
tion. [ thought that it might prevent the conse-
cration of the ground. The stockmen assured
me that it would be all right and that the priest
did not know the direction of north-south any-
way-

After the ceremony when the coffin was put
in the hearse, four of the station hands got out
and immediately started to rope it down. I
asked why they were taking all that trouble and
they said they did not want Milton to get out!
The truth of the matter was that the roads were
so rough that the doors of the hearse were likely
to spring open, allowing the coffin to fall out of
the vehicle.

These traditional customs are held very
highly and proudly in these remote areas and
the people were complying with the rule of be-
ing more than 80 kilometres from the nearest
township. However, if that rule does not apply,
how long will it take the Minister to give his
permission for somebody to be buried on a

station, alongside a billabong or whatever? In
that climate one does not have time to wait and
there is no refrigeration. People have to get
around to these things quickly. When Milton
died we were fortunate enough to be able to
arrange the burial in no time because of the
section of the Act referring to a distance in
excess of 80 kilometres from the nearest town-
ship. Consequently it was only a formality.

The Minister in power may want to know the
full history and the whys and wherefores. How-
ever, if the people involved are ringing him by
landline from the scrub somewhere, I would
like to think that some provision is included in
this Bill whereby the Minister can get on the
hotline and give his permission for them to go
ahead immediately. People certainly will not
want to ring a Minister who, perhaps having
been at a function the previous night, is rather
tired and tells them to put it in writing and he
will consider it. We do not have time for that.

A great deal of passion and history is
involved; many people are buried on stations
in the north-west and many will want to be in
the future. I make the plea at this stage that
some guidelines be set down-they could be
put behind the Mihister's door-which he can
immediately refer to, that will enable him to
give the necessary permission for a person to be
buried on a station in the remote pants of West-
ern Australia.

Hon. J. M. BER INSON: I will ensure that
these comments are drawn to the Minister's
attention and I am sure he will give them con-
sideration. We all realise that the sort of cir-
cumstances Mr Gayfer is talking about raise
very sensitive issues, and we can expect Minis-
ters to be sensitive to them.

In respect of the formalities involved and the
difficulties which might sometimes be antici-
pated in getting the Minister's ear, I draw the
member's attention to clause 13, which permits
the Minister to delegate his powers and in that
sense to spread the load. I am sure whoever was
the Minister responsible for the administration-
of this Bill could be relied on to approach it not
only in a responsible but also in a sensitive way
which would meet the concern expressed by Mr
Gayfer.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Another part of
this clause causes concern. One could apply for
a certain portion of land under the Land Act
1933 to be designated a burial area, not necess-
arily a cemetery.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer- That is pretty hard to
get, though.
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Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: As I see it, if I were
in that position I would recommend that the
town doctor or whoever certified the death
could have those powers mentioned by the At-
torney General delegated to him so that the
burial could be conducted quickly.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 13 to 22 put and passed.
Clause 23: Setting apart areas for religious

denominations-
Hon. P. G. PENDAL: A constituent recently

drew to my attention the fact that the existing
Act had done away with the practice whereby
there were denominational areas in Karrakatta.
I was left with the impression that the major
religious denominations had been consulted in
recent years. I was told that at least in the case
of the Catholic Church that posed no difficulty,
and that a similar position applied to other
denominations.

May I ask the Attorney General whether he
has any information as to the accuracy or
otherwise of my understanding? If that is the
position, why are we reverting to the former
practice in this clause? If we are reverting to
that practice, it is one I would endorse and
encourage.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: As I understand it,
section 13 of the present Act does not preclude
the reservation of particular areas for religious
denominations. Section 13 in its original form
required cemeteries to make allocations for the
various denominations on request. An amend-
ment in 1978 changed the effect of that section
from a mandatory provision to one allowing a
discretion to the board.

My own understanding is that the Karrakatta
board up till the present time has continued to
permit the reservation of areas for that pur-
pose. I do not know whether that has been
restricted to religions such as my own, which
have insisted on the importance of it, and not
been applied in the case of religions which have
indicated that they no longer attach importance
to it. I do not have that information available.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: Do I take it from the
Attorney General's last sentence that clause 23
may well be designed to accommodate, for
example, people of the Jewish faith specifically
Or is to accommodate other people, too?

Hon. Tom Stephens: Moslems, for instance.
Hon. P.OG. PENDAL: I am at a loss to under-

stand how we are now legislating specifically to
set apart areas when the practice in recent years
has been to dissuade people from going down
that track. The fact this provision is made in
the Bill is something I welcome, whatever the
situation.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 24 to 67 put and passed.
Schedules Iland 2 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Cremation Amendment Dill
In Committee, etc.

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

Third Readings
Bills read a third time, on motions by Hon.

J1. M. Berinson (Attorney General), and
passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
HON. D. K. DANS (South Metropolitan-

Leader of the House) [11. 30 p.m.]: I move-
That the House do now adjourn.

Sittings of the House
I would like to inform the House that it is my
intention to sit beyond six o'clock tomorrow
evening and if necessary on Friday.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 11.32 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOWIE

TECHNOLOGY
Computers: Hardware Purchases

690. Hon. MAX EVANS, to the Attorney
General representing the Minister for
Industry and Technology,
(I) Has the Government received new

computer hardware as a result of its
recent large purchase of computer
equipment?

(2) Is this equipment installed?
(3) When will this system be taking over

from the existing control data system
in the Health Department?

(4) Is the software used in the old Health
Department system compatible with
the new equipment?

(5) If not, what software will the.Govern-
ment be purchasing or developing it-
self and how much will it cost?

(6) When will the new Health Depart-
ment system be operating?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) Existing systems will be phased out

during the next two years.
(4) No. However, the existing accounting

package is available in a version which
is compatible.

(5) Patient care software will be acquired.
Commercial in-confidence nego-
tiations are currently proceeding.

(6) it is anticipated implementation will
commence in early 1987.

HOUSING
Greenwood: Purchases

691. Hon. Gr. E. MASTERS, to the Minister
for Community Services representing the
Minister for Housing:

(16 owmany residen-ce .s hias Homesw e s t
purchased in Greenwood since 1983?

(2) How many properties has Honieswest
constructed in Greenwood since
1983?

Hon. KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) Three.
(2) Nil.

LIQUOR
Limited Licence Clubs: Moratorium

692. H~on. G. E. MASTERS, to the Leader of
the House representing the Minister for
Racing and Gaming:
(I) Has the moratorium on the granting

of licences for limited licensed clubs
been lifted?

(2) If yes, when did this occur?
IHon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) and (2) The moratorium on the

granting of unlicensed club permits
will continue until 31 December 1986.
From 1 January until 30 June 1987,
the moratorium will apply only to ho-
tel, tavern, Store, cabaret, and licensed
club licences.

GRAIN
Freight Rates: Anomalies

693. Hon. W, N. STRETCH, to the Leader of
the House representing the Minister for'
Transport:

Can the Minister explain why the fol-
lowing anomalies exist in rail freights
for grain-
(a) Wagin to Albany-$ 15.02 per

tonne;
(b) Warup to Albany-S 13.95 per

tonne;
(c) Narrogin to Albany

Kwinana-$ 14.59 per tonne;
or

and
(d) Dumbleyung to Albany-$14.66

per tonne?
Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

The member will be advised in writing
in due course.

WA LIVESTOCK HOLDINGS
General Manager

6.95., Hon. W.:N. STRETCH,- to the-Attorney
General representing the Minister for The
North West:
(1) Who is the present General Manager

of WA Livestock Holdings?
(2) What is his background experience in

the pastoral cattle industry?.
(3) How long has he been employed by

WALLI as general manager?
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Hon. J. M. BERINSON: replied:
This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister representing
the Minister for The North West. It
has been referred to the Premier, and
he will answer the question in writing.

WA LIVESTOCK HOLDINGS
Pastoral Leases: Subdivision

696. Hon. W. N. STRETCH, to the Attorney
General representing the Minister for The
North West:
(1) In view of the investment of Federal

and State taxpayers funds in WA Live-
stock Holdings, will the Minister table
timetabled plans for the subdivision
and sale of its West Kimberley pas-
toral interests;
(a) not including the ALCCO leases

it the Government does not gain
control of those leases;

(b) including the ALCCO leases if the
Government does gain control of
those leases?

(2) At what date does the Minister expect
the issue of the tenure of the ALCCO
to be resolved?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
This question has wrongly been
addressed to the Minister representing
the Minister for The North West. It
has been referred to the Minister for
Lands, and he will answer the ques-
tion in writing.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Children: Sweet Sales

216. Hon. P.OG. PENDAL, to the Minister for
Community Services:

I preface my question by advising the
Minister of a complaint I have
received of a seven or eight-year-old
child calling at the home of a constitu-
ent at 7.00 p.m. on Monday selling
sweets on behalf of a well-known char-
ity.

(1) Is she aware that her department has
received two complaints regarding this
practice, other than the one to which I
refer?

(2) Does she see any danger in the prac-
tice of young children calling at houses
in the twilight hours of the day?

(3) Will she discuss the matter with her
department to ascertain whether legis-
lative changes are needed to protect
young children in this situation?

Hon. KAY H-ALLAHAN replied:
(1) to (3) 1 certainly will follow this up

with the Department for Community
Services. However, parents need to be
very mindful of where their children
are and what they are doing. It is not
possible to say to the member that any
offence has been committed in the
case of any young child going from
door to door, but it is always a possi-
bility. I will have it checked.
Despite whether or not that has
happened, young children of that age
should not be going unaccompanied
door to door; the parents should know
where their children are; they should
ensure that the children are ac-
companied by a friend; and the chil-
dren should certainly not be calling at
houses after daylight hours.
It is an opportunity to say to parents
that as good as the intent is to assist a
charitable organisation, children in
that position could be placed in a very
unpredictable and unfortunate situ-
ation, which the parents would regret;
and their children's activities should
be more closely supervised.

WA EXIM CORPORATION
Answers

217. Hon. MAX EVANS, to the Minister for
Budget Management:

Yesterday the Minister for Budget
Management said that he did not have
sufficient time to answer the questions
on notice referring to the Exim Cor-
poration. He implied that he may be
able to provide those answers and I
ask whether he can clarify the matter
further?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
I do not believe I gave that im-
pression. I said that the questions
would be referred to the Premier for
advice direct to the honourable mem-
ber. On that basis I have not pursued
those questions further and indeed, I
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was proposing to provide answers to
questions on notice 686 to 689 inclus-
ive to the same effect.

HEALTH
Smoko Club

218. Hon. MARGARET McALEER, to the
Minister for Budget Management:

I received in the mail the other day a
brochure directed towards smokers
from an institution calling itself the
Smoko Club, which read-

Why pay more when you can
use your legal constitutional
rights to buy your smokes free of
State tax from Queensland
through the Smoko Club? Our ef-
ficient computerised service en-

sures regular deliveries of your
favourite brand direct to your
front door by Ansett Freight Ex-
press.

Is that a perfectly legal thing to sub-
scribe to?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

I hardly need to say that the question
is out of order as it seeks a legal
opinion.

I take the opportunity to stress, how-
ever, that the Government even now
is engaged in very stringent legislation
to absolutely minimise the evasion of'
this franchise fee.
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