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THlE SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the Chair
at 10.45 am., and read prayers.

LIQUOR

Winehouse Licence: Petition
MR BURKETT (Scarborough) [10.46 am.]: I

present a petition bearing 2 632 signatures in the
following terms-

To:

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

We, the undersigned do hereby advise Par-
liament that it has now become evident in
Winehouses that the Public, including Visi-
tors and Tourists are confused and annoyed
by restrictions imposed in Winehouses.
Patrons resent the social inconvenience
resulting from their individual drinking
choices.

In view of this problem the Winehouse Li-
cence is no longer relevant and cannot com-
pete successfully with liquor etablishments
permitted an unrestricted range of products.
Winehouses are the only area in the liquor
industry with a restricted range of products.
The recently imposed Federal Tax on Wine
aggravated their position.

We therefore urge the Parliament of West-
ern Australia to support our representations
to the Licensing Court for Winehouse Li-
cence Amendments and Conversions.

I certify that the petition conforms to the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 66.)

COMMONWEALTH REFERENDUMS
State Government Attitude: Urgency Motion
THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I wish to advise

that I have received the following letter from the
Leader of the Opposition-

Dear Mr Speaker,

I give notice that at the Sitting of the House
tomorrow I shall move "that the House do
now adjourn" for the purpose of debating the
following matter of urgency:

The attitude of the State Government in
support of two referendum proposals to
be decided next Saturday which will af-
feet the powers, privileges and rights of
the Parliament of Western Australia and
its constitution, and the detrimental ef-
fect of such proposals if adopted on the
constitution of the State and to the
people of Western Australia.

This notice is submitted in accordance with
Standing Orders 47 and 48 of the House.

Yours sincerely,
W. R. B. HASSELL, M.L.A.,
LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION

Are there seven members who are prepared to
support this motion?

Seven members having risen in their places,

The SPEAKER: I have agreed to allow a debate
on this motion to proceed for a period of one hour
with three speakers on my left and three speakers
on my right, the time limits to be decided by each
side of the House.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [10.51 am.]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

The referenda questions to be decided on Saturday
are in their own way as important to the future of
Western Australia as the election itself. It is un-
fortunate that they have received as little public
attention so far as they have received. I am con-
cerned that in supporting these two referendums,
the Premier of this State is once more supporting
extra power for Canberra.

In a media advertisement the Premier says that
we will be given the chance to improve our
country's Constitution and to cut through a lot of
red tape. A lot of red tape will certainly be cut
through if many new powers are handed over to
Canberra because the State Government's influ-
ence in those matters will be eliminated. The
Premier indicated during that advertisement that
red tape will be cut in relation to commercial law,
industrial relations, taxation, insurance, and fam-
ily law.

These referendums proposals will result in three
things: More power to Canberra, more power to
politicians, and less power to the people.

I want to deal firstly with the interchange of
powers because that is the one th 'at most radically
attacks the power of the people and gives it to
politicians and to Canberra. The interchange of
powers proposal allows the States and the Com-
monwealth to agree on the transfer of powers from
one to the other. Under the present Constitution,
powers relative to the States and the Common-
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wealth can be changed only through the oper-
ations of a referendum, and those referendum pro-
posals must be put forward by the Commonwealth
Parliament, agreed to by the Commonwealth Par-
liament, and then submitted to the people. The
interchange of powers proposal will allow powers
to be transferred from one to the other without the
approval of a referendum.

Theoretically, it is a very nice idea, but when
one looks at the constitutional realities which exist
in Australia today and at what has happened for
such a long period, one can reach the conclusion
only that what is really being sought is the re-
moval of one of the last vestiges of protection we
have from Canberra, and granting to conniving
politicians who have been working in secret behind
closed doors the power to take more and more
powers from the people.

One example is the Bill of rights which is cur-
rently being proposed by the Commonwealth
Government and which has been kept secret for
many months by this and the Federal Govern-
ments. It has all been cooked up by meetings with-
out any consultation or public debate.

It was not until some people were in a position to
release a draft of that document that the
Australian people got to look at it at all. The
document proposes the most radical change to
Australia's constitutional structure, without any
proposal for a referendum, and without any pro-
posal for the people to give it approval.

We know that it would be in the interests of
some people to transfer some powers to Canberra.
After reading the Premier's comments, not only in
his advertisement, but also in his statement
reported in The West Australian almost two weeks
ago, it looks as though the Premier wants to hand
over to Canberra such matters as the industrial
relations power and a number of commercial
powers in exchange for receiving some new tax-
ation powers. I know that is very attractive to the
Premier, in view of his taxation performance of
the last couple of years, where we have seen the
introduction of the new financial institutions duty
and an increase in the overall collections of tax-
ation in real terms of over nine per cent for each of
two years. The reality is that this interchange will
be a one-way street, because of the predominant
position of the Commonwealth.

The Commonwealth provides half of the State's
revenue; and it has been providing a significant
proportion of the State's revenue-no doubt not
always half-since the introduction of the uniform
taxation system.

Mr Stephens: Reimbursing our just dues.

Mr HASSELL: Quite right; to reimburse our
just dues, because the Commonwealth
unilaterally, in a time of war, and supposedly on a
temporary basis, took over the income tax and has
never been prepared to return it on a basis that
was acceptable to the States and to the people.

What will happen with this interchange of
powers? We will see, year by year, more and more
power seeking by centralist Commonwealth
Governments-as they all are, of whatever politi-
cal persuasion; let us make no mistake about that;
there is none I have known of that has not been
centralist, although I live in hope that one day we
will elect a genuinely federalist Government in
Canberra, one that has a real commitment to fed-
eralism. I am sure one day we will see such a
Government and we are working towards that.
However, I have not seen one yet. All I have seen,
increasingly since the time of Menzies, has been a
succession of centralist Commonwealth Govern-
ments seeking more power, and often unwilling to
co-operate in creating a system which works on
the basis of shared power and co-operation. We
have seen the most recent example of that in the
matter of the Commonwealth Crimes Coin-
mission, where all the States were agreed on new
co-operative methods which would have made
Police Forces more effective in the fight against
organised crime; it would have extended their ex-
pertise, and their capacity to perform, and it
would have increased their links and co-operative
arrangements.

That was rejected by the Commonwealth in
favour of its own overriding legislation which has
not worked and will never work. That is exactly
what will happen under this new interchange of
powers proposal. We will see a one-way street of
powers to the Commonwealth, except perhaps in
relation to taxation, where the Commonwealth
may be prepared to foist onto the States certain
taxing powers to force the States to raise more
revenue.

It is a realistic scenario to look at what might
happen should the Labor Party win the Federal
election on Saturday. If it does, it will go into
office with a commitment that it will not increase
taxation as a proportion of the gross domestic
product. That will create all sorts of difficulties for
the Labor Government, because of its present
commitments and spending plans.

The people who will suffer most under that will
undoubtedly be the States, and it is highly likely
that, under that system, if it prevails, and if the
Labor Party should win the election, we will see
the Commonwealth saying to the States that there
are certain taxation powers that must take over
and certain taxes the States must impose to raise
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their own revenues, whether or not they want to.
The interchange of powers is all right in theory.
but it is likely to be all wrong in practice. The
fundamental objection I have is that it takes away
the power from the people and gives it to the
politicians. At present it is the people of Australia
who have the right to decide whether there will be
changes to the Constitution, and they should con-
tinue to have that exclusive right.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roc) [11.01 am.]: In
support of this motion I say that the move to take
away the Fixed term of the Senate is one which
will greatly affect the less populous States, par-
ticularly Western Australia with its isolation, as
well as its sparse population. The referendum is
clearly against the interests of all States, Western
Australia in particular. We on this side of the
House, when in Government and even in Oppo-
sition, have been critical of the activities of
Canberra at times and have been accused of going
against our own parties. That is necessary in order
to ensure that States such as Western Australia
get a fair go. There is no way in the world that
States will get a fair go if the membership of the
Senate is manipulated.

The Senate, of course, was founded by the Con-
stitution and on a basis which would give States
equal representation in one House of the Federal
Parliament. It is one which has acted as a safety
valve for States and which, I trust, will continue to
do so for many years to come. Unfortunately, it
has become quite party political, but that is inevi-
table in a system such as ours which relies on
political parties to provide the strength of both
Houses.

It is a powerful weapon in the system of checks
and balances, and it would be a retrograde step for
any part of the Senate's power to be weakened.
Obviously, the fact that a senator is elected for a
fixed term does add some security of tenure when
he is elected to the Senate.

The excuse that by taking the Senate out with
the House of Representatives will reduce the num-
ber of elections is nothing but humbug, because all
it does is give the'Prime Minister unilateral power
over the Senate, which he does not have today. I
will do all in my power to see that he does not get
it.

The State Government, in supporting this referm
endum proposal, seeks to take away what little
power the State has in the Commonwealth sphere.
I know we all get very fed up at times with the
various parties and the various splinter groups in
the Senate, and the fact that minority groups
virtually have the power of the Senate in their
hands. However, it is still a safety valve; it is still

there to check the Government, and that is what
the bicameral system is all about.

The pretext of fewer elections is one of political
humbug because all it means is that the Prime
Minister, if he is dissatisfied with the way the
Senate is treating legislation being sent from the
House of Representatives, can call a snap election
as he has recently done, and as has been the case
for many years in the Federal sphere, and which
was supposed to be something that this Prime
Minister was going to correct. He claims that, by
having an early election now, all he is doing is
bringing the Senate into kilter because there has
to be a half Senate election early next year. That
is a valid point. However, there is nothing to stop
the Prime Minister, on the assumption that he is
returned to power next Saturday, from taking out
his feeling of frustration, in the event that the
Senate blocks legislation which he considers im-
portant enough, to go to the people or to call a
snap election at any time. In doing so, he takes the
Senate out with the House of Representatives.
That can be used as a weapon of fear against
senators and I believe it is most undesirable. I
hope that my thoughts and the thoughts of the
Opposition will be shared by many Western
Australians next Saturday.

The question of the exchange of powers is open
to a great deal of abuse. The Leader of Opposition
has given some indication of how this exchange of
powers could be abused. Currently, there is pro-
vision for powers to be transferred from the States
to the Commonwealth; but the matter of transfer
of powers from the Commonwealth to the States
is, to say the least, a grey area.

The Leader of the Opposition pointed out that
the great taxation grab as a national security
measure during the war was to be a temporary
measure, and income taxing authority was to be
returned to the States at the conclusion of that
national emergency. Of course, history showed
that the income taxing powers have never been
returned to the States and I doubt that they ever
will be.

I am not here to argue about which is the best
system-a State taxation system or a Common-
wealth taxation system. The point is that the
ability is there to transfer powers from the States
to the Commonwealth and I see no reason, there-
fore, for the people to increase that power and give
the Commonwealth the undeniable power to ma-
nipulate, at will, and for political expediency, the
transfer of powers to and from the States. It is not
outside the realms of possibility that, prior to a
Federal election and without reference to the
States or certainly to the people of the States,
powers could be transferred from the States to the
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Commonwealth in order to give it some political
advantage. Some might consider that is drawing a
long bow. However, it could be of great advantage
to the Commonwealth to have certain powers
within its grisp during the time of the run-up to
an election campaign. Similarly, when the States
were going to the polls, there would be nothing to
stop the Commonwealth from transferring some of
its powers to the States in order to give the States
a show of power and the ability tQ do certain
things without reference- to. the Commonwealth
which probably, in the eyes of the electors, would
look quite desirable. 'It -would be nothing but a
ploy to attract votes to win an election and, at the
end of that election, nothing is surer than that
those powers would be transferred back to the
Commonwealth.

I believe that the powers of the Senate safe-
guard the interests of the States and are very
precious to the States. I am surprised that people
in this State see fit to support Or at least take a
neutral stand in respect of this referendum ques-
tion. I was surprised to note in a wheatbelt news-
paper recently that the member for Merredin, in
talking about the referendum points and the desir-
ability of voting "No", suggested to his constitu-
ents that they should vote "No" on the first ques-
tion, but he did not think the second question was
of great importance. I believe that both of those
questions are of great importance to the States
and are of particular importance to Western
Australia because of its isolation and lack of popu-
lation.

I urge all electors in Western Australia to vote
"No" to both propositions on Saturday.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) 111.11 am] A
"No" vote to the referendum questions on
Saturday would be in the best interests of Western
Australia. The first question on simultaneous elec-
tions is a cynical exercise. In fact, there has been
some verbal jousting in this Parliament already
about this matter. All I can say is that the con-
servatives, particularly in this State, were so
impressed with the argument put up by the
Australian Labor Party the last time this question
was put to the Australian people, that we accepted
its arguments and decided that it was not in the
best interests of Western Australia. For that
reason we will be opposing the question on
Saturday and I trust that the Western Australian
public will follow suit.

It is a cynical exercise for this Government
when in Opposition to oppose this question, and to
promote it when in Government. That is probably
the strongest argument against it. A party which
changes its political colours at a whim makes
people in Western Australia very wary, and if

people are wary there is only one course of action
for them to take and that is to be cautious and
vote "No".

The history of referenda in this country has
shown that people have been cautious. Fortu-
nately, the founding fathers decided that any ref-
erendum question would be difficult to pass with-
out a clear and absolute majority, not only of all
the States, but of all the people in those States.
For that very good reason most referendum ques-
tions have failed, as I feel confident these ques-
tions will fail on Saturday. Of course, that is a
very conservative way to run a country, but like
the existence of the Senate, the question of the
holding of referenda has been a very solid base on
which this country has developed. It has meant
that we are not a banana republic although, in
representing an electorate that produces that com-
modity, I would not mind if we were. When we
look at the stability and political democracy that
we have enjoyed in this country, we see that a lot
of that is due to our founding fathers.

The first question has been promoted by differ-
ent sides of politics. In most walks of life and in
most professions there is a degree of cynicism. I
guess the public are entitled to say that there is a
degree of cynicism in the way this question has
come before the Australian public again. There
are political reasons for that. Be that as it may, I
think the Western Australian public are entitled
to be wary about what is meant by this action and
they should also be entitled to think that the
safeguarding of the Senate's powers could be
under threat in some way and that they should
therefore vote "No". Of course, a strong Senate
having all of the independence that it has at the
moment is a safeguard for the States. As has been
pointed out by my colleagues, that safeguard is
even nmore important to the States that are
furthest from Canberra, such as Western
Australia. There is therefore a good reason that
we should deny the present Federal Government
the right to hold simultaneous elections.

The Premier has alleged that there have been
political gymnastics on the part of the Leader of
the Opposition and his colleagues on this matter. I
want him to check the record. If he does check the
record of the proceedings of the Constitutional
Convention which was referred to earlier, he will
find that Western Australia had grave doubts
about this matter. The present Leader of the Op-
position did not lead the Western Australian del-
egation. It was led by Hon. Tan Medcalf. If the
Premier checks the transcript he will verify this
point.

Mr Brian Burke: I am about to.
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Mr LAURANCE: The Premier is looking at it
and he will find that Mr Medcaif pointed out the
reasons that Western Australia was not happy
with that proposition.

Mr Brian Burke: Which one?

Mr LAURANCE: About simultaneous elec-
tions. The Premier will see that doubts were
expressed. We went through that exercise recently
when the Minister for Transport said, "We have
legislation here because you people agreed to it
when you were in Government in 1981." 1 am
referring to the legislation regarding unleaded pet-
rol; as part of the fabric of the Commonwealth we
were forced into that situation. It is similar to this
situation regarding the Constitutional Convention.
It does not say that Western Australia's del-
egation wholeheartedly endorsed the proposition.
It did not, because the Western Australian
delegation said that it had many concerns which
are very real today. As a result, the Western
Australian public are entitled to be concerned; and
if one is concerned about a referendum there is
only one way for him to go and that is to vote
"No". I exhort members in this House not only to
vote "No", but also to convince other people to
vote "No" on behalf of the people of Western
Australia.

The second question which will be before the
public on Saturday deals with the transfer of
powers between the Commonwealth and the
States. The history of the federation would make
us wary about this question. It was the individual
States that met and decided that there would be a
federation and that some limited powers would be
given to the Commonwealth. Those powers were
clearly prescribed. However, as the federation has
developed it has gone the other way and the
Commonwealth has taken unto itself much more
power than was originally intended. Reasons have
been given for this and it has usually occurred in
times of turmoil such as the Depression and dur-
ing war. On those occasions there has been good
reason to transfer the powers to Canberra, but it
has been one-way traffic. The Commonwealth has
never seen fit to divest its powers back to the
States. As a result there has been this inevitable
movement of power from the States to the Com-
monwealth.

Mr Jamieson: That is not so.

Mr LAURANCE: I believe that that is the
overall history. The genera! thrust of movement
has been towards Canberra. The Opposition wants
to ensure that that does not continue because it is
not in the best interests of Western Australia.
From the early days Western Australia was the
most reluctant State to enter the federation, and it

has been reluctant to see further powers
transferred to Canberra. We should be very reluc-
tant when it comes to the question of the transfer
of powers. If people are reluctant, I believe that
their only course of action is to vote "No" on
Saturday.

The danger of the situation is that any further
transfer of powers under this proposition will not
come before the people of Western Australia. Our
founding fathers went about things of this nature
in the right way. We have over 80 years of history
to prove they were right and we should not walk
away from their precepts because it suits an ALP
Government. It is all very well to say that we have
a Federal Labor Government and several State
Labor Governments, but that is only a moment in
hi story. It is a passing phase in the life of politics.
It will change very quickly and we will go back to
the situation where we have conservative Govern-
ments in Canberra and in most States. It will
happen in the twinkling of an eye and before most
members on the Government benches realise that
the movement has even started.

While the Labor Party believes it has an idyllic
situation with Federal and several State Labor
Governments, it wants to cash in on it and say that
it will decide what is good for the Commonwealth
and for the States and pass these powers back-
wards and forwards. I believe that proposition
should be rejected by the people of Western
Australia.

There is no guarantee that what the Federal
Labor Party says is good for it will necessarily be
good for Western Australia. In fact, we should
doubt that very proposition.

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you acknowledging that
you will lose the election?

Mr LAURANCE: Let us leave the election
aside because I do not have time to talk about it.
Let us talk about the proposition for the referenda.

The Opposition would have every right to doubt
that if the ALP is putting up a proposition which
was acceptable to it at a Federal level, it would be
in the best interests of Western Australia. I have
every reason to suspect that it would be against
the best interests of Western Australia and, there-
fore, we should oppose it. I will go further than
that and say that the Federal Government has
taken many powers upon itself in recent
years-for example, it has duplicated services that
are already provided by the State Governments.
We should not have a Commonwealth Depart-
ment of Housing and Construction or a Common-
wealth Department of Education operating in
Western Australia, and the Commonwealth
should get right out of those fields. Just because
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people went to Canberra and asked for more
money and the Federal Government gave them
more money, the Commonwealth Government has
decided to establish a department to administer
those funds. It is transgressing on the powers of
the States. The Commonwealth Government
should get out of our hair and leave this State to
do the job that was originally intended when the
federation was set up. The only way to ensure that
is to vote "No" on Saturday, not only to the ques-
tion in relation to the transfer of powers, but also
to the question on simultaneous elections. I exhort
the people of Western Australia to follow that
lead.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [ 11.21
am.]: It is very difficult to understand why the
Opposition should seek to bring this motion on as
an urgency motion. It is even more difficult to
understand the reason that the Leader of the Op-
position should stamp himself so clearly as a mem-
ber of this Chamber lacking completely in credi-
bility when his record is referred to on the ques-
tion that his speech dealt with in almost its en-
tirety.

I have a copy of the proceedings of the
Australian Constitutional Convention which was
held in Adelaide from 26 to 29 April, 1983. The
convention considered the question relating to the
transfer of powers that is identical to the question
that is being asked of electors at the referenda to
be held on Saturday. At that Constitutional Con-
vention a question or motion was posed that is
identical to the one that is being put before the
public on Saturday relating to the transfer of
powers.

At that convention the Leader of the Opposition
voted to support the motion which was posed and
is now reflected in the question of the referendum.
Within a space of two years the Leader of the
Opposition has changed his position absolutely.

Mr Hassell: What record is there that I voted
for it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We checked today with
the Attorney-General's department in Canberra
and the voting lists show that firstly, on the ques-
tion of the transfer of powers motion, it was car-
ried unanimously. It also shows that the Leader of
the Opposition was one of those who voted
to support the proposition.

Mr Hassell: You know that Mr Medcalf spoke
and raised some serious questions about the mat-
ter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Medcalf spoke and
expressed support on the amendment to the mo-
tion for the proposition that was carried. The mo-
tion was amended and the Leader of the Oppo-

sition voted to support the motion. Now less than
two years from that date the Leader of the Oppo-
sition spends all his time in the debate on an
urgency motion contradicting the position he took
at the Constitutional Convention.

In addition to that, and referring to the question
of simultaneous elections which was also a
proposition dealt with at the Constitutional Con-
vention,' it is interesting to note that the question
being put to the people on Saturday is the same as
the question which was put to the Constitutional
Convent ion by none other than the former At-
torney General, Senator Durack-an Attorney
General in a Liberal Government.

In both cases we have a situation in which,
firstly, the Leader of the Opposition voted to sup-
port a motion at a Constitutional Convention that
is identical to the question that is now being asked
of the public at a referendum and in respect of
which question he chose, less than two years from
that date, to take a contrary position.

On the question of simultaneous elections, a
question that has been stressed as important by
speakers on the opposition side of the debate in
this Chamber, it is interesting to note that the
Leader of the Opposition thought that was of such
gravity that, firstly, he was not present during the
debate and secondly, as a result of his absence he
did not make a contribution. These matters which
are of such moment today in the view of the
Leader of the Opposition, and I suppose for ques-
tions of political advantage, were much less im-
portant then. It is very difficult to accept the view
of a Leader of the Opposition who on an identical
proposition will change his position absolutely in
the space of only a few months.

MrT Old: You are weak, Brian.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It may be weak but it is

true. The Leader of the Opposition voted to sup-
port the transfer of powers proposition that was
identical to the question being asked less than two
years ago--not at a referendum and not in an
election context-and today exhorts people to vote
against it. There is not a shred of credibility at-
tached to that position.

I suppose the Leader of the Opposition might
have dwelt upon the fact that he believed at that
time that it was a good proposal.

Mr Hassell: I did not speak on the matter and at
that time I was not the Leader of the Opposition. I
was part of a delegation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition certainly voted for it. I do not wish to spend
a great deal of time on the matter but these are
two important questions that the Government be-
lieves should be answered in the affirmative. An
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affirmative answer will advance the interests of
this State. Firstly, the simultaneous elections ques-
tion will put an end to the $19.2 million exercise
involved in the additional cost associated with
each half Senate election. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has said that there has never been
a half Senate election that fits the bill as far as
this cost saving is concerned. That is not true;
there have been four. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition, by virtue of his interjection the other even-
ing. displayed his ignorance. Four half Senate
elections not associated with an election in the
House of Representatives have been held. In some
States there has been a State or Federal election
every year in the 39 years since the last war. As
far as this proposition is concerned it will mean
there is less prospect, although the Prime Minister
will still be able to call elections, of the multi-
plicity of elections to which we have been subject
since the war. There have been too many elections
and this proposition will help to ensure that there
are fewer elections.

It will also mean that the Senate will better
reflect the wishes of the public at the time they
choose their Government. There will be no dimin-
ution of the Senate's power; it will still possess the
same powers that it now has. No-one is talking
about relieving the Senate of any of its powers.

As far as the Government is concerned this
question, if carried, will mean fewer elections, and
less cost to the taxpayers, and will not in any way
dilute the powers that the Senate presently pos-
sesses.

Turning to the transfer of powers, as far as this
question is concerned it Will Permit two very im-
portant things: Firstly, the Commonwealth will be
able to confer powers on the State, which is not
presently permitted. However, it is permitted for
the State to transfer powers to the Common-
wealth. Why does the Opposition want to continu-
ally disadvantage the State in its relationships
with the Commonwealth? At present powers can
be referred without going to the public but they
can be referred only one way: By the States to the
Commonwealth and not by the Commonwealth to
the States. On that basis this question will permit
the Commonwealth to confer powers on the
States; it will not change the ability of the States
to confer powers on the Commonwealth. It will
stop the one-way Canberra-bound traffic about
which the Leader of the Opposition continually
rants and raves.

Another important aspect is that if the States
decide to refer powers to the Commonwealth they
will be able to impose conditions upon that refer-
ence. That capability does not presently exist ac-
cording to the Constitution.

Both these questions have been put to the public
by Liberal Governments in the past and both in
the past have been supported by Liberal Govern-
ments and parties in this State. On that basis the
public has the right to know why the Liberal Party
in this State chooses to reverse so dramatically the
position it previously held. That is the question to
be asked of the Liberal Party by the public.

The question to be asked of the Leader of the
Opposition is how he can in good faith stand in
this place and speak as lead speaker on an urgency
motion to contradict the position he took less than
two years ago without explaining with one sen-
tence why he has reversed his position; without
explaining why, if the matter is of such gravity
and moment, he did not bother to speak at the
Constitutional Convention that carried the refer-
ence of powers motion; and why he decided at the
convention to vote in favour of the same question
that is being asked of the public at a referendum
next Saturday.

Mr Hassell: You are the man who voted against
doing something about external affairs powers at
the same convention.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: When the Leader of the
Opposition speaks he is perfectly content to do so
without interjection from this side of the Chamber
but he is renowned for not being able to take what
he dishes out. The Leader of the Opposition can-
not cop it whether it is in reply to debate or at
question time. He has a fragility that prevents him
from adequately and intelligently sustaining his
case in the face of an argument that goes to the
opposing position.

No matter how one excuses his behaviour, sup-
ports the things he says, or strongly believes that
there should be a "No" vote, at the same time one
cannot in good conscience or with good faith sup-
port the position of a leader who has spoken, with-
out blinking an eyelid, without referring to his
previous position for even a second. One cannot
accept that his argument is credible or honest.

For the reasons I have outlined in respect of
simultaneous elections-the fact that there will be
fewer elections, the taxpayers will be put to less
cost and the Senate will more accurately reflect
the will of the public when Governments are
elected-that question must be answered "Yes" at
the referendum on Saturday.

In regard to the referral of powers, the present
situation disadvantages the States, because the
present situation permits the States to refer
powers. We are not changing that. This question.
if answered "Yes", will let the Commonwealth
refer powers back to the States, and only in cir-
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cumstances where the States agree to the refer-
ence being made.

If every Government in this nation objects, the
reference will not proceed. But the Leader of the
Opposition and his party, for political reasons, are
prepared to let the one-way Canberra-bound
traffic continue. All we are saying is, if there is to
be a referral of powers between Governments, we
should be entitled to assume new powers in the
same way as the Leader of the Opposition main-
tains we should be entitled to refer powers to
Canberra. That substantially accords with the ar-
guments in this Chamber today to support the
"Yes" case. The Government proposes people
should vote that way.

In addition to that, leaving aside the arguments
and turning to the proponents of the arguments on
the basis of lack of credibility inherent in the
position of any leader who fails to justify his com-
plete contradiction of a position so recently held,
the arguments themselves must be suspect.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS DUTY
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 4)

SecondReading

Debate resumed from 27 November.

MR HIASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) 1 11.37 a.m.]: This Bill, so far as we have
been able to ascertain in the very short time in
which we have had to consider it, carries out those
things which the second reading speech says it
does and we do not oppose it.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Sill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

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

Burke (Premier), and transmitted to the Council.

SECRET HARBOUR MANAGEMENT TRUST
BILL

TOURIST DEVELOPMENT (SECRET
HARBOUR) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

BILL

Cognate Debate
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [ 11.40

am.]: I seek leave of the House to have a cognate
debate on these Bills and, in accordance with

Standing Orders, I name the Secret Harbour
Management Trust Bill as the principal Bill.

Leave granted.

SECRET HARBOUR MANAGEMENT TRUST
BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 27 November.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [11.41 am.]: The Secret Harbour devel-
opment is an extremely imaginative and
interesting one, and will be a tremendous asset to
the State when it is achieved. It seems increasingly
likely it is to be achieved, and I am delighted that
is to occur.

Personally I was interested to see the way in
which it has progressed quietly over a long period
with the developers, carefully and through persist-
enice, able to put together the requisite support,
approval and finance to enable it to proceed. So
the presentation of this legislation is another wel-
come milestone.

However, I must say to the Premier, although it
may not be the fault of the Government-I under-
stand there has been a lot of negotiation-that this
is not the first time important legislation relating
to the Secret Harbour development has been
presented to us on the last day of sitting with no
chance to examine it properly. That is unfortu-
nate. It was done in such a rush last time that a
schedule was left out of the Sill. That was picked
up at the last minute and had to be inserted
virtually as we were walking out of the door of the
Parliament at the end of the session. Here we are
again with two Bills before us, relating to the
Secret Harbour.

So far as I am able to appreciate the matter
from the brief time that has been available, it
would seem that we are putting in place the requi-
site management organisations for the develop-
ment to create a statutory body which will have
the requisite powers, both management powers
and powers to maintain the harbour in the project.

I see from the second reading speech there is to
be a levy of 21h per cent of the value of all the land
sold by the company, and this is to go into a
capital fund. That can be increased to 4 per cent,
subject to arbitration.

As to the continuing need for finance to main-
tain the waterways and the harbour and to keep
the sandbar across the entrance clear, there is
power to make levies on the individual properties
a ffected.

The situation seems to be one where the
Government, through legislation, is facilitating the
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project by providing a statutory mechanism with a
legal base without imposing any charge on the
taxpayer but instead imposing a charge on the
developers and the subsequent owners of that de-
velopment.

As I understand it, the development and build-
ings will result in the creation of both rental units
and units which are to be sold, and they will all be
subject to some kind of levy to maintain the water-
ways. Because of the nature of the development,
that seems to be fair enough.

I do not see any difficulty and I welcome the
fact that the project is going forward, but it is
subject to the reservation that, although the Min-
ister provided us with details of the legislation as
soon as he could, we have not had time to study it
to ascertain whether there are any, snags or other
questions which should be raised. I have to enter
that caveat at the same time as expressing our
support [or the legislation. I ask the Premier for
affirmation of the fact that, in the whole of this
development, there is not expected to be any
charge on the State in relation to the maintenance
of the harbour and waterways.

With those comments, I indicate our support for
the legislation.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [11.46
am.]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his
support of the legislation. I welcome his comments
and support them as they refer to the exciting and
beneficial nature of this development to the State
of Western Australia.

At the same time, I crave the pardon of the
Leader of the Opposition for the way in which this
legislation has been introduced, but that has been
largely a result of the way in which the developers
of the project have approached the Government
from time to time as they have discovered their
needs in a changing and new development. In fact.
this legislation relates, as did the previous Bill, to
the developers' wishes expressed to us i n two time
frames: Firstly. as legislation has been discovered
to be necessary by the developers and, secondly, as
it has been discovered to be essential to the next
step of the project in each case. So it is also true to
say that we have been a bit rushed in preparation
of the legislation and that is a product of our
support for the concept of the development and of
the newness of and lack of familiarity with the
development that is being undertaken.

The points raised by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition will be referred to the Minister for Planning
who essentially has carriage of this matter. It is
my understanding, as I discern it to be the Leader
of the Opposition's understanding, that there is
not to be any charge on the public, that the devel-

opment involves rental and purchase units, and
that, generally speaking, the presumptions that he
makes are accurate. However, his comments will
be referred to the Minister for Planning and that
Minister will reply to him in greater detail.

I thank the Opposition for its support.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Conittiee, ecc
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

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

Burke (Premier), and transmitted to the Council.

TOURIST DEVELOPMENT (SECRET
HARBOUR) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

BILL
Second Reading

Order of the day read for the resumption of
debate from 27 November.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Conimiriee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

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

Burke (Premier), and transmitted to the Council.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
Resumed from 27 November. The Chairman of

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

Leave granted to postpone debate on Division
75.

Division 54: Agriculture, 554 919 000-
Mr OLD: I previously had a few words to say

about the agriculture budget when I spoke in the
general debate on the Estimates, but I take this
opportunity to refer to the dairy industry. The
Minister agreed, when we spoke about this before,
that there is a lot of apprehension within the dairy
industry over its future as a result of the inter-
national situation and, indeed, the Australian situ-
ation.
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I understand that peculiar circumstances have
risen in Europe where, despite the fact that it has
an over-supply of certain dairy
products-certainly butter and manufactured
products-parts of Europe nonetheless are cur-
rently feeling the pinch with the supply of what we
term whole milk or market milk. This is brought
about because certain areas in Europe receive milk
for particular products; in other words, factories
there do not engage in whole milk production, as
they normally do in Australia, and then use their
surplus milk for an agreed product mix, such as
butter and cheese, or butter and yoghurt, or
flavoured milk, or whatever. European dairy fac-
tories are designated to be either in the manufac-
turing area or the market milk area.

Some factories are now suffering because of a
general cut ini production throughout the
European community, and those factories are the
ones supplying market milk. There is no inter-
change between factories. This will probably have
some sort of bearing on the Australian dairy in-
dustry because whatever the European dairy in-
dustry does, it very quickly reflects on the
Australian industry.

Currently in Australia we have a chaotic situ-
ation in the dairy industry, and this has been
engendered mainly through international influ-
ences and, particularly, the economic circum-
stances in New Zealand. Under the new agree-
ment, New Zealand is able to export a certain
amount of dairy products into Australia. Because
of its currency situation, where it is able to take
advantage of devaluation, it finds it very favour-
able to export as much of any product as it can to
Australia.

When the dairy industry is next discussed on a
national basis, a very close look must be given to
the situation in Western Australia, because the
move is to have a cut across the board by a certain
percentage, which would mean that WA would
suffer the same cuts as Victoria.

To date the dairy industry has not been able to
reach accord on the way these cuts should be
instituted, and if the cuts are implemented on the
basis of the various States' handling of their re-
spective dairy industries over the past decade,
Western Australia could well claim that it should
not be touched in any way at all. This thought
would probably be shared by Queensland. We can
all be assured that Victoria would be totally
opposed to such a notion, and I guess with some
justification. If the cuts in the dairy industry were
not on a regular basis throughout all the States,
Victoria, being the greatest producer of milk,
would suffer the largest cut, and this would be
totally unacceptable.

It is a "Catch 22" situation in Western
Australia, because when it was agreed six or seven
years ago that the States should follow some vol-
untary restraint in their dairy industries, WA
abided by the decision of the Agricultural Council.
It was not a decision legislated for within the
States, but an agreement between them to freeze
the level of all milk production. Western
Australia, to its disadvantage, has adhered to that
gentleman's agreement right to the present time.

We are now facing a glut, which is the result of
the Victorian dairy industry's taking virtually no
notice of the agreement made. It has been as
though the agreement never existed, because that
State has continued to encourage dairy pro-
duction, as a result of which it has contributed
very largely to the over-supply of dairy products in
WA. I know that the Minister is well aware of
these problems and would be loath to see WA
disadvantaged, but whatever cut is agreed to by
this State, our dairy industry will be
disadvantaged.

This will mean more imported dairy goods
coming to WA, and it could well mean that super-
markets would start to import whole milk. It is
very easy to say that the sale of whole milk today
is virtually controlled by the "use by" date; in
other words, it has a limited shelf life which must
be identified for the consumer. However, if con-
sumers were faced with a litre of WA milk with a
shelf life of six days, and with a litre of imported
milk with a shelf life of three days, but for a
greatly reduced cost, the great temptation would
be for consumers to purchase the latter. A family
of any size certainly goes through milk well prior
to its expiry date.

The industry is apprehensive about the present
situation, and I am hopeful the Minister will be
able to come to a reasonable arrangement with the
other States to ensure our dairy industry is
protected to the extent it should be.

I know that processors are having their prob-
lems; this is part of the general state of the dairy
industry. One thing certainly affecting the pro-
cessors probably more than the producers is that
the price of milk has been fairly well pegged For
some time. In fact, in reply to a question asked
recently by the member for Vasse about the indi-
vidual rises since 1979 in the prices of milk and
cream, with a request for the rises to be expressed
on a monetary and a percentage basis, the Minis-
ter indicated that since the advent of this Govern-
ment there had been two price rises: One on I
November 1983 of 2c a litre of milk and one on I
September 1984 of I c a litre of milk.
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In addition to this, of course, the one cent was
virtually absorbed by the dairy assistance plan
which was put in place to assist the industry at a
time Of great difficulty, but on the understanding
that it could not be seen as something continuing
ad infinitum. There must come a time when the
consumer would be relieved of his burden and it
would be transferred back to the producer. It does
not really matter who bears the burden as long as
the producer is getting paid a reasonable price for
his product. I venture to say that the producer is
very much on the back foot today and has not kept
up with inflation, when one considers that in
September 1982 a 3c per litre rise was granted
representing a 4.16 per cent increase. That was the
second rise in 1982, the previous one being 3.17
per cent, giving a total of 7.33 per cent which
certainly would not equate with inflation. The
1983 rise of 2c a litre represented an increase of
2.94 per cent which was well below inflation and
in 1984-this year is nearly over so it would be
safe to assume this will be the only rise-the in-
crease was Ic per litre representing 1.42 per cent
for the year. That is not keeping up with the rate
of inflation and, despite the fact that the dairy
industry has been described as the Rolls Royce of
the agricultural industries, at this stage, because
of the results of economic surveys undertaken by
the Department of Agriculture-that department
conducts regular economic surveys to establish the
state of the dairy industry, which in turn gives
assistance, not only to the Minister, but also to the
prices committee-it was established that the
dairy industry was doing better on a percentage
basis than other agricultural industries.

Certain factors should not be taken into account
in a proper survey as to the operations of the
industry, one of those factors being the capital
appreciation of land. Certainly in sections of the
dairy areas the capital appreciation of land is very
high. I am speaking of the irrigation areas, where
industry is encroaching on irrigation areas and the
cost of running a dairy industry on an irrigation
farm is becoming so high that people are tempted
to sell. This capital appreciation is being taken
into account in the exercise in respect of the dairy
industry.

I do not want to see the prices of food rising
unnecessarily, but the industry must be protected
and this concept has been accepted by successive
Governments. In order to ensure the adequate
supply of whole milk to the people of WA and, in
particular, to the metropolitan area which was the
genesis of the old Milk Board, there needs to be a
controlled industry, and as much as some people
do not like controls on industry, the dairy industry
is one which I doubt could survive without reason-

able controls or without reasonable treatment by
the Dairy Industry Authority and the Government
of the day.

The consumers of this State are very conscious
of the fact that if the dairy industry is not treated
properly, there could be a shortage of milk. Today,
as a matter of expediency, we might say that is not
necessarily the case because of the situation I
outlined in respect of the national industry. We
certainly could obtain a tremendous amount of
milk from the Eastern States if it were necessary,
but that course certainly would be highly undesir-
able because neither the Government nor the Op-
position would want to see the industry diminished
in any way. At the same time we do not want to
see the industry overpaid, nor do we want to see
overproduction, so the Minister has to face up to a
conundrum in that industry.

In fairness, the Minister reinforced that concept
in answer to a question I asked him on Tuesday,
20 September, about the attitude of the WA
Government to the proposed levy on milk. In a
very lengthy and comprehensive answer, he said
the following-

The maintenance of the premium for mar-
ket milk is necessary, particularly in isolated
States like Western Australia, in order to
guarantee to consumers the availability of a
supply of fresh milk of acceptable quality at
all times of the year.

The philosophy is there. I would like to suggest to
the Minister that perhaps the prices committee
should be looking very closely at the economics of
the dairy industry.

Another point I wish to bring up in this debate
on the general items is the matter of land release;
while I realise that this matter covers various port-
folios, it comes more within the portfolio of the
Minister for Agriculture than of any other Minis-
ter. Certainly the Minister for Agriculture is put
under pressure for release of farming land, and
quite rightly so.

I agree we must have adequate controls on the
release of land and I acknowledge that mistakes
have been made in the past. I venture the opinion
that mistakes will also be made in the future.
However, to give the Government its due, it did
appoint a committee to investigate the desirability
of land release, and that committee came up with
some fairly solid recommendations which in some
instances were a little harsh. They were harsh
inasmuch as some land had been approved for
release; shires had been required to provide ser-
vices to those blocks of land; and the Government
had invested a fair amount of money in the
subdivision and the subsidisation of the shires or
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the local authorities in the provision of roads. The
people of WA had a stake in those blocks but,
unfortunately, when the Government made the de-
cision for a moratorium on land releases, it made
no exceptions. A lot of people welcome that de-
cision, but many people-not only the local
authorities concerned, but also people who wish to
take up Crown land-are quite upset at the de-
cision. I know that Crown land and certainly some
land suitable for agriculture is a finite commodity,
and therefore it should be treated With great re-
spect.

To deny people the use of the land which had
already been approved, and subdivided, and which
had been through the system, is nothing short of
ridiculous. It becomes more ridiculous when we
know that the Government is now to release 7 000
hectares of land in the Manjimup area.

In the Western Farmer of 8 November 1984 it
was reported as follows-

Premier and Forests Minister Brian Burke
announced last week that the government
would release 7000 hectares of partly-for-
ested crown land in the Manjimup shire in
exchange for the right to buy 750ha of pri-
vately-owned farmland in the region.

That is nothing short of bribery. Members of the
agricultural industry in the Warren electorate,
and those people in the agricultural industry in
Donnybrook in particular, and in Manjimup, have
been opposed to the purchase by the Forests De-
partment of proved farming land for the purpose
of planting pines. This conflict has been going on
for some years and I believe it should be stopped.
There is plenty of land that can be utilised for the
planting of pines.

The Donnybrook sunklands has hardly been
scratched yet. I looked at a map recently which
showed that part of those sunklands which have
been designated as suitable by the Forests Depart-
ment. The area currently being utilised is very
small. However, plenty of suitable land is yet to be
planted, but the Minister for Forests-who hap-
pens also to be the Premier-wants more farming
land in the Manjimup area for forestry and he has
bribed the people of Manjimup by releasing 7 000
hectares of partially-forested Crown Land.

A statement was released recently in the same
article by Mr McGrath of the WA Conservati on
Council. He said the Government had acted im-
properly, because it had yet to receive a report on
land release being prepared by a special Cabinet
land review committee.

The very reason that committee was established
was to ensure that proposals such as this one were
carefully scrutinised by experts, before binding de-

cisions were made. Yet the Government is now
asking us to believe that despite agreements with
the Manjimup Council, the land release plan will
be adequately assessed at some time in the future.

This seems to be a drastic departure from prin-
ciples. One sometimes wonders about the prin-
ciples of the present Government, because on the
one hand the Government is happy to deny the
Shire of Ravensthorpe the opening tip of land
which has gone through the mill, has been
subdivided, and has had services provided to it by
the shire, and on the other hand, for a matter of
political expediency, it is prepared to go into the
electorate of the Minister for Agriculture and do a
deal with the shire.

Mr Keith Bradby of the Land Release Study
Group, which the incumbent Minister was always
happy to quote when he was criticising the
Government of which I was proud to be a member,
about releasing land willy-nilly, was reported as
follows-

But Land Release Study Group
spokesperson Keith Bradby said the decision
was a "blatant" breach of the government-
initiated 18-month-old moratorium on the re-
lease Of Crown land for farming.

He said that in May last year lands Minis-
ter Ken Mclver had undertaken to keep the
moratorium in force until the review com-
mittee's report was handed to the govern-
ment.

It was not due out until early next year, so
the government's decision to release the
7000ha had "completely pre-empted" the
committee's final recommendations.

This Government has pre-empted the
recommendation of the committee which it set up
as a cosmetic measure to try to fool the
conservationists in Western Australia that it was
concerned about land release. I said earlier that
we were all concerned about the degradation of
land and that it should be halted. Some of the
figures we see today relating to this process of
degradation are frightening. There has been a
genuine effort on the part of the past Government
to overcome those problems, and a reasonable in-
vestment has been made.

The Land Act was amended in the closing
period of the previous Government, to ensure one
of the anomalies in the Land Act was taken out.
That anomaly had been there for many years,
right back to the horse and cart days and the days
of the team and the mouldboard plough, when one
of the requirements for the freeholding of con-
ditional purchase land was that the land had to be
cultivated. "Cultivation" did not mean the in-
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terpretation as was given under the Mining Act;
cultivation meant the physical cultivation of land.

Prior to the previous Government going out of
office, an amendment was put through which re-
moved that requirement, because we had the stu-
pid situation where a particular landholder in the
south coast of this State had a CP block and a
small amount of land near the coast which had to
be approvtd by land inspectors before it could be
freeholded, because the land had not been culti-
vated.

What the owner of the land had done was to
clear the undergrowth among the light timber and
plant subterranean clover. Any thinking person
would applaud that action, because had he ripped
up the land mast of the soil would have blown
away by now.

Some action was taken but that is only a small
act compared to others which had been
undertaken by the previous Government and by
this Government. It is pleasing to see that at last
we are obtaining money from the Commonwealth
allocation for the conservation of land. For the
first time we have received something of the order
of over $1 million, but that amount is small
compared with the total amount of money
allocated by the Commonwealth, especially when
we consider the vastness of this State and the
problems we experience.

When one considers the productivity of agricul-
tural industries in this State, and the returns that
they bring not only to Western Australia, but also
to the export earnings of the Commonwealth, that
amount is small.

Another matter I wish to raise briefly refers to
the much flaunted Egyptian mutton deal. I have
asked several questions about that mutton deal
and every time I asked those questions an article
appeared in the paper stating that something was
happening and that the Western Australian Meat
Commission was going to send a parcel of mutton
for evaluation.

I have no doubt that the delegation which went
to Egypt-my understanding of that delegation
was that one man did everything; I do not know
what the rest of them did-could sell the
Egyptians mutton because they are in the market
for protein. One can sell anything provided it is
sold at the right price. However, I was amazed to
find that no price had been agreed on and that the
agreement really was that the Egyptians would
buy mutton and we would sell it to them. It was,
therefore, nothing but a Cosmetic exercise in an
endeavour to appease the Meat Industry Em-
ployees Union. While it might appease that union
briefly, it certainly will not appease it for long.

There seems to be a lot of dissatisfaction in that
union at present. That has been clearly
demonstrated by the fact that, at its annual gen-
eral meeting tonight, there will be a move to un-
seat the secretary and the organiser of the union. I
do not know whether that can be done under its
constitution, but the move indicates dissatis-
faction, not so much with the industry or with the
abattoir operators, but with the union officials.

Mr McNEE: I wish to make a few remarks
concerning research that is required for pro-
ductivity. I believe it is important that the right
emphasis be put on productivity in the rural indus-
try because it should be remembered that it is only
through increased productivity that the rural pro-
ducer can endeavour to fend off increased costs.

It is unfortunate that the Minister for Works is
not here because we have to teach the Government
what are the important industries of this State. It
is interesting to note that the vote for plant re-
search increased by some $300 000. That is a very
important aspect of the department's work. How-
ever, when that is related to the situation we see in
the agricultural industries. I really doubt that it is
sufficient to create the impact that is needed. Any
increased productivity has come as a result of bet-
ter superphosphates, better trace elements, and so
on. That has allowed people to grow reasonable
crops on land that was previously considered poor.
There has been real and significant improvement
in that area.

The same does not apply to yields. I understand
that we lag behind the rest of the world. Obviously
there is a great need for money to be spent on
research into that area. I congratulate the Govern-
ment for its attitude to soil conservation and sal-
inity. However, we need to pay a great deal of
attention to increasing research funding, particu-
larly as it applies to plant research. Whether that
research will apply to actual cultivation and
increased yield or whether it will cover the cost of
controlling diseases, I stress that both areas are
equally important because with the changing
methods of agriculture the threat of disease be-
comes greater. That is why farmers are turning
towards producing lupins which unfortunately, are
worth only about half as much or perhaps a little
more on the market. They are the sorts of prob-
lems with which one is confronted. It is very much
a Government responsibility to ensure that re-
search is carried out.

The Agricultural Protection Board does a very
good job in the practical work it does, in the advice
it offers to rural people, and in the control of
vermin Or weeds. I am appalled when I look at
some of the offices out of which those people work.
The office at Dowerin occupies part of an oppor-
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tunity shop. That is hardly the place to keep
poisons.

The work carried out by officers of the board is
unenviable because those officers are types of
policemen. No-one likes to be pulled up by the
police for speeding. Similarly, we get a bit angry
when an APB officer says that part of one's farm,.
has to be controlled of vermin. It is not an easy
job. I believe that those officers need to have their
image lifted. However, I assure the Minister that
their image wil, not be lifted by their working out
of offices such as the one at Dowerin.

About 12 months ago an APB officer had to
drive from Bencubbin to Trayning because there
was no office available in Bencubbin. The board
would not pay rent for part of a disused railway
station. Fortunately, the board finally saw the
light and agreed that it was much more practical
to pay rent for part of a railway station than to
have this officer travelling all that distance and
back to his office.

I remind the Government of the $250 000 it
spends for four or five floors in a building called, I
think, the Kings Building. In understand that
those floors remain empty except for eight people.
If that information is correct the Government
should get its priorities right.

Land release has reached a hopeless situation.
The Government has ducked in behind the
greenies and the animal libbers and for some ob-
scure reason believes that what it is doing is in the
best interests of those concerned. That would be a
good argument if we were looking at a programme
which was similar to that on which the Brand
Government embarked in the 1 960s. The achieve-
ment of that Government was the release of some-
thing like 1 000 000 acres per year. We could say
that some mistakes were made in those days, but
we must balance the mistakes against the credits.
However, recognising the fact that mistakes were
miade, the credits far outweighed the few mistakes.

In the Shire of Dalwailinu there is
approximately 250 000 acres of land which re-
ceives a rainfall equal to the rainfall received in
the rest of Dalwallinu Shire area and yet there is a
steadfast resistance to opening up that land to
agriculture. The land is as fertile as any land in
that shire. Many farmers have sons who wish to
embark on a farming career and this land is
needed.

Whatever one sees as the future for agriculture
he knows that it will be around for a long time and
we should not make decisions in the short term
because they may be the wrong decisions in the
long term.

It is bad to find small blocks in shires that
should have been opened up some years ago, but
there is now a resistance to that happening. I can
understand the reluctance of the Government to
help create a bigger problem. The Government's
reluctance to opening up this land is unfounded
and it should take another look at the situation
and act in the best interests of agriculture.

Another point I wish to raise concerns water
reserves. I refer to a reserve at Dowerin which the
Minister for Agriculture has said must be reserved
for flora and fauna. The area comprises 300 acres
and it has been cleared land for 40 years. I under-
stand that the Minister for Agriculture has told
the adjoining leaseholders that they are respon-
sible for erecting the boundary fence. It is an
abrogation of the Minister's responsibilities to
issue such instructions. It appears that the depart-
ment is adopting a difficult attitude in regard to
water resources.

The responsibility for the reserves must fall
under the Minister's portfolio of Fisheries and
Wildlife because I do not see any connection with
agriculture. However, in the letter the Minister
wrote to the lessee he said that the land should
revert to its natural state. One wonders about the
reason behind that.

Another example I have concerning water re-
serves involves a situation where the Government
extended a lease, but increased the lease rental
from $500 to something in the order of $3 000 or
$4 000. That figure probably sounds all right
when it is considered in 1984 terms. However, it is
severe when one considers the type of land
involved and the amount of work that is necessary
to maintain it in a suitable condition. Nonetheless,
those matters could be made easier if we were
placing a greater emphasis on plant research and
productivity. Those are the important issues con-
cerning farming today. If we cannot have some of
the other conditions we need, we must keep up our
productivity. It is tremendously important that we
do so.

I hope that the Government when framing fu-
ture Budgets-I hope it will not have to frame
many more-will place a great deal more empha-
sis on that question.

If we want to create jobs we must look towards
private enterprise in the area of rural and manu-
facturing industries. However, that aim will not be
reached if the Government spends large sums of
money on useless projects. We must encourage
people who are capable of making a contribution
to the economy of this country through increased
productivity to do that.
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The salinity programme undertaken by the
Government should be continued, but greater at-
tention should be paid to the question of land
release, particularly in regard to some of the
smaller areas that could be opened up to
agriculture.

Mr TUBBY: I support my colleague, the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall, particularly in regard to
land release. I believe a lot more could be done in
the area to which he referred, which fringes on the
areas in my electorate east of Perenjori and east of
Mullewa in the Pindar area and further north to
Binnu where there is a lot of agricultural land
lying idle. Farmers in that area need additional
land to build up farming productivity. I believe the
farmers have proved their ability to farm this type
of country. The land should be allocated for the
purpose of building up farms and should not be
released for new farms. The release of this land
would result in a tremendous amount of good for
the industry, to those farmers concerned and to
the local shires in which that land is located.

I was interested to hear the Government's sup-
port for a new dry land research station to be
established on the property of Daisy Downs, which
is north of Mullewa. It is an important and sen-
sible move in order to carry out research in this
area. Because of the extremes in temperature dur-
ing the crucial time in the growth of wheat any
research will benefit the highly productive red
land throughout the fringe areas of Western
Australia.

It is interesting to note that the water use ef-
ficiency in Mullewa is relatively low. It is
approximately 3.2 kilograms of grain per millilitre
of rain compared with figures of 10 kilograms of
grain per millilitre of rain in South Australia and
Israel. There is considerable scope in that area to
utilise the rainfall we have in an efficient manner.
A great deal of valuable information will be
collated as a result of the establishment of the
research station.

The current grain varieties can certainly be
tested in that area. This would be of great benefit
to grain production overall throughout the State
and particularly to the areas mentioned because
the very high protein wheats produced in that area
to a very large extent help to boost the quality of
grain from Western Australia. The addition of
high quality grains improves the protein content of
the general production in Western Australia.

The farmers in the Mullewa Shire are among
the largest producers of grain in this State and in
1981-82 ranked third in Western Australia with a
production of 209.467 million tonnes of grain. It is
an important area and the Government is to be

commended for accepting the need to establish
this research station.

I have a further area of concern relating to
skeleton weed. I had lunch yesterday with a
farmer who had found a very small patch-a few
metres across-of skeleton weed in the middle of
his property. That farmer is very critical of the
stigma that has attached to him since the dis-
covery of skeleton weed on his property. He is
being treated as though he has a contagious dis-
ease; nobody wants to know him. He relies solely
on grain in his operation and can normally expect
to lease his stubble feed to supplement his income.
Since the discovery of his pocket of skeleton weed
he has been unable to take advantage of that ad-
ditional income and has had to burn his stubble.
Therefore, he has been deprived of the benefit of
capitalising on the value of that stubble. He is very
critical of the fact that he was honest enough to
declare this patch of weed but that as a result he
has been severely penalised.

I wrote to the Minister last year regarding this
case and he replied that he was unable to assist in
any way with regard to compensation. I advise the
Minister that it has been said-I do not know how
serious this might be-that because of this
farmer's experience, other farmers have indicated
that if they find skeleton weed on their properties
they will not declare it. They do not want to suffer
the same fate as the farmer who has made the
declaration and is now paying the price. Bearing
in mind the tremendous amount of work that has
been done to eradicate skeleton weed in Western
Australia it is very sad to contemplate that per-
haps in future farmers will not declare their
infested areas. I ask the Minister to give serious
consideration to this matter and this possible indi-
cation of an unsatisfactory trend developing.

I am very pleased with the Government's sup-
port for the expansion of the agricultural edu-
cation facilities attached to the Morawa District
High School. The Minister for Education has
indicated that there is a programme to expand the
activities of this agricultural centre over the next
five years. At the end of that time it will be classi-
fied as a full agricultural wing of the Morawa
District High School. I commend the Government
for that move; it is very welcome. As I indicated
earlier with regard to the research station and the
low rainfall areas, any research and education fa-
cilities in agriculture established in the area are
very worthwhile because of their benefit through-
out the State.

The course at Morawa will also include a pas-
toral training section. We have the co-operation of
station-owners throughout the Murchison who
have agreed to serve on an advisory committee.

4754



[Wednesday, 28 November 1984I175

These committee members will advise on the type
of courses to be offered and they will be fully
supported by the pastoral industry. It is a very
wise move. We hope that over the years sufficient
hostel accommodation will be available at the
school to enable maximum benefit to be gained
from the important courses available. Pastoral
courses are available at the Geraldton technical
school but they are not operating on the same
basis and with the same amount of practical ex-
perience as those at the Morawa agricultural
centre. I am grateful for the support of the
Government in this respect and I am sure the
facility will greatly benefit Western Australia.
The reputation of that centre is growing in West-
ern Australia and a clear indication of this is the
number of students applying for courses.

Mr EVANS: In reply to the comments made by
the member for Katanning-Roc referring to the
financing of agriculture in the current Budget, I
point out that a comparison of the expenditure of
$50 277 572 in 1983-84 with this year's Budget
shows an increase of 9.28 per cent. The amount of
$54.919 million includes a significant number of
additional items of expenditure. It provides for 36
new salaried staff at a cost of $607 000; the im-
plementation of the Peel-Harvey estuarine study
at $50 000; expansion of horticultural and floricul-
tural research facilities at $149 000; implemen-
tation of projects under the Commonweal th-State
soil conservation programme at $263 000; the con-
duct of land management studies, soil conser-
vation, and plant research projects at $60 000; the
appointment of a botanist as a liaison officer in
Cue for 1984 at $6 000; development of fibre
testing services at $46 000; printing of pesticides
booklet; and purchase and maintenance of com-
puter equipment, although modest, at $6 000. At
that level and in comparison with increases in
other areas of budgetary expenditure, agriculture
came out reasonably well under the circum-
stances. Looking at it in more absolute terms as a
percentage of the estimate of expenditure of the
total State Budget-and I think that is a reason-
able yardstick to measure it against-it was 1.93
per cent for 1984-85.

To find a comparable figure, one must go back
to 1975, when it was 2.06 per cent. In 1974 it was
1.97. Between the years 1977 and 1981 it fell back
to something of the order of 1.7 to 1.78 per cent of
the Budget re-expenditure.

1 suppose the member for Katanning-Roc, like
other Ministers, suffered the frustration of not
being able to finance projects he would dearly like
to. There was a reasonable deal for agriculture in
the circumstances, and certainly an increase. It
was a movement in the right direction.

I would now like to answer a little more specifi-
cally points raised concerning the dairy industry,
and perhaps update the position. As the member
for Katanning-Roe explained, the situation in the
Eastern States, particularly in Victoria and
Tasmania, is that there is a surplus of production
which has come about to a large extent as a result
of dumping by the EEC in traditional markets
serviced by New Zealand and Australia. This has
led to an effort by producers in those States to
increase production and so maintain their relative
farm incomes. This has now resulted in an over-
supply. Even though there has been a cutback of
15 per cent in the United Kingdom, this does not
mean that the stockpiles will be quit in the im-
mediate future, so the prognosis for the dairy in-
dustry is not a happy one and we are stuck with it.

We accept the point made by the member for
Katanning-Roe that Western Australia has acted
very properly in the matter of dairy produce,
which is more than can be said for some other
States. In point of fact 12 years ago, while the
Agricultural Council was imploring restraint on
production, Victoria went ahead with two major
dairy projects at Heytesbury and Rochester,
bringing into production some hundreds of dairy
farms. They followed a very aggressive policy.

Mr Old: It was totally dishonest.

Mr EVANS: It was. They took advantage of the
other States. We now have the ironical situation of
the Victorians turning to the other States to im-
pose a levy on all milk to bail them out of an
impossible financial situation.

if nothing is done in those States, literally thou-
sands of dairy farmers will go to the wall and take
with them a very strong work force in the
processing and downstream operations which fol-
low the dairy industry.

The Agricultural Council meeting in Townsville
was prepared to go along with a levy, provided
there was an entitlement. The situation has
changed because Victoria rejected that. The Min-
ister for Primary Industry has obtained permission
to proclaim the Dairy Industry Act and the Dairy
Industry Levy Act if he needs to. This serves to
impose a levy penalty on any processing plant
which provides milk for market purposes below an
agreed price.

The situation does not resolve the problem.
There was to be a special meeting of the Agricul-
tural Council on 20 December, but that has not
yet been confirmed. A committee is monitoring
the position, but beyond that I will certainly be
maintaining close liaison with the industry in this
State to see what its wishes and requirements are
when it comes to meeting the levy suggestion
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which amounts, in the case of Western Australia,
to paying protection money.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.15 p.m.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at

a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr Evans
(Minister for Agriculture).

CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT BILL

Council's Request for Select Committee
Debate resumed from 14 November.

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [2.20 p.m.]:
On behalf of the member for Vasse who adjourned
this debate, but today is absent. I shall respond to
the remarks made by the Premier on 14 November
when the message in relation to this matter was
returned to this House from the Legislative Coun-
cil.

The message seeks that this House establish a
Select Committee in order to examine and report
upon the matters contained within the Conser-
vation and Land Management Bill which was
introduced into this Parliament by the Govern-
ment.

By any measurement, the legislation was con -
tentious. Prior to being presented to Parliament it
had received a considerable amount of publicity
and was the subject of many approaches both to
the Government and the Opposition by bodies
associated with all aspects of conservation in the
broader sense, and land management specifically.

As the legislation passed through this Chamber,
and bearing in mind that the message from the
Council seeks the establishment of a Select Com-
mittee to examine the matter, the dissension, con-
cern, and opposition to it became evident. The
dissension was not just on the part of the Oppo-
sition; indeed, I would say the Opposition's con-
cern in respect of the Bill was the least obvious of
the concerns which were expressed. After all,
although members of the Opposition who spoke on
the Bill opposed it, they supported some of the
principles contained in it or which could develop.
For example, I supported the establishment of a
national parks and wildlife service, and reference
was made to the unsatisfactory nature of the Bush
Fires Board as constituted presently. Therefore,
there was not total opposition to this Bill as put
forward by the Government.

However, not only the Opposition in Parlia-
ment. but also all the bodies associated with con-
servation and environmental matters within the
State, felt that the Government was going the

wrong way about addressing the issues contained
in the legislation. It was felt the Government was
seeking to institute excessively bureaucratic pro-
cedures to address a very important question.

When we dealt with the legislation in this
Chamber, the Premier acknowledged that, in
parts, it was unsatisfactory and that the legislation
was not acceptable to the various groups which
commented on it. Indeed, after further argument
in this Chamber, the Premier acknowledged that
the legislation was not acceptable to the Govern-
ment. The best example I can give of that is the
fact that the Government was prepared to accept
10 out of the 14 amendments introduced in this
Chamber by the Opposition. That, in itself, was an
acknowledgement of the weakness of the original
Bill.

The Bill left this Chamber and went to another
place in a form which is still unsatisfactory in the
opinions of the environmental groups and major
bodies which speak for and seek to represent en-
vironmental opinion and management concerns in
this State.

This Bill has been the cause of resignations
within the Conservation Council of WA (Inc.). I
may stand corrected on this, but I believe on
Tuesday or Wednesday of last week the Director
of Agriculture (Dr I-alse), in his capacity as a
delegate to the Conservation Council, addressed
24 members of that body on this legislation. At the
end of his address a vote was taken and no fewer
than 24 persons voted against the Bill. The only
person who voted for it was the speaker, Dr Halse,
who addressed the meeting. In other words, Dr
Halse did not manage to persuade one person on
the executive of the Conservation Council that this
Bill should proceed in the form in which it exists
presently.

Similarly, I understand the professional officers
in the Forests Department and various other
Government departments which will be affected
by this legislation are forced to accept the prin-
ciple of becoming involved in change, reorganis-
ation, and restructuring, but still do not accept
what this Bill proposes to do, even with the
amendments which have been made already.

All of these issues were canvassed when the Bill
was debated in this place. Some would say that not
only were the issues canvassed at length, but also
they were canvassed ad nauseum. However, the
concern has not abated and, if anything, it has
grown.

I understand it has been suggested that part of
the attitude projected by the Opposition results
from antipathy which exists towards Dr Shea. I
reject that. Not only do I reject it on a personal
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basis, but also the member for Vasse has not
indicated to me that that is a valid criticism. I
believe, and I think the Opposition believes, that
Dr Shea is of no consequence whatsoever so far as
this legislation is concerned, because if legislation
is to be satisfactory and do the job that it is meant
to do, in the long term it transcends what anyone
might think about a particular officer who
happened to be associated with it at its inception.
Such an officer is irrelevant to the overall situ-
ation in respect of this legislation. The only oc-
casion on which I met Dr Shea was behind the
Speaker's Chair during debate on the Bill, when
Dr Shea sought to obtain a letter from me. I do
not know why an adviser to the Premier on the
legislation was able to wander around the
Chamber in that manner, but that is a different
issue.

The concern of the Government and, more par-
ticularly, the concern of those in the community
associated with this matter remains and, if any-
thing, it has been exacerbated to the extent that
the Premier felt constrained to write a letter to the
Tree Society on 15 November. I understand that
letter has been circulated widely to the various
environmental groups around the State. In
answering Mrs Hooper of the Tree Society in that
letter, the Premier suggested-

I would have expected that the members of
the coalition which you represent, would have
strongly supported the provisions in the Bill,
which provide mechanisms for public partici-
pation via the policy councils and the land
management procedures for all public land in
Western Australia, including the State forest.

The clear message is that all of these groups-in
this case we had Mrs Hooper writing on behalf of
a number of groups which have come together,
including the Tree Society-are expressing their
concern that what is being proposed by the
Government is not satisfactory.

The Premier says in the letter-

I am also conscious of the fact that.
although the rationalisation as proposed will
result in greater efficiency-.

I would suggest that is highly questionable and we
canvassed the administrative nightmare that was
being proposed when we debated this previously.
To continue-

-this, in itself, will not be sufficient to
address the problem of under-resourcing.

The letter goes on about the subject of available
resources and poses the hypothesis that the
Government is really unable to address any ques-
tion of under-resourcing without the establishment
of this department. That is an absolute load of

bulldust! To try to suggest that the Government
should impose on the State's administration of
land management a situation which would involve
this bureaucratic nightmare as part of the
proposed Conservation and Land Management
Department in order to address under-resourcing
is to be completely untruthfu]. I am surprised the
Premier accepted the draft of the letter with this
sort of sentence.

The letter continues and makes the point that a
whole range of matters which the Government
seeks to address can be met only by the formation
of this department. Indeed, the letter outlines the
deployment of a considerable number of staff and
says that 29 will be provided for in the Budget and
located in country areas. It goes on to say that the
Government will establish a new land manage-
ment planning unit and an Aboriginal national
parks training scheme, that it will appoint six new
national park rangers for the metropolitan area
and the Bunbury and Manjimup regions, and th-at
it will appoint a national parks management
officer for the proposed Ningaloc Reef national
park.

Why do we need this new department to appoint
additional national park rangers? It is totally un-
necessary, and therefore it is ridiculous to continue
postulating that in order to provide resources for
land management, whether through the Forests
Department, the National Parks Authority, or the
wildlife branch of the Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife, we have to get rid of all those and estab-
lish this new department simply as a
means-although it is not the only reason-of
redressing what the Government considers to be
the under-resourcing of the past.

I am prepared to acknowledge that whatever
funds are made available for some aspects of land
management, national parks and wildlife services
in this State, they are not sufficient. Sure, those
areas can always do with more funds; that is not
questioned. A good case could well be made out to
say that past Governments did not provide suf-
ficient resources-in the opinion of those
bodies-to do the necessary work, but I suggest
that that is no justification for the existence of this
Bill. To say otherwise is to be completely fal-
lacious. T he letLter goes o n-

I am currently having officers of my staff
determine ways by which these extra funds,
that have been allocated for public land man-
agement, can be used immediately, but I am
advised that this may require some change in
Budget appropriations, which present some
difficulties.

4757



4758 [ASS EM BLYJ

What a load of hogwash that is, because again this
Government and past Governments have never
really found any major difficulty in altering
Budget appropriations or making changes in
financial allocations shcald the need arise and
should it be felt expedient to do so. So this part of
the letter also provides no justification for the
establishment of this new department. The letter
goes on-

Throughout the review that the Govern-
ment has initiated on public land manage-
ment, I have attempted to encourage a bipar-
tisan approach.

I am not sure what that means because in the
Premier's opening remarks, when commenting on
the message from the Legislative Council, he quite
clearly rejected a bipartisan approach. In fairness,
let me say that the acceptance of 10 of the 14
amendments represents either a bipartisan ap-
proach, or perhaps more particularly, the wisdom
of the Opposition's amendments! The Premier
went on in his letter as follows-

I do not wish to pre-empt the Select Com-
mittee, but I am confident, on the basis of
discussions I have had with the Hon. A. A.
Lewis, that his Committee's review of the
legislation will be constructive.

One would think this House was entitled to some
explanation of what deal had been done. Has the
Premier sought to pre-empt the findings, the
decisions, the activities and the conduct of a Select
Committee of another place? The Premier's words
indicate that some arrangement has been entered
into which involves two points: One is that he is
satisfied following discussions he has had with the
chairman of that Select Committee that the com-
mittee's review of the legislation will be
"constructive". I do not know how he could re-
ceive such an indication from that Select Com-
mittee on 15 November, when he wrote this letter,
because the committee had scarcely got off the
ground. Yet it seems it has already had some
direction.

Mr Brian Burke: Only as to the time. I asked
him how long he would take to sit.

Mr PETER JONES: That is the Premier's
other reference to the committee, and let me
refresh his mind because he made the point in this
House on 14 November-

The Chairman of the Select Committee has
informed me that his committee will make its
considerations by 13 December and on that
basis it is not appropriate, not possible, and
not desirable-

What presumption! To continue-

-for this Assembly to constitute a committee
of its own members.. .

The Premier has not sought just to influence the
activities of a Select Committee of another place,
but has done so on the basis that this
Chamber-he uses this Chamber as an excuse and
goes public by writ ig a let ter-

Mr Brian Burke: You are accusing one of your
own members.

Mr PETER JONES: I am talking about a
Select Committee of the Legislative Council, a
House which the Premier and his colleagues have
sought to denigrate and attack at every oppor-
tunity. Yet here they seek to hide behind it; they
seek to hide behind a Select Committee of another
House in order to ensure that this House is
prevented from examining and considering an im-
portant piece of legislation.

The Premier has ensured that not only will this
Chamber be prevented from considering this legis-
lation in the atmosphere which it should -expect
and which would be in accordance with his own
stated desire of a bipartisan approach, but also
and more particularly he has ensured by means of
some other arrangement he has made with a
Select Committee in another Chamber, which he
seeks at every opportunity to denigrate and
criticise, that this House will be prevented from
discussing this infiportant Bill in the way it should
be discussed.

By any measure it can be seen that there is
considerable opposition to this Bill. A lot could be
done to ensure that it finally emerges in a form
that might be acceptable and satisfactory to all
those people and groups who have criticised it. But
this House, which has addressed the question so
positively and so constructively to the point that
the Government has accepted 10 of 14 amend-
ments, is to be prevented, on the Premier's ad-
mission, from again considering the legislation be-
cause the Premier has chosen to hide behind a
Select Committee constituted in another House, a
committee with which he has apparently done a
deal.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [2.40 p.m.]: I
also want to contribute to this debate because it is
quite obvious that the Government is still in big
trouble over this legislation. I particularly, want to
be able to support the efforts, not only of the
member for Narrogin who spoke before me, but
also of the member for Vasse who unfortunately is
not able to be here. I want to congratulate that
member on the way that he has relentlessly pur-
sued this legislation that the Government has put
forward, because since it was first introduced or
even mooted he has left no stone unturned to get
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from one end of the State to the other to co-
operate with the various groups which had an
interest in it, not only in this State, but also in
other States. He has established that there is
tremendous opposition to this measure all over the
State and it is only fair to say he has also had
some pretty strange bedfellows over the last few
months. People have approached him who
probably would never have come along to the con-
servative side of politics and have said, "We want
to get alongside you because of this measure. We
might not agree with the conservative side of poli-
tics on many issues, but on this particular one we
are prepared to get alongside you to try to frus-
trate the Government because we do not believe it
is doing the right thing". The Premier knows this.

Let me put it another way: The current Federal
and State Governments have bent over backwards
to say, "Look, before we proceed with any
measure, particularly any major measure, we will
consult. We are going to ask people what they
think of it. We are going to have this wonderful
thing called consensus". We have had "consensus"
thrust down our throats until we are sick of it.
Where is the consensus on the Conservation and
Land Management Bill? The Premier has no con-
sensus, except the consensus that no-one wants
this legislation. However, the Government will not
listen to that consensus. Everybody agrees. Any
group members care to mention will tell them that
no-one wants this piece of legislation, yet the
Government has pressed on with it, and now one
can only ask why.

Why would a Government when it was in so
much trouble over a measure pursue it to the
degree that it has done-to an incredible limit?
The Premier knows he has been in trouble. He has
been reluctant to proceed with the legislation in
this House. He sought time after time to defer it
but he knew that opposition to it would only in-
crease in the community if he left it hanging
around on the Notice Paper. For some reason that
is exactly what he did. He was frightened to pro-
ceed with the legislation or treat it expeditiously,
but instead left it sitting on the Notice Paper for
months because he was worried about it. One can
only ask what could be the reason for that. Why
would the Government want to proceed against all
the tremendous opposition, not only from people
on this side of the Parliament, but also from all
over the State, and from all sorts of groups? Why
would a Government, having no consensus and no
agreement anywhere, want to proceed? There
must be a reason. Mr Speaker, you probably
know. I do not know whether it has been discussed
in the party room or whether Caucus has any say
on the matter, but obviously a commitment has

been made to the Director General of the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet, the former Conser-
vator of Forests. I do not know whether it is a pay-
off for him. Is it some deal that he made, that he
would serve the Government in his present ca-
pacity as long as he could have some involvement
in some sort of a restructuring like this? Is that
the reason? Has he got the Government over a
barrel on this matter?

Is it Dr Syd Shea? Has he got the Government
over a barrel on some matter? I do not know. Has
the Government made a commitment to him to
proceed in this way?

I agree with the member for Narrogin. In the
full scheme of things, Dr Shea is totally unimport-
ant anyway, but why did the Government pro-
ceed? Was it at Dr Syd Shea's request? Is the
Government trying to appease Dr Syd Shea? It is
certainly not appeasing anyone else in the com-
munity. I do not know whether it was Mr Beggs or
Dr Syd Shea, or any other group out there that
might have approached the Government on this
matter. One wonders. It might be Trades Hall; I
do not know. Usually when Trades Hall says,
"Jump" the Government asks, "How high?" I
have not seen any evidence of that on this oc-
casion, however. Take the case of Dr Dale. Where
does he stand on this issue? He is an ALP candi-
date in Saturday's election.

A member: And a good one too.

Mr LAURANCE: Long may he be a good can-
didate. I am sure he will be a good candidate for
many years to come. He will never make a mem-
ber of Parliament though; that is the only thing.
What about his position? He must be doing politi-
cal gymnastics at the moment. Here he is, a very
strong member, an executive member of the Con-
servation Council of Western Australia, who bit-
terly opposes what the Government is doing; yet
here he is standing as an ALP candidate. I have
not seen him come out publicly saying that he
disagrees with the Conservation Council of West-
ern Australia because he is tied to the Labor Party
platform. He would rind it difficult to lie straight
in bed these nights with the mental gymnastics
that he is going on with.

Mr Davies: I think you should back up your
argument with some proof. You cannot come in
and say what a person thinks.

Mr LAURANCE: I am saying the proof is that
no group wants this legislation.

Mr Davies: You are sure he doesn't want it?
How do you know?

Mr LAURANCE: Dr Dale is involved very
heavily with the Conservation Council of Western
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Australia and it is among the most bitter op-
ponents of the Government.

Mr Davies: The ALP conservation committee
does want this. They have agreed. He is secretary
of that committee, so how stupid are you? You
know so much but you know nothing; it is as
simple as that.

Mr LAURANCE: Is he no longer a member of
the Conservation Council of Western Australia?

Mr Davies: 1 have no knowlege of that matter.
Mr LAURANCE: [ think the Minister should

check his facts before he buys into the argument.
Mr Davies: He is secretary of (he ALP conser-

vation committee.
Mr LAURANCE: All I can say is that he must

be a terribly flexible fellow.
MrT Davies: What a strange person YOU are! As

soon as you are put on the spot you run for cover.
YOU prove you don't know what you are talking
about.

Mr LAURANCE: I know him well, I know he
is a very strong member of the Conservation
Council of Western Australia, and I know that
this group does not want this legislation. This
group has been one of the most publicly outspoken
groups against this matter.

Mr Davies: You should know there is a split in
the Conservation Council.

Mr LAURANCE: To which part of the split
does he belong?

Mr Davies: Dr John Dale resigned the other day
over it, according to the newspaper.

Mr LAUIRANCE: Like a banana split?
Mr Davies: There is a split in the Conservation

Council. Some people want it and some do not.
Where is Dr Dale? You seem to know everything,
but your argument has no foundation.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is being highly

disorderly. I thank you, Mr Speaker, for
reminding me of that.

The Premier gave a commitment on this Bill a
long time ago and he is still stuck on the hook. I do
not know what hook it is. I have tried to ascertain
to whom a commitment has been made. It is either
a commitment to Mr Beggs or to Dr Shea; but
there is a commitment in there somewhere. The
Premier would know that. That is why he is
pressing helibent with this legislation, despite ihe
fact that no-one in the community is prepared to
back him-not one person. Why has not the per-
son who has been given this commitment come
forward and said, "It is 1. I am the person"? The
Premier is over a barrel on this matter because the

commitment was made a long time ago back in
1983, over a year ago. The Premier decided, "We
are going to do this in the hotchpotch of a new
department'. He then set out the structure that
would bring it about, and it was predetermined.
The case was put forward before he even Started
on it. How did the Premier think it was going to
look as though it was normal legislation? The
Government then got together a few people-the
committee of inquiry or task force; a very senior
scientist, and a highly respected man in WA, Dr
Morris Mulcahy; and Dr Syd Shea who turned out
to be the principal architect of this debacle. The
Government also put on the newly appointed de-
partmental head of the Department of Agriculture
who has a very clear-cut background on environ-
mental issues. Despite the fact that he is highly
spoken of, I really cannot accept that he is
objective in the environmental field; in fact, I have
some doubts about his objectivity in that area.

The Premier did not really want to go around
and get that task force to ask the public what they
thought because he rushed the case towards a
date. He said, "You must be back here with an
interim report". I think last October was the date
set. He then said, "You must report again by
January". The second deadline had passed before
many local authorities knew it was upon them and
they could not make a later response because most
of them did not meet in January anyway, and the
Government knew that.

People appealed to Dr Mulcahy to ask the
Premier to give them an extension of time. We
met with Dr Mulcahy; we appealed to him; we
said, "People do not even know what you are going
on about. Give them some further time".

Dr Mulcahy had a meeting with the Opposition
members and said, "The Premier won't let me. He
is adamant he won't let it go another day. We
have to come back and report. He is going to
legislate and he won't talk to anyone about it". I
do not know why the Premier has adopted that
attitude. There has to be a reason in the back-
ground somewhere.

Mr Brian Burke: You say Dr Mulcahy said that
to you.

Mr LAURANCE: He steamrolled that. He said
the Premier would not entertain the thought of
any extension.

Mr Brian Burke: I would not talk to anyone
about it, did you say?

Mr LAURANCE: The Pemnier would not give
any further time to talk to him.

Mr Brian Burke: You said the Premier would
not talk to him about it.
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Mr LAURANCE: The Premier would not en-
tertain any extension, not even for a day. He gave
a very clear cut direction that they had to be back
by June. We said, "Hang on a minute, a lot of
councils don't meet in January, they have an early
December meeting, or a meeting in February. No
extension of time has been allowed whatsoever"

That is going back over history. We have had
those arguments before. The Premier was deter-
mined to proceed, no matter how vociferous the
opposition, or from how many areas it came. That
opposition came from right across the spectrum.

Now, we come to the passage of this legislation
through this House and on to the Legislitive
Council. At least the Legislative Council has
agreed to send it off to a Select Committee. The
Select Committee should have taken at least a
year, or even six months, if the Premier wanted to
pursue the matter a little more expeditiously. Why
did not he say, "Let them do their job properly.
They were too hasty with their task force report,
we will give them six months now to do the job
properly". He gave them a matter of days-about
a month. By the time it is advertised and people
know it is on, it will be over. It will be finished
almost before it starts. It is absolutely ludicrous to
come back here on 13 December. Why would the
Premier do that? He is still hellbent on pushing
ahead; he has a commitment to someone, or some
group-

it is like finding a job for Fagin. The Premier
said to the BLF, "I will find a job". He had to go
to the Public Works Department and say, "You
rind this malingerer a job because I am commit-
ted. The BLF have me over a barrel". Someone
has the Premier over a barrel on this issue. We do
not know who it is but he should be big enough to
come out and say who it is.

Mr Brian Burke: Who do you think it is?

Mr LAURANCE: 1 do not know, but I have
given some ideas. If the Premier looks back
through Hansard he will see where I indicated
whom I thought it was.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you think it is Dr
Mu lcahy?

Mr LAURA NCE: No, I did not mention him at
all.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you think it is Mr H-alse?
You mentioned him.

Mr LAURANCE: I said he was a member of
the task force.

Mr Brian Burke: Mr McKenna?

Mr LAURANCE: No. I mentioned a couple of
possibilities, but the Premier was buried in his
papers and did not take any notice.

Mr Brian Burke: The Trades and Labor Coun-
cil?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes.

Mr Brian Burke: You think they may be one?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, or the environmental
committee. I am not sure. The Premier seems to
have a big commitment to Dr Shea. It could be
Mr Beggs. Perhaps that was part of the deal in the
change from his being Conservator of Forests.

Mr Brian Burke: He is a bit of a standover
merchant, are you saying?

Mr LAURANCE: I am not sure. The Premier
is running scared on this. He has refused to listen
to the Opposition.

Mr Brian Burke: l am running petrified of you!

Mr LAURANCE: I can see that. It is quite
obvious. That is no different from the Premier's
previous performance.

Mr Brian Burke: You are a fairly frightening
prospect, you know!

Mr LAURANCE: I am pleased the Premier
acknowledges that.

Mr Brian Burke: There are not as many intel-
lectual giants around the place as you think, and
you are not one of them.

Mr LAURANCE: The Premier can treat me in
the sa me way as he has t rea ted these grou ps. I f the
Premier showed any respect to me I would be very
worried.

There has to be a good reason that this Select
Committee has been asked to proceed with in-
decent haste. Why does the Premier want the
Select Committee to report by 13 December? No-
one will have a chance to give any evidence to that
Select Committee. It should be turned into an
Honorary Royal Commission. It should report
back to the Parliament next March and not be-
fore.

The Select Committee will not be ready to re-
port on 13 December. It is all very well for the
Premier to run scared and shoot through, out of
the Chamber. When the heat is too great in the
kitchen, he has to jump out. Let him run some-
where else. The Select Committee cannot possibly
do its job by 13 December. When it comes back
and asks for an extension of time it will not get it.
It will be like the task force report; it will be
ordered to report by 13 December, despite the
opposition from the community. The community
will want that committee to operate over some
time, but the Premier will not agree to it. For
some reason that he has not made clear he will not
do that.
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If the Premier wanted to do the decent thing, he
would allow for full and proper scrutiny by the
people of Western Australia, and a Select Com-
mittee would give them that opportunity. The
Premier has done a dirty, backdoor deal to get the
matter out of the way before Christmas.. He wants
the committee to report by 13 December, so that
he can proceed with it. Let him play his little
tricks and proceed that way. He will not get any
further support from the community. It will be a
disaster.

I am sure those groups, in concert with the
State Opposition, will continue to make sure that
it does not function effectively. It cannot; it is a
disaster looking for somewhere to happen, and the
Premier knows it.

It will be interesting to note the attitude of the
Premier when the Select Committee reports on 13
December. It will be a sham. If he says it will
report fully, I say it will be a sham. If the com-
mittee wants an extension of time the Premier will
not give it for his own reasons. I am sure of that.

The Government can gain no credit from the
way it is proceeding with this legislation. The
Government is doing that for some motive that has
not yet been made clear. Because the Government
has acted in an improper way, with undue and
indecent haste, I am sure its members will wear it
on their heads. Whoever it is that has this Govern-
ment over a barrel has a lot to answer for to the
people of this State.

Question put and passed.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in the
Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer) in charge of
the Bill.

Division 54: Agriculture, $54 919 000-

Progress was reported after the Division had
been partly considered.

Mr EVANS: Several matters require a reply.
The second of the specific points raised, apart
from dairying, was land release, which was raised
by the member for Katanning-Roe and the mem-
ber for Greenough. I suppose the Government is as
frustrated as the Opposition about the fact that
the land management review committee has not
yet been able to bring down its report.
Nonetheless, it will be a comprehensive report and
I am sure some aspects of it will give rise to sonic
concern.

At this juncture we, like the Opposition, can
only await the final outcome of that report and
take note of the remarks that have been made. We
certainly acknowledge the matters the member for
Mt. Marshall raised. He also considered that
although mistakes had been made in the past, the
Credits had outweighed the problems which had
become manifest.

I sometimes worry about this matter because
the rate of growth of saline-affected land in the
agricultural areas is 25 000 hectares a year. The
total affected area is in excess of 350 000 hectares.

That brings me to the further point that the
resources devoted to land degradation and soil
conservation have increased rather dramatically,
and the contribution of the Commonwealth in the
1984-85 Budget has been very encouraging.

The Commonwealth Government requires this
State to make available the back-up facilitis-the
staffing for the proper and effective use of the
funds. If we were not to provide that, we would
jeopardise our chances of further funding next
year. However, although it could always be said
that more finance could be made available, there
definitely has been a significant increase, and I am
pleased that the member for Mt. Marshall
acknowledged that point.

The member for Katanning-Roe mentioned the
Egyptian mutton deal, but certainly it is a rather
nebulous matter. I understand there is a possibility
of a shipment in February, but there has been a
problem with meeting the price requirements and
the specification limitations of the Egyptian
Government. The Meat Commission is making in-
quiries as to whether it can supply the quantity of
meat, but at the moment the information is not
readily known.

The member for Greenough raised the question
of skeleton weed. We appreciate the problem. Its
eradication is most difficult, and it has been a long
and costly exercise. I am sure everybody is behind
the efforts that have been devoted to the eradi-
cation of what could become a pest that would
cost the grain growers of this State very dearly.

The other matter raised related to the research
into increased production in the wheatbelt. This
matter has been given top priority by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture. In the outer reaches of the
wheatbelt in particular, cropping has increased
dramatically, and the percentage of farms sown to
crop has extended far beyond the original concepts
of the cropping regimes. It means that new tillage
methods must be adopted, and there must be ro-
tations based on the economic requirements of the
areas to ensure, in conjunction with the breeding
of improved grain varieties, that the increased pro-
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duction is achieved. It will be only in that way that
the viability of the farms will be maintained
against fierce international competition.

I think I have answered the points raised by the
members. If any further detail is required, I will
be happy to provide it.

Division 54 put and passed.
Division 55: Agriculture Protection Board,

$8 935 000; Division 56; Rural Adjustment Auth-
ority, $588 000-put and passed.

Division 57: Western Australian Meat Com-
mission, $4 515 000-

Item 1: Amount required for Services for the
year-

Mr OLD: I am interested in the amount
budgeted for wages. It appears that the work staff
has decreased from 400 last year to 277 in the
year under discussion. The wages paid last year
were $4.4 million, and for 1984-85 the Budget
provides for $4.6 million. Wages are up by
$250 000 and staff are down by 127! Perhaps the
Minister would comment.

Mr EVANS: I am not able to give a full expla-
nation at this stage-

Mr Old: Perhaps you could have it investigated
and drop me a line. I would be quite happy with
that.

Mr EVANS: I will certainly do that. I do not
have the information at this stage.

Division 57 put and passed.
Division 58: Fisheries amd Wildlife,

$9 431 000-
Mr OLD: Last week, when we were discussing

the Loan Bill, I raised a matter because the Minis-
ter for Fisheries and Wildlife should be apprised
of it. However, he may have taken my criticisms a
little to heart. Maybe that is reasonable, and
maybe it is not; but I was trying to bring to the
notice of the Minister a problem in the Niekol Bay
fishery. I was not trying to make any capital or
political points about a person's commercial fu-
ture.

When one is the Minister for Agriculture and
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife-it does
not matter which Minister one is-certain aspects
sometimes do not come fully to the notice of the
Minister. I bring to the notice of the Minister that
there is quite a big problem at Nickol Ray.

I have the greatest respect for Mr Bowen and
his staff. They do a tremendous job, and the
fisheries in Western Australia are managed in a
most efficient manner. I am quite happy to attest
to the ability of the director and his staff.

I was not having a bash at the Minister; but I
ask him, when he is considering the Nickol Bay
fishery, to take into account the problems being
experienced in almost every facet of fisheries
today.

This matter is not the fault of the incumbent
Minister;, it has built up over a period of years.
Successive Ministers and Governments have given
protection to fisheries throughout the State in an
endeavour to preserve those fisheries. In some
cases, the protection measures have backfired, and
no doubt many fishermen have become very
wealthy because a fishery has suddenly become a
limited entry fishery.

1 believe I did not make the point clear enough
for the Minister to grasp that some of the
fishermen in Nickol Bay who are licensed for a
limited entry fishery for prawns are fishing for
scallops in Shark Bay, which is also a limited entry
fishery. They were granted licences in Shark Bay
because they were fishing there at the time. That
is reasonable, as it is one of the criteria for
granting limited entry fishery licences.

The point I was making to the Minister was that
if these people are licensed to fish for prawns at
Nickol Bay and for scallops at Shark Bay, let us
sort it out. Let them make a decision as to where
they go. If they are fishing in Shark Bay for scal-
lops under a limited entry fishing licence and they
also fish for snapper, which is an open fishery, it is
a different situation. I am talking about two lim-
ited entry fisheries, and I am Sure my lack of
oratory ability may have misled the Minister into
thinking I was talking about a cray fisherman who
has finished with the crayfishing season and who
goes out fishing for snapper or jewfish. That is not
the case. I was talking about two limited entry
licences, and that situation is probably worth look-
ing at.

While the fisheries of Western Australia have
been managed i n a very efficien t way, we st ill1,have
problems. I think that everybody in the industry
acknowledges this. Fortunately, we do not have
the problems which were experienced in
Queensland some years ago when it was almost
open slather, and the fisheries generally in
Queensland and in the Gulf of Carpentaria
suffered accordingly.

I am sure the Minister shares my desire to see
that what happened in Queensland does not hap-
pen here.

I have made this explanation because I feel that
1 was misunderstood in respect of what I was
endeavouring to get over to the Minister a couple
of weeks ago.
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Mr EVANS: I take the point that the member
for Katanning-Roc was expressing a real concern
about the Niekol Bay fishery. It is a relatively
small limited entry fishery and it is subject to
fairly wide fluctuations in yield. It has some
peculiarities and problems of its own. I accept the
point that the member for Katanning-Roe was not
trying to be critical or political about this matter. I
can assure the member that I have a very real
concern about the Nickol Bay situation and
maintaining the shore base factory.

It appears that fishiermen are moving dawn the
coast and are fishing for scallops in Shark Bay,
which is a limited entry Fishery. One of the criteria
for entry into that situation has been a history of
fishing up to a given date which would indicate
that those vessels have been fishing in Shark Bay
for some time.

It must be recognised that wet line fishing in-
volves limited licenees and no additional licence is
required. I take the point that the vessels are
either fishing in Nickol Bay or elsewhere, and the
solution could be to allow additional vessels to be
licensed to fish in the Shark Bay area in order to
maintain the shore base factory in the desired
manner.

The danger of setting a precedent is not far
away, and when one becomes involved in the re-moval of limited entry licences and making them
available elswbere, one is faced with an entire
series of fisheries around the coast which could
develop problems created by that precedent. How-
ever, this is something that should be, and will be,
considered further.

Mr Old: It is not an easy thing to solve.

Mr EVANS: I take the point, but a solution
may come out of the meeting on I8 December.

The member for Katanning-Roe will know that
various issues are involved in this matter and once
we get down to the finer detail a solution may not
be as simple as it now appears.

If good sense and harmony can prevail, some-
thing may come out of the meeting in regard to
the licensed operators at Nickol Bay. I sincerely
hope that it does. If it does not, the whole matter
will have to be reviewed.

Division 58 put and passed.
Division 75: Mines, $26 356 000-
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-

Mr PETER JONES: I understand that in my
absence most of the arguments I would have
raised relative to the Mining Act were dealt with.

I want to reiterate that I have received consider-
able correspondence from people protesting about

the administration of the Mining Act, and this has
surprised me. Most of the correspondence has re-
lated to the time that is taken to process com-
plaints.

I preface my remarks by saying I am a little
surprised, because I was led to believe that the
process was much quicker now than it was pre-
viously. The main complaints I have received re-
late to the administration of the work provisions of
the Act. As the Minister would be aware, they are
not work provisions as such, but expenditure pro-
visions, even though that expenditure can be -cut
out by work. in fact, the department is not
administering this section of the Act, and some
examples have been given to me by people in the
eastern goldfields regarding expenditure pro-
visions which have not been honioured.

Mr Parker: Are you talking about the Mining
Act?

Mr PETER JONES: I am talking about the
current Mining Act, and about the expenditure
provisions in relation to work which was supposed
to have been undertaken to offset the expenditure
provision. However, this work has not been done
and I believe that is due to insufficient policing.

The philosophy of the Mining Act relates to
those people who have ground and who have been
awarded ground. They must work that ground and
the expenditure provisions can be assessed against
the work they undertake. If there is a shortage of
inspectors to carry out the work required, then
more are needed.

When I was responsible for this portfolio it was
suggested to me that there was a shortage of in-
spectors. I was also told that, if the department
was to administer the Act positively, those people
who had ground had to work it. Perhaps there is a
need for more inspectors to be appointed. It was
certainly put to me by the present director general
that more inspectors should be appointed, and I
agree with him.

Mr Parker: There are some inspectors, but the
whole Mining Act and the administration of it, not
only under the new provisions but also under the
old ones, works very much on the jealous neigh-
bour principle. People are constantly saying that
so and so has not worked his mine, and they put
their complaint to the warden. If they are success-
ful, they get first option on the ground. It is the
best way and the cheapest way of administering it.

Mr PETER JONES: I understand that, and the
reason I am raising this matter under item 1 is
that it concerns the employment of people. The
department made it clear to me that, when the
new Mining Act was proclaimed on 1 January
1982, there would be a need for more inspectors
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and more Mines Department staff would be sent
out into the field. My question is: Have some
inspectors been appointed because, notwithstand-
ing the complaints which are made to the Minis-
ter, his officers and others, people have been sub-
mitting reports that they had done $ 10 000-worth
of work on their mine, but in actual fact they had
done nothing?

I prefaced my earlier remarks by saying I was
well aware of the situation; but I ask the Minister
what it is in relation to item 1.-

A further comment I have relates to the pet-
roleum branch. I understand that a contentious
issue has arisen in the last two years in relation to
the Federal Government's awarding of offshore
permits and the way the present Federal Govern-
ment wishes this to be undertaken.

The CHAIRMAN: I advise the member that
last night members tended to miss the general
debate section in this Division. I advised members
who were debating item 1 not to debate the sub-
ject generally, but to speak specifically to the
items. I am giving the member a little latitude in
this respect because he was not in the Chamber
last night, but I hope he will be more specific with
his remarks.

Mr PETER JONES: I am speaking in relation
to staff under item 1. 1 have referred to the num-
ber and availability within the department of in-
spectorial staff. and I am now speaking about the
staff in the petroleum branch.

In previous years we tried to keep the number of
staff in that section of the Mines Department not
only small in number but also high in competence.
There was certainly pressure from the Federal
Government to increase the number of staff in the
petroleum branch because the Commonwealth
Government wanted a greater input. Is the re-
lationship with the Federal Government and Sena-
tor Walsh's department regarding the
administration of offshore permits and their ori-
ginal awarding now such that the Minister is able
to employ more or fewer staff in this area?

Mr PARKER: I am very surprised to hear that
the member for Narrogin has received complaints
recently concerning the processing time for ten-
ement applications of one sort or another, except if
he has received complaints in the petroleum area.
For reasons I will return to later, that division is
behind with its work.

In the area of normal tenement applications,
whether they be PLs, ELs, or mining leases, one of
the very high priorities of this Government has
been to speed up the processing of tenements to
reduce the backlog very substantially. That re-
duction has taken place not only as a result of the

actions we have taken but also because the huge
influx that occurred in 1982 because of the new
Act has been wiped out. We are now reaching the
stage where most of that has been dealt with. Of
course, there are always individual tenements on
all sorts of reserves which may involve environ-
mental factors, private property or the local auth-
ority which for various reasons cannot be
immediately approved. Often quite extensive
negotiations take place with the Aboriginal Lands
Trust; local authorities-the Boulder Town Coun-
cil is one example that comes to mind-and vari-
ous Ministers or the departments which adminis-
ter reserves. When these things happen there are
quite often delays. I have noticed from time to
time that files coming across my desk appear to
have been inordinately delayed and I have raised
those matters with the officers concerned. I do not
have the average figure of the time taken but I
recall that there has been a substantial reduction
in the overall level of the backlog and in the aver-
age time taken to process tenements. That is not to
say that an individuil case might not occur where,
either because it is sitting in some other depart-
ment or in a local authority office, particular
problems arise. Figures are available relating to
the backlog, the average time taken for processing
and the number of tenement applications out-
standing over a particular period. I will provide
those to the member for Narrogin for his own
information and they may also be of use to him
when he is talking to other people about this mat-
ter.

We are constantly attempting to upgrade the
registration process and the whole registration div-
ision. W. D. Scott & Co. Pty. Ltd. was com-
missioned to conduct a study which has now been
completed. It is a very useful and excellent study
and we are in the process of implementing many
of its recommendations. I refer also to the
computerisation which I dealt with last night; I
will not go over this item again but the member
can get the information from Hansard. There is
also the data take-up we have been able to achieve
because of the CEP which has made a huge differ-
ence in terms of moving into this new system; it
has made it so much easier for us. We now have a
new mainframe computer and I believe the record
over the last I8 months has been excellent so far
as processing in general terms is concerned. Of
course, there are always exceptions to that.

I referred to work provisions last night. The
number of inspectors and the staff in the mining
engineering division, which is largely responsible
for this work, have been increased. In fact, the
major increase this year is in that area, although
not specifically for inspections of work commit-
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ments. I made the point by interjection about the
jealous neighbour principle and spoke about it at
greater length last night. I refer the member to
Mansard. It is important that there should be what
could be described as occasional audits to ensure
that people know they cannot get away with things
just because they have made a submission. I have
noticed that we get an extraordinarily high num-
ber of people who have spent exactly $10 000 or
$9 998 on their PLs. I am rather suspicious when I
see those sorts of things especially now that PLs
are coming up for their two-year renewal. On a
couple of occasions I have ordered independent
inspections which have been done so that people
know that there are officers around to check such
matters and that they cannot short-circuit the
system. Some tenement holders-I call them St.
George's Terrace or West Perth prospec-
tors-seem to have an inordinate amount of the
work on their tenements carried out in their offices
rather than on the sites. Of course, some office
and overhead expenses can always be attributed tok
the claims. However, sometimes the amounts are
too high. On those occasions I have asked an in-
spector to ascertain what has been done and to
ensure that the person involved has not just taken
a word processor, punched a button which auto-
matically divides the office overheads between the
20 or 30 tenements held and arrived at a figure of
$10 000.

I am surprised it has been claimed the eastern
goldfields people are not fulfilling their work re-
quirements. In the eastern goldfields area people
are working cheek by jowl with one another all the
time and are actively watching precisely what the
neighbouring tenement holder is or is not doing.
People go to the warden with their complaint and
ask for the tenement to be forfeited and they get
prior right of pegging. That happens on many
occasions. That shows there is some underworking
but it is dealt with in the way contemplated by the
Act and to the advantage of those people who
complain, if they are right.

The department tends to be fairly lenient
with people who appear to be doing the right
thing by the Act but may have slipped up for
some reason which is not to do with any attempt to
defraud, and who are genuinely working an area.
For example, they might be working a block of
tenements and they have done a great deal of work
in one block and not another because that is
planned for later in the programme. That sort of
thing is treated fairly leniently. On the other hand
the department tends to be very hard on those
people who might be essentially traders in ten-
ements, who peg purely for the purpose of putting
them together and then selling them off, and who

ask for exemptions or about whom
recommendations come forward for forfeiture. It
tries to get them out of the area so that that
ground once again becomes available for pegging
by more legitimate people.

In more sparsely populated, mined or explored
areas, such as the eastern Pilbara, we often get
situations where an EL can be quite isolated with
no-one within hundreds of miles. On a couple of
occasions I have decided to send inspectors to
check on whether work is being carried out. Again
this is to ensure that people know that check
audit-type procedures are carried out.

1 undertook last night to provide the member
with details of the staff increases.

In the petroleum area, although there has been
some comment about the Federal Government's
desires in terms of the Federal Labor Party's
position prior to the last ALP National Con fer-
ence to take over the administration of the off-
shore petroleum tenements, there has been no
suggestion by Senator Waisn to uisove in that di-
rection. There have been no changes either in the
legislation or contemplated in the administration
or discussed with me or any of the other State
Miniters in terms of actually changing that
method of administration in awarding of offshore
tenements. The designated authority still does the
basic admpinistration, and there are joint authority
matters tobe considered.

There was some concern over legislation which
was designed to allow the Commonwealth to con-
trol the supply of oil from Bass Strait, and perhaps
some other fields. Both the Victorian Minister and
myself expresso~ our concern, and it has been
withdrawn for re4rafting.

The petroleum 4ivision is vastly understaffed; it
is incredibly busy, not only with new tenement
applications but also with other things. There is a
continuing demand, on management. I have
succeeded ;n this Budget in getting additional re-
sources for the division, and I hope this will begin
to alleviate some of the problems. I hope
computerisation will also help. Every form needs
to be signed about 50 times before it is finalised. I
hope something will be able to be done about that.
We are examining the problem, and I am hoping
that with the extra staff and better administrative
procedures there will be improvements in the pet-
roleum registration division. This is something we
will be giving some priority to clearing up.

Item 13: Chemical Laboratories-
Mr PETER JONES: Some years ago the pre-

vious Government instituted an examination of all
activities of the Government in relation to chemi-
cal analysis. A Very comprehensive report was pre-
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pared and decisions were begun to be made re-
garding the overlapping of sections within the
Government administration, and also within ter-
tiary institutions relative to chemical analysis
work. Some very significant information was
produced, and it was quite surprising. A number
of Government departments and instrumentalities
were testing water. For example, Westrail was still
testing water; its water laboratory was a residue of
the steam train days. I might add Westrail sought
to retain those facilities.

The previous Government then established a
scientific committee with two tasks, the first of
which was to implement a rationalisation of these
areas where chemical scientific analysis work was
being undertaken, to determine those bodies which
should be doing certain work, and to remove from
that area other Government departments and
instrumentalities duplicating that activity.

One example is the Government Chemical
Laboratories which did the work for the Police
Department. The Police Department chose to have
no chemical analysis laboratory of its own for
breathalyser tests and so on; all that was done by
the Government Chemical Laboratories. There
was a whole heap of other things involving a con-
siderable overlap.

Also there was under- ut ilisation of equipment in
these departments and in tertiary institutions. The
scientific committee started to come to grips with
that.

Needless to say there was very significant resist-
ance from some other areas of Government. The
Department of Agriculture for one loaded up the
Government Chemical Laboratories with a lot of
work which the laboratories were to do on equip-
ment which was, if not exactly out of date, at least
inferior in some instances to that which the De-
partment of Agriculture seemed able to buy at the
drop of a dollar.

What is the future of the Government Chemical
Laboratories? I am not suggesting it does not have
one; I mean that question to he taken in the con-
text of the work of the scientific committee which
was established by me specifically to resolve and
remove this wasteful overlap; it was also to pur-
chase equipment. Funds for the purchase of equip-
ment for the Government Chemical Laboratories
were exceedingly difficult to prise out of the
Treasury. Meanwhile other departments such as
the Health Department and the Department of
Agriculture seemed to be able to buy what they
wanted without the slightest checking on whether
that equipment and the work it would do was
available in another Government department, or
more particularly, whether they had anyone to

answer to in relation to the equipment they pur-
chased.

This was to clarify the position of those various
other departments on this committee. Has that
rationalisation continued, and is it proposed in due
course to relocate the Government Chemical
Laboratories, which was my intention?

Mr PARKER: Two or three substantial studies
have been made of the Government Chemical
Laboratories. The net result of those was, by and
large, things were all right pretty much as they
were. As the member has said, sometimes one
wonders whether those results are not
predetermined by the people who have the input.

Mr Peter Jones: That was not the result of the
one to which I was referring. The study to which I
referred related to duplication and waste. We ap-
proached the business of waste and duplication of
facilities and equipment. We started to rationalise
that.

Mr PARKER: I will have to look at that again,
because as a result of the decision to proceed this
year with stage two of Mineral House, it was
decided that stage two should not be in Adelaide
Terrace as originally intended but rather in Plain
Street. It has been necessary to relocate the
administrative headquarters of the Government
Chemical Laboratories. H-on. Ray Young has to
advise the Government on these matters. He
suggested to the Minister for Budget Management
that it was time to have another look at where the
Government Chemical Laboratories should be
located. As a result we have decided that if they
are to be relocated we had better establish
whether the various functions of the laboratories
are to continue unchanged, or if there are to be
extensive changes, or if they are to continue as an
adjunct to the Mines Department, or go to some
other department. When that was suggested,
people did not throw their hands up in horror
because they felt there had been so many inquiries
into it that they did not want another.

A consultant is currently working on the matter,
and I have been assured that in a short period a
review of the work that has been done and an
assessment of advisability of relocation will be
made. There is prime real estate being wastefully
used at the moment. There are also branches of
the Government Chemical Laboratories in
Kewdale, Kalgoorlie, and so on.

That work is going on. I hope that the review
will look at this question raised by the member for
Narrogin, together with the issue of how the
Government Chemical Laboratories should be set
up as regards their relationship with other depart-
ments, and where they are located. I sympathise
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with the views expressed by the member for
Narrogin, and I shall be keeping the subject under
close review.

Division 75 put and passed.

Division 76: State Batteries, S3 964 000-
Mr PETER JONES: One of the main

components of the mining industry in Western
Australia is the State Batteries. They are the
backbone of the industry. It is very hard to fathom
what happens at State Batteries, but one only has
to look at them to understand why they exist and
have existed for the last 50 years. However, State
Batteries do exist and they are an integral part of
the mining industry.

State Batteries are also an example of the fact
that, the more successful an industry, and the
higher the gold price, the greater the loss.

In the early 1980s the losses made by the State
Batteries were a little higher than they are now.
The price of gold was higher and, as a result, there
was considerably more prospecting activity than at
present. The batteries were processing more ma-
terial and more shifts were being worked than at
present. However, the greater the tonnage State
Batteries are required to process, the greater the
losses they make.

That situation emphasised the need to review
the functions of State Batteries, and that was done
in two ways. Mr Fields made a report which
recommended certain things, and some work was
done internally, in which I was involved, to try to
promote the carbon-in-pulp situation.

The Government of the day-I accept the
present Government has continued the
trend-recognised its responsibility to provide
crushing and processing facilities for those in the
gold mining industry who do not have the
financial capacity or volume to provide them for
themselves.

Therefore, the function provided by State Bat-
teries has continued, but it is essential they keep
pace with new processes and the like. State Batter-
ies all have tailings dumps which contain gold.
That gold could not be extracted using earlier
methods-! must not say more primitive methods,
although that may be true. However, with the
newer methods in operation, it can be extracted,
and it is public property.

The first carbon-in-pulp arrangements installed
by the batteries in late 1981 or early 1982 were
under a lease system through Bain & Co. Under
the financial arrangements it was arranged that
the cost of financing the carbon-in-pulp system
would be met out of the proceeds from the tailings
dumps.

In view of the current situation of State Batter-
ies and our commitment that they should continue
to provide, if not in their existing form, at least on
some toll basis, a service to the industry, I ask the
Minister to review their function. State Batteries
are a custom operation which is available to the
industry, but something needs to be done in re-
spect of the Kalgoorlie State Battery. I understand
the Government intends to take action and will
perhaps introduce a method of operation which is
self-financing and this sort of arrangement could
be adopted in respect of other State Batteries.

I understand one of the State Batteries in the
eastern gold fields was used by the film industry to
make A Fortunate Life. Could the Minister tell
me the costs involved and the financial arrange-
ments arrived at in that respect? I understand
costs had to be met, but moneys were paid by the
company making the film. Did those funds go to
the battery involved or were they paid into
Consolidated Revenue?

It is important that we continue the trend
started some years ago towards making State Bat-
teries more businesslike operations. That
statement might be seen as a criticism of the
Superintendent of Batteries, Mr Green, but I do
not offer it as such. I simply make that bald
statement of fact that State Batteries should be
more businesslike operations. To achieve that it
might be necessary to have a new outlook, to intro-
duce new staffing arrangements, or a different
person in that position.

Certainly this is something with which I would
have had to come to grips eventually in that port-
folio, because it is not possible to have an efficient
processing facility funded by the taxpayers, as are
our State Batteries, if one still has one foot in the
past in respect of their operations.

Mr PARKER: Firstly, in relation to the overall
financial viability of State Batteries, the Govern-
ment recognises and supports strongly the service
they Provide and it wishes them to continue to
Provide a like service. At the same time, as the
member for Narrogint said, to a certain degree
each additional tonne of ore treated results in ad-
ditional loss. Rather than eliminate the loss, we
have tried to contain it to the same amount each
year, so that, in effect, over a period of years the
loss is reducing in proportion to our outlays and as
a proportion of the State Batteries' overall oper-
ations.

Over the last two years we have succeeded in
containing the loss to approximately $2 million.
The figure of $3.964 million in the Estimates is
offset by revenue estimated at $1 .826 million; so
effectively we are talking about a $2.1 million loss
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this year in State Batteries. That equates almost
exactly with the loss last year and the year before;
so, in effect, the loss as a proportion of our expen-
diture generally over all State Battery operations
is reducing in real terms.

I turn now to the other points raised by the
member for Narrogin concerning the
administration of State Batteries. Without want-
ing to be critical of Mr Green, I am also concerned
about the administration of State Batteries and
whether just continuing in the same way, even if
on a more businesslike footing, will provide a good
service to the industry. Certainly there is no doubt
that a need exists for what could be described as a
"halfway house" in terms of battery or milling
operations between the small prospector who
comes in with his batch and the man who has the
ability to fund his own plant. There are now many
people who might be described as large prospec-
tors or small miners who might be more interested
in a form of custom milling. I am told by the
department that it is no more possible to make
money out of custom milling than it is out of State
Batteries. At the moment we are examining a plan
for custom milling activity which has been put
forward by the APLA.

When North Kalgurli Mines Ltd. was involved
in custom milling it lost a great deal of money and
Paringa said it did not make any money out of the
process; but we are looking closely at it.

The whole administration of State Batteries
and, in particular, administration of the tailings, is
in need of considerable review. I have in mind to
set up a method of reviewing that in the near
future with the aim of producing a better system
administratively and possibly technically.

The Fields report made some valuable sugges-
tions, some of which have been implemented, but
it was rather disappointing in terms of an overall
look at State Batteries and really did not address
them in any fundamental sense. That was the most
recent report and perhaps a more comprehensive
and basic look is needed at the batteries, with the
intention of providing a service, hopefully a better
one, at all times.

On occasions we have had to upgrade particular
batteries. For example, the Leonora battery is now
working on a two-shift system and an extra five
stamps were put there. That sort of thing is done
from time to time.

Goolgardie battery was under serious threat a
few months ago, which goes to show how volatile
the industry is. Mr Powell with his find has
effected the saving of that battery. With so much
of his ore going through there now, along with the
smaller volumes from other concerns he has

flsoi

helped the Coolgardie battery to continue. But we
do need to keep a close watch on this.

The other thing that is happening apart from
the carbon-in-pulp development is that tailing
cyanidisation is being helped this year by the in-
stallation of a heap leaching facility.

We are spending $184 000 on a plant to heap
leach as well as CIP activities, and we will be
needing to spend around 5250 000 on changes
necessary as a result of the noise abatement regu-
lations, which have had a major impact on State
batteries.

The final point is that I am not aware of any
arrangement concerning filming of A fortunate
Li fe. I was not aware the State Battery had been
used, but I will make inquiries and let the member
for Narrogin know the results.

Division 76 put and passed.
Division 77: Resources Development,

$2 715 000-
Mr PETER JONES: First, I commend the

Minister on his use of this department for the
study into the water supplies for the eastern gold-
fields. It is worth reminding the Chamber that the
provision of water in the eastern goldfields is the
biggest single limiting factor to various industrial
developments in the region, particularly to the
mining industry. The biggest cost deterrent to in-
dustries such as custom milling has been the pro-
vision of water. The way in which the Minister has
continued the initiative that certainly was made
known to me by my officers when I was the Minis-
ter is commendable, because he has applied
enough pressure on the Public Works Department
to have it pull out its finger and get on with the job
of coming to grips with the provision of water in
the region in quantities which will not be a
limiting factor to resource development. Hopefully
in the future with things like custom milling and
the availability of new housing we will see an
expansion of other industries.

To make sure that I am not misunderstood I
indicate that I am referring not only to the supply
of water in sufficient volumes, but also to the
PWD's policy on capital costing, which policy it
adhered to despite the very best efforts being
made to have a different situation. I am referring
to what was transpiring in 1982 when the Minister
at the time managed to get a better share. I
commend this Minister because hopefully there
will be a better arrangement resulting from his
actions.

Still on the eastern goldfields, I have heard
today a suggestion that North Kalgurli Mines Ltd.
will dispense with 100 jobs prior to Christmas.
This is with a company which changed ownership
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a short time ago and which underwent a
revitalisation programme. That is the information
I was given today from the area. Perhaps the Min-
ister could allay the fears of the people involved.

The Laporte agreement has received some pub-
licity in recent times and I cite it as an example of
where the Minister who administers agreement
Acts has the mechanism available to provide a
"one-stop shop" for all companies involved in
agreement Acts. This mechanism can ensure that
the role of the Government is applied positively
and clearly in accordance with the agreement Acts
and can ensure that the parties involved in those
agreements honour their responsibilities.

The principle about which I am speaking is that
the Minister who administers these various agree-
ment Acts should provide the mechanism for a
'one-stop shop". Only one Minister should be re-

sponsible for telling any company such as the
Laporte company whether it is avoiding its
responsibilities under the agreement. All avenues
within the Government ought to be brought
together so that they come under-the umbrella of
the one Minister.

The point I make is that we have seen in other
areas what seems to be a weakening or a loosening
of the "one-stop shop" principle. Other areas of
Government are seeking to intrude into the areas
of administration that come within the responsi-
bility of the Minister who administers the various
resource development agreement Acts.

Mr Davies: The Department for Conservation
and Environment is one that would want to stay a
million miles away from these things, but it has a
responsibility to meet requests for advice, and then
the "one-stop shop" accepts or rejects that advice.

Mr PETER JONES: That contribution from
the Minister perhaps clarifies in the minds of some
of the companies what the situation should be,
although the Minister needs to amplify to whom
the advice applies. More than one Minister makes
public statements about these matters. I am mak-
ing the point that it is better for the spirit of the
,.one-stop shop" principle that one Minister only
should speak for the Government on these agree-
ment Acts-the Minister responsible for them.

Mr Davies: I agree.

Mr PETER JONES: I thank the Minister. This
would avoid the conflicts we have seen at times
involving approaches which may be taken by the
Government or the attitude which may be adopted
by the Government towards particular projects or
problems.

The principle of having just the one Minister
speaking for the Government, under the Premier,

means that companies and managers of joint ven-
tures know they will not be pursued by several
departments or several Ministers or indeed a
whole raft of people, but have to answer to only
one department under one Minister. That is a very
good system.

The Minister in turn has significant
responsibilities through his officers in making cer-
tain that the various other departments of Govern-
ment are involved and brought together and their
advice considered. There have been instances of a
little confusion around the edges, particularly
when ambitious officers start ringing and saying,
"Look, we want this or that done", or that such
and such a situation prevails. I commend the
Minister for the way he has attempted, I think
fairly successfully, to try to ensure that the "one-
stop shop" principle not only prevails, but also is
reinforced, particularly in view of some of the
ambitious projects the Government is seeking to
attract, and to get off the ground. If other empires
are allowed to be built, we are not going to get the
benefits that we should obtain from the various
projects in which the Government is involved.

Mr PARKER: I agree with the member for
Narrogin when he says that, given the current
expansion possibilities of the goldfields, the prob-
lem with water is almost as great now-certainly
to industry, if not for personal use-as it was at
the time the Perth- Kalgoorlie pipeline was first
constructed. The problem in the past has been that
the Public Works Department, with its headwork
and other charges, in effect frightened off a lot of
people who wanted to conduct activities in the
goldfields which involved w'ater usage to one de-
gree or another. People would approach the PWD
and say, "We want water". The PWD would re-
ply, "You can have it if you put up £5 million".
The people would say, "We will not proceed with
our project if we are faced with costs of that
magnitude", and the PWD would then say that
there was no demand for additional water in the
goldfields.

We have succeeded in achieving improvements
in this area. Our attitude has been that that ap-
proach is nonsense, because we constantly receive
advice from potential investors that they would go
to the goldfields and move ahead, say, With a
mining development, or install plant of one kind or
another, if sufficient water was available. So, in
conjunction with the PWD we approved earlier
this year a study of the water availability in the
goldfields, not on the basis of who has or has not
applied to the PWD for water, but on the basis of
the potential usage. Our officers have been asked
to evaluate the opportunities that are available.
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In addition, of course, we need to consider the
feasibility of actually getting more water to the
goldfields, whether that needs to be done by ad-
ditional pipes, or by the installation of more com-
pression facilities and the like. BHP Engineering
is carrying out that study for my department.
Once the study is completed, we will know what is
required, and it may result in a substantial capital
expenditure requirement on the part of the
Government. That is a matter for future evalu-
ation, but at least we will be proceeding on a
sound basis.

I regard it as a significant achievement that we
have managed to get this study under way, and I
am very much looking forward to the results of the
study to see what is needed in terms of providing
water supplies to the goldfields.

The member for Narrogin also mentioned the
rumours of impending retrenchments from North
Kalgurli Mines Ltd. I heard the same rumours,
and one of my departmental officers was asked to
speak to various people. I spoke to Mr Beckwith,
the Managing Director of Bond Corporation, the
ultimate owner of North Kalgurli, and he
informed me he was unaware of any such pro-
posals. He indicated he would certainly be aware
of impending retrenchments, and, as a matter of
course, he would have closely examined the situ-
ation. In addition to its open-cut operations, North
Kalgurli has a substantial underground operati on.
The price of gold in Australian dollar terms has
remained fairly constant until recently because,
although the price has come down gradually dur-
ing the year in US dollar terms, as a result of the
floating of the dollar-which has been of great
benefit to the mining industry generally and to the
gold industry in particular-in constant
Australian dollar terms the price has remained
virtually static. Of course, a substantial slump in
the price of gold has occurred in the last couple of
days which, coupled with the strengthening
Australian economy and the resultant improve-
ment in the value of the Australian dollar vis-a-vis
the US dollar, has substantially affected the price
of gold in the last couple of weeks. As the member
for Narrogin no doubt appreciates, underground
mining operations are much more expensive than
open-cut operations, and the declining price of
gold is having an adverse impact on North
Kalgurli and other underground operators. How-
ever, I repeat that my information is that cur-
rently there is no intention to retrench anyone
from the company. Obviously, North Kalgurli will
constantly monitor the situation, but I have
received an undertaking from Mr Beckwith that if
the company intends in the future to make re-

trenchments, he will discuss the matter with me
first.

The member mentioned the agreement Act pro-
cess. I agree with the "one-stop shop" concept,
and the Department of Resources Development
has fulfilled that role very well. Of course, the fact
that a company is the subject of an agreement Act
does not necessarily mean-unless it is specifically
provided in the agreement Act-that it is not the
subject of other legislation. In the case of Laporte
Australia Ltd., or SCM Chemicals, as it is now
known, the agreement Act is so poor that from
time to time we have needed to look to other
legislation to see what recourse we might have had
in certain, situations. However, all of the matters
have been closely determined between the other
departments and myself, and other Ministers and
myself. All of the work done on SCM Chemicals
has been closely co-ordinated by me with the Min-
ister for the Environment. Indeed, an
interdepartmental committee, chaired by Mr
Wade of my department, and on which the De-
partment of Conservation and Environment, the
Waterways Commission, and the Public Works
Department are represented, is looking at the gen-
eral question of effluent disposal and, more
specifically, at the recent concern over seepage
into the estuary. I do not think there is any ques-
tion but that that system has worked quite well, as
it has in other areas.

Obviously, from time to time a whole range of
departments will need to become involved in the
proj .ects and activities of certain companies.
Again, it is a matter of co-ordinating them
through the Department of Resources Develop-
ment. I am not aware of any situation where that
has not happened to any significant degree. Cer-
tainly, I am a strong advocate of that principle
and push it constantly when I become concerned
that perhaps attempts are being made-often
quite genuinely-by people who are enthusiastic
about their jobs and want something done quickly
to bypass the system. Often, they want to go off
and do it, and sometimes it is necessary to ensure
that people understand the nature of the agree-
ment Act process at a departmental level. Laporte
Australia Ltd. is a very good example of how that
co-operation does work and how co-ordination has
taken place and is continuing to take place in the
Department of Resources Development.

Another example is the committee established
in Kalgoorlie to enquire into the emissions
resulting from gold roasting. The member would
be aware that Dean Giles from DRD is the chair-
man of that committee; the air pollution section of
the Health Department is also represented on that
body. There is a whole range of these committees,
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and many of my officers spend a great deal of
their time chairing interdepartmental committees
of this sort. For example, Bruce Goodheart did a
magnificent job for the Government and for West-
ern Australia during his recent discussions with
Alcoa concerning extensions to the jarrah reserve
and matters of that nature. I am a very strong
advocate of the principle that the Department of
Resources Development should be carrying out
these sorts of activities, bearing in mind its overall
responsibility to the industries which it is servicing
and at the same time, its obligation to protect the
environment. I think it is a tremendous way of
achieving things in Western Australia.

The department has been understaffed for some
time, It is not revealed in these figures, because it
was part of the global allocation, but I am pleased
to advise that at the time the Department of In-
dustrial Development was split into two, it was
always intended that some additional resources
would be made available to the Department of
Resources Development. That never eventuated.
They nearly were last year, but with the change in
portfolios at Christmastime, that changed as well.
I am pleased to say we now have the resources we
require and we are going through the Public
Service Board procedure of advertising and get-
ting people to strengthen this department, and get
it the way it was able to operate, before it was split
in 1980.

Division 77 put and passed.

Division 78: Solar Energy Research Institute of
Western Australia, $850 th0u-

Mr PETER JONES; I think this Division ought
to be compared with the Mining and Petroleum
Research Institute which is also responsible to the
Minister, because one was established on the
model of the other. However, the way they have
developed they are not as efficient as they should
be. WAN4PRI was established in 1981 on the
model of the Solar Energy Research Institute of
Western Australia, and anyone who analyses the
Work that it does in attracting funds from the
private sector and the small amount of funding
which is used for administrative costs-in other
words, the maximum possible benefit is
contributed towards the research facility or ca-
pacity that the institute was set up to encour-
age-would know that the mining industry is cer-
tainly pleased with it and all that it does.

However the body seems to have become some-
what top-heavy, so far as administration and costs
are concerned. Perhaps it is not attracting from
the private sector the amount of money it should
in order to be doing all the things that were

dreamed for it when it was first established by
Hon. Andrew Mensaros.

I ask the Minister whether he is concerned
about this. If he is, he is continuing the concern I
had-not that I am suggesting that the body
should not have continued. Now that it has moved
into the vicinity of the WA Institute of
Technology-a move which I approved, in order
to further its relationship with the institute-I ask
whether in fact it has achieved the aim of the
move.

More particularly the cost of staffing seems to
be increasing, yet perhaps it is not as successful as
the other institute in attracting money from the
private sector and in producing work in solar en-
ergy that perhaps it is capable of doing, but is
somehow not getting around to.

Mr PARKER: I also have some concern in re-
lation to the Solar Energy Research Institute of
Western Australia. However members will note
that in this year's Budget all of the additional
funds which the institute has received, other than
those which have simply been necessary because of
increases in labour costs and so on, have gone to
additional research or project funds, rather than to
any additional staff.

I resisted strongly this year any suggestion that
there should be any increase in the staff of the
Solar Energy Research Institute. Of course, there
are a number of reasons that funds have been
difficult to come by, and some of those to which
the member for Narrogin has referred may exist.
Of course, with the change in the world energy
scenario, and with my experience in world energy
matters I notice people are tending to take, by and
large, a fairly short rather than a long-term view.
Many people are saying now that there is not
much point in renewable energy research with it
going down in price in real terms. Apparently,
with gluts in the world market of coal and so on,
solar energy does not occupy such an important
view in their eyes. However, that is not my view. I
think solar energy specifically and renewable en-
ergy resources generally are tremendously import-
ant, and must be researched. It is important that
any funds that are available-like all other
Government departments, funds are
scarce-should be used for energy research. I have
certainly done that in this Budget, and I hope that
will attract commensurate funding from other
sources, whether from industry or Academe.

We are getting somne additional funds in this
case as well by virtue of the fact that we are doing
quite a lot of work on remote Aboriginal com-
munity power supplies, especially for nomadic Ab-
original groups where they want a power pack
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they can stick on the back of their utility and cart
around wherever they go.

We have had some funds from the Common-
wealth Government in respect of that. I think it is
an exciting project, because it could have appli-
cation to a whole range of areas, apart from Abor-
iginal communities. We have been able to use
funds from the Department of Aboriginal Affairs
to further that research, and it is looking good, not
just in solar but in battery boosters as well, getting
away from using diesel and making the plants
portable.

That will have application also in static plants,
and hopefully reduce dependence on diesel fuel
and could lead to pastoral stations also moving in
a similar direction, which could have a major im-
pact on their cost, with the prohibitive cost of
diesel fuel these days.

I have some views about the stucture of
SERIWA and about the structure of energy re-
search generally. As I have said publicly, I have
strong views about energy policy. The Government
has announced in general terms what it will be
doing with regard to its energy policy. As the
member for Narrogin would know, energy re-
search is conducted both within SERIWA and
within the State Energy Commission. SERIWA
has tended to act very much under the umbrella of
the State Energy Commission in the past. There is
no doubt that it needs to be moved away. Two
ways of achieving that are to take away research
questions from the State Energy Commission and
put all energy research in a separate body, includ-
ing renewable energy research and conventional
energy research. Given that we want a completely
independent sort of advice on this matter, and to
have energy policy and planning laid down i n a
separate body, I suggest we could do the same.

I will be bringing in legislation, I hope early in
the new year, to reform SERIWA completely to
an energy, planning, and research institute which
will have responsibility for all energy research,
including renewable energy, policy and planning,
and independent advice to Government on all
those matters, and to other agencies as well. The
Deputy Commissioner of the SEC will cease to be
chairman, and we will take away the Energy Ad-
visory Council from the SEC and put it with this
new institute, 'It is pretty complex legislation
which involves a few amendments to the SEC Act
as well as the SERIWA Act. We are working on it
and hope to be able to introduce it into Parliament
when we resume next year.

Division 78 put and passed.

Division 79: Office of Co-ordinator General of
Transport, $781 000-

Mr PETER JONES; The Government has
announced that it intends to abolish this office
and, presumably, repeal the Statute under which
this office is established, and to abolish the
Transport Commission arrangements as they exist
at present and to establish a new Department of
Transport.

The only thing the Government has not yet said
is why. It has offered up a superficial lot of waffle,
using nice words such as "rationalising",
".efficiency", and "co-ordination", all of which
mean nothing. The two bodies have existed for
some time, and each has functions which are
clearly identifiable and clearly understood, with a
working relationship between the two.

The office provides the Government with the
opportunity of receiving advice and having studies
undertaken into a range of transport matters, as
was the case with the previous Government, with-
out the Government being involved in the direct
regulatory and administrative role of the
Transport Commission. Yet, the only reason that
the Government has managed to give that makes
any sense-I do not think it makes any sense, but
at least it is understood-is that it has long been
Labor Party policy to have a department of
transport. That is the only excuse given in any
factual form on which one could hang one's hat.
That is a stupid reason, and it justifies nothing by
saying, "Look, we are doing this because it has
long been the policy of the Labor Party to do it".
When one is in Opposition, one can make com-
ments like that; but the Minister now heads a very
significant transport empire, about which we will
now spend some hours talking. One only has to
look at the summary of Divisions to see how big
the empire is. Certainly it is growing in many
areas, but in bookkeeping terms it is in consider-
able financial difficulty.

However, the Minister is seeking to remove the
one area of significant assistance which, if it is
used properly, can help him by providing advice
and assistance with the great problems that exist
in transport.

The excuse given is that this move has long been
the policy of the Labor Party, so undoubtedly in
due course, as the Minister informed us the other
night, he will come to this Parliament with a Bill
to repeal the present Acts and establish a depart-
ment of the Public Service with bureaucratic pro-
cedures which will not be able to provide the Min-
ister with the same degree of flexibility in advice,
studies, and all the assistance he currently receives
from the Office of Co-ordinator General of
Transport.
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The only reason I am drawing attention to this
matter is so that the Minister will be pre-
pared-he will not be able to give an answer
now-to review the commitment already made to
establish the department. and to remove the co-
ordinator General of Transport from his office.
The Minister should be prepared to review the
decision that has been made and let us have the
benefit of the continued flexibility and indepen-
dence that has prevailed in the past and that has
served this State well.

I have no comments to make on the office as
such, but I commend it for the job it is doing.
However, I comment on the job it is capable of
doing, which is not only important but which also
needs to be retained and not submerged into some
body which is established simply because of an
ideological commitment.

Mr MacKINNON: My contribution relates to
the decision of the Fremantle Port Authority to
impose a tax on passengers passing through the
Port of Fremantle. The Co-ordinator General of
Transport and the Minister responsible for that
office have been strangely silent on that decision.
We condemn the Minister, the Fremantle Port
Authority, the Co-ordinator General of Transport,
and anybody else who has had anything to do with
the imposition of that tax, for being a part of Its
imposition or for remaining silent on it. Singularly
it is the worst thing that has been done to tourism
since the Government came to office.

The Minister may say, "It is only S1. What is
SIper passenger? It is really an insignificant

amount". That is exactly what was said when the
Federal Government imposed the departure tax at
airports around Australia. I remind members that
tax was imposed by a Liberal- National Country
Party Government; I opposed it at the time, and I
will continue to oppose it, as I oppose the passen-
ger tax at Fremantle. It does nothing to encourage
visitors to our State; it simply papers over some of
the cracks down at the port that have appeared
because of the ludicrously high wages being paid
to some of the people on the wharves because the
employers have given in to wage demands by
workers.

The Fremantle Port Authority is now trying to
balance the budget by imposing a tax on passen-
gers. All that will do is ensure that passenger
traffic through Fremantle is cut even further. I
remind members that last year we saw a record
low in the number of passenger visits since the
1930s. The Government's answer is to impose a
tax on the passengers who are coming because a
windfall will be gained when the America's Cup
races are held.

The Opposition opposes the imposition of the
tax. We condemn the Minister for standing idly by
while a major attack is launched on the tourist
industry of this State.

Mr OLD: Recently I had occasion to write to
the Commissioner of Railways regarding railway
crossings. Some years ago the Katanning-Boyup
Brook section of the Katanning-Donnybrook line
was closed, and some of the property has been
leased. Some parts of the line have been taken up,
and some of the culverts have been removed.

I was in Nyabing recently, and one of the resi-
dents referred to the danger that was apparent at
the crossing on the Katanning-Nyabing Road at
Badgebup. I had a look at the situation, and I
agreed that it was a dangerous crossing. The
constituent suggested to me that the set of flashing
lights situated on the Broomehill Road near
Katanning, virtually on the rise of the Katanning-
Boyup Brook railway line, should be relocated on
the Nyabing Road at Badgebup. That seemed to
be a fairly reasonable sort of request as the only
cost would be the removal and replacement of the
lights.

However, on taking up the matter with the com-
missioner I was reminded, as I should have
remembered, that a committee handles this aspect
of safety. However, in his letter, the commissioner
said-

Turning to the proposal made to you, while
train services are not operating on the Boyup
Brook-Katanning railway the line has not
been permanently closed and in the circum-
stances, we would not support the suggested
relocation of flashing light equipment from
the Katanning/Broomehill Road crossing at
this time.

I subsequently asked a question of the Minister
because I was not satisfied with that answer. I
believe the railway line is dead; and the fact that
many of the culverts have been relocated on the
Nyabing line gives strength to that assumption.

On 7 November, 1 asked the Minister the fol-
lowing question-

(1) Have any sets of flashing warning lights
on road crossings on the Katanning-
Boyup Brook railway line been
relocated?

(2) 1lf-Yes--

(a) how many have been relocated;

(b) how many are left on the line?

To that he replied-

(I) Yes.
(2) (a) Of the two sets of flashing warning

lights removed, one has been

4774



[Wednesday, 28 November 1984]177

relocated at East Arthur on the
Albany Highway;

(b) four.
Obviously there is justification for relocating the
lights. The point is that the lights are at the rise of
the railway line; and some lights have already
been removed from some parts of the line.

Would the Minister have this request
investigated? It is a valid one. Even if the
Katanning-Boyup Brook line is reinstated at some
future date, it would probably be in the distant
future. Surely the lights could be put to better use
than they are now.

Mr RUSHTON: The Government intends to
close the office of Co-ordinator General of
Transport. Previously the office was under the Di-
rector General of Transport and the change took
place in an endeavour to co-ordinate transport in
this State.

Western Australia has the reputation of having
the most efficient transport system in Australia. I
have travelled throughout Australia and examined
the transport systems in other States and while
there is room for improvement in Western
Australia we rate highly in the area of transport.
This has been due, to a large degree, to previous
Governments' having a direct link with various
agencies.

I have no criticism of the Government about the
transport system as long as I believe it is heading
in the right direction. The Minister administers
transport on an independent basis, but my yard-
stick is the best possible service at the least cost to
the taxpayer. This was also the basis used by Mr
Cyril Wayne who was Commissioner of Railways,
and Mr John Knox and Dr John Taplin, wo were
appointed Director General of Transport and Co-
ordinator General of Transport respectively.

When I took over the transport portfolio I was
charged by the then Premier, Sir Charles Court,
to investigate the economics of transport and the
deficits that had accrued in order to rectify the
situation. I received tremendous backing from the
director general and from the departmental
officers. They were a small group of professional
people and they gave me assistance to thoroughly
investigate the transport function. I was also
supported by heads of various agencies who had
excellent staff under them.

In the First year that this Government took
office it appeared that it would not make changes
in the field of transport as foreshadowed in its
political dogma. I thought it had observed that it
was an efficient system and I had hoped that it
would continue in that vein. This Government has
been in office nearly two years. However, I advise
the Chamber that the information required by this

Government to continue changes had been left by
the previous Government.

It is my belief that a new Minister taking over
the portfolio of Transport should be given the op-
portunity to acquaint himself with the department
in an endeavour to ascertain how he will handle
the portfolio. Regrettably the direction which the
Minister has now taken has been to abolish the
office of the Co-ordinator General of Transport
and combine it with the office of the Com-
missioner of Transport. We will now have the
wrong people in the wrong place. The staff in the
co-ordinator general's office understand the way
in which that office works, but they will be forced,
together with the Transport Commissioner, to
move into a new department at a cost of between
$4 million and $5 million. It will be similar to the
situation which prevails in New South Wales and
I believe that it will be unsatisfactory and will
eventually be less efficient.

There was criticism about the director general's
office when I took over the portfolio. As a result I
had the office examined by an independent con-
sultant and it was decided that the office should
continue in its then existing form.

A Japanese professor was sent to Australia by
the Japanese Government to examine the
transport system, because the transport costs in
Japan were escalating and were the subject of
great concern to the Japanese Government. It was
recommended to him that he visit Western
Australia and study its transport system because it
was the most efficient in Australia. I spent several
hours wi .th him and he was very impressed with
the Western Australian system. He assured me
that we had a sound structure from which to work.
I am disappointed that the system will change and
that future Governments will be forced to follow
this direction.

I would like to refer to an article written by
Peter Winner which appeared in The West
Australian on 13 November in the "Business and
Industrial Review" section. The article refers to
Dr John Taplin, the Co-ordinator General of
Transport in Western Australia. I believe that Dr
John Taplin was the ideal person to be appointed
to that position. He had not held the position for
very long before this Government came into
power; however, the previous Government took
great care in the appointment of a suitable person
to the position of co-ordinator general. Legislation
was enacted which placed extra emphasis on the
operation of the co-ordinator general's office. I am
sure that the Minister for Transport will acknowl-
edge that he has received tremendous support
From Dr John Taplin.

4775



4776 ASSEMBLY]

In the article to which I have referred Dr John
Taplin said the following-

Subtle improvements and changes, rather
than big developments can be expected in the
WA transport industry.

Members in this Chamber should understand that.
Instead of moving headlong into the field of the
electrification of railways, improvements should
be made gradually.

Dr John Taplin acknowledges that much of the
groundwork for WA's transport system was done
up to 10 years ago. As far as I am concerned there
needs to be continuing flexibility and change.

Dr Taplin pointed out that one of his office's
successes was the acceptance by the independent
air fares committee of a new interstate air fares
formula. I worked closely with the committee on
that issue and Western Australia led the field in
this review. WA obtained considerable benefits as
a result of the work of this committee. I took this
proposal to an ATAC meeting where it was
received favourably.

The following extract from the article to which
I have referred is a little inaccurate, but it
stated-

The office was instrumental in the forma-
tion of the new Department of Marine and
Harbours, and strengthening regional out-
ports.

It is not correct because when I took over the
portfolio a consultative committee of 17 or more
people was involved and I found it unworkable and
sought advice from people associated with regional
outports. At the time a parliamentary committee
had recommended certain changes to the then
Harbour and Lights Department and together
with an independent consultant I recommended
the changes which are now in place.

The other point raised by Dr Taplin was that
Western Australia "had avoided the big transport
bureaucracy-each permanent head was respon-
sible for his agency". That is sound advice. The
Minister will say that Dr Taplin has agreed to
have this new combination. If I were Minister with
this portfolio that change would not be taking
place for the very good reason that one can dem-
onstrate the effectiveness of the agencies as they
exist. Dr Taplin as Co-ordinator General of
Transport and Ray Ellis as deputy are not the
right people for the new department.' Both are very
good men in their own areas and should be left in
those positions.

Another point made by Dr Taplin was that "city
transport changes would be slow". There is cer-
tainly a need for constant change and improve-

ment. Dr Taplin continued by saying that parking
concessions should be granted for multiple
occupancy in private cars. This was legislated for
some lime ago. For my part I think it is a matter
of getting the people to accept it. It is not easy to
arrange. However, legislation has been enacted to
allow multiple occupancy of private cars, or "car
pooling". It will eventually take place.

I wished to record my objection and opposition
to the amalgamation that will take place. I have
provided some background on this subject and
how effective the present system has been. I have
also referred to some of the points made by Dr
Taplin. Any person interested in transport should
read this article by Peter Winner; it contains a
great deal of excellent material.

Mr GRILL: I will refer firstly to the issues
raised by the member for Katanning-Roe because
his queries are easier to answer. His comments
made sense and I do not think there is any pros-
pect in the future of that line being re-opened. I
will make inquiries with the Main Roads Depart-
ment in this connection to ascertain whether the
flashing lights can be removed-

The major question raised by the member for
Narrogin dealt with the amalgamation of the
office of Co-ordinator General of Transport with
the Transport Commission. I reassure the member
for Narrogin and the member for Dale that this is
not simply a matter of dogma and policy being
imposed from above. If members think that, I
would like to disabuse them of it; it is not the case.
It is a coincidence that logic and good sense in this
case coincide with party policy. That is normally
the case but nonetheless it is simply a coincidence.
The move to amalgamate these two agencies is
very strongly supported by the Co-ordinator Gen-
eral and the Commissioner of Transport. In fact,
moves towards this rationalisation came from that
area and not from politicians, or in me particular.
I also indicate to members that the amalgamation
is strongly supported by all who are involved; the
staff of both departments are keen for the amalga-
mation to take place.

The member for Dale has indicated that that
was not the advice he received when he was the
Minister, and I do not doubt that, In fact, the co-
ordinator general's staff have told me that when
the member for Dale was Minister they advised
against such an amalgamation. However, since
that time they have changed their minds and
reconsidered the situation. I am quite sincere in
saying that and I believe they were sincere with
me when they said that on closer examination of
this question the arguments were overwhelmingly
in favour of such an amalgamation. Of course, we
do not want to argue this at length tonight because
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it will be discussed on another occasion and we can
expand our thoughts and views at that time.

I would like to disabuse the member for
Narrogin of the idea that this is something that is
purely philosophical; it is not.

Mr Peter Jones: The announcement said that it
was a long-held Labor Party policy to have a de-
partment of transport.

Mr GRILL: That is true; party policy coincides
with a very strong desire on the part of the maj or
parties to amalgamate the positions of Co-
ordinator General of Transport and the Com-
missioner of Transport.

Mr Peter Jones: Having made that commitment
when in that position, he had to proceed.

Mr GRILL: He may have but members would
appreciate that this Government does not act out
of sheer dogma and they would appreciate it even
more about me; I certainly do not act out of
dogma. It has been party policy. I remind mem-
bers that by taking this action I am not setting up
a monolithic Big Brother-type transport depart-
ment. It will not be a monolith at all. Even after
this small rationalisation the transport agencies in
Western Australia will remain by far the most
decentralised transport agencies in Australia. As I
have said before in this Chamber, a correct bal-
ance between centralisation and decentralisation is
needed. If anything, I tend to be among those
people who favour decentralisation. However, in
this case there are strong arguments in Favour of
this very limited rationalisation. We are not
creating a monolithic bureaucracy in this case.
The other I I transport agencies and their heads
will continue to have the same direct access to me
as Minister as they had to Ministers in previous
Governments. I have given that assurance to those
agency heads.

The arguments in favour of this rationalisation
are: Firstly, there is a great deal of overlap and
duplication in the work done by the Transport
Commission and the co-ordinator general. For
example, in respect of the introduction of compe-
tition on the major air routes in Western
Australia, both agencies vied with each other to
give advice to me on the subject. Despite the best
endeavours by the former Minister there was some
slight rankling between the two agencies as to
which should be the predominant agency in re-
spect of advice given to me. Secondly, in relation
to the grain freight debate which has continued for
some time and has been satisfactorily resolved in
the last few weeks, once again there was this di-
chotomy-a duplication of work and duplication
of advice. In that case it was coming from three
directions: The railways, the Commissioner of

Transport, and the Co-ordinator General of
Transport.

Both the Co-ordinator General and the Com-
missioner of Transport employ numbers of well-
qualified and experienced transport economists.
By amalgamating the policy wings in both these
agencies the transport department will be better
able to give advice and to formulate policy. That is
supported by the two agencies and their heads.

Secondly, it is becoming clearer as the years go
by that with the very decentralised set of agencies
which the transport Minister has, he needs some
backup close to him to give advice, especially in
policy matters. He needs to have lifted from his
shoulders so many of the day-to-day matters
which flood into that office from the public gener-
ally. Without some sort of agency like the
department of transport, the burden will not be
lifted. The Minister should not be involved in all
the day-to-day matters in which I am presently
involved, and in which I know from my present
staff the previous Minister was involved. For that
reason alone, a Ministry Of transport needs to be
set up.

I am glad the Leader of the Opposition has
walked in, because I have had it reported to me
that he has on a number of occasions made similar
remarks in favour of some rationalisation of
transport agencies to some of my agency heads, so
I am aware that within the Opposition, through
the Leader of the Opposition, there is support for
this type of rationalisation. That is a very compel-
ling reason.

Another reason is that the Commissioner of
Transport's role as time goes on must inevitably
reduce. As the regulation of the transport industry
is reduced throughout the State, the previous
Government took some fairly big steps along that
particular path. I have followed with some smaller
steps. Nonetheless inevitably there must be less
and less regulation of transport in this State.

That does not mean there should not continue to
be a fair degree of regulation. It is a matter of
where the line is to be drawn. I have no doubt the
role of the licensing authority will lessen. Over the
years the role of the commissioner will tend to
become more akin to that being carried out by the
Co-ordinator General of Transport; namely, it will
be a policy and advisory role.

If that is the case-I think that is accepted by
most people who know anything about the
transport industry-it is appropriate that the ac-
tion to amalgamate these two agencies whose roles
overlap should be taken now.

I would be disappointed if, when this legislation
comes before the House next year, it is opposed by
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the Opposition. If members opposite check with
people in transport and with the previous advisers
of the member for Dale, they will find they are
singing a very different tune now from what they
were singing three or four years ago.

Mr Rushton: Would you be happy for me to
discuss it with the heads of departments?

M r GRI LL: I would be happy.
Mr Rushton: Not just those two?
Mr GRILL: I would not oppose that. I would

extend the same invitation to the shadow spokes-
man for transport. If that would further the situ-
ation I would be happy to do that.

I say quite sincerely to both members who have
been concerned in this area it is certainly not a
matter of dogma.

The only other matter with which I need to deal
at this stage is in relation to the landing tax to be
imposed by the Fremantle Port Authority on pass-
engers coming off ships in that port. I cannot
honestly see any criticism of that action. What is
good for the goose is good for the gander. Landing
taxes are applied in many airports in Australia.

Mr MacKinnon: What you are saying is that
taxation of passengers will assist the tourist indus-
try in Western Australia. You are as bad as the
Minister for Minerals and Energy. He says explo-
ration taxes will assist the mining industry.

Mr GRILL: I am prepared to say that. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition will not listen.
The simple facts are these: There is a component
in most airline tickets for people travelling around
Australia for landing tax. I was speaking to Paul
Jones, the person in Western Australia who rep-
resents the Department of Aviation, and he tells
me it is between $2 and $3 per landing. In some
places it is much higher than that. In some re-
gional airports such as Karratha it is a fair bit
higher.

In Karratha the formula for landing tax was
negotiated by the previous Government. If the pre-
vious Government supported landing tax for air-
craft in relation to which the great majority of
passengers now embark and disembark, I do not
see how it can logically oppose landing tax in
relation to shipping, because that tax goes directly
into the facilities provided for those passengers.
That is what happens to airport taxes.

Mr MacKinnon: They are going to shore up the
losses of the Fremantle Port Authority.

Mr GRILL: I will tell the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition something about those losses, but it is
hypocritical of him to be a member of a party
which supports landing taxes when they apply to

aircraft but not the much lower tax when it is
applied to shipping.

Mr MacKinnon: Ships pay other fees which
cover them. Aircraft do not.

Mr GRILL: Aircraft pay all sorts of fees. I
think the logic of this is clear. The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition points to the fall off in passen-
gers coming into Fremantle. He is right; there has
been a dramatic fall off over the years, but that
has taken place while there has been no imposition
of the landing tax. On that basis he cannot sud-
denly point to the landing tax as some disincentive
for passengers to come to this port. The reasons
people are not coming to this port are numerous,
and none of them relates to a landing tax. They
relate to a number of other problems in relation to
transport around the world.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition should
examine the logic of the arguments he has put
forward. In all honesty I cannot say that this tax
will affect tourism.

In relation to the finances of the Fremantle Port
Authority, the scene was set for this port authority
to move into the red during the course of the
previous Government. Perhaps the scene was set a
long time ago in the various agreements
negotiated between the Government and large
companies like BP and BHP.

Mr Rushton- Are you trying to say that we
negotiated that arrangement?

Mr GRILL: I said, "by previous Governments".
It has been left to this Government to renegotiate
those contracts.

Mr Peter Jones: The BP one had started. Are
you talking about the Kwinana agreement?

Mr GRILL: Yes.
Mr Peter Jones: It started in 1931, after the

previous co-ordinator. We opened up negotiations
with BP to get it to pay more port charges.

Mr GRILL: If that is the case, I will not argue
with the member, but the only progress which was
made occurred recently when the present Minister
for Minerals and Energy successfully negotiated
with HP that it should pay proper wharfage and
other charges.

Fremantle wharf will now move quickly back
into a profit situation. The scene has been set and
the necessary economies have been made. I
thought the Opposition would support those econ-
omices.

We had 33 or 36 policemen working on that
wharf. Their presence was not occasioned by any
need to be there to police the wharves. It was
occasioned by events in the 1950s and early 1960s
and their need to be on the wharf became quite
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unnecessary after the mid-I 960s. It took recent
events to ensure that those policemen who were
not necessary-quite simply, they had a very soft
number down there-were moved into areas
where they were much more productive. Those are
the sorts of things which are happening in
transport agencies in this area and they should not
be opposed.

Division 79 put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at

a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Gordon Hill,

(Continued on page 4781)

UNIVERSITY MEDICAL SCHOOL,
TEACHING HOSPITALS, AMENDMENT

BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Hodge

(Minister for Health), and read a first time.

Second Reading

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)
[5.03 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The primary purpose of this Bill is to update the
University Medical School, Teaching Hospitals
Act of 1955 and to correct a number of anomalies
and deficiencies in that Statute.

An immediate anomaly that has been brought
to my attention is that the Act contains the powers
for a hospital to be proclaimed a teaching hospital,
but there is no provision for a teaching hospital to
be deleted from the declared list.

While addressing this and other problems,
which I will outline, the Bill also covers the im-
portant matter of research as a function of a
teaching hospital and more clearly defines the
meaning of the term "facilities" associated with
teaching hospitals.

Section 3 of the University Medical School,
Teaching Hospitals Act provides that where the
Senate of the University of Western Australia de-
cides that a public hospital is suitable for the
teaching of medicine, the senate may give written
notice to that effect to the Minister. It provides
that the Minister shall present the notification to
the Governor who may, by proclamation, declare
the hospital to be a teaching hospital to which the
provisions of the Act shall apply.

It is almost three decades since this Act was
proclaimed and in that period a number of hospi-
tals that were declared teaching hospitals have

been changed. For example, the now closed State
Sanatorium at Wooroloo and the Claremont Men-
tal Hospital should be deleted from the list of the
declared teaching hospitals under the Act.

As the legislation stands, no provision exists
which permits an amendment to be made to the
name of a hospital that has been declared a teach-
ing hospital nor for the cancellation of a hospital's
teaching status when, in the opinion of the senate,
the hospital should no longer be a teaching hospi-
tal. This Bill provides that the Governor may, by
proclamation, declare that a public hospital ceases
to be a teaching hospital to which the provisions of
the Act apply and that whenever the name of a
teaching hospital changes, the Governor may
change the name of that hospital under the Act
accordingly.

I turn now to section 4 of the Act which relates
to "facilities" for the teaching of medicine. The
present legislation provides that, where a public
hospital is declared a teaching hospital for the
purposes of the Act, the managing body of the
hospital may enter into agreement with the senate
on a number of matters, including what is de-
scribed as facilities for the teaching of medicine.
This Bill addresses an opinion from the Crown
Law Department that the meaning of the term
"facilities" is not clear and that it could be ex-
tended to enable an agreement relating to the allo-
cation and use of land and the erection of build-
ings thereon. The intention is to establish in the
Bill that the managing body of a teaching hospital
and the Senate of the University of Western
Australia may agree in relation to the provision of
such facilities at a teaching hospital, both in re-
spect of the teaching of medicine and for research.
However, it is considered necessary for the prior
approval of the Minister to be obtained before
agreement on the utilisation of land and the pro-
vision of buildings thereon can be reached.

The Bill provides for this to occur and for the
prior approval of the Minister to be obtained be-
fore agreement may be reached on the acquisition
of equipment of such type or value as the Minister
determines. An agreement may relate to the pro-
vision of specialised equipment associated with
clinical and teaching functions, the cost of which
may be shared between the university and the
hospital. It is proposed that control be able to be
exercised as desired in respect of unusual and
sophisticated items or where such specialised
equipment may be associated with defined service
needs of the hospital.

The Act makes no reference to the conduct of
research which is an important adjunct to the
function of a teaching hospital, and it is proposed
to eliminate any uncertainties in the Act in this
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regard by making provision that agreement may
be reached between the managing body of a teach-
ing hospital or the Minister as appropriate and the
Senate of the University of Western Australia.

There are a number of other matters addressed
in this Bill which fall into the category of updating
the legislation. For example, the Act makes refer-
ence to "honorary" medical staff of the teaching
hospital. This is no longer appropriate and the Bill
provides for the deletion of such references in the
Act.

The Bill also provides for the Act to be appro-
priately amended to comply with current practice
with reference to the appointment of the staff of
teaching hospitals who are concerned with teach-
ing duties. It also make arrangements whereby
members of the medical staff of the faculty of
medicine and other staff of, or persons nominated
by, the University of Western Australia, may
practise within the teaching hospital and partici-
pate in the teaching of medical students

Finally, in addition to the principal features of
the Bill which I have outlined, opportunity has
been taken to bring the style of the principal Act
into Jine with Current drafting practice and to cor-
rect obsolete references.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bradshaw.

NATIONAL CRIME AUTHORITY (STATE
PROVISIONS) BILL

Second Reading

MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) [5. 10 p.mn.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill is to enact provisions that will be comp-
lementary to the National Crime Authority Act
1984 of the Commonwealth for the purposes of
the operation of the National Crime Authority in
Western Australia.

It is this Government's desire that Western
Australia should participate in the National
Crime Authority to pursue organised crime in ac-
cordance with specific terms of reference. The
authority will be able to investigate matters rela-
tive to relevant criminal activities, which include
allegations that a relevant Commonwealth or
State offence may have been or may be being
committed.

New South Wales and Victoria have already
passed similar legislation to this Bill to comp-
lement the Commonwealth Act, and other States
and the Northern Territory have given an under-

taking to develop and introduce appropriate comp-
lementary legislation.

This Bill will-

authorise the relevant Minister to refer cer-
tain matters to the authority;

provide how the authority is to exercise its
functions following a reference by the Minis-
ter;

permit the authority to exercise concurrent
State and Commonwealth and mixed State-
Commonwealth functions;

limit the Challenges that may be made to the
validity of any reference made to the auth-
ority;

require the authority to co-operate with law
enforcement agencies;

confer on the authority incidental powers
necessary to perform special functions;

authorise the Minister to make arrangements
concerning relevant information, intelligence,
procedural, and certain. administrative func-
tions;

allow a judge of the Federal Court of
Australia t0 make an order concerning a per-
son's passport in appropriate circumstances;

authorise the authority to hold hearings for
the purposes of an investigation, and to issue
witness summonses and obtain documents;

create an offence for witnesses who fail to
attend, answer questions, produce documents,
or give false or misleading information;

empower a judge to issue a warrant for the
arrest of a witness;

allow a review of a decision of the authority
to a judge;

provide for the protection of witnesses, mem-
bers of the authority, and persons assisting
the authority;

create an offence for obstructing or hindering
the authority;

protect persons from double jeopardy;

prescribe the powers of acting members of the
authority;

require members and staff of the authority to
observe secrecy;

require the Minister to table in each House of
Parliament a copy of the authority's annual
reports; and
provide regulatory making power to give ef-
fect to the provisions within the Bill.

I commend the Bill to the House.

4780



[Wednesday, 28 November 1984] 48

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
MacKinnon (Deputy Leader or the Opposition).

[Questions taken.]
Sitting suspended from S.S9 p.m. to 7,1 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
Resumed from an earlier stage or the sitting.

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

Progress was reported after Division 79 had
been agreed to.

Division 80: Marine and Harbours,
$9 691 000-

Mr PETER JONES: During the coming year it
is obvious that some very extensive studies will
have to be undertaken of the costings associated
with ports in Western Australia. I am aware that
the Minister is conscious of this fact and he is
concerned about several matters in the export
trade which are affected by port charges.

For example, at Fremantle the costs involved
exceed the costs at most other ports in Australia, ir
not every other port. I have not been able to check
the information conclusively and, therefore, I can-
not be dogmatic in my statement. However, I am
informed that the labour costs at Fremantle are
higher than those at any other port in the country.
The policies regarding the development of the port
are under consideration and that review will con-
tinue during the coming year. Therefore, there will
be further opportunities to discuss the future of
Fremantle.

I ask the Minister whether it is the policy of the
Government to combine the port authorities into
one organisation. That certainly has been the pol-
icy of his party in the past but I understand it is
not being pursued in the way it once was. Indeed,
the establishment of another port authority is on
the drawing board.

With regard to the live sheep trade, there is the
question of whether the Port of Fremantle is
seeking to retain that at all costs notwithstanding
the efforts being made by the Albany Port Auth-
ority, the Albany Chamber of Commerce, and
various other groups, including the Minister's re-
gional development group, to move the shipment
of live sheep from Fremantle to Albany. I support
that movement for several reasons. I will not take
the time of the Chamber by going into that now
except to say that we would like the Government
to take some action in this conncction. The last
time I was in Albany I was told that the people in

that town were seeking a clear indication from the
Government and some executive action that would
permit the movement or the live sheep trade to
Albany and allow the establishment of facilities.
That attitude has not been shown by the Govern-
ment in the past. I am sure the Government does
not want to interfere in this matter but there have
been alterations in port charges. The increase at
Fremantle is perhaps designed to make it less at-
tractive but it is nothing more than a token be-
cause of the other costs involved.

I am sure the Minister is aware of the situation
at the Port of Fremantle regarding industrial re-
lations and the overall costs associated with
labour. An ANL ship recently paid $6820 for
shore labour, of which more than 50 per cent
related to manning levies. We now have a situ-
ation where one shipping agent told me that 32 per
cent of the costs involved at the port relate to
cargo and the remaining 68 per cent to labour. He
gave me an example of a cargo of stockfeed going
to Sabha-the port labour costs were greater than
the value of the feed being loaded. Within that
framework the Minister should not allow this situ-
ation to continue. I know he is aware of the con-
cern not only about the future of the Port of
Fremantle but also about the burgeoning costs
which are frightening those in the cargo trade.
Unless we come to grips with this situation we
shall Aind that it is less-and less attractive for
shipping lines to use Fremantle and the port will
die altogether.

After all, if Fremantle lost the live sheep trade
now it would wither economically. The Minister
has already said that the Fremantle Port Auth-
ority would return to a profitable situation in view
of the changes which have been made. I do not
think that holds much promise for increasing the
throughput. It means those who are there now will
pay more. The existing cargo tonnage will be
retained because it is tied as much as the cargoes
which go in and out of Cockburn Sound. They
cannot be changed. But the labour practices will
have to be addressed early next year. For example,
watchmen are used at times when they are not
needed. That is part or the featherbedding allowed
by the Industrial Commission, regardless of the
ract that it is stifling the economy of the port.

The Marine and Harbours Division, to which
this refers, simply provides pay for a number of
people associated with the dock and marine and
harbour activities under the Minister responsible.

I would like the Minister to indicate how he sees
that particular department operating. It is not
very old; it was formed of several little agencies,
some from public works and some from elsewhere.
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It also sustains the Minister's office with nine
staff. Would the Minister also like to indicate how
he sees it going, and the way it operates, particu-
larly in relation to the northern ports?

Mr RUSHTON: Not everyone understands
what take place under the heading of "Marine and
Harbours". Obviously harbour and lights, which
was the old establishment, was responsible for
marine matters and certain harbours. Its main
task was to look after a number of ports, and it
was a considerable help to the Minister of the day.
These days it advises the Minister in relation to all
ports. It purely has an advisory capacity as far as
the port authorities are concerned.

I would like to ask the Minister whether the
restructuring of the department has been
completed and the harbour and rivers segment of
public works has been attached to them. This is
something 1 supported and was moving towards.

How is the programme going with pilot boats?
Obviously Bunbury was built at the time I was
there; it has been launched since. There would
need to be one built for Esperance today. The
beauty of the programme was that they were
multi-use boats which could be used for rescue
and also for environmental control of oil spills with
booms and so on; but their main task would be as
pilot boats.

Could the Minister indicate how that pro-
gramme is going? Which one is under construc-
lion? Will they be used in relation to the
America's Cup? It seems to me some of these
boats would be very handy for the America's Cup.

One development I was very keen on was the
Fishing Boat Harbour under the private manage-
ment and development of Mr Nick Lombardo.
Agreement had been reached in my time for the
development and certain land had been reclaimed.
Has a licence been obtained for that development,
and have all the approvals been given so that we
may see a San Francisco type of fisherman's har-
bour in Fremantle?

A great deal of activity is going on at present in
the Fishing Boat Harbour, and there is develop-
ment for the America's Cup. A new harbour is
going in for the 12 metre yachts. Will all that
come under the jurisdiction of. Marine and Har-
hours when the cup has been won and we return to
normal?

Mr GRILL: In reply to the member for
Narrogin, I indicate the Government does not sup-
port the centralised port authority. A study was
conducted by the Co-ordinator General of
Transport recently. If the member asks, I can
make a copy of the report available to him, but we
do not support it.

In respect of the costs of Fremantle Harbour, I
know they are high. I do not know whether they
are the highest in Australia, but they are of con-
cern, and we are endeavouring to make the port
more cost-effective. Some pertinent steps have
been taken in that regard this year, and I think the
authority is now heading along the right lines.

The problem of levies is inherited and largely
out of our control. Most of the levies are Federal
levies, but they are of concern and we will do all
we can in the future to bring them more into line.
Members will appreciate this Government has
neither increased levies nor introduced any new
ones.

In respect of the live sheep trade in Albany, I
think the member is aware that as a Government
we very strongly support regionalisation in that
trade. We have taken a number of steps to endeav-
our to foster it.

I accept the fact that the increase in wharfage
rates for live sheep at Fremantle will not solve the
problem, but it is an indication of our thinking and
it is an indication to the regional ports that we
hope and expect some of that trade will be
regionalised.

I have made it clear in answer to parliamentary
questions that we do not intend to capitalise new
facilities in Cockburn Sound for the live sheep
trade. From an environmental and economic point
of view, it is probably better for at least part of
that trade to go through the regional ports.

I have had discussions with the live sheep ex-
porters in an endeavour to induce them to operate
through the regional ports, but they are reluctant
to do so.

The live sheep trade in Albany ceased in 1981.
Since that time the exporters have centralised
their infrastructure around Fremantle. Nego-
tiations are proceeding with my consent and bless-
ing between the Albany Port Authority arid one of
the major live sheep exporters; and there is hope
that some live sheep will be going out of Albany in
the near future. A rather attractive package has
been submitted which reduces the cost to that
port. Likewise, Esperance is going down the same
track.

However, members must appreciate that, of the
total cost of live sheep expdf'ted to the Middle
East, port costs comprise only 2 per cent, so there
is not a very large margin for efficiency within the
port cost structure.

The last matter raised by the member for
Narrogin related to the future of-the Department
of Marine and Harbours. In answering that ques-
tion, I think I am also answering a question raised
by the member for Dale. The harbours and rivers
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branch of the Public Works Department will be
amalgamated with the Department of Marine and
Harbours shortly and it will come under my juris-
diction.

The new address for the combined department
will be Essex Street, Fremantle. The management
structure has been decided upon and shortly we
shall be appointing the people to head the depart-
ment. It has not been decided just how the
vacancies will be filled at this stage, but it will be
decided within the next week or so.

The last pilot boat to come out of the Depart-
ment of Marine and Harbours was the
Lesehenault. That has gone to Bunbury and is
operating well there. Another boat is being
constructed and fitted out. It would normally have
gone to Geraldton, but because of the America's
Cup, it is likely it will not go to Geraldton
immediately, but will be retained in the Fremantle
area. The Department of Marine and Harbours is
keen to construct one or two more craft prior to
the America's Cup so that we shall have three on
the go.

Mr Peter Jones: Has there been any pressure to
stop the live sheep trade in Fremantle during the
America's Cup period?

M r G R ILL: It has not been considered.

Lombardo Marine Pty. Ltd. has now presented
its plan. I have given that company two extensi ons
of time to construct premises. It is now showing
some real willingness to get on with the job and I
hope construction will begin within a few weeks. I
have agreed to extend the licence of the company
slightly. The final decision on any licence will be
made by the Licensing Court, but I have agreed to
amend the lease to allow a more flexible definition
of licensed premises.

The facilities for the America's Cup will all
come under the jurisdiction of the Department of
Marine and Harbours.

Division 8o put and passed.
Division 81: Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger

Transport Trust, $36 086 000-
Mr PETER JONES: We have twice discussed

the MTT recently. Firstly, we discussed it under
the Division of the Minister for Budget Manage-
ment where we canvassed the revenue and general
financial operations of the MTT. Reference was
made to it also in debate on the recent amending
legislation.

I ask the Minister why the administration of the
MTT has increased this year by 13 or 14 per cent.
The Minister has already provided me with con-
siderable advice about areas in which funds are
being spent by the MTT on new equipment and

the like, Is it suggested that the expenditure on
new equipment, such as the new radio communi-
cations system which is being provided for in this
Budget, will end now, or will we have the position
in which each year requests will be made for ad-
ditional new equipment ? I am not talking about
replacement equipment. Does the MIT intend to
become involved in new technology and the like? I
understand the MTT is looking at a new comput-
ing system. Is that part of its plan?

Mr RUSHTON: The tabling of the MIT's
annual report for 1983-84 has provided the oppor-
tunity to refer to a few additional points. I was
aggrieved that the report in The West Australian
did not indicate the direction the Government in-
tends to take to put the MTT firmly under the
control of the unions. That is something which will
be evident in due course and, as a result, we shall
see an escalation of the deficit past the horrific
figure predicted already.

I congratulate the chairman of the board, the
board members, the director general and his staff,
and the members of the MTT on the presentation
of the annual report. It has also been punctual.

When I took over the Transport portfolio in
1978 the report of the MTT consisted of the brief
recitation of a few figures. After I received the
first report which did not attempt to explain any-
thing in detail, I endeavoured to ensure that future
reports were more explicit. Anyone who makes a
comparison of the 1978 report and this report
would have to agree that the MTT has been suc-
cessful in its aim to present a full picture.

When we were debating the Estimates earlier, I
asked the Minister to provide a summary of
subsidies in order that we could compare apples
with apples instead of apples with pears to ascer-
tain the performance of the MTT.

It does not appear the deficit of the MTT has
been arrested to any great extent, although there
has been a slight movement in the right direction.
When I was Minister for Transport we projected
that, within 10 years, we would break even on
commercial operations. If the Government does
not bite the bullet, we will not achieve that and,
indeed, there will be an escalation of the deficit.

Early in the chairman's remarks he indicates
that passenger journeys were up 1.5 million to
approximately 60 million. The report also uses a
new way of assessing the numbers. I do not want
to be disparaging, but this could well mean there
has not been such a large change. The change in
method of calculating the figure may account for
the different figure. In the Minister's recent Press
statement he indicated that for the first time in
many years an increase was shown. Well, for the
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last few years when I was the Minister an increase
was noted and this was the result largely of
improved public relations.

Mr Grill: You are right; there has been an in-
crease over the last two years.

Mr RUSHTON: But the MTT has backdated
the new method of assessing this, so next year will
be an important one. The change in method does
not provide a good comparison of the trust's deli-
cit. A more significant factor which has been
indicated in this report must be the statement on
page 12 that official statistics indicate that the bus
operating cost per kilometre of the MTT is still
the lowest cost of any metropolitan transport auth-
ority in Australia.

The problem is that we do not have a true
comparison, because if we look at page 12 we find
that Government buses are only a very small part
of the operation in some Eastern States, which
have mostly private buses. The reality is that we
do not have the proof. We have an easier pick-up
situation. We must assess this when we see the
claims made in that statement about the MTT's
efficiency. I think the MTT in its restricted ca-
pacity as a monopoly does a very fine job and it
would be difficult for it to do better than it is
doing unless it changed to a more competitive
structure by adopting more private sector con-
ditions in order to lower its costs.

I often recall the times when I challenged the
chairman and other members of the trust that they
should be operating as well as the private sector.
They said that they did not have the right con-
ditions, and of course they did not. The conditions
have been written into agreements and arrange-
ments progressively all these years since 1958, and
the trust's operations are strangled.

I give credit to the Minister for arranging some
trade-offs for the 38-hour week for the trust's em-
ployees, but he must agree that some of those
trade-offs should have been things that came
about automatically. To think that the trust can
now have unlimited linc buses is incredible when
we think that this has been possible only following
an agreement with the unions. The same applies to
the introduction of mini-buses, something else that
should have been automatic. It is important that
we get the trust away from those arrangements
which have been retarding its operations. But I
make the point that the MTT in its present ca-
pacity does a first-class job; the people there do a
grand job.

On page 8 of the report is a reference to railway
operations. It contains a reference to the increase
in rail expenditure from $19.3 million in 1982-3
to $23.9 million in 1983-84, and it puts most of

those costs onto the Perth-Fremantle service. The
figures are in Hansard because I have asked ques-
tions on this and have received answers. The cost
of that rail service is about $3.5 million a year
more than a bus service. All one needs to do is look
at the cost per passenger in the trains and multiply
it out to arrive at a figure of about $3.5 million
that the taxpayers are paying for the pleasure of
having this Perth-Fremantle service run, using
antiquated railcars in the main. This is a fact of
life. Next year might be more appropriate for us
to hit a little harder on this point because of what
the Government has done.

Another point to be considered is that the re-
placement programme is falling behind. When I
left this portfolio enough information was avail-
able to order railcars of a suitable size. The pro-
gramme had seen 10 purchased and the other 10
are due to come in at this time. We need to go to a
new technology of light railcars. Such a pro-
gramme should be commenced immediately be-
cause without it we will have to continue with
services such as the Perth-Fremantle service using
antiquated railcars which are incurring great
maintenance costs.

Of interest is that we have the advantage of the
Australian bicentennial development funds which
will amount to something like $25 million.

Page 12 of the report includes the revenue and
expenditure performance of the M'IT and the ref-
erence to the interstate comparison of the bus
operating statistics, which are used by the MTT to
back its claim of efficiency. Its claim needs to be
studied carefully so that members will better
understand what the situation really is. It is no
good our simply accepting the comment without
question.

The MTT's deficit this year, including the com-
mercial and public services subsidy, is about $67
million. We cannot get away from that. We can-
not compare that with another year that might
show a smaller figure, because all the subsidies
have been put into this figure. We need a real
basis of comparison.

It has been estimated that the MTT's deficit in
t991 will be in excess of $163 million. That should
be the inspiration for the Minister to take action
to see that the trust's deficit situation is turned
around. I preach the principle that there needs to
be a change in the present system dominated by
the unions. This must be changed and the trust
needs to adopt a gradual introduction of private
sector operations in the running of public
transport buses under the overall co-ordination of
the MTT or whatever we might choose to call it. I
do not believe the taxpayers of the State should be
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faced with having to meet an estimated $163
million deficit; that is money that needs to be
spent on new schools, hospitals, and so on. The
Government needs to make immediate decisions in
order to redress this expected deficit.

Mr GRILL: The member for Narrogin asked
two specific questions and the first related to the
administration costs of the MTT. My notes indi-
cate the increases are due to uniforms issued to
drivers, including shoes, and are due also to
tickets, and general increases in power, water,
telephones and telegraph. They are not very full
details, I am afraid.

Mr Peter Jones: But you are talking about
administration costs generally, and not staff?

Mr GRILL: That is about all I can tell the
member. In respect of new capital equipment.
those items are set out under the capital expendi-
ture bodies, of course, and there are many of
them. I was just looking through the list. It does
include a microcomputer in one area of operations.

I agree with many of the comments made by the
member for Dale. We certainly have to bring this
area under some sort of control, but I do not think
the way to do it is to bring some of the routes back
into the private sector. I do not think it can be
done without tremendous industrial upheaval.

Mr Rushton: Do you expect to publish esti-
mates?

Mr GRILL: I have a whole range of measures
that I will be introducing shortly. All I can say to
the member for Dale is, yes. I agree with many of
the points he made. They made a lot of sense. He
understands the history of the MTT well. He was
faced with some of the same problems with which
I am faced, and I know he does not perhaps ap-
preciate some of the methods that I use; but I can
assure him that I will endeavour to obtain results
in this direction.

Division 81 put and passed.

Division 82: Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission, $15 367 000-

Mr PETER JONES: I understand the Minister
has commissioned a report regarding the activities
of the Western Australian Coastal Shipping Com-
mission and Stateships; their future; and, more
particularly, not just what the Government might
see for them, hut the benefits that they provide to
the State as a whole and to the north in particular.
One would have to look deeply to really under-
stand why we still retain Stateships, and I say that
in the knowledge that, I think, in 1975, the then
Minister for Transport brought to Cabinet a min-
ute containing information regarding the State
Shipping Service, as it then was known, and its

relativity to road transport. The roads got better,
journeys became longer and road transport oper-
ators developed to the stage where the point at
which road transport and the State Shipping Ser-
vice equated further and further north up the
coast of WA. I remember this report saying that
at that stage for most cargoes the costs of the two
transport systems were equal at Port Hedland. In
other words prior to that time, road transport was
in front, and after that, for many items and for
much cargo the State Shipping Service was in
front. That was prior to the completion of some of
the roadworks further north.

I understand now that even items such as beer
for the Kimberley is transported by road. The
necessity for Stateships in terms of its being avail-
able to provide goods for the north when the roads
are out and so on is to some degree less than it
was. I am not trying to paint the case that
Stateships is not necessary Or not needed; perhaps
the Minister's report will eventually tell me that.

However, at some stage the Government must
ask, "How much longer will we continue to lose
$14 million or $15 million a year in relation to
Stateshipsl' We have canvassed all of those
points in relation to the current situation. But
whatever the charge might be on the Fremantle
wharves, it would be cheaper to operate at the
Parmelia Hilton! Indeed, the only way in which
Stateships maintains a situation that is in any way
financially credible is because of the Eastern
States trade.

Specifically, the Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission is buying a computer at a
cost of $235 000. It is also moving into new offices
which will cost $1 million. Why? It is suggested
that this will be financed from the sale of existing
premises. But at a time when the future of
Stateships is really under a cloud-it is a matter
of concern not only to the Minister and the
Government, but also to the community regarding
its future as a business operation-why are we
entering into this kind of expenditure? Is there not
another computing facility somewhere else within
Government, in view of the considerable expendi-
ture involved with computers by the Government,
that the Coastal Shipping Commission could
utilise to save this cost? Could the Minister indi-
cate when it is proposed that some decision will be
made by the Government? I understand he is
having a review conducted.

What is his view regarding this luxury? I
suggest to him it is a luxury and I do not think this
State can afford too many luxuries under its
present arrangements.
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Mir RUSHTON: Stateships has had a proud
record. Whenever one speaks about Stateships
people refer to its passenger service in the past and
refer to how a person could have a weekend at
Albany for 13.lO.0 all found, entertainment as
well. People still look back on that time and think
that is what they would like with Stateships today.

When we were in Government we considered
whether the service should be passed over to pri-
vate enterprise, but the decision was to retain it so
we set about reorganising it and leased ships came
about. It was a flexible position so that the
Government of the day, if it wanted, could move
out of Stateships by rearranging the leasing agree-
ments

The positive thing about Stateships, as it is
about the rest of the Transport portfolio, is that it
is ably managed by the chairman, the general
manager, and other staff who are progressive. The
latest ship on the cast-west run has made only a
small profit, and is certainly making a contri-
bution to the core costs. This one should continue
to make a better contribution towards reducing
the deficit.

The objective in my lime with the portfolio of
Transport was to break even with Stateships in
five years. That means the Minister has only 31h
years to break even. Going on the figures, it does
not look like he will achieve that.

I would like to ask the Minister about the study
being carried out by the Co-ordinator General of
Transport which relates to the service. Is it in-
cluded in the criteria that if it is proved that the
freight can be carried more efficiently by another
means, Stateships will be sold or traded off? Will]
the Minister enlarge on that study?

Has he also moved with the Commonwealth
towards phasing out the ships that come around
the top of Australia via Darwin? We could pick up
that freight in Sydney and Melbourne with our big
ship and make a far more viable operation. This
study will be most interesting. Aggressive market-
ing was carried out to make it as profitable as we
could. Anyone who has been near Stateships in
recent times will have observed the new equip-
went by way of porttainers and containers. The
ships have been upgraded over the years. I have
spoken to unionists associated with Stateships and
they have said that they thought the ships would
be phased out years ago; and with the Liberal
Party going into office they were surprised we
upgraded the service and moved it to a much bet-
ter commercial position.

We have decisions to make in the future about
Stateships. The challenge to Stateships is to break
even in three or four years, as a result of the

aggressive marketing and upgrading of the ships. I
look forward to the Minister's response as to what
he hopes to achieve as a result of the study. I
certainly support him in what he is doing. The
report should be seeking the answers to many
questions about Stateships. Uhe committee should
be open and flexible in asking whether that trade
could be carried more economically by road. We
should ask whether the State service to places like
Darwin, Broome, Derby, and Wyndham during
the wet season is necessary? Do their supplies get
Cut off if Stateships closes down?

Mr GRILL: The first thing that needs to be said
about Stateships is that it is the most efficient
coastal shipping line on the Australian coast, and
that is acknowledged by everyone.

The second thing is that the deficit in real terms
has come down in two successive years, quite sig-
nificantly, and it has also come down in dollar
terms. That does not mean that S$14 or $15 million
is not a lot of money and we should not be looking
at ways of reducing that. Stateships is heading in
the right direction; there is no doubt about that.

Thirdly, I would like to indicate that Stateships
is still very important to the north-west, especially
for the beef trade. The centralisation of beer at
Fremantle and from there on to Singapore and the
west coast of America is important, and is carried
out by Stateships-

Stateships is also important for our manufactur-
ing industries in the west coast as far as their
exports to Darwin and Tasmania are concerned. I
do not think that should be forgotten.

Mr Rushton: Are you looking to extend to
Singapore and New Guinea?

Mr GRILL: I was going to go on to that, but
now the member has raised it I will indicate that I
have authorised a study in the last few weeks. I
have not made that public, but I have asked
Stateships and the Co-ordinator General of
Transport to look at the possibility of running
ships up through the islands as far as Singapore;
that is, the Malaysian and the Indonesian Archi-
pelago. Scope exists there for a service and we
have a team looking at that.

It is a matter of record that last year Stateships
camne in under budget. It is estimated that it will
come in lower again than that in the forthcoming
year.

The Eastern States run is going well, although I
am the first to concede, as the member for
Narrogin has indicated, that the Eastern States
run is no doubt subsidising the north-west run.
That is the reason I have requested an inquiry into
the level of services into the north-west. I will have
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a document in my hand about that study by May
next year.

Mr Peter Jones: To put the record straight, you
have implied that the Kimberly beef trade is
probably the only reason for keeping Stateships. Is
that what you mean? Is that the best example?

Mr GRILL: I think that is the best example. It
is probably critical to that particular trade at the
present time. I do not think that Stateships is
critical to any other trade. What we have to ap-
preciate is the level of activity in the north-west
over the last few years has not been as great as we
would have liked it to be. Had it been greater I
think we could have looked at better results from
the north-west run.

We need to look at our services there. [ think we
all appreciate that the beef trade has only been
centralised during several months of the year. The
question then arises as to whether the ships need
to run on the same sort of frequency during the
rest of the year, whether we can utilise the ships
better on the east-west run or on a run to
Singapore, or whether we should not just bring it
down to Fremantle and tie it up for a while.

We have to look at all the options. I do not want
to signal any of those ahead, but we are certainly
looking at running a ship up to Singapore. I did
not particularly want to make that public, because
I did not want to raise expectations too high, but
the member has asked me and it would be wrong
for me not to say that we are looking at it.

We had a look at it last year in relation to the
phosphate trade and we looked at running it to
Groote Eylandt, but it just did not work out. It
may work out in relation to Sabah and Sarawak.

I cannot answer the question of funds for a
computer with any personal knowledge, but I can
give the member for Narrogin the guarantee that
all capital funds applied to any of the transport
agencies are thoroughly vetted by the Co-
ordinator General of Transport.

If there is not a cost benefit coming out of it,
that expenditure just simply is not allowed. Sec-
ondly, as the member is probably aware, the
Government has a committee which looks into the
use and purchase of new computing equipment,
and that committee has also looked at the pur-
chase.

The question of new offices I would justify on
this basis: Firstly, the offices that are occupied by
Stateships are not on site, they are on the opposite
side of the harbour from where Stateships
operates. It would be an advantage if they were
operating on site, and that is basically the reason
for the change. Secondly, the new offices will be

financed by the sale of the old offices, so there is
no drain on the public purse in that respect.

The other question raised by the member for
Dale related to the operation of ANL up the east
coast of Australia and into Darwin. That service
was withdrawn by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment.

Mr Rushton: I thought most of the beer was
transported that way.

Mr GRILL: Most of the beer is carted by road.
However, glass is a special item and it travels
better by ship. Other commodities were being
transported by Stateships, but the increase in
trade has not been as dramatic as we would have
hoped.

Division 82 put and passed.

Division 83: Western Australian Government
Railways Commission, $244 937 000-

Mr PETER JONES: I am sure members would
have heard the story about Christopher Columbus.
When he set off he did not know where he was
going, when he got there he did not know where he
was, and when he came back he did not know
where he had been-and it was a Government
operation. If we substitute the name "Westrail"for
"Christopher Columbus" members will have some
idea of the concerns which are increasing regard-
ing Westrail's activities. If ever there was a
Government department or instrumentality that
did not seem to know where it was going and did
not know what it was doing, it was Westrail.

We now have a situation where Westrail is un-
able to keep the Minister fully informed with any
degree of accuracy about what it is doing. In terms
of what is presented in the Budget, what has been
presented in recent annual reports, answers the
Minister has given to questions in this House, and
discussions I have had with the Minister in his
office about the activity of Westrail-l am not
able to canvass it all tonight-the Opposition is
confused that we have a situation where a signifi-
cant and vital transport system needs to be
brought more under control by the Government
today than it has been in the past.

Somehow the Government has allowed Westrail
to enter into arrangements, make decisions, pro-
mote activities, and raise considerable confusion
among its customers and competing transport op-
erators without any element of responsibility being
introduced into its activities and any constraint
being administered by the Minister. I could stand
corrected on my last statement. I am not aware of
every statement the Minister has made to
Westrail. However, it is to his credit that he has
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expressed his concern to Westrail about its activi-
ties. He has gone on record as doing that.

There is growing concern within Westrail that
staff numbers are being reduced in country areas
but that various operations are not being reduced
in the Shangri-la in East Perth. I have been told
that there has been an increase of 145 staff mem-
bers at East Perth in the last two years.

Mr Grill: That would not be correct.

Mr PETER JONES: I would like the Minister
to clarify it. It has also been put to me that in the
last year approximately 600-700 people have been
stood down in Westrail and that the reduction in
staff has not been applied to Perth administrative
staff.

Mr Grill: That is not correct.

Mr PETER JONES: Perhaps the Minister will
put on record what is correct.

It is a question of planning and the way in
which Westrail is tackling this problem. I have
already given examples in this House on previ ous
occasions; however, I will give the example of
when I received a letter about a siding in my
electorate that was to be closed. The following day
I was told a considerable sum of money had been
spent on the siding. In other words, one part of
Westrail did not co-ordinate with another about
what was going on and it caused some embarrass-
ment. I understand that the siding may not be
closed, if only to get some benefit from the capital
funds that have been spent.

A further example was the decision to reopen
the Wagin-Bowelling line. This matter has been
raised in this Chamber on several occasions. The
Minister provided the Chamber with a report pre-
pared for him by the Transport Commission re-
garding the amount of freight that would be
necessary in order to reopen that line.

The spending of capital funds to open the
Wagin-Bowelling line was based on the likelihood
of attracting a certain amount of freight. Not only
has Westrail failed to do that, but it has also spent
$ 150 000 on capital works this year and it will lose
$100000 in freight. This is based on the amount
of freight considered necessary in order to
substantiate the reopening of the line. The Minis-
ter has now said that a decision will be made in
December 1985 as to whether that line will remain
open. I suggest that it is not a profitable situation
in cash terms, and we also have a problem as far
as the management of the State rail system is
concerned.

The railway line between Katanning and Boyup
Brook has been closed for some time. Some people
in the area would like to see that line officially

closed; and discussions have been held with the
Minister concerning this matter. If the line is
officially closed Westrail would be in a position to
gain some revenue by selling some of the land.
Some rails have been ripped up and bridges in one
or two places have been removed, but the Govern-
ment will not officially close the line.

The Shire of Kojonup is willing to assume the
responsibility for some of the Westrail land to
enable it to extend its sporting facilities. Despite
several approaches and a deputation to the Minis-
ter the shire has been told that the Government
will not officially close the line. However, it will go
ahead and open a line which will incur a signifi-
cant loss. Westrail would gain some benefit from
closing the line between Katanning and Boyup
Brook.

I have indicated a situation where Westrail does
not know what it is doing. I have been correspond-
tig with the Minister for some time in regard to
the reduction of staff in the great southern region.
I have asked the Minister for numbers at various
points in time in regard to the replacement or
redeployment of staff. On 22 October the Minister
wrote to me in regard to the staff currently
employed, anticipated staffing needs for
December 1984, and anticipated staffing needs for
1985-86 in relation to Narrogin, Wagin, and
Katanning. They are the headings under which we
have been working over the last two years.

The Minister provided that information on sev-
eral occasions very successfully. It helps local
authorities to know what is going on. On 22
October the Minister indicated to me that the
number of staff employed at Narrogin was 152.
Three days later on 25 October the Minister wrote
to me once more stating the following-

I refer to my letter of 22nd October in
regard to Westrail's staff planning for
Narrogin, Wagin and Katanning.

Unfortunately, at times the staff figures
quoted for these centres have been somewhat
inaccurate and to my dismay I have today
been informed that the fixtures in my 22nd
October letter were incomplete.

The complete figures are shown in the at-
tachment and they have been set out in a
more meaningful form.

Any inconvenience this may have caused is
regretted.

I do not want to take up the time of the Chamber
on this matter, but I draw attention to one discrep-
ancy. In the Minister's first letter he said the
number of people employed at Westrail in
Narrogin was 152 and three days later he told me
the figure was 236. The simple question on that
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issue is: How can any effective forward planning
for Westrail be carried out if an indication cannot
be given to the Minister about the present number
of staff in any one place without a discrepancy of
such enormous proportions?

I will not indicate where the discrepancy oc-
curred, except to say it is a gross difference. It is
an embarrassment to the Minister of significant
proportions and it is not the only one. That situ-
ation is reflected by the attitude of Westrail to
local authorities, customers, and other bodies
which have to deal with this State instrumentality.
They view the organisation as a mumbo jumbo,
Alice-in-Wonderland group that cannot account
for the number of staff it has in one place at one
time within a margin of 100.

Similarly, the Minister provided figures relating
to Quarry Industries. I do not expect the Minister
to remember these figures off the top of his head.
Therefore, I remind him that I drew attention to
the fact that the Budget papers show that Westrail
has committed some $3.6 million to the Quarry
Industries joint venture-a small amount of capi-
tal in the last Budget and the remainder in this
Budget.

Mr Grill: The figure was $3.4 million.
Mr PETER JONES: The figure is some $3.6

million over two years, most of it coming from this
year's Budget.

Mr Grill: Even your quote was $3.4 million.
Mr PETER JONES: The Minister also

provided me with some information on income
which would be derived by Westrail in the first
Five years of its operations. It is based on year one
to year five, commencing I July next year, and the
aggregate income in dollars of the day over the
first five years amounts to some $2.7 million. I
asked the Minister what sort of outfit would lay
out $3.6 million in order to receive $2.7 million
over five years in today's dollars. The Minister
defended that by saying that it provided work at
Midland Workshops and secured a supply of
metal and other materials. They would still have
to be paid for, but Quarry industries would get a
free ride. I do not want to discuss this matter
further except to say that I have been told by the
other partners of the joint venture that the figures
the Minister quoted are wrong. Once the Minis-
ter brings those figures into this Chamber in
answer to a question, those figures become public.
I have been told they are incorrect.

Mr Grill: They said the figures were conserva-
tive, not wrong.

Mr PETER JONES: They say they are wrong
and also that they would not be privy to all the
benefits Westrail would accrue to itself. That is

fair enough; Westrail has internal arrangements
and reasons for doing certain things and its book-
keeping would not be known to Quarry Industries.
I am told that the figures produced by the Minis-
ter are wrong because his answer includes a quali-
fication which indicates that it was estimated and
that a minimum Figure would be such and such.
Even that is wrong.

We now have a situation where Westrail is pro-
moting itself on a competitive basis in the road
transport industry. I have no doubt that will be the
subject of considerable discussion in this Chamber
for some time to come until Westrail gets it out of
its system.

I quote from the Minister's answer to question
1507 on Tuesday, 6 November-

With increased conditions of competition
between road and rail, it becomes
increasingly important that Westrail not be in
the hands of its competitors, who generally
provide the transport connection between cli-
ent's door and rail siding.

What does it mean when Westrail states that it
does not want to be in the hands of its competi-
tors? It does not have to be a competitor, so it is
seeking to get rid of the rail service and operate a
road service in competition with those already in
the industry. I will illustrate how good its planning
is for that. On Thursday, 22 November I asked the
Minister a question regarding Westrail's
announced intention to get into other transport
modes, and I quote as follows-

.. what projections have been done by
Westrail to establish the job creation benefits
of this legislative change?

I also asked the following-
If projections have been done, what did

those projections reveal?
I received the following answer-

Although no projections as such have been
documented, assessments made by Westrail
indicate that jobs would be created.

They have not made projections but have made
assessments! The answer continues-

Clearly, if new business can be attracted to
rail both the organisation and staff, particu-
larly those in the operating areas, would ben-
efit.

That is a meaningless load of waffle. It tells us
only that Westrail has done no projections, but
that assessments have been made indicating that
jobs will be created. We now come to the lovely
bit: Somewhere or other the Minister was given
two drafts for this reply. Somewhere in his system,
one answer was not culled because I received two
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different answers on separate pieces of paper to
the same question. The other answer read as Cal-
lows-

Assessments were made of Westrail's
expanded role, which indicated that jobs
would be created but they would not fully off-
set the jobs extinguished in making Westrail
competitive.

They are two completely different answers and
they are completely in conflict with one another. I
hope the Minister checks the answers before he
distributes them.

Westrail produced two answers and took an
each-way bet. I am not criticising the Minister,
except to say that he should check the answers
before he approves them. How can an instrumen-
tality embarrass its Minister in the way this Min-
ister has been embarrassed? Obviously two
officers somewhere in Westrail prepared answers
which they believed to be correct. Those answers
went to the Minister's office in which they were
typed and both were given to me as answers to
question 1906.

Mr Mensaros: That is the [east of the troubles.
The biggest trouble is that the Minister did not
check them.

Mr PETER JONES: Yes, I made that quite
clear. The Minister is responsible for checking the
answers that are given to him and that are
ultimately given to the member who asked the
question. The answers are ultimately made public.

The Minister might care to indicate whether
Westrail has abrogated some of its staffing agree-
ments with the unions. I have read in the Press
that that is so. It has been put to me by the unions
concerned that agreements were made on staffing
redeployment and reductions, and that Westrail
has abrogated those agreements. The Minister
carries responsibility for that. If that is not so let
him tell us and I will pursue the matter further
with the unions. I have been given the example of
what occurred at Collie and also some other
examples. My understanding is that the Minister
indicated there would be no downgrading of staff,
that six train crews would remain at Collie, and
the depot would remain. The commissioner went
there two weeks later and indicated that the depot
could be closed. That has been confirmed by sub-
sequent written advice.

Mr Grill: That is not right.

Mr PETER JONES: Then I would like the
Minister to correct it. I understand it is right. Is
the depot operating?

Mr Grill: The depot will not Close unless I say it
will close. I certainly have not said that.

M r PETER JON ES: 1 have given the Minister
what has been given to me from Collie and the
unions concerned. The commissioner said the
depot is closing, and that has been confirmed in
writing.

Mr Grill: That is not true.
Mr PETER JONES: Would the Minister check

it out?

M r G rill: l am telling you.
Mr PETER JONES: Let us place it on the

record.
Similarly, I understand that agreements relat-

ing to shunting have been entered into at
Katanning and have not been adhered to. Also
they relate to staffing arrangements in the great
southern.

Mr Grill: You will have to give me details.

Mr PETER JONES: I am raising a general
matter. Two major unions have indicated to me
that discussions were held regarding the way staff
would be redeployed over a period. A meeting was
held last Thursday regarding the movement of
people from the mechanical branch at Narrogin. I
understand that that is not in accord with the
original undertaking made with the union.

In considering Westrail's activities, one needs to
understand very clearly that, at present, the
Government is responsible for allowing a situation
to develop which does not inspire any confidence
in Westrail whatsoever. Westrail is seeking to ex-
tend its activities in fields other than its railroad
activities, and the Government is encouraging it.
If the Government. does encourage that sort of
activity, as I have indicated before, no-one can
blame Westrail for what it seeks to do. The
Government is to blame for causing confusion and
uncertainty among Westrail's customers and cli-
ents and among those who are looking for an
efficient, economically viable railroad transport
system.

The grain freight discussions were not conduc-
ted entirely in the best co-operative spirit, If
Westrail is to be allowed to run the way it is, the
Minister will have to become more involved. The
Government will carry the can for anything that
happens in the future and the taxpayers will have
to pick up the tab.

Westrail staff, particularly those in the great
southern region with whom I have had any associ-
ation, are really doing a tremendous job and, at
present, are coming to grips with a harvest of
considerable proportion under grave difficulties. I
have already mentioned one instance to the Minis-
ter. I understand that same sitution exists else-
where and that there is a shortage of wagons.
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Among other things, this is caused by the new
shunting arrangements. Trains have to stand idle
in sidings for some hours waiting for shunters to
move them. I commend some of the regional staff
for their coping with the situation in which they
have found themselves. People like Bob McClure
and others have done a tremendous job in difficult
circumstances.

Mr RUSH-TON: I find myself in a strange
position. The Minister has let Westrail down com-
pletely. I support Westrail. Westrail wanted to
close the Bowelling-Wagin line; the Government,
before the election, decided that it would keep it
open despite all the money that it loses, It has
done that. The quarry industry is related to the
use of surplus equipment and the Minister would
have approved of that.

I strongly oppose Westrail's going into the road
transport business until we have reached the time
when there is open competition and complete
deregulation for Westrail. I cannot see that
happening for a long time, especially in relation to
grain and other bulks. The question of Westrail
going into the trucking business is not on. I do not
believe that it is on as far as Westrail is concerned.
However, expectations have been built up by the
Minister, by the Government, and by the railroad
unions. That is not what Westrail wants. It wants
to do what we had it do, which was to go into
business with a trucking firm. However, I will
touch on that in a oment.

Westrail. has the right, under legislation, to en-
ter contracts door to door. What more does it
want? It also has the right, if competition does not
work in that way, to operate in circumstances
where it cannot obtain a competitive price. That is
provided [or in the legislation. The move for
Westrail to enter the trucking business is a non-
sense and is cou nte r- productive. I hold the
Government totally responsible [or any flak that
Westrail attracts. I have read in the annual report
and in many answers to questions that Westrait
has submitted to the Minister and, through the
Minister to the Government, a proposition for it to
be competitive. That had already been achieved by
the previous Government, and there was a corn-
mitrnent for Westrail to become more competitive
gradually.

I will just read the words from the annual re-
port, which states-

Westrail has put the proposed package to
the Minister for Transport who has responded
by calling for wide discussion and dissemi-
nation between all interested parties prior to
his formulating recommendations for con-
sideration by Government.

Regrettably the Government delayed the
commercialisation of Westrail by two years due to
the change of Government. There needed to be
some time for the Minister to gain understanding.
Nearly everything he has touched has resulted in
delay.

The present Minister and his colleagues at-
tacked deregulation before the change of Govern-
ment; however, it has been endorsed by a Govern-
ment since but at a cost of $55 000 or more for an
inquiry which found in favour of the joint venture
and deregulation. The Minister has had an inquiry
recently into reopening the passenger service to
Albany. We have not seen the report, and I hope
the Minister will table it in due course. I would
like him to let us know what the cost will be.

Sn it goes on--costs upon costs. Westrail is
operating towards the objective of becoming com-
petitive in a commercial way, but the Government
has not made a commitment to Westrail. In fact
the only reason it does not is that the unions have
such power over the Government. Westrail has its
hands tied behind its back, and the management is
attacked because the Government is not support-
ing Westrail to become commercial.

The sooner we move into the creation of a pri-
vate, corporate board to run Westrail, the sooner
many of these problems will disappear. The reason
I introduced the freight committee was to take it
out of the political arena. If we had a corporate
board made up of the best people available-not
the sort of people being considered for the MTT;
we should attract good, commercial people-we
could take the running of Westrail away from the
Treasury and make it a commercial operation
The Commissioner of Railways would answer to
that board. That would be a good step, and it
would remove many of the complaints we have
heard even tonight in regard to Westrail.

The Minister is responsible. If we created a
board, we would look to the board to be respon-
sible, and Westrail would hnave to answer to that
board for anything it sought to introduce. Every-
thing would be on a truly commercial basis.

Isuggest the Government is letting Westrail.
down. It has an obligation to support Westrail
moving towards a competitive position. Every
week it delays leaves Westrail in an intolerable
position.

Mr McIver: May I ask who would be on the
board?

Mr RUSHTON: The best commercial people
possible should be appointed.

Mr Mclver: What would they know about
\Vestrail?
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Mr RUSHTON: People from a commercial op-
eration. What did the Government do with the
WADC? Do members opposite think they got the
best people there?

Mr Mclver: Westrail should be a different oper-
ation.

Mr RUSHTON: It is a commercial situation.

Mr Mclver: Do you mean people outside the
Westrail situation?

Mr RUSHTON: Of course!I do.

Mr Mclver: That would be the most backward
step you could make.

Mr RUSHTON: We see the Minister once
again showing his hand regarding the reported
appointment of an assistant commissioner. Mr
Alan Williams has given the State tremendous
service. He is retiring and the Minister is not game
to state that he will have a person who will be good
enough to be the Commissioner of Transport.

Mr Mclver: I am not moaning about Alan
Williams; I am moaning about the board.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister wants to put
that off to another day. The union is saying the
Government is not chopping off enough of the tall
poppies. Previously there was about a 10 per cent
cut of employees across the board. Only the re-
search section seems to have been growing.

Mr Mclver: You have not answered my ques-
tion.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister for Works is out
of this issue; I am trying to get to the Minister for
Transport.

Mr Mclver: I am asking: Whom do you want to
be on the board?

Mr RUSHTON: It would be the best people.
We can criticise the Government if we do not get
the best people who are able to manage a corpor-
ate, commercial organisation. The Minister can
have his own ideas; if he believes they need all to
be from Trades Hall, God help us.

Mr Mclver: No, I do not want to be facetious.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister seems to be get-
ting that way.

Mr Mclver: Whom do you want on the board?

Mr RUSHTON: I have not said whom I want
on the board. I am saying they could come from
outside Westrail.

Mr Mclver: From outside the Westrail spec-
trum?

Mr RUSHTON: Mostly they would.
Mr Mclver: What would they know about

Westrail?

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister should hold that
opinion to himself, because most people would dis-
agree with him.

Mr Mclver: As usual.
Mr RUSHTON: Here we have the com-

missioner tentatively setting up a board of
Westrail executives. He has been doing that for
years, moving towards this corporate position. We
need to have a board as governing body, and it
would have control of the overall policy and man-
agement of Westrail. The commissioner would
have the running of it. But the Minister has
disclosed his hand in this statement. He is not
racing up to his responsibilities.

I do not know who is responsible for this, but
Westrail's jobs have been reported slashed by
almost 2 000 to about 6 000 in the past two years.
Somebody should have commented on that, be-
cause the figure is now something like 7 500.

Mr Grill: It is just under 7 000.
Mr RUSHTON: I thank the Minister.
It is the Government's responsibility to make a

decision very quickly regarding its support or
otherwise of Westrail. It must make a decision
whether Westrail should become a competitive
commercial operation. That is what is before the
Government at the present time, and it is about
time it made a decision.

That course was being proclaimed by Westrail
with the support of the previous Government, but
Westrail has had to mark time while the Govern-
ment makes up its mind.

The only other item I want to touch on tonight
relates to the impact of deregulation on Westrail.
I point out to the Chamber how ludicrous it is to
accept that there is no benefit to Westrail from
deregulation. In fact, it is claimed by the Minister
that there may be losses.

I constantly receive claims that there has been
no reduction in Westrail's deficit. I cannot resist
saying that the estimate by Westrail for the re-
duction of the deficit was $18 million over five
years. Two estimates have been made, one based
on the fact that there would be something like 850
reductions from staff transfers to the joint venture.
On that basis there would have been a profit of $2
million in 1982-83. That is a reduction in the
deficit. The figure for 1983-84 would be $5
million; for 1984-85, S7 million; for 1985-86, $7
million.

If there had been no staff transfers, there was to
be an estimated toss or increased deficit of $3
million in the first year, and then a reduction in
the deficit of $2 million, $6 million, and $7
million; so it is not good enough to have a report
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that there has been a reduction in the numbers of
only approximately 990 due to deregulation.

Obviously the Minister has had a big influence
on these figures. It suits him to say that Westrail
has not had the gain that was predicted. However,
Westrail is not as inaccurate or as inefficient as
that. Some top people work for Westrail. Westrail
estimated that, in five years, there would be a gain
of $18 million, and it will not be far out. Last
year's estimate by the Transport Commission for
the private sector gain was $12 million to the
consumer and this year it is a $14 million gain.
Obviously the Commissioner of Transport has his
hands tied and he can question the position only in
a kind sort of way, but reading between the lines,
one can see the result.

I turn now to the impact on Westrail ais set out
in the report of the Transport Commission. It
reads as follows-

To isolate and identify the impact of the
new policy on Westrail is a difficult task,
there being no reliable way to determine what
might have occurred if the new policy was not
introduced.

It is interesting to note how an estimate was made
before deregulation actually took place. To con-
tinue-

It is relevant to note the following
statement by Westrail relating to the data
provided... .. .,.in view of the increasi ng
uncertainty that must apply to estimates of
theoretical "no change" results, it is doubtful
if it will be worthwhile extending this form of
analysis to cover any future years".

If I were responsible for the Transport portfolio
again, I would produce that figure tomorrow. it
would be accurate and it would show a sound
reduction in the deficit. The report goes on to
say-

This loss in revenue was accompanied by a
reduction in Westuail's operating costs which
is estimated at $21 .36mi for 1983/84,
resulting in a net loss of $0.50m.

That is not within the estimate and it is totally
unacceptable.

Mr Brian Burke: Wrap it up, Cyril!

Mr RUJSHTON: The Treasurer can talk as
much as he likes. I have been rather restrained,
but I shall indicate this figure, because it
represents a disservice to this State. The Treasurer
has been out on the tiles-

Mr Brian Burke: I have been to dinner with the
Governor General!

Mr RUSHTON: The Treasurer is acting up
again.

Mr Brian Burke: I shall relate to the Governor
General your view of him. What an insult to the
Queen's representative! No wonder you are an ex-
Minister. You are a failed Minister.

Mr RUSHTON: That is right; attack the man.
That is all the Treasurer ever does.

Mr Brian Burke: [ shall relate to His Excellency
exactly what you think of him.

Mr RUSHTON: Those are not my words; they
are the Treasurer's. To continue-

Westrail has advised that in addition to the
cost savings achieved in 1983/84, a further
saving of labour costs estimated at $I.83m
attributable to the tonneage lost to date under
the new policy, has yet to be realised.

The Transport Commission puts forward this
point-

This estimate of the impact of the new
policy on Westrail is based on an estimated
staff reduction, tothe end of 1983/84, of 781.
This represents only 36% of the total number
of staff shed by Westrail since the introduc-
tion of the new policy-(between June 1979
and June 1984 Westrail reduced their staff by
2 185 persons).

I put to the Minister the fact that the claim of a
staff reduction of only 781 due to deregulation is
totally false. The Minister should support that fig-
ure and should indicate the reasons for the other
people disappearing out of the service. Obviously
the Transport Commission does not believe it and
neither do 1. It is a disservice to Westrail, be-
cause Westrail estimated that the deficit would
decrease by SI8 million over the next five years
due to savings, but the Minister is showing a
break-even position which is totally false.

Mr GRILL: It is rather sad to sit here tonight
and listen to two members who have such grave
misconceptions about how Westrail is operating.
Westrail is one of the real success stories of the
Transport portfolio. The fact that those two mem-
bers do not appreciate that makes me feel rather
disappointed.

The facts are that many of the tasks which
Westrail normally carries out were stripped of
Westrail some time ago by the previous Govern-
ment. Those tasks included the hauling of live-
stock, the carriage of temperature-controlled
traffic--chilled and frozen goods-and the car-
riage of small goods. All of those tasks were
stripped from Westrail.

The staff of Westrail exceeded the number
required to carry out its tasks. Unfortunately our
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Government has presided over the period during
which the numbers of staff employed by Westrail
have fallen dramatically. That has occurred over
the last two years and it has caused a fair amount
of trauma and anguish within the work force, the
union movement, and the staff of Westrail. It has
given scope for some people-some who are politi-
cally motivated and some who are motivated for
other reasons-to stir up trouble and create criti-
cism.

The cold, hard facts in respect of Westrail are
that, in a financial sense, it has now turned the
corner. It came in $4 million under budget last
year. It is estimated it will come in under budget
again, on top of that, by at least another $7 million
this year. Those estimates were made in June of
this year, prior to the prediction of a record grain
crop; so the prospects for Westrail in a monetary
sense are very good.

The reduction in the work force during the
period we have been in power is not something we
have liked to preside over, but what will emerge
out of it is a leaner and more efficient Westrail
which, in succeeding years. will reduce its deficit.
There is no doubt about that.

One of the reasons that Westrail has been able
to reduce staff in a way which has been acceptable
to the union movement and the work force over
the last couple of years, has been the fact that we
introduced a voluntary retirement scheme-a
scheme which the previous Government was not
prepared to touch, on the basis that it considered it
would set a precedent which it thought could not
be sustained in other parts of the Public Service.

Those are the facts. The truth of the matter is
that we introduced a voluntary retirement scheme.
Unfortunately it was not supported by the unions,
but nonetheless it has been supported
wholeheartedly by the workers and has been en-
tirely successful. Workers have been able to get
out of Westrail with some dignity and, in some
cases, with some money in their pockets and, in
other cases, with a fair deal of money in their
pockets. Basically, they have been able to leave
Westrail with some dignity. By doing that they
have placed Westrail in a position where it is be-
coming competitive and efficient.

It was our sorry lot to have to preside over that
situation and set up the tools whereby it happened,
the major tool being the retirement scheme.

This year for the first time Westrail was able to
offer to grain growers no increase in dollar terms
in grain freight costs. In many areas it was able to
offer reduced costs and in some areas it was able
to offer very reduced costs. The average increase
in the price of freight for hauling commodities this

year was only 1.5 per cent. That is the lowest
increase on record.

If we compare Westrail's performance over the
last few years with the performance of the
transport agencies in the other States, we can see
just how well Westrail is going in a relativesense.
No matter how much New South Wales likes to
disguise the fact, that State is losing $3 million a
day on its railway services. Queensland's costs
have burgeoned, even though some people like to
hold up Queensland as a fine example; in fact that
State's rail services should be much more efficient.

Mr Rushton: It should show a profit.
Mr GRILL: It is nice to see that the member

agrees. It is the same in Victoria.
Mr Parker: Queensland is reaching $ 140 million

in excess of what it costs the State to cart coal.
Mr GRILL: That is right. Victoria's deficit is

approaching the $1 billion a year mark; so in
relative terms Westrail is the most efficiently run
Government rail operation in Australia, and it
wins that accolade by a mile. While Westrail is
going in the right direction financially, I am not
saying that New South Wales is not going in the
right direction in the provision of services. But we
have a lot to be proud of when we consider
Westrail's performance; certainly the people who
work for Westrail have a lot to be proud of.

It is essential that transport services become
more efficient and cheaper, and it is pleasing that
this year we have been able to deliver "the goods"
to the State's primary producers, while at the
same time we have been able to reduce Westrail's
deficit, and we will continue to do so. We are
showing the results that people want to see.

[I is all very well for the member for Narrogin
to make superficial criticisms of small matters on
the periphery of Westrail's operations without
taking into account the traumatic experiences
through which Westrail is going. While this
Government has been around, Westrail has lost
more than I1000 employees, a traumatic experi-
ence for any Government agency.

Mr Rushton: It was nearly 3 000 in 1978.
Mr GRILL: But it is harder for these sorts of

changes to take place under a Labor Government.
Mr Peter Jones: I didn't criticise the loss of staff

but the public relations and the way Westrail has
gone about it.

Mr GRILL: Certainly in the public relations
area Westrail does have some way to go; this is so
both in the area of communications and in internal
industrial relations; but measures are being taken
to improve its performance in those areas. I estab-
lished two working parties recently to inquire into
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its industrial relations activities. Westrail has re-
cently hired a very young and able person to head
its new public relations department, a person who
has experience in journalism. The people who did
this sort of work before did not always have that
sort of experience. Every effort is now being made
to communicate directly and as often as possible
with the workers. So it does hurt me a little to
hear criticisms about staff cuts.

Criticisms have been made for some time by
blue collar workers at Westrail that the cuts are
not being made in the top echelons of Westrail;
but I can assure everyone that where appropriate
those cuts are being made. It is not tokenism and
it is not out of fear of the unions that I have
decided that the position of assistant commissioner
will not be filled this year. It is, firstly, an indi-
cation that we are prepared to cut at the top and,
secondly, it gives Westrail the opportunity to move
into a de facto board-type situation where the
commissioner and his top executives can operate
like a board. I indicated publicly in a speech a few
weeks ago to the WA Transport Association that
we will be moving towards a board-type situation
within Westrail and other Government agencies in
the fairly near future.

Mr Rushton: An independent one?
Mr GRILL: The question of independence from

the Government of that sort of board is a very
vexed question, as the member knows.

Mr Rtushton: They have met regularly as a
board for some time. The question is whether they
can be a commercial operation separate from
Treasury.

Mr GRILL: We will certainly move towards a
situation where Westrail becomes more commer-
cial. It is certainly more competitive now and it
will certainly operate more independently: but I do
not know how far we can go or what the optimum
situation would be.

The member for Dale talked about Westrail's
standing still, but even he would have to appreci-
ate that we have been able to introduce two-man
train crewing on bulk trains without great indus-
trial disruption. That has not been achieved by
other States which have tried, because they have
run headlong into major industrial disputes and
have had to pull back.

We have successfully undertaken
ation of Westrail's parcel operation
than-carload operation while other
run into problems.

a rationalis-
and its less-
States have

While the member for Dale might like to
criticise the Government for undertaking inquiries
into the reintroduction of the carriage of small
parcels by Westrail, what he needs to understand

is that prior to the last election we made a promise
to do this. We held an inquiry and we accepted the
objective views of Dr Taplin, of the WA Univer-
sity's commercial school, and of the other people
on the steering committee. But it was a commit-
ment made prior to the last election and we are
merely keeping our promise. If we had not, the
Opposition would have been the first to pillory us.

A lot of changes have been made over the last
two years, and some of those changes have been
supported while others have been roundly
criticised. We have been roundly criticised for
introducing unmanned stations and mobile
salesmen. Various shires have pilloried us for
having withdrawn station masters from various
country stations; but the fact is that these chaps
moved out with alacrity because they had nothing
to do. They were sitting around on their bottoms
waiting for the telephone to ring or for someone to
come along; they were simply twiddling their
thumbs. It has been much more productive for
them to be redeployed as mobile salesmen for
Westrail. The shires which criticised us for these
moves either have had their heads in the sand or
have been looking backwards to the days when
Westrail carried all sorts of goods and commodi-
ties. It does not today; the previous Government
made sure of that. Its role now is very limited. If
those shires, which by and large represent agricul-
tural areas, want Westrail to be efficient and pro-
ductive, and able to offer the sorts of rail freight
rates which it has been possible to offer them this
year, they must either go for featherbedding in the
various country stations, or they can go for a lean
and efficient Westrail.

Mr Peter Jones: You have had no criticism from
us about them.

Mr GRILL: Not from the Opposition, but cer-
tainly from the shires.

Mr Peter Jones: No, I said from the Opposition
about the station masters.

Mr GRILL: I must agree that we have had the
Opposition's support on that matter. I am only
reflecting upon the sort of criticism we have had
from various shires-I do not want to name them,
though I could easily do so-around the country-
side which saw lit to criticise the Government on
that score. When I confronted them face to face
and simply asked, 'What do you want? Do you
want an efficient Westrail or a feather-bedded
Westrail? Make up your mind", they told me they
wanted the former.

The member for Narrogin raised the question of
Westrail's operating road'haulage trucks. Let me
assure him that the impetus for Westrail to move
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in an unfettered way into this area comes from
Westrail itself, and not from dogma or philosophy
being imposed on it by the Government.

Mr Peter Jones: I accept and acknowledge that.
I am aware of it.

Mr GRILL: It simply comes out of a fear that
in certain areas Westrail is at the mercy of its
competitors, and it sees road transport as its com-
petitor. Road transport is competitive with rail,
and that competition will be pretty fierce over the
next few years. It has become pretty fierce this
year in the lakes and the great southern areas, and
there is nothing wrong with that sort of fierce
competition. It has done good things. it has
reduced freight rates in the lakes district by $I
million this year, and it will possibly do so next
year. As you would appreciate, Mr Deputy Chair-
man (Mr Watt), it has been a good thing. It has
got road transport operations into line and has
kept them on their mettle.

I remind members that Westrail operates a road
system. It carries ilmenite from south of Cape] to
Bunbury and it has done so with the imprimatur
and express approval of the previous Government.

Mr Peter Jones: But we discussed that the other
day. It is like the gypsum tender. Westrail had
some involvement in that with Palmers, but that is
a dedicated, single issue, is it not?

Mr GRILL: In that respect, it touches on the
area where Westrail justifies its move into the
road transport area. Westrail justifies Its move,
firstly, so it will not be at the mercy of road
transport operators and, secondly, so that it can
protect its normal, time-honoured bulk commodi-
ties.

Mr Rushton: They know they can only operate
a road transport system if they have equal con-
ditions. If they had Public Service conditions they
could not compete.

Mr GRILL: That is another question, of course,
and there might be some truth in it. Westrail
wants to protect the carriage of the commodities
that it normally carries; and in some cases it will
need to use road transport to do so. An example of
that might be a situation where a particular com-
modity for one reason or another will need to be
carted by road for a short number of years prior to
returning to rail. Coal in the Collie Basin is an
example of that sort of situation. It is basically a
move to protect Westrail's present position and to
protect the commodities that it presently carries.

I could list many examples where Westrail has
been urged by the unions or by the Friends of the
Railways, by railway buffs, and people who are
sympathetic with the railways operation, to carry
other commodities. One is small amounts of coal

from Collie to Capel. Westrail simply says, "It is
not economic for us to do it by rail. It is more
efficient for us to do it by road". There is plenty of
road capacity for that sort of task in the Bunbury-
Collie area, and we do not want to move into that
area.

Westrail does not want to move into the road
transport area in the sense that it wants to go out
and capture commodities that are being carted
efficiently by road. It simply wants to have the
flexibility to protect the commodities that it
presently carries and to operate trucks ancillary to
its present rail operation.

The member for Narrogin has been critical of
Westrail's move into Quarry Industries-

Mr Peter Jones: No, I did not discuss the proj-
ect tonight. I discussed information which you
have given, the figures. I did not discuss the prin-
ciple of it at all tonight.

Mr GRILL: Okay, I accept that point. In de-
fence of Westrail, its operations in this area will be
profitable and its returns are adequate. On my
calculations, even in pure cash terms, the returns
are in the realm of 15 per cent per annum and
Westrail will pick up along the line other ancillary
benefits. The figures have been vetted by the Co-
ordinator General of Transport and by Treasury,
and in each case both Treasury and the Co-
ordinator General of Transport say that the re-
turns are adequate or more than adequate on the
amounts invested.

I think that covers the points that have been
raised by both members.

Division 83 put and passed.
Division: 84 Regional Development and the

North West, $944 000; Division 85: South West
Development Authority $528 000-put and passed.

Division 92: Town Planning, $5 576 000-
Mr TRETHO WAN: I take the opportunity this

evening to express my great concern at the path
the State Government is taking in the planning
process. It is a path towards total politicisation,
and is moving away from many of the precepts
that have resulted in such good planning for both
the metropolitan and regional areas of this State
in the past. It is a path that seeks to put more and
more power in the hands of the Minister.

One of the initiatives that the Government can
claim approbation for is the committee of inquiry
into the statutory planning process. I have absol-
utely no argument with the nature of that inquiry.
However, I have great concern as to the way in
which the results will be interpreted and put into
practice when they are finally announced follow-
ing the tendency that this Government has already
expressed concerning the position of the Minister
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in the planning process. It is all very well to deal
with efficiency and time-saving in the planning
process, but I am not sure that is an advantage to
the community if it puts more political power into
the hands of the Minister.

Already, since the current Labor Government
took office, two local authorities in the metropoli-
tan area have had important conditions placed on
the appraval of their town planning schemes,
which had to be met before these schemes were
approved. In both vases the schemes are still not
approved, because many of those conditions have
not been agreed to by the local authorities and by
the people in those areas who will be affected by
the imposition of those conditions.

I wish to speak about one which affects my own
electorate; that is, the approval of the City of
Melville town planning scheme No. 3. This
scheme has been a long time in process. It contains
some relatively revolutionary concepts which have
been generally applauded as planning precepts.
Because it was new, it took a long time to work
through how the precepts could be included in the
existing conditions of the present town planning
schemes.

However, not long after the current Govern-
ment came to power it sought to impose conditions
on the City of Melville town planning scheme No.
3 that would significantly change some of their
important land use areas within the City of
Melville. One was a requirement that the office
space already approved under the City of Melville
town planning scheme No. 4 for the Garden City
complex should be reduced. Another was that the
Majestic Hotel site, currently zoned "hotel",
should be rezoned as a minimum density residen-
tial area.

Considerable opposition to those two conditions
was voiced by the local council about the way in
which the conditions were put forward, and con-
siderable opposition was expressed by many resi-
dents within the electorate.

The first condition was a requirement for the
reduction of the approved office space for the
Garden City office development. The situation
reached the stage where some really jack boot
tactics were used. That position appears not to
have any residual force because the existing
scheme No. 4 has been given sufficient approval to
allow it to continue unamended.

There appears to be no lever that the Govern-
ment can use against the City of Melville to en-
force its will, even though it attempted to do so by
placing the reduction of that office space as a
condition of approval to the town planning scheme

No. 3, and even though it affected town planning
scheme No. 4.

1 would like members to remember that the
tactics used by the Government at that time were
an endeavour to unilaterally introduce a ban on
the development of the inner area of the City of
Perth and subregional centres. That was a sledge-
hammer tactic aimed purely at attacking the
Garden City development. At this stage it has
affected only the Garden City development, but it
also could affect many local authorities in this
State, such as the Cities of Subiaco, Nedlands,
South Perth and Stirling, all of which have signifi-
cant office developments in progress currently,
outside subregional centres.

Fortunately, through due process, that move to
restrict office development in subregional centres
was dropped. It was put in abeyance, and the
people of Melville obtained approval of the Town
Planning Appeals Tribunal for the continuation of
scheme No. 4. However, it was an indication of
the lengths to which this Government, and the
current Minister, would go to enforce their views
on town planning matters.

We have a delay in the City of Melville town
planning scheme No. 3, which involves a continu-
ous argument with the Minister, who refuses to
approve schem:. No. 3 until he has had an environ-
mental report upon a project which is not the
subject of scheme No. 3

That seems to be more than faintly ridiculous,
but I wonder why the Minister has involved him-
self in such a continuous argument. I wonder why
he has sought to postpone this very much-needed
scheme in the City of Melville; a scheme for which
the city has been pressing for so long. The City of
Melville has sought to make compromises in order
to achieve approval as soon as possible, because it
has been seven years now since the commence-
ment of the process to achieve that scheme.

Let us look at the situation which has occurred
in relation to the environmental report, on which
the Minister's approval appears to hang. The en-
vironmental report is upon a proposed marina de-
velopment at Point Dundas. That marina develop-
ment is proposed by the Bond Corporation, which
is also the owner of the Majestic site. It was to do
with that site that the Minister put the condition
upon town planning scheme No. 3 that it should
be rezoned to residential deve 'lopment. When that
condition was placed upon the scheme, the council
believed that it would be required to readvertise in
order to seek public comment. It did so, and dur-
ing the advertising period no mention of the ma-
rina development was made.
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That fact was criticised by a number of people
at that time, who said that the original proposal
put forward had been for an hotel on the site, and
the Bond Corporation included a marina develop-
ment. Thai was rejected by the City of Melville,
because it included a marina. At that time it was
said by a departmental officer that there was no
connection between the development of a marina
and the approval required under scheme No. 3.
That is why no mention was made, in the advertis-
ing period for the rezoning of the Majestic site, of
a proposed marina development.

The proposal for the rezoning of the Majestic
site was put up for public comment. It was not
long after the public comment period ended and
submissions were considered that the Bond Cor-
poration put forward the proposal for a marina.
Because of opposition by the council, local resi-
dents, and local members of Parlia-
ment-including myself-to the concept of a ma-
rina development at Point Dundas, and because
the council sought an environmental report on the
site, a report was undertaken by the Environmen-
tal Protection Authority.

The Minister claims he is now waiting on the
report, produced after a period was allowed for
public submissions, to determine the conditions
that he will apply to town planning scheme No. 3
in relation to the Majestic site.

I suggest that this is nothing but time wasting
and a very tenuous argument. Nine months ago
when the proposal to rezone the Majestic site was
advertised there was no mention of a marina de-
velopment; and I suggest that if there had been
there would have been a far greater increase in the
level of public opposition to the advertising of that
proposal. It seemed to suit the Minister at the time
to allow that to occur. He now suggests that he
cannot approve the proposal that the council made
in regard to the rezoning of the Majestic site and
approve of town planning scheme No. 3 for the
City of Melville without an environmental report
upon the marina proposal.

That indicates a great degree of inconsistency
on the part of the Minister and questions are being
asked in the City of Melville as to why he could be
inconsistent in that manner and for what reason he
is postponing the announcement of the decision on
the rezoning of the Majestic site until the middle
of December. 1 wonder, as do many people in my
electorate, whether it has anything to do with the
fact that next weekend happens to be a Federal
election and that one of the candidates standing
for the Federal seat in which the Majestic is situ-
ated happens to be a member of the ALP. He is
also a councillor of the City of Melville and has
been consistently opposed to the redevelopment of

the Majestic site. That is the question chat is being
asked and the Minister should come up with a far
more convincing set of reasons as to why he should
change his mind from January this year, when the
marina was not considered to be part of the Ma-
jestic site, to say now he will not move on the
rezoning of the site until he has the environmental
report on the marina. Those questions will be
raised in the minds of many people in the East
Melville area.

The fundamental factor is that the City of
Melville and the people of the city are being de-
nied a new town planning scheme because of the
conditions imposed externally by the Minister to
achieve what he believes is the proper planning
process within that municipality. It is not what the
people or their municipal representatives have
asked for.

If that was the only case it might be difficult to
substantiate the argument that the Government
and the current Minister for Planning are seeking
more and more power for the Minister to deter-
mine the planning process within our community.
It is not the only case. There is another case where
exactly the same sort of thing has been done to a
major municipality in the metropolitan area, and
an even worse light is placed upon the actions
which the Minister and the Government have
taken in that case.

I refer to the fact that the City of Stirling town
planning scheme No. 2 has still not been approved
after four years of negotiation because conditions
have been placed by the Minister before the
scheme can be approved. One of the first con-
ditions is that an area of land in the Balcatta area
shall be rezoned "Industrial". That was one of the
original proposals put forward. The City of
Stirling took a most responsible attitude in respect
of that proposal. It believed it was a major change
to the scheme and should be advertised despite the
Minister's protestations that that was not necess-
ary.

The City of Stirling believes that such a major
change should go through the consultative process
provided for in our system of town planning and
that the people who would be affected by that
change should be asked for their opinion and be
given the opportunity to put it forward. That is
what the City of Stirling did and out of the 545
submissions it received, 539 were opposed to that
rezoning. The Minister still has not given his de-
cision as to whether he will remove that condition
from the scheme.

I ask members if that is reasonable. Is that the
action of a Minister who believes in recognising
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the wishes of the people and their representatives
on the local council?

One of the other conditions imposed by the
Minister regarding the approval of the City of
Stirling scheme relates to a height restriction to be
placed on the remaining undeveloped area of the
special beach development zone at Scarborough. I
remind members that in that zone at present a
major development is proposed by Ausrmark In-
ternational Ltd., and the development includes
three very high-rise towers. It has already been
approved and is being built at the present time.
Once a single developer has approval for a high-
rise building the rest of the zone will have a con-
dition of three storeys applied to it.

I understand the concerns of many people ini the
area that the high-rise buildings should have been
allowed in the first place. However, they have
been allowed. What is the commercial effect of
once allowing, in a specially declared zone, high-
rise development to Occur and then precluding
anyone else in that special development zone from
using the advantages that have been granted to the
initial developer?

I can understand the position of the local people
in the area because the developer happens to be
Austmark which is owned by the Bond Corpor-
ation. A similar situation exists in my electorate
where the Majestic site happens to be owned by
the Bond Corporation.

That is one of the conditions the Minister has
placed on the City of Stirling No. 2 scheme.

Mr Burkett: In the last month the City of
Stirling has refused an application directly op-
posite the Austmark development for a six-storey
development and it has told the developer that it
would, in fact, accept three storeys. The developer
wants six storeys.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Is that within the special
development zone or over the road from it?

Mr Burkett: It is on the other side of West
Coast Highway.

Mr TRETHOWAN: That is not a special de-
velopment zone, and that is the point I am mak-
ing-it is on the other side of the road from the
special development zone; and it is normal that
that part of the city should have a height restric-
tion. I am not arguing with that. I am arguing that
the Minister placed a condition that the remaining
part of the special development zone, after the
high-rise development had been approved, should
be limited to three storeys. I consider that to be
questionable. The City of Stirling is within its
rights to make proper sense and in its responsi-
bility has placed a height limit on the areas sur-
rounding that special development zone. That is

the right of the local authority and, in fact, it is
the responsibility of the local authority to deter-
mine that factor in relation to the development of
the area for the people who live there. That is
appropriate.

I am asking why the Minister placed a require-
Menit that a three-storey height. restriction should
be placed on the remainder of the special develop-
ment zone after he had approved the development
of three very high-rise towers.

The last point is the most serious and it is the
culmination of my concern about the actions of
this Minister and this Government. What I am
mentioning goes directly to the interests of the
Government as a political organisation. I am re-
ferring to the question of the Minister's actions in
relation to the approval, or his attempts to seek an
approval, for a rezoning on a site and a building
owned by the ALP. That building, currently
known as Herb Graham House, had its origin in
land owned by the State Housing Commission.

That land was zoned residential, as one would
expect State Housing Commission land to be. I
understand that the Australian Labor Party
bought the land at public tender and that a proviso
was attached that no application should be made
for rezoning. That is understandable because the
land is in a residential area and other people
bought land in that area on which to build a
house. The condition was attached to safeguard
the interests of the people who bought other resi-
dential lots.

Mr Burkett,. I understand the present Premier
negotiated with the former Premier, and the build-
ing to be constructed was a residential club-type
development. The land was not acquired to build a
house.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Thai is quite correct.
understand that would have conformed with the
residential zoning, and the State Housing Com-
mission required an undertaking that no rezoning
would be sought. That is precisely the point. The
existing City of Stirling town planning scheme
allows the council to reallocate the use of residen-
tial land to the use of a residential club; in other
words, it has flexibility within the existing scheme
to make a determination that a residential lot may
be used, if it is agreeable to the council, for the
purpose of a residential club. I understand that
was the original basis upon which the plan lodged
by the Australian Labor Party was approved by
the City of Stirling. The approval was given to
erect a building which contained offices on the
First floor, which were to be leased to members of
Parliament, and dining and other facilities were to
be provided for members on the lower floor. I
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understand that was in conformity with the zoning
of a residential club which was within the latitude
of the council to approve in regard to residential
zoning,

A building was subsequently erected and it was
only when the Australian Labor Party applied for
the erection of a sign that it became apparent that
the premises were not going to be used as a resi-
dential club. I understand the sign advertised a
Chinese restaurant and that the building depart-
menit, without consultation, issued a permit for the
sign. It was probably unaware of the implications.
However, as soon as the council became aware
that a commercial operation-the Chinese res-
taurant-was proposed to be operated on those
premises which bad a residential zoning for a resi-
dential club for the use of members, it expressed
its concern. A move was made requesting a
rezoning for commercial use of that site. The
council advertised the rezoning application as it
was not a major rezoning under the town planning
scheme. This is the strength of our current process
of planning; the strength of a consultative process.
It has been so for a long period of time and if
changes in zoning are proposed from the existing
scheme, which is the existing law, those affected
by the proposed changes are given an opportunity
to express their views.

I understand the proposed rezoning of the site to
,'commercial'' was advertised and a significant
number of submissions were received. The sub-
missions overwhelmingly objected to the rezoning;
people in the surrounding area did not want the
site to become commercial and said that it should
remain with the residential zoning and, in com-
pliance with the undertaking given to the State
Housing Commission by the Australian Labor
Party, no application should be made for rezoning
the [and.

The case may have ended there if it had not
been for the persistence of the Minister to ensure
that his party had the advantage of the building it
proposed to build for a commercial operation. He
came back to the City of Stirling and placed a
further condition on the approval of its town plan-
ning scheme No. 2. There had been a long nego-
tiating process and the conditions which previously
applied, some of which were quite reasonable, had
been worked through. At the end of the nego-
tiation period, because the people in the locality
and the council would not agree to a commercial
development, the Minister placed a further con-
dition on the site. He sought to have the sice
rezoned for club premises and associated uses. I
query the meaning of "club premises and
associated uses". It has been suggested that it
could mean one could apply for a tavern or limited

hotel licence for the site because that would be an
associated use for club premises. IF that condition
were complied with it would effectively provide a
commercial zoning. It is a terribly deceitful way to
go about doing what was refused when it was
openly suggested; that is, a commercial zoning for
the site. it takes away the rights of the people. It is
setting out to try to bypass the consultative pro-
cess, and it has been applied as a condition to the
approval of a scheme badly needed by the City of
Stirling.

Is it any wonder that great concern is felt about
a Minister who would seek to benefit his own
party by getting away from the consultative pro-
cess when a commercial zoning was refused and
attempt to replace it with a zoning for club prem-
ises and associated uses? I think that indicates
that this Minister is not worthy to serve as a
Minister of the Crown in this State. There is
something Fundamentally dishonest about the way
in which the whole planning process has been ap-
proached in regard to the restaurant site in
Nollamara. There is something fundamentally dis-
honest because it applies not only to a dubious
process of rezoning but also to the benefit of a
political party-the party in power. The decision
about the rezoning which benefits Caesar will
come back to Caesar.

I believe that the Treasurer should seek the
resignation of the Minister for Planning for the
way in which he has behaved in relation to the
City of Stirling town planning scheme No. 2, and
particularly for the way he has behaved in placing
this requirement upon the approval of that scheme
that the ALP, through Herb Graham House,
should seek to have the land rezoned from residen-
tial under a commitment that was given when the
land was originally purchased from the State
Housing Commission to a dubious open-ended
type of special rezoning known as "club premises
and associated uses".

What makes this even worse is that where this
matter was outlined on page 3 of The West
Australian this morning which stated that the
Minister has sought to get a special advance for
political parties or a special rezoning, in the very
next column on that page there appeared an
article which said that the Minister, in spite of
support from the local council, had refused to give
a special rezoning to a high technology industry
which wished to enter into export contracts.

Mr Court: That was in the Swan Valley?

Mr TR.ETHQWAN: Yes. The article stated-

A high-technology industry at Cavershamn
wants to expand, but can't because of
proposed planning restrictions.
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It wants to put "homestead-style" build-
ings among the Caversham vineyards, with
extensive landscaping to blend with the sur-
rounds.

The plans have the support of the Swan
shire.

The Minister for Planning, Mr Dowding,
has ruled out the expansion.

It would be a non-conforming use under
the Swan Valley planning study proposals, he
said.

Yet, in the adjacent column, the City of Stirling
has indicated that it is wrong for the Minister to
seek special non-conforming zoning for the benefit
of his party as a condition of his approval of the
town planning scheme. There is something funda-
mentally wrong with that. It should not happen. I
did not think those things happened in Western
Australia. It smacks of some of the things that
have been alleged to have happened in New South
Wales. I hope we are not seeing this Government
going down the road of that Government.

What are the Minister and the Treasurer doing
to put the situation right? Will they remove that
condition from the approval of the City of Stirling
town planning scheme No. 2, a condition which
would benefit the ALP? Will they turn around
and reassess the needs of this high technology
industry which, if it did develop, would benefit the
State? What is being suggested in relation to that
industry has been done successfully in the United
States and in Europe where high technology in-
dustries, because they are non-polluting and have
no associated noise, have been placed in garden
settings.

Mr Court: Cambridge is a good example.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Exactly. Those industries
have been placed in a rural setting to provide the
optimum kind of employment environment for the
people working in the industry. Because that in-
dustry then has happy people working in it, it
produces more efficiently and competes in export
markets. Yet, this Minister for Planning has
refused to consider a special non-conforming use
rezoning for a productive industry but is trying to
force his and the Government's will on the City of
Stirling to the benefit of his own political party.

Mr Peter Jones: In each case against the wishes
of the local government.

Mr TRETHO WAN: Yes. May I remind mem-
bers that that is also the case in the City of
Melville. The Minister has sought to go against
the advice of the City of Melville in the conditions
he has placed on that scheme; he has sought to go
against the City of Stirling in the conditions he

(151)

has placed on its scheme; and, he has sought to go
against the advice of the Shire of Swan in refusing
the non-conforming use for the industry in the
Swan Valley. Those decisions will have serious
consequences for the planning processes of this
State.

The Treasurer should seek the resignation of the
Minister and put these things right.

Mr MacKinnon: I think the Treasurer has a bit
to answer for. That restaurant is in his electorate.

Mr Court: He is handling the deal.
Mr TRETHOWAN: Yes, that is the question

that a lot of people in the City of Stirling have
been asking.

Mr Peter Jones: You know the answer; we know
he is involved.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I say that he is involved.
Unfortunately, the person who can be publicly
chastised for the decision must be the Minister for
Planning and it is his resignation that should be
sought for his trying to seek an advantage for his
party. We all know that behind him the Treasurer
makes all the decisions. The restaurant is in his
electorate and it is his branch of the ALP that will
be advantaged by the decision. I hope the people
of this State understand what is going on and
make a decision about this at the next election
because this is not the kind of thing that I believe
the people of Western Australia want to see in this
State's planning process or want to see in relation
to their Government. The one thing that we must
have in this State is a planning process which is
above that sort of political interference and a plan-
ning process which follows the stringent rules that
have applied until now.

Mr Court: We do not want to end up in the
New South Wales situation.

Mr TRETHOWAN: No, we do not. We want
to see the consultative process of planning which
involves the people who are most affected, such as
those who have the right to make submissions, the
local authorities, the Town Planning Department,
the Metropolitan Region Planning Authority in
the metropolitan area, and the Minister carried
through in a well-ordered and objective way.

Mr MacKinnon: They have "nifty" Nev, we
have "backhand" Brian.

Mr TRETHO WAN: I think the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition has made an appropriate corn-
ment.

I sincerely hope that approval will be forth-
coming for the City of Melville town planning
scheme No. 3, for the City of Stirling town plan-
ning scheme No. 2, and for the non-conforming
use for a burgeoning high technology industry that
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is targeted at the export trade in the Swan Valley.
I hope the advice of the local authorities will be
heeded.

I have many other examples in which local
authorities are feeling that they are being ignored.
However, I will reserve my comments until we get
on to the items.

Mr LAURANCE: I support the member for
East Melville in his attack on the Government
and, in particular, in his call for the resignation of
the Minister for Planning. The member has quite
rightly identified a land scandal. This is a crooked
deal and the people of Western Australia will
know it for what it is because the Treasurer i s in
this up to his neck. I have tried to point this matter
out before to this Parliament at another appropri-
ate time. Very little was said publicly about it
because the Treasurer had a bad back. His back is
better but the deal is not. It smells, it is crooked,
and everyone on the opposite side of the Chamber
is guilty by association. It is a dirty deal.

The Treasurer found a block of land belonging
to the State Housing Commission. He went
around and persuaded the people living alongside
that land to agree to a meeting place being
constructed on it, not a Chinese restaurant. He got
them to sign letters. It is convenient that the Min-
ister for Housing has disappeared from the
Chamber. He knows those letters are on file in the
State Housing Commission. Those people, in good
faith, signed those letters to the then member for
Balcatta stating that the development was totally
appropriate for a residential area and that it would
not upset their way of life. They were told it was to
be a meeting place for members of the ALP fromt
that area. The Treasurer knew all along what he
had in mind. He knew it would be a commercial
development for Labor members of Parliament,
plus a Chinese restaurant.

Let me tell members how he explained away the
restaurant. He approached me personally in this
Chamber, in my capacity as Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing, as well as
approaching the then member for Mt. Lawley
(Ray O'Connor) who subsequently became
Premier but then was the substantive Minister. Mr
Burke made further representations to Mr
O'Connor when he was Premier.

Originally he approached us both and said, "Of
course, after they have had their meeting, these
few people who come along will probably need to
make a cup of coffee so they will probably need a
kitchen for their meetings". That is how he
explained it to me when I was Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing. Of course, the
kitchen where they wanted to make a cup of coffee

has suddenly turned out to be a Chinese res-
taurant. He knew from the start this would be a
commercial development, and that he would have
to pull the wool over the eyes of the people living
alongside, and he has never satisfactorily
explained to those people why he did this dirty
deal. He extracted from each of those people in an
ordinary State Housing Commission area a letter
saying they agreed to his setting up a meeting
place for members of the ALP. This was a Chinese
restaurant of course.

The Premier is very keen on Chinese res-
taurants. He went to one with a few of his col-
leagues who arranged for him to become Leader
of the Opposition. He duped those people living
around that area concerning this development, and
he has tried to dupe the City Of Stirling. This is a
crooked deal, because he knew all along what the
Labor Party was going to do with this. This was to
be a commercial fundraising venture.

It could have been even worse. I submit that the
Treasurer stands to gain in a personal financial
way from this particular deal.

Mr Pearce: Withdraw.

Mr LAURANCE: No, that is what he said. He
bludgeoned the State Housing Commission, and
he hoodwinked Government Ministers of the day
in order to make a financial gain out of it. This is
what this dirty deal is about. It is a crooked deal
and a scandal, and the Treasurer knows it and
everybody on the other side of the Chamber is as
guilty as he is. He found a piece of land on
Wanneroo Road. He knew no commercial devel-
opments had been granted racing Wanneroo
Road-plenty of people can confirm that. From
the very day this started the Treasurer knew what
he was about. He knew he would do a crooked
deal over this, and he hoodwinked people. He
stood to gain in a personal, financial way.

Withdrawal of Remarks

Mr PEARCE: Madam Deputy Chairman, I
seek the withdrawal of that remark. It is against
the Standing Orders of this Chamber to impute
improper motives to any member. We have
listened to this scum. It has been repeated two or
three times. I think it is time the member with-
drew.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
Henderson): The point of order raised by the Min-
ister for Education is reflected in three Standing
Orders. Standing Order No. 132 reads-

All imputations of improper motives, and
all personal reflections on Members, shall be
considered highly disorderly.
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Standing Order No. 147 reads-

147. Any Member having used
objectionable words, and not explaining or
retracting the same, or offering apologies for
the use thereof to the satisfaction of the
House, shall be censured, or otherwise dealt
with as the House may think fit; and any
Member called to order shall sit down, unless
permitted to explain.

Standing Order 145 reads-
145. When any Member objects to words

used in debate by another Member, the
Speaker, or Chairman of Committees shall, if
either considers the words to be
objectionable, or unparliamentary, order
them to be withdrawn; and, if necessary, an
apology made.

It is my view that the words that the member used
do fall into the category of Standing Order No.
132 in that in my view, they impute an improper
motive and constitute a personal reflection on the
Minister to whom the member was referring, and
as such are highly disorderly. I therefore request
the member to withdraw them.

Mr LAURANCE: On a point of clarification,
arc you indicating that under Standing Order No.
145 the words I have used are unparliamentary? If
so, I would like you to indicate which words were
unparliamentary.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, I have not
said that. I have said in my view they constitute
words as described in Standing Order 132. They
are a personal reflection and are therefore highly
disorderly, and I have requested the member to
withdraw them on that basis.

Mr LAURANCE: I defer to your ruling and I
withdraw those words.

Mr MacKINNON: I request the Minister for
Education to withdraw the word "scum".' I think it
has exactly the same imputation, and I ask him to
withdraw it.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I accept that
point, and I ask the Minister for Education to
withdraw the word.

Mr PEARCE: I could take a technical point in
that a request must be made at the time the words
are used. However, I bow to your request and I
certainly withdraw.

Committee Resumed
Mr Brian Burke: Could I ask you what evidence

do you have that I profited in any way?
Mr LAURANCE: Yes, I will come to that in a

moment.
Mr Brian Burke: What is the evidence?

Mr LAURANCE: This was a commercial de-
velopment for profit and the Treasurer got it from
the Crown. That was a block on which a worker's
home should have been built. A very substantial
profit would have been made by someone.

Mr Brian Burke: Where is the evidence? You
have made an accusation.

Mr LAURANCE: The State would pay the
rent and the rest would be rent from the Chinese
restaurant. Where will the profit go? I suggest
some will go into the Treasurer's pocket. That is
what I said earlier. I have withdrawn those
remarks, but the Treasurer asked a question-

Point of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It really has gone on long

enough. I have asked the member whether he has
any evidence. He does not have any. He has now
made the same allegation again. I asked him
whether he had any evidence and he still has no
evidence. My point of order is that he has just
repeated the allegation. He should withdraw it
once more.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs Hender-
son): Order! The member for Gascoyne has with-
drawn the words and I request him to move on to
the next section of his speech.

Committee Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: I shall move off the fact that

the Treasurer would be distinctly uncomfortable
in the situation where it has been shown that he
has got his fingers caught in the till and the people
of Western Australia-

Mr Bryce: Kick the skunk out!
Mr LAURANCE: -are entitled to know this.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I have

already ruled that the words which imputed im-
proper motives to the Treasurer in relation to
financial dealings reflected on him and were not
acceptable. I ask the member for Gascoyne to
desist from imputing the same motives in any
other words.

Mr LAURANCE: I certainly do.

Withdra wal of Remark
Mr PARKER: I seek a withdrawal of the

words.
Mr Clarko: He just withdrew them.
Mr PARKER: No, he did not.
Mr MacKinnon: He will repeat it again if you

like.
Mr PARKER: To my hearing, the member for

Gascoyne has not withdrawn the words concerning
the Treasurer having his fingers in the till.
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Mr Clarko: You must be deaf.
Mr PARKER: You, Madam Chair, said to the

member for Gascoyne that he should desist from
impugning the Treasurer's motives in these mat-
ters and I accept that he should. Neither you nor
anyone else sought a withdrawal of those words.
The member for Gascoyne has proceeded without
withdrawing the words and I ask him to withdraw
them.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I accept
the point of order. J ask the member for Gascoyne
to withdraw the words in relation to "fingers in the
till''.

Mr LAURANCE: I thought I had. The Minis-
ter was a little premature in jumping up. I had
already done that, but if that was not sufficient,
then I certainly do so now.

Committee Resumed
Mr LAU RANGE: For some lime now we have

seen that this Government particularly when it is
under threat, when it has opportunities to be
questioned on this matter or any other matter,
prostitutes those opportunities. It prostituted ques-
tion time. Time and time again the Opposition has
asked that papers in relation to-

Point of Order
Mr PARKER: This is a debate on Division 92.
Mr MacKinnon: I wonder why you are so sensi-

tive. He can look after himself.
Mr PARKER: I am seeking to uphold the

Standing Orders of this Chamber and the Division
for which I am responsible on behalf of the
Government. We are discussing Division 92,
which is town planning. Whatever the rights or
wrongs, or whatever I think about the member for
Gascoyne's views on Chinese restaurants, at least
that issue has some vague association with town
planning. The question as to how the Government
does or does not operate question time has nothing
to do with the budget of the Town Planning De-
partment.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I ask the mem-
ber for Gascoyne to relate his comments to the
Division with which we are dealing.

Committee Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: I certainly am. All of this

impinges very seriously on planning in this State.
The member for East Melville said that things are
not right in that area. They certainly are not, and
if one needs an example of that, one could not find
a better example than this issue. What about the
people across the road who wanted a rezoning for
a nursery? The answer to their application was,

"No". They do not belong to the ALP and there is
no profit in it for the ALP, so they are out.

However, if the ALP wants to have a Chinese
restaurant there, that is different. The Treasurer
of this State wrote a letter saying, "We are going
to have a meeting place and people can come
along, have a chat, and have a cup of coffee after-
wards". That is all right, but suddenly it turns out
to be a Chinese restaurant.

This matter has been sheeted home to the
Treasurer and he knows his dishonesty is now
coming home to roost. If it is profiting somebody,
who would it be profiting other than the local
member of the Labor Party? If anyone else wants
a rezoning in that area he cannot get it; only the
Labor Party can get it.

A very serious issue has been raised here. Time
and time again we have asked for papers to be
tabled in respect of this matter. Those papers are
sitting on the departmental files and the Minister
has stood up in a supercilious way, and denied the
Opposition the right to see those papers.

Several times we have asked for those files to be
tabled, but question time has been prostituted.
The Treasurer has hidden behind the way he has
arranged question time and he has refused to table
those papers.

I ask the Treasurer to put those papers on the
Table of this Parliament. There are letters which
he extorted from people by telling them what he
intended to do, but he has not done it, and he
stands indicted.

The first thing that should be done is what the
member for East Melville suggested; that is, sack
the Minister for Planning because this is a disas-
ter. This is a land scandal and the Treasurer
knows it. Someone will profit from it, and I think
that person will be him.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Madam Chair-

Mr Bryce: Throw the skunk out!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can understand the
member wanting to get a headline and trying
awfully hard, but this is the fourth time he has
made the same allegation. Apart from saying
quite clearly that no-one has profited from this
matter, least of all me, the member for Gascoyne
has been asked to withdraw words on two oc-
casions and has done so. For the third time he has
now repeated the allegation without any
substantiation at all. I suppose he can go on and
on, but it is really time that someone explained to
him that he has contravened the Standing Orders
yet again, and I seek a withdrawal.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
Henderson): Order! The member for Gascoyne
has withdrawn the words twice already. I also
draw his attention to the Standing Order which
relates to tedious repetition. The member for
Gascoyne has made the same point repeatedly and
it is time for him to move on to the next stage of
the debate. I ask him to withdraw the comment he
made and move on.

Mr LAURANCE: I certainly do, and I shall try
to ignore the interjections and move on as you
have requested.

Committee Resumed
Mr Clarko: Who will get the profits?

Mr LAURANCE: I shall leave that for others
to judge. There is only one step that can be taken
in respect of this matter: The building should be
returned to the State Housing Commission. In
fact it should be bulldozed and an ordinary
worker's home should be built on the site, as was
intended originally. In fact the previous Govern-
ment only bent the rules for this member of Par-
liament because he came and pleaded with me and
another Minister of the day saying, "It is only for
the Labor Party members of the northern suburbs.
It is only for a meeting place. I know it is not
zoned that way. I know it is zoned for residentia
purposes, but I have asked all the people on either
side, and they have all given me a letter to say that
a few people meeting there would not do any harm
and they may want a cup of coffee afterwards; but
that is perfectly all right with the people in the
area." That building should be bulldozed and the
land given back to the SHC.

We have found out already that the terms and
conditions under which the land was released have
been broken. If it is not bad enough to try to
bulldoze the City of Stirling into agreeing with
this and rezoning the land, we have a situation
where the conditions under which the land was
sold have been broken.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I have
asked the member for Gascoyne not to repeat the
same points he has made already. For the fifth
time now he has used the same words to describe
the same incident. I ask him to move on to the
next point in his speech.

Mr LAURANCE: I certainly shall, and the
logical way to proceed is to move on to the point
made by the member for East Melville that the
Minister for Planning should resign. It is well
known that there is good reason that he should be
asked to resign. The Minister for Planning has
already had to take a back seat in the recent
ministerial reshuffle, and it is being said around

the corridors of this place that there will be
another reshuffle next January and it is desirable
that a woman be appointed to the Cabinet. For a
while I thought that it would be you, Madam
Chair, but it appears now that you have run sec-
ond in the race, and Hon. Kay Hallahan will be
appointed.

I am offering the Government a way out here. If
the Minister for Planning were to be sacked,
another Legislative Council member could be
appointed in his place and that could be the mem-
ber to whom I referred. I thought that the two
Ministers whom it has been indicated would be
removed from office in the very near future both
came from the Legislative Assembly. I do not
know whether a third one would be appropriate
for the Treasurer.

The point about the Minister for Planning is
that he has been a disaster. It may be that he is
j ust a puppet of the Treasurer and is doing his
bidding; I certainly believe that is the case with
the Chinese restaurant. In other areas outlined by
the member for East Melville, the Minister for
Planning has shown himself to be a totally inap-
propriate person to hold that position. He should
go. He has a lot to answer for because he has done
the Treasurer's bidding on this deal which you,
Madam Deputy Chairman, have asked me not to
mention any more, so I do not intend to. The
Government has a lot to answer for in the plan-
ning field and particularly on the matter I have
mentioned previously.

The Treasurer should hold a Royal Commission
into this matter. That would be the only way he
could clear his own name. When serious alle-
gations are made about a member of Parliament,
the opportunity should be given to him to clear his
name in a public way. The Treasurer's name has
been sullied in a public way and it should be
cleared in a public way. The Government has
asked us to put up the evidence and so on, but that
is just what I am asking of the Government. Evi-
denice is on Government files and it has been
called for by the Opposition, but the Government
has refused to table that evidence in the House.
What I have said is true and can be proved if the
files are tabled.

Point of Order
Mr GRILL: Madam Deputy Chairman (Mrs

Henderson), on five occasions you have indicated
to the member that he should move on to other
business. On three occasions you have requested
him to withdraw comments and, finally, he has
withdrawn. On each of those occasions he has
returned to the same subject and has wilfully
disregarded your ruling. I ask you to exercise your
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rights under Standing Order No. 69 and name this
member.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I draw the mem-
ber for Gascoyne's attention to Standing Order
No. 142, which refers to the matter I have
mentioned previously; namely, tedious repetition.
If he has further points to make, I ask him to
make them in his remaining time. If he has not, I
ask him to resume his seat.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: In conclusion I say that

increasingly this Treasurer has been shown to be
involved in a number of things that are not right,
and I have raised these matters before when it has
been shown that he has directed Government de-
partments in either an illegal or an inappropriate
way. In this instance he has tried to hoodwink
former Ministers, private residents, and a local
authority. Things are not right. If ever there was a
time and a place to demonstrate this, it is here and
now when we are debating the Government's plan-
ning budget, because planning is probably the
Government's worst area.

It is time the Treasurer came clean. If the criti-
cisms and allegations I have made are not true, it
is up to him to prove that, because sufficient doubt
has been established in the mind of the Opposition
and, I am certain, in the minds of the public.

It is now time for the Treasurer to start to try to
clear his name for his actions in the planning area,
because his name has been dirtied by his actions
over a long period, not only since he has become
Treasurer but over a long time before. This deceit
has been planned over a period of three or four
years; he has done it purposely, stage by stage.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hesitate to rise because,
I suppose, in answering the member's comments, I
lend some dignity to them. The application to con-
struct a restaurant and clubrooms by the Stirling
Electorate Council of the Labor Party was ap-
proved as a restaurant and building plan. The sign
to which the member referred was approved by the
Stirling City Council, and the installation of all
the features of the restaurant was supervised by
the local authority's building and health depart-
ments. That was done quite openly.

Rather than making any money , the Stirling
Electorate Council of the Labor Party has lost a
considerable sum of money as a result of what has
transpired.

Mr Rushton: Do you have an investment in it?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member should not

be so ridiculous. The member for Gascoyne said
four of ive times that I had profited personally.
Of course I have not. I have no investment in it.

Mr Rushton: Have you not paid anything into
it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have paid $I a week as
a member of the Stirling Electorate Council of the
Labor Party. I think the member for Balcatta has
paid $I a week as well. I think that applies also to
the member for Nollamara, and perhaps to 250
other people.

I ask the member for Gascoyne: Where is the
evidence of any personal profit? The member has
said-and admittedly he has withdrawn it-that I
made a personal profit from this arrangement, and
I have now asked him to substantiate his remarks.
We have now reached the stage where the member
says "I think". I am asking him for some
substantiation. I really do not see that the member
is able to provide any evidence to substantiate his
comments.

Mr Trethowan: The application was for a club
and a private dining room.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right.

Mr Trethowan: Table the plans.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think I have seen
the plans in the Stirling City Council, although I
understand the Stirling city planner has been
quoted as saying that they were approved for a
restaurant. The fact is, the building that presently
stands on the land concerned conforms to the
zoning; there is nothing wrong with the building as
it stands now. It is not being used for anything-

Mr Trethowan: It is being used for private pur-
poses, which conforms to the zoning.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right, so explain
to me how it does not conform to the zoning?

Mr Trethowan: Why was a sign placed there
advertising a Chinese restaurant?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because the council gave
permission. I am not all that absorbed with the
idea of pursuing the matter, except to say that the
building as it is constructed and as it is presently
being used conforms to the zoning.

Mr Trethowan: Why did the Minister place that
new condition on the scheme?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: When the matter was
raised with the council, the council of its own
volition sought to initiate a rezoning application.

Mr Trethowan: What was the result?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The council decided not
to pursue it. The Stirling Electorate Council of the
Labor Party did not initiate any rezoning appli-
cation.

That is where it stands. The council can reject
the Minister's suggestion, as I understand it. It is
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perfectly competent for it to do so, and in that
respect the matter rests.

In respect of the member for Gascoyne's contri-
bution, I do not know; I suppose that he wants to
make those allegations, and then withdraw them
and not produce any evidence. I cannot do any-
thing about that.

Mr Clarko: Are you saying it was intended to
put a Chinese restaurant there?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was always the in-
tent ion.

Mr Laurance: Why didn't you tell them that
when you extorted those letters from them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: When the application
was submitted to the council?

Mr Laurance: You said it was going to be a
meeting place.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure what letters
the member is referring to.

Mr MacKinnon: There is your very selective
memory again! You got the letters of the people so
you must know what they are about.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not get the letters
from the people.

Mr Laurance: You gave them to the State
Housing Commission, and they are still on file.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know-
Mr MacKinnon: Like a few of your other com-

ments; you think we came down in the last shower.
Mr Clarko: What Mr Dowding is doing is the

most unusual and disgraceful thing that has ever
happened, especially pushing the Labor Party's
Chinese restaurant!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Gascoyne. is prepared to make allegations of that
sort without any evidence whatsoever. I cannot
stop him being in pursuit of a headline. I suppose
he could call me a rapist and a murderer and then
he could say, "You prove you are not"!

Mr Williams: lHe would know you would deny
it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would deny I am a
rapist and a murderer, that is true; but I would not
put it past the member for Gascoyne to call mec a
rapist and a murderer. I cannot stop him. As far as
this matter is concerned-

Mr MacKinnon: What did those letters from
the surrounding residents say, anyway?

Mr Peter Jones: The ones you sent to the State
Housing Commission.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not even know I
sent them to the SIIC. I have no idea what the
letters say.

Mr MacKinnon: You know damned well what
those letters say.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I do not.
Mr MacKinnon: Yes, you do, and you can say

that with a straight face!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Usually I tell the truth,

which is something that escapes the member for
Gascoyne.

Mr MacKinnon: You can tell us you do not
know what is in those letters?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is something the
member for Cascoyne has not been able to do so
far. I suppose it will support his position, but I do
not know that it is reasonable for him to make an
allegation and then to say to me, '1 think this is
true, therefore you demonstrate it is untrue". That
is the situation. I know the Opposition has been
pursuing the matter.

Mr MacKinnon: "I don't know anything about
the letters I transferred to the State Housing
Commission in support of my case"-you have got
to be joking!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would willingly trade
my financial position with that of the member for
Gascoyne, and I suspect that the member for
Gascoyne will not get the coverage he seeks.

Mr HASSELL: This matter is very simple if
one returns to the basic facts that the Labor
Party-

Point of Order
Mr BARNETT: I understood the Treasurer had

just closed the general debate.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs Hender-

son): The Treasurer spoke as a member during the
general debate.

Commit fee Resumed
Mr HASSELL: The Government is extremely

anxious to put an end to this debate, but I want to
discuss some very simple facts. I seem to remem-
ber the Treasurer saying during question time
tonight, "We did not have the oppurtunity to
answer"-as he so often does to us-"the question
of the Opposition not being prepared to cop it".

Mr Brian Burke: I am prepared to cop it any
time, Bill.

Mr HASSELL: There was some land and the
Labor Party wanted to obtain some of that land to
use for its purposes. It was State Housing Com-
mission land and, the Labor Party went to the
previous Government to seek that land to be made
available to it. After a very long process that
involved a couple of Cabinet discussions, which I
recall only vaguely, a deal was eventually struck
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under which the land was to be made available to
the Labor Party on the basis that it was to be used
for the genuine internal purposes of the Labor
Party, Of course, the approach was made on sev-
eral occasions by the now Treasurer. It was always
understood that the land was to be developed and
used by the Labor Party for purely party purposes.
When an agreement was eventually struck with
the former Government, it was on that basis; and
the contract contained a number of elements
which were designed to protect the integrity of the
deal. The contract specifically provided for the
building to conform with the current zoning, and
no application was to be made for any change to
the zoning for a specified period. These things are
all set out on the file that the Minister refused to
table and make available and about which the
Minister refused repeatedly to answer questi .ons.
The very essence of question time in this place was
defeated on occasion after occasion by the Minis-
ter's blocking the questions and refusing to answer
them until eventually a copy of the contract docu-
ment was made available to us and those matters
which we knew it contained were then seen very
clearly in writing.

It is also a fact, as disclosed by the official
records of the Council, that the application for
approval of the construction of the building was
made by the Treasurer, although he was not then
the Treasurer, and signed by him . The document
described precisely the purposes of the building.
All of those things are simple facts.

It is a fact that the Labor Party, when it sought
to use SHC land for Labor Party purposes, was
made to justify its proposals in a reasonable way
and was made to satisfy the surrounding residents
by producing evidence of their concurrence with
the variation of use proposed; and all of those
things were done on the very clear understanding
at every stage that the land was to be used for
internal Labor Party purposes. Madam Deputy
Chairman, do you know that some questions have
still not been answered-I am entitled to an
answer-about the use of that building? Do not
forget that this building was not only proposed to
be used for a Chinese restaurant contrary to the
zoning and contrary to the agreement made by the
Labor Party with the Government, but it was also
leased in part to the Government-a nice, cosy
deal-for one or two electorate offices!

I asked these simple questions: What was the
rent, what were the terms, etc? To this day I have
not received an answer to them.

Everything we have sought to find out about
this matter, from official Government records,
about which the Parliament and the public are
entitled to know, has been held back.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
Henderson): Order! The Leader of the Opposition
will resume his seat. I have previously drawn at-
tention to the fact that the member for Gascoyne
repeated the same argument five times. Standing
Order No. 142 refers to tedious repetition by a
member either of his own argument or of the
argument used by other members in debate. To
this point, the Leader of the Opposition has been
canvassing the points that were raised by the
member for Gascoyne. If he has further points to
make, I ask him to make them and not to continue
to canvass arguments we have heard five times
already this evening.

Mr HASSELL: I respect your ruling, but to the
best of my knowledge I say in all frankness that
your interpretation, Madam Deputy Chairman,
although based on the Standing Orders, is more
stringent than that usually applied in this
Chamber. I do not think you would wish me to
confine the debate unduly, because this is after all
the Parliament where these issues can be raised. I
want to go on in terms of the simple facts of what
has gone on.

Mr Bryce: Does that mean you are about to
defy that request, because what you have said is
arrant nonsense? You must have changed your
mind and come back and become involved in this.

Mr HASSELL: Let me say again, for the ben-
efit of the Deputy Premier, who has again re-
peated an untruth, which so often members on the
Government side do, that I left the Chamber to
answer a telephone call which the attendant told
me was waiting for me. That is why I left the
Chamber. As soon as the call was finished I came
back to the Chamber. While I was walking down
the corridor and while I was in my office I listened
to the debate to the best of my ability.

Mr Bryce: You would have heard the Deputy
Chairman's ruling, but you are about to repeat for
the sixth time what has already been said, over
and over again.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I have requested
the Leader of the Opposition to move to a further
argument.

Mr HASSELL: The matter which has devel-
oped, and which was reported today, is extremely
serious and relates to the town planning
administration in this State. We have seen a town
planning Minister seeking to use his position for
the advantage of his political party. He has been
seeking to use his powers as a Minister to get
something to which he and his party are not
entitled. I am not talking about the technicality of
his powers as the Minister; I am not talking about
what might happen in other cases; I am talking
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about the morality and priority of this matter
which is taken on the basis of an understanding. It
continued on the basis of an understanding and
was concluded on the basis of an understanding
which was embodied in an agreement. Since then
the Labor Party has sought to avoid the
consequences of that agreement, firstly through
the council, and now through the exercise of the
Minister's powers.

It is without question an abuse of power of the
highest order and the Mir.;ster ought to resign.
There is no question about it. The Minister has
broken his oath. He has demonstrated a lack of
integrity of proportions which require his resig-
nation.

If we are to have any standard of integrity in
this State, the Minister for Planning must resign.
He has abused his office in a most serious way.
There cannot be any question of it and there can-
not be any avoidance of the issue.

The Treasurer can say what he likes and do
what he likes in terms of trying to say there was
some misunderstanding, and so on. There was no
misunderstanding and there has never been any
misunderstanding. The very people who had the
misunderstanding are in this Chamber, and every-
one knows the basis upon which the whole matter
proceeded. It was never on the basis of a Chinese
restaurant. I do not believe it was on the basis of
leasing out space as an electorate office. That may
not be so pertinent as was clearly the case in
relation to the restaurant.

I can only say that if we look at this matter we
must recognise that we are not dealing with one
small point of technicality, as the Minister has
said by way of interjection and others have
attempted to imply. We are talking about the
technicality that a Minister can impose conditions
on a town planning scheme before its final ap-
proval. Of course the Minister can do that,' but
that is not the situation here, and everyone knows
it. The situation here is that the Minister is
seeking to impose a condition at this late hour, not
only to advantage his political party, but also to
directly overcome the legal obligations of his
party, expressed in an agreement that the State
Housing Commission has on file and which the
Minister has tried to hide, but which has been
publicly disclosed. It is an agreement in the
clearest of terms and the Minister is trying to
breach the understanding against the wishes of the
people of the area, and the agreement that has
been made in his own high office as well as the
obligations attaching to it. The Minister simply
must resign.

Mr Pearce: That is absolute rubbish! The
rezoning process was done perfectly properly. You
brought improper political influence to bear on
your Liberal Party mates on the Stirling City
Council to reverse the decision they had already
made.

Withdrawal of Remarks

Mr HASSELL: Under the basis of your pre-
vious ruling, Madam Deputy Chairman, I ask that
you require the Minister to withdraw his impu-
tation of improper motives which in fact are inac-
curate, totally and factually.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mrs
Henderson): I might need to look at the words, but
my impression of the remarks that were made was
that they were not a reflection on a member of this
place; they were a reflection on members of a
political party. I did not hear a reflection on a
member of this Chamber.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister clearly and dis-
tinctly referred to me and my activities; without
question he used the word "you".

Mr WATT: The Minister for Education re-
ferred to "you and your mates"

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I did not hear
the reference to the Leader of the Opposition, but
I am happy to have a look at a copy of Mansard in
order to satisfy myself as to what the Minister for
Education has said. I regret that will result in
some waste of time of the Chamber.

Mr PEARCE: I am happy to withdraw the
word "improper". I did say to the Leader of the
Opposition that he brought improper political in-
fluence to bear on his political mates in the
Stirling City Council. I am perfectly prepared to
withdraw the word "improper"

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The Min-
ister has agreed to withdraw the word "improper".
without which the motives do not impute anything
to anyone. I accept that withdrawal.

Committee Resumed

Mr HASSELL: I was concluding my remarks
when the Minister interjected and made a com-
pletely false statement and implied improper mo-
tives. I tell the Minister and the Chamber that I
took no action whatsoever at any stage to try to
get the Stirling City Council or any of its council-
lors to do anything in relation to this matter.

The Minister does not accept what I said, but he
offers no evidence whatsoever and has none to
offer. I repeat again for the sake of the record so
that there can be no misunderstanding that I did
not at any time seek any action from the Stirling.
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City Council or any or its members in relation to
this matter.

Mr Pearce: Can you explain why it changed its
attitude on the zoning? Was it because it had a
Liberal majority on the council?

Mr HASSELL: I mention to the Minister that
perhaps it changed its attitude on the rezoning
because of the representations of its constituents
which were contained in several dozen or hundreds
of petitions, signatures, or letters-I do not know
what they were because I have not seen them.
However, its constituents objected to the use of the
premises as a Chinese restaurant because there
was inadequate parking and it was in a residential
zone.

If anyone wanted to construct a Chinese res-
taurant next to my house I would object, and I am
sure that the Minister would object, also. I guess
the Minister lives in a residential zone and would
not want a Chinese restaurant next door or even
within a few yards of his residence.

Again let me try to get the facts across to the
Minister for Education who obviously does not
know them. The matters relating to this issue were
not initially raised in this Chamber by the Oppo-
sition, but they were raised in a local newspaper
circulating in the area. At that time and, indeed,
subsequent to that time, I knew nothing of them;
and they were brought to me for attention after
that.

We really have to try to persuade the members
of the Government, including those members who
have a good opportunity to know the facts, to stick
to the facts of this issue. It is most serious when
one sees the way this whole thing has been conduc-
ted,

There has been an involvement by the Treasurer
and that involvement has been attempted to be
quoted by allegations of misunderstanding. The
written record still shows that there was no misun-
derstanding and if the Treasurer and the Govern-
ment are not prepared to say to the Minister for
Planning that he should resign today for
attempting to force the council to change its town
planning scheme, I issue a direct challenge to the
Government to come clean by tabling in this
Chamber the State Housing Commission fites
which show the story. Let it table the documents
and let the world see what is in them. They tell the
story precisely as I have just told it and on that
basis there is a scandal of major proportions and
the members of the Government know it.

Mr RUSHTON: I have some new material on
this matter. On 8 November I asked the Minister
in this Chamber representing the Minister for
Planning a question relating to Herb Graham

House. The kindest thing I can say is that the
Minister evaded the question. I asked the Minister
the following-

(I) Has the zoning for the site to build the
Herb Graham Centre in the City of
Stirling-

(a) received Minister's preliminary ap-
proval;

The Minister's answer was as follows-

(I1) (a) Yes, I granted preliminary approval
on 29 August 1984 ...

I further asked the following-

(b) completed the period for public re-
sponse;

The Minister's answer was, "Yes, a 2 I-day adver-
tising period ended on 5 October 1984". 1 then
asked the following-

(c) been accepted or rejected by City of
Stirling; and

(d) received final approval or rejected
by Minister?

The Minister's reply was that on 16 October 1984
the council resolved not to proceed with this
amendment. I then asked the Minister the date
and decision for each stage in (a) to (d) or the first
part of my question. His answer was the same as
that which applied to the first part of my question.

I acknowledge that not only the Minister for
Planning and the Treasurer, but also the Minister
for Local Government, are involved in this in-
trigue. It has been reported to me that two coun-
cillors from the City of Stirling had a vested
interest in this matter and they voted on it. I
understand that this was reported to the Minister
for Local Government. The whole case smells and
something is going wrong. It is up to the Minister
to answer that.

Mr Carr: I want to correct that. They did not
vote on the matter. They asked me for an exemp-
tion and I wrote back granting that exemption and
quoted the section of the Act which states that
their only interest was as members of a corporate
body and that there was no pecuniary interest.

Mr RUSHTON: The same councillors declared
their interest in another part of the proceedings,
but they did not declare their interest on this issue.
The Minister is trying to cover up in a despicable
way and is being a party to this smelly issue.

MR PARKER: The Treasurer has answered
the points made by the member for Gascoyne, the
member for East Melville, and other members in
relation to this matter. I am not familiar with the
details in this case and I will not add to those
comments.
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However, I will make a few points concerning
the way town planning schemes are determined
and administered. It is obvious that the member
for East Melville has had no experience in these
matters and does not understand how these town
planning schemes operate and the roles played by
different people; but it is not understandable that
the member for Gascoyne, who was a former mi n-
ister and an acting Minister for Urban Develop-
ment and Town Planning for some time during the
illness of the Minister of the previous Government,
should adopt this attitude; and it is certainly inex-
cusable for the member for Dale, who was for-
merly the Minister for Urban Development and
Town Planning.

The theme of the Town Planning and Develop-
ment Act in this State, as drawn up by a Liberal
Government and amended on many occasions, and
as it operates at the moment, is that a group of
people are involved in the town planning process.
It is the vital and fundamental assumption of the
Act that the Minister for Planning has the final
say in relation to all planning matters in connec-
tion with town planning schemes. It is not just
rubber stamping a final decision, but a decision to
actually make a policy in relation to planning
whether it be on a regional basis or within a local
authority.

The idea of the Town Planning and Develop-
ment Act as it applies in Western Australia is that
there should not be what one sees in Queensland,
for example, where from local authority to local
authority completely different standards and con-
ditions can be applied which result in the city
having a hotchpotch of activities which do not
blend and on a regional basis do not make sense.

The fundamental and prime role in the making
of town planning schemes does not rest with the
Minister. The powers of the Minister have always
been very extensive in that matter and they have
been used on many occasions. At no time have
they been used more than during the term of Hon.
June Craig when she was Minister for Urban De-
velopment and Town Planning in the former
Government. She was criticised by local govern-
ment authorities on many occasions, but she was
right in the use of those powers. Whether the
decisions she made were right is a matter for de-
bate. Whether the Minister for Planning on this
occasion is right in the decisions he has made isIone question, and I am not sufficiently familiar
with the matter to know the answer to that. I will
draw the criticisms of his decisions to his atten-
tion. However, the question of the propriety of
what he had done and the fact that what he has
done fits exactly into the scheme of things as

proposed by the Town Planning and Development
Act cannot be in any doubt whatsoever.

As an example to show how these things hap-
pen, the City of Subiaco town planning scheme
was finally approved by me but it had been going
backwards and forwards between the City of
Subiaco and the former Minister (June Craig) for
years before it finally came to me. Together with
my departmental officers I reached agreement
with the City of Subiaco on the basis upon which
we would move forward. At the time I could have
simply endorsed what Mrs Craig had done and
said that the town planning scheme would go
ahead in the way she had proposed. It would have
been perfectly legal and proper for me to do that,
and had she remained as Minister I believe that is
what she would have done. She had a particular
point of view about what was appropriate for town
planning in Subiaco and she was determined to
impose that point of view on the City of Subiaco.
Whether that was right or wrong is not the point I
am making here. She had the power to do it, she
was doing it, and she did it quite vigorously. I
assure members that there was no danger at all of
her reversing her decision. The departmental files
and Mrs Craig's open statements to the City of
Subiaco made that quite clear. That was her right.

Mr Trethowan: She enforced uniformity with-
out exception.

Mr PARKER: That is simply not true; she did
not enforce uniformity without exception. It is ab-
solute nonsense to say that. The City of Subiaco
was trying to achieve in its town planning
scheme-everyone has different views about what
is right and wrong and it is a very personal
view-a particular style of city and type of devel-
opment in its area and specifically a particular
type of uniformity. It wanted to preserve some of
the buildings, residential environment, densities of
population, and things of that sort in its town
planning scheme. The matters went to the very
heart of the character of the municipality but Mrs
Craig, when she was Minister, had a different
view about what Subiaco should be. She obviously
regarded it essentially as an extension of the City
of Perth. She wanted offices where there were
houses; high-density development where there was
low-density development; mnulti residential units
where there was single family accommodation;
and so forth. That was her very strong view and
she was determined to impose it on the City of
Subiaco. The Council resisted that but in the final
analysis, had she remained in her portfolio, she
would have been able to do that and I have no
doubt that she would have done it.

It is a political decision as to whether she was
right in that case, but from a legal point of view
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what she was doing was quite proper. It may have
been quite wrong but it was quite proper. It was
within her power and within the scheme of things
under the Town Planning and Development Act.
Under the Act it was her right to make a decision
about how the City of Subiaco should be devel-
oped; it was not a decision for the City of Subiaco.
That might or might not be the right thing but it is
what the law provides. It is the way the law has
been administered now since 1928. When the
member for Dale was Minister for Urban Devel-
opment and Town Planning he often imposed his
will. The Minister for Planning of course is a
much more representative person than most local
government authorities. He represents the
Government.

Mr Rushton: My interpretation is that councils
should be given every respect and consideration.

Mr PARKER: They are given every respect and
consideration. However, the member for Dale,
Mrs Craig, my colleague the Minister for Plan-
ning, and I when holding that portfolio, decided
from time to time that while we might give the
councils their respect and due, we would in the
final analysis make a decision which was at vari-
ance with theirs. The member for Dale did that
hundreds of times during the tenancy of his port-
folio.

Mr Rushton: I think you will find that on very
many occasions I listened to the council.

Mr PARKER: I dispute that, but [ do not have
access to the departmental files. It would be
interesting to check that. Certainly the so-called
Rushton subdivisions are a fact of life in the memn-
ber's electorate, often done at variance with the
views of the local authorities in terms of appeals
against the subdivisions.

That is the position and that is the scheme of
things. The Minister of the day is regarded as
having the duty and responsibility to determine
what the planning role should be in any local
authority. Every Minister, certainly in my mem-
ory and from the files I have seen, from the mem-
ber for Dale to the current Minister and including
me, has taken the view that he or she has an
overriding responsibility to make decisions in that
respect. Whether that is right or wrong is another
question. We have been critical of some of the
decisions made by the Opposition's Ministers
when it was in government, and the Opposition
has been critical of some of the decisions I made
and some or the decisions made by the current
Minister for Planning.

However, that is quite a different situation from
suggesting that there is something improper in
making those decisions. The Town Planning and

Development Act is being observed in full and,
indeed, although it is some time now since I have
had any association with this, my recollection of
some legal advice I received in relation to a differ-
ent matter but affecting the Minister's powers
under the Act, leads me to understand that the
Minister can intervene and make decisions at a
much earlier stage than has been done on this
occasion. It represents a little used power under
the Town Planning and Development Act. How-
ever, that is by the bye.

Nothing new has been said here tonight that has
not been said on various other occasions on which
the Opposition has raised this matter except, of
course, the suggestion that my colleague should
resign. I have demonstrated that is a patently ab-
surd suggestion.

The member for East Melville also referred to
other more legitimate matters in relation to town
planning which I will raise with my colleague so
that he may respond at some stage to the member
for East Melville.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-

Mr TRETHOWAN: Has the department been
subject to restructuring prior to the publication of
a report from the O'Meara committee into statu-
tory planning? There appears to be some signifi-
cant change, particularly in relation to the Minis-
ter's office. The wages for that office have been
increased from $ 169 000 to $243 000, a 43 per
cent increase. We are told that [2 people are
involved. I question whether this is subject to a
part-year cost for the previous year and has not
been recognised.

Mr Parker: When I was Minister the staff at my
orfice were attached to the Department of Em-
ployment and Training. This Minister's staff are
attached to the Town Planning Department. That
began only in January 1984.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I see. That is why there
has been no increase in staff.

The second question I wish to raise is in relation
to the positions that appear in the first two areas.
The allocation for the commissioner has increased
rrom $48 000 to $63 000, the deputy com-
missioner has disappeared in the current Estimate,
and the assistant commissioner's salary has
increased from $46 000 to S54 000. The chairman
of the Town Planning Board has disappeared. Am
I right in assuming that this represents the move
to some full-time appointments, and a significant
change in the structure of the vote for the com-
missioner for Town Planning and the assistant
commissioner, and the removal of the chairman of
the Town Planning Board? The other question I
wish to raise relates to the eight vacant positions
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listed at $197 000. Will those positions be filled or
are they positions which appear elsewhere in the
Budget?

I notice there has been a rise in additional as-
sistance from $41 000 to $125 000, which is a 200
per cent increase. What is the "additional assist-
ance"?

Mr PARKER: I have answered the point con-
cerning the Minister's staff. In relation to the
commissioner and the deputy commissioner, the
reason for the increase from $48 000 to $63 000 is
that there was only a part of the period in 1983-84
when someone was being paid in the role of com-
missioner. As the member knows, the former com-
missioner, Dr Carr, resigned as commissioner and
is now attached to the Overseas Projects Auth-
ority. Mr Graham has been acting as com-
missioner and that has led to that result. I will ask
the Minister to provide actual details, but I do not
think there have been any structural changes of
that magnitude. I understand that the fact that no
salary has been prescribed for the deputy com-
missioner simply reflects the fact that last year we
had to make provision for the position. The mem-
ber knows the way that estimates work-if some-
thing is done last year, it has to be reflected in the
following year's Budget. He is acting com-
missioner, pending the outcome of the study and I
think no-one will be appointed to fill the com-
missioner's role for the duration of this financial
year. No-one will be paid that money.

Mr Trethowan: I understand that, but I find it
difficult to understand why the chairman of the
Town Planning Board appears to be in the same
situation.

Mr PARKER: I am not sure about the chair-
man of the Town Planning Board. The member
will recall that, during the current year, Laurie
O'Meara, who had been chairman, relinquished
that position due to his having other duties and
Margaret Fieldman was appointed as chairman.
Maybe the basis of her remuneration is different
from that received by Mr O'Meara, because he
was remunerated virtually as a salaried officer
although he worked only three days a week. I am
not familiar with the basis of Miss Fieidman's
remuneration. It may be that she is employed on
some sessional basis in which case the amounts of
her remuneration would arise in other costs rather
than on the basis of salaries.

I understand the eight vacant positions
happened to be the case at the time the Budget
was drawn up. There is nothing untoward about
that. Two additional staff were appointed in late
1983-84 as a result of last year's budgetary pro-

cess.

The "additional assistance" to which the mem-
ber referred is in relation to additional staffing
costs associated with a central Perth policy docu-
ment which is a joint project of the Town Planning
Department, the City of Perth, and the Metropoli-
tan Region Planning Authority.

Item 2: Other Staffing Costs-

Mr TRETH-OWAN: This item might be
explained in part by the Minister's earlier sugges-
tion that perhaps the remuneration of the chair-
man of the Town Planning Board could be in-
cluded under this item. There is a considerable
increase in this item from $250 000 to $325 000.
What does this represent?

Mr PARKER: The main areas are additional
payroll tax associated with the transfer of the
Minister's office staff and the fact that the Minis-
ter's travel costs are now included in this item.
Previously they came under the vote for the De-
partment of Employment and Training and the
department is now responsible for training costs.

Item 9: Town Planning Appeal Tribunal-

Mr TRETHOWAN: Again I raise the question
of whether there is an element of restructuring
involved in this item which relates to the tribunal
which has a current estimate of $72 000. No ex-
penditure or vote is registered for the 1983-84
financial year. Why should that level of expendi-
ture suddenly appear? I understand there has been
some change in the restructuring of costs in re-
lation to the tribunal, particularly in relation to
the departmental costs that relate to the Town
Planning Department appeals under the system. I
am not sure whether that relates to this cost; I am
not sure how it could.

Mr PARKER: The answer is simple: The Town
Planning Appeal Tribunal which has existed in its
current form for some years has been transferred
from Division 1, "Special Acts of the Budget", to
a formal departmental expenditure item. There
has been no change.

Division 92 put and passed.

Division 93: Employment and Training,
$10 046 000-

Mr MacKINNON: I wish to raise two matters,
one of which may be termed a bouquet and the
other a brickbat. The first matter relates to the
Government's decision to appoint-and I quote
from the Press report of Monday, 12
November-"bureau to co-ordinate youth ser-
vices". I think that such a bureau is well overdue
in Western Australia. It may well be that Ilam on
the wrong track. It is my view that such a bureau,
if it is to co-ordinate youth services in Western
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Australia, should be involved in co-ordinating the
employment services.

Looking at the various services in Western
Australia which now apply to youth, in particular
as far as unemployment is concerned, there seem
to be a great many. One can go from CES to
CYSS to Joblink-there are three, four, or five
programmes which the Government is
operating-and now there is the work skills pro-
gramme.

There seem to be very many programmes and
very little done to co-ordinate them. I would like
this youth bureau to co-ordinate youth services,
not merely look at the other areas, but include in
its work the employment services or the unemploy-
ment services, whichever way one likes to term it.
This is an area which needs attention.

If that is not to occur, the Government should,
as we said the other night in relation to youth
housing, allocate some funds specifically for youth
employment purposes. If the youth bureau is not
to be used for those purposes, it is important that
something be done in this regard. In other words,
the agencies involved in youth unemployment or
unemployment services-whichever way one
wishes to term it-should be drawn together to
ensure that the services provided are administered
in a most efficient way. I am talking about the
services provided either by the Commonwealth or
the State.

The Government made the point that the youth
employment council would carry out those func-
tions. The council could comprise people
representing youth, employers, employees, and the
Government, and I hope, the Opposition. Perhaps
the area of most concern in the community at the
moment-the one which concerns me most-is the
tragically high level of youth unemployment.

If the bureau which has been appointed to co-
ordinate youth services is not to carry out that
task-or even if it is-it is appropriate for the
Government to give consideration to the appoint-
ment of such a council, particularly in the light of
the fact that 1985 is the International Youth
Year. By appointing such a council we could pro-
vide a lead for the rest of Australia, not only in
examining the high levels of youth unemployment,
but hopefully drafting policy suggestions to ensure
that the current resources are used in the most
efficient way.

The second area is the brickbat, and that relates
to the item included under the employment and
training vote headed "Employment Strategy
Fund". I quote from the Budget speech delivered
by the Treasurer on 13 October 1983, when he
had this to say about that fund-

An allocation of $3 million has been made
for an Employment Strategy Fund.

This will facilitate access to the Common-
wealth's Community Employment Pro-
gramme under agreed arrangements whereby
the State meets 30 per cent of the cost of
approved programmes and the Common-
wealth the remainder.

With Commonwealth funds, the amount
available for employment creation through
the strategy fund totals $10 million.

This fund has never been used for the task for
which it was created. Questions I have asked in
this Parliament, dealing with the sum total of the
employment funds attracted by this particular
fund, spoke of two projects only. One was for the
Department of Employment and Training CEP
project monitoring, $104 000-odd, and another,
Native Animal and Bird Rehabilitation Associ-
ation centre project, in round terms, $138 000. A
fund was created totalling $3 million to generate
and stimulate $10 million worth of work from the
CEP programme, but all we saw spent on that was
roughly $240 000.

Worst of all, in a period of our history which is
probably the most unfortunate in terms of youth
unemployment, where youth unemployment is
double that which applies to adults, this fund has
stood largely idle. Only half the sum of $3 million
allocated by this Government to the employment
strategy fund has been allocated at this stage. In
fact the most recent question I asked on this mat-
ter was on 16 October 1984, and in that question I
asked the Minister representing the Minister for
Employment and Training how much currently
stands to the credit of the employment strategy
fund. The answer was $2 189 000, so not even SI
million of that money had been spent 1 2 months
after its allocation. I n fact, only half of it had been
allocated, although not spent, at that date. About
$1.5 million at today's date of an allocation made
in last year's Budget to alleviate unemployment in
Western Australia is still unallocated.

It is worse than that. We now have in this
Division $6 million, so what we now have standing
to the credit of the employment strategy fund in
Western Australia is a total of approximately $7
million in unallocated funds; yet this Government
professes to have a commitment to assist in youth
unemployment!

When I made that allegation recently the Min-
ister for Employment and Training had this to say
in a Press statement dated 7 November-

The employment strategies fund was set up
in 1983-84 with an initial allocation of $3
million.
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Of these funds, $3.5 million was committed
to employment measures in 1983-84 and this
year the balance has been boosted to $2
million.

The Minister does not even know his own Vote. In
his Press statement he admits only half the funds
allocated in 1983-84 have been spent.

The Minister stands to be condemned when we
have record levels of youth unemployment in our
State at present, and he has $7 500 000 at today's
date sitting in a trust fund waiting to be allocated.
Thousands of young people in Western Australia
are without a job and looking for an opportunity to
find a job, and the Government is not prepared to
spend the funds allocated in that regard. It is high
time the Government tackled youth unemploy-
ment in a proper way and started allocating the
funds for the purposes for which they were voted.

Mr PARKER: In relation to the role of the
youth bureau, the Minister for Youth and Com-
munity Services will have this bureau under his
portfolio. This is not my portfolio; I am not
sufficiently familiar with it to comment on pre-
cisely what role it will have in relation to youth
employment. My understanding is that any allo-
cations made to youth will have a co-ordinating
and useful role. The Minister may wish to com-
ment on that when his division comes up.

In relation to the other point made by the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition, again I am not fam-
iliar with the detail of the matter, but certainly the
State employment strategies fund was set up for a
number of purposes, including to enable the State
Government to participate in the community em-
ployment fund and to maximise the number of
people who could be employed under it. During
the course of last year, and certainly during the
currency of my holding of this portfolio and
subsequently, we were able to maximise that usage
of the community employment fund without
having to draw to the extent we thought would be
necessary on the State employment strategies
fund.

Some very substantial things are now provided
for in the $6 million and, of course, considerable
publicity has been given to the Government's in-
itiatives in the youth employment area which have
resulted in a 30 to 35 per cent reduction in youth
unemployment in this State. It is still at very high
and unacceptable levels, but there has been a very
substantial reduction in youth unemployment in
this State during the time we have been in Govern-
ment. Of the $6 million, $3.5 million is to be spent
on the youth employment and training initiative
skills programme; $I1.9 million is the cost of the
rebate for workers' compensation for all first year

apprenticeships which are announced this year;
$500 000 is the cost of the employment of 100
additional apprentices in Government depart-
ments; and $70 000 is the cost of Aboriginal em-
ployment consultancy.

Mr MacKinnon: What does that total?

Mr PARKER: It totals $5.97 million. That is
the situation there.

Division 93 put and passed.
Division 94: Consumer Affairs, $2 822 000-
Mr TRETHOWAN: It will please members to

know that much of what I intended to say under
this Division will not need to be said this evening
following the appointment of the Select Com-
mittee. I said much in relation to the appointment
of the Select Committee to look at the operations
of the Small Claims Tribunal when we debated
that issue a few days ago. That is one of the key
areas of concern among consumers and small busi-
ness people in relation to the Department of Con-
sumer Affairs, It is important that constructive
suggestions come out of the report of the Select
Committee and I shall be very interested to see the
results of its work.

As I sai .d in that speech, it is very important that
the Government takes note of the result, and I
hope we see significant action take place, so that
not only are the rights of consumers protected in
order to allow them to be able to seek redress for
minor defaults of contracts and warranties, but
also that the rights of small businesses are
protected to ensure that they can see and under-
stand that they have received justice when a claim
is made against them.

I feel sure that if that can be achieved, we shall
see the Small Claims Tribunal adopting a positive
stance in terms of the work it does in the com-
munity.

I turn now to the recent passage of the Com-
mercial Tribunal Bill. I reiterate my concern as to
the depth of consultation which will occur with
each industry group before the Government seeks
to bring groups under the auspices of the Com-
mercial Tribunal.

It is important that the current provisions of
each of those Acts, particularly in terms of the
structure of the board and representation on it, are
allowed to remain intact or at least as intact as is
in agreement with the needs of the industry groups
concerned.

I express great concern should the current
interests of the industry groups on their particular
boards be overlooked in any attempt to combine
them and bring them under the control of the
Commercial Tribunal. I hope that, as he indicated
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in his speech, the Minister will enter into very long
and full dialogue with industry groups relating to
the implementation and spread of coverage of the
Commercial Tribunal.

I turn now to what appears to be a pre-empting
of a decision of this Chamber in this Budget. I
realise that is not always avoidable, but this mat-
ter deals with the appointment of a director of
consumer affairs in addition to the commissioner.

Mr Parker: It was provided for in last year's
Budget.

Mr TRETHOWAN: It was an estimate. It is
not the actual figure. This is just an estimate that
may not occur and the appointment will not be
made until the passage of the legislation: is that
correct?

Mr Parker: That is right.
Mr TRETHOWAN: The only concern I have is

that it seems strange, if that is the intention, that
that Bill has not been proceeded with, as it has
received the agreement of the Opposition, at a
slightly earlier stage than currently a ppears likely.
I understand we are not likely to deal with that
Bill before the Chamber rises today and I find it
difficult to understand that the Government has
already laid its plans to restructure the depart-
ment. In fact many aspects of the restructuring
have taken place already. Indeed, the Bill will
work retrospectively back to a month after the
Government took office.

1 query the increase in the clerks, typists, and
assistants from an actual figure of $703 000 last
year to $947 000 this year. Why has that increase
occurred? Is it related to a general increase in the
number of people working in that area or does it
relate to the reallocation of staff from a different
area of the department? Similarly there has been
a significant increase in the amount allocated to
the Small Claims Tribunal. The figure has
increased from $145 000 to $163 000. Was this
purely a recognition of a salary increase or does it
involve other costs of people employed in the small
claims area?

There is also a significant increase in the allo-
cation for additional assistance from $60 000 to
$78 000. Could the Minister explain why that in-
crease has occurred? Also in respect of other
staffing costs a significant increase has occurred.
The figure has gone from $148 000 to $198 000
between last year's expenditure and this year's
estimate. Why has that occurred? The amount
allocated to services and contracts has almost
doubled and I wonder about the reason for that.

Mr PARKER: I apologise to the member and
the Chamber, because unfortunately for some
reason I do not have the detailed notes of the

Department of Consumer Affairs. However, the
member has itemnised his requests for information
and I shall ensure that the Minister for Consumer
Affairs responds to each of the questions by letter
as soon as possible.

Division 94 put and passed.

Division 86: Government Employees' Housing
Authority, $12 306 000-

Mr MacKINNON: A matter of concern to my-
self and the Opposition parties generally involving
the Government Employees' Housing Authority
(GEHA) relates to the fact that the Government
has not increased rentals for the authority's ten-
ants since I January 1982. On 8 November 1
asked the Minister a question without notice as
follows-

(1) Is it correct that rentals for Government
Employees' Housing Authority homes
have not increased since I January
1982?

(2) Why is this so?

(3) When is it likely that the rentals will be
reviewed?

The Minister replied-

(I) Yes.

(2) and (3) This matter is under continuing
consideration. In fact, we inherited it
from the Government of which the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition was a
Minister. We inherited a situation in
which there were marked differences-

Further on-

They were pegged in January 1982; they
were not increased.

The previous Government pegged them in
January 1982.

A month earlier, on 9 October, the Minister had
answered another question on this subject I asked
of him to the effect that rents were last increased
on the first pay period of January 1982. So it has
now been clearly determined when the rents were
last increased.

What I will do now is turn to the GEHA annual
report for 1982 because that re-emphasises the
point just made. Its chairman, Mr Wilkinson,
made the following statement about rental in-
creases-

Rent increases applied in January 1982
were generally accepted by tenants although
in some cases the effect of these increases
were partly absorbed by the rent allowances
achieved through the various industrial and
appeal bodies.
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The increases were timed to coincide with
increases applicable to departmental housing
rents which are now progressively increasing
to the level of G.E.H.A. rents by $6.00 every
six months. The increases in departmental
rents are the result of the Government's pol-
icy of standardising rents and housing stan-
dards for all Government employees residing
in Government accommodation.

I now turn to the same chairman's report for the
year ended June 1983, and in part it reads as
follows-

Revenue earnings during 1982/83 were af-
fected because of the wages "freeze" which
resulted in the Government deferring the
G.E.H.A. rent increase of 12.5 per cent,
which had been scheduled for 'January 1,
2983. The estimated revenue lost amounted
to $320 000 for the hair-year ended June 30,
1983.

A cabinet decision of March 21, 1983
which granted State Energy Commission
workers a significant rental advantage over
other Government employees is of great con-
cern to the Authority. As a result State En-
ergy Commission employees now pay
approximately $30 per week less than other
Government workers and the disparity will
widen each time rentals are increased.

It is considered that there is no justification
for treating State Energy Commission
workers differently to other Government em-
ployees and, unless action is taken by the
Government to bring State Energy Com-
mission rents to parity with G.E.H.A. razes,
the issue is likely to create serious industrial
disputation.

Again we see that the rents were last increased on
1 January 1982 and that they were due to be
increased on l January 1983, but because of the
wages freeze that did not occur. By having not
been increased at all since that time, despite the
fact that the wages freeze has now been over for
some time, in the words of the GEHA Chairman,
there are some workers in WA who are signifi-
cantly better off than other people in the com-
munity who are not as well-placed to meet those
increases as are those people who are paying these
lower rentals. The chairman knows as well as I do
that at present 1 004 Aboriginal people in WA are
on the waiting lists for housing accommodation.
This is at a time when a group of people in the
State, the tenants of the GEHA accommodation,
have not faced a rental increase as have their
counterparts in, for example, the State Housing
Commission or in private sector housing

administered by the Industrial and Commercial
Employees' Mousing Authority. I do not think that
is reasonable.

Before the Minister says that we are asking
people to pay more rents because we are asking
the Government to put up the rents, let me say this
to him: He is dead right. I do not think the people
in this section of the community are paying their
fair share, because people in the community whom
the Government is supposed to represent, those
less fortunate people, are being forced to suffer
because of the Government's inaction in this area.

If we were to work out the amount the rental
increases should have raised, we would Find that
this Government has forgone about $1 million in
rental increases simply because it has not been
prepared to bite the bullet. Why has the Govern-
ment not been prepared to do this? What is it
afraid of? Why has it not continued the previous
Government's objectives of trying to bring depart-
mental rents into line so that we have standlardised
rentals for all Government employees residing in
Government accommodation?

Surely, if Government agencies wish to make
allowances for their staff, allowances which differ
from those in other areas, they are quite entitled to
do so, but they should do so through their own
budgets and not through the agency of GEHA or
any other housing authority. The subsidy should
be easily identified, as it is with the State Housing
Commission.

I do not think the Minister has come clean in his
previous statements to the Chamber about
GEHA, and it is about time something was done
about it. It is not reasonable for him to say that it
is the fault of the previous Government. His
Government has been in office since February
1983 and it has had ample time to bite the bullet
on this issue. Now is certainly the time it should
do so in the interests of all the people in WA who
are less fortunate than the majority of GEHA
tenants, people who do have a job and an income
and are able to pay reasonable increases in rents
that should apply in these instances.

Mr WILSON: We have witnessed another bit
of gross hypocrisy fiom the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, and of course we are used to it. What
we have heard are claims by someone who is a new
boy to the business, someone who has not been
able to understand the situation very well and
who, through his own ignorance, makes very vacu-
ous claims. The situation is that the previous
Government did freeze GEHA rents in January
1983.

Mr MacKinnon: For what reason?
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Mr W ILSON: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition has had his chance to make his point. He
has claimed that the previous Government was
trying to bring all departmental rents into line.

He should have greatly emphasised the word
"'trying" because the previous Government was
not making a very good fist of it. There were gross
inequalities between departments. The previous
Government refused to bite the bullet, to use the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition's own words, It
would not deal with the SEC in regard to the
inequality which applied to SEC rents. They
refused to deal with the gross inequalities that
applied to Prisons Department rents. They closed
their eyes to those inequalities and they failed to
deal with them over a period of nine years in
Government. That is the truth of the situation
which the Deputy Leader of the Opposition fails
to outline to the Chamber.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you saying Mr Wilkinson
is not telling the truth?

Mr WILSON: Mr Wilkinson on many oc-
casions was at pains to point out to me how the
previous Government and the previous Cabinet
had very clearly failed to bite the bullet.

Mr 1. F Taylor: The prisoners at Roebourne
were catered for but they would not build houses
for prison officers.

M r W ILSON: I ndeed. They made provision for
a huge prison at Roebourne and did not make any
provision for prison officers' houses. It was a very
effective Government!

Mr MacKinnon: 1 do not know what this has to
do with G EHA rentalIs.

Mr WILSON: They are all GEHA houses, my
friend. That is what it has to do with GEHA rents .
They are all houses for which very low rents are to
be paid.

Mr MacKinnon: They still are.

Mr WILSON: Of course. It only reflects, in
effect, a very deeply entrenched inactivity on the
part of previous conservative Governments to
tackle this question. The present Government is in
the process of ensuring that we do establish a
policy which brings about a level of equality and
we are having to do that from a position of gross
inactivity on the part of the previous Government.
We have had numerous difficulties because of that
gross inactivity on the part of the previous Govern-
ment to rectify those inequalities across the scale
of the department, but we are not deterred from
our task. A Cabinet subcommittee is working very
actively in this regard and my ministerial col-
leagues who have responsibility across the depart-
ments involved are very concerned about it and are

working on it actively. I simply assure the member
and the Opposition that we are aware of this mat-
ter and, unlike the previous Government and for-
mer Governments for all those years, we will
seriously tackle it and we will not, like those
Governments, fail to deal with the basic issues at
stake.

Division 86 put and passed.

Division 87: Rural Housing Authority, $194 000;
Division 88: Community Welfare,
$48 615 000-put and passed.

Division 89: Aboriginal Affairs Planning Auth-
ority, SI1314 000-

Mr HASSELL: In the last few days we have
seen the Treasurer once again grossly distort and
mislead the position of the Opposition in relation
to Aboriginal affairs. I do not intend to allow
those matters to pass without correction because
the Treasurer used the forms of the House-and I
do not blame him for that; I guess it is only to be
expected-to say these things during question
time when there was no opportunity for the Oppo-
sition to reply and when the Opposition has no
opportunity within the House to balance the com-
ments. It really is pretty rough.

Mr I. F. Taylor: Do you want to abolish ques-
tion time?

Mr HASSELL: No, but it would be a welcome
change if it could be used as question time and not
as a time for Ministers' speeches.

Mr 1. F Taylor: You ask the questions and he
gives the answers.

Mr HASSELL: The questions I am talking
about are not asked on that basis. They arc asked
by Government members. They are dorothy dix
questions.

Mr 1. F Taylor: You asked one question and I
asked the other.

Mr H-ASSELL: I asked one question to which
the Treasurer did not know the answer.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: I thought he did very well,
actually.

Mr HASSELL: He did not know the answer.
He said he did not know whether the 40 per cent
he had referred to included the eight per cent
already included in reserves. He said very clearly
that he did not know the answer to that question.
He then went on to make a speech about what he
bad just said at a Press conference while he had in
the gallery people from the WA Chamber of
Mines, the Pastoralists and Graziers Association
and others.

Mr Wilson: What is wrong with that?
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Mr H-ASSELL: I am not saying anything is
wrong with that. The Minister does not seem to
understand the continuity of the discussion.

Mr Wilson: Why did you raise it then? Why did
you bring the matter up?

Mr HASSELL: The point I am making, that
the member for Kalgoorlie brought up, for the
sake of the Minister so he could understand it, was
that Ministers should regard question time as a
time for asking questions, instead of making
speeches.

Mr Wilson: Why don't you get on with the
subject before the Chair?

Mr H-ASSELL: If the Minister and his col-
leagues stop interjecting I will proceed quietly
down the road, as I intend to do anyway; but we
will proceed much more quickly if the Minister
can restrain himself for a little while.

The matter is really very important because
what the Treasurer said last night is something
which I will not under any circumstances allow to
pass. His comments related very directly to the
subject of Aboriginal affairs where in the course
of a stormy answer to a provocative question, the
Treasurer sought to accuse the Opposition of be-
ing racist and of stirring up racial hatred and then,
not satisfied with that accusation which he knew
could not be answered in the course of question
time, he went on to drag in the name of some
people and to drag in the matter of people writing
anti-Asian slogans on the walls of various public
places, and by innuendo and implication he
created and left the impression that he wanted to
create and leave; namely, that the Opposition was,
firstly, anti-Aboriginal and, secondly, in some way
associated with the people who write those sorts of
slogans.

The Treasurer knows full well because he has
had full reports on these matters from his col-
leagues and advisers, that in all of the activities of
the Opposition in opposing Aboriginal land rights
nothing has ever been said, done, or implied
against the Aboriginal people and that the Oppo-
sition's stance has always been very clear and con-
cise in that it expresses a complete opposition to
the granting of land rights based on race. It advo-
cates equality of rights to claim land, and equality
of rights to hold land and it requires and requests
that the real problems of Aboriginal people should
not only continue to be addressed as they are by
State and Federal Governments, including this
Government, but also that the addressing of those
real problems of housing, education, and employ-
ment, should be reviewed.

That is the attitude the Opposition has
expressed. It has never expressed any shadow or

shred of support for any anti-Aboriginal feeling in
this matter. We have invited Aboriginal people not
only to attend our seminars, but also to take part
in them and to say what they want to say. A
number of them have availed themselves of the
invitation. On occasions at these seminars, when
people have sought to raise issues in an aggressive
anti-Aboriginal way, the Treasurer knows that I
have on every occasion, without exception,
immediately responded to point out that the anger
that people feel about land rights should not be
translated into anger directed at Aboriginal
people. I have reminded people on each occasion
that land rights is not the invention of Aboriginal
people, but rather the invention of white advisers
and others who believe they have something to
gain by creating these kinds of tensions.

Of course, some misguided people believe that
the granting of land rights will solve the problems
of Aboriginal people completely. They overlook
the fact that the 8.4 per cent of Western Australia
that Aboriginal people already hold has not solved
any of their problems and is not likely to do so.

The Treasurer knows that that has been our
position and it does him no credit to misrepresent
us as he has done. I will not let it pass. One of the
things that the Treasurer has repeated a couple of
times, and specifically last night and tonight in
question time, is the assertion that the Opposition
has said to people that they have to fear for their
homes, because of land rights. Again that is a
misleading and dishonest statement by the
Treasurer anid I want to correct it, because I do
not think he should be permitted to get away with
the practice of misrepresenting the Opposition
that he adopts.

The Treasurer has set up an Aunt Sally so that
he can attack the Opposition. He gets away with
that so often, but we will make it clear to him
again tonight that he will not be permitted to put
those things on record without an answer. How-
ever long I have to wait and take to give an
answer, I will give it.

The Opposition has said that in relation to the
Federal heritage legislation one's home is not safe.
It has never been said in relation to the State
Government's land rights legislation, because I
have always been precise about such matters.

A pamphlet on heritage legislation states,
"Labor's Heritage Law-Even Your Home Isn't
Safe". I do not detract from or apologise for that;
I reassert that under the Federal heritage law
one's home is not safe, because a Minister of the
Crown, sitting in his office in Canberra, can de-
clare any part of any person's home to be an area
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of significance and that person would then be sub-
ject to a penalty for entering upon that part.

The Minister laughed at that, but the fact is
that under the Federal Government's heritage law,
this place can be declared by the Minister to be an
area of significance. The Minister knows how bad
the law is, because he made some representations
against it when it was brought in. Of course, they
were pretty weak and feeble representations which
made not the slightest difference to the Federal
Government.

The Minister could see how extreme that law
was. He could see that the law had no limitations
and no controls on the exercise of power. For a
farmer, of course, it is not just the house that is his
home; it is largely the area of the farm which is his
home. It is interesting in those circumstances to
see the application of the State Aboriginal Heri-
tage Act.

I refer to a report in The Geraidion Guardian,
which my colleague the member for Greenough
raised with the Minister tonight, and about which
the Minister scoffed. On 13 November 1984,?under the heading "Sacred site" the following was
reported on page I I-

An area of about 30 hectares in
Northampton Shire has been gazetted as a
protected area under the Aboriginal Heritage
Act.

I presume that is the State heritage Act and not
the Commonwealth one. To continue-

The site, which is in the Willow Gully area,
has been proclaimed as an art and occupation
site-

I understand that there may have been some mis-
take about the area, but the fact remains that that
private land has been declared, without any con-
sultation and without any advice being given to
the farmer concerned about the private land that
he owns. All sorts of legal consequences flow from
that.

In the last two days the Treasurer has, for the
purposes of attacking the Opposition, misleadingly
suggested that we are wrong about the assertion in
the pamphlet concerning the Federal heritage law
where we say that one's home is not safe. I have
never said anything of the sort in relation to the
State land rights law, as proposed by the Govern-
ment.

The Government, of course, has shifted ground
on that law. I have never said, and neither has our
literature ever suggested, that one's home is not
safe in that regard. In the first of our pamphlets,
which was entitled "Land Rights-The Frighten-
ing Facts", we set out a map showing the various

areas of land. Again the Treasurer has on two
occasions in the last two days tried to assert in my
presence-I do not know what he has said to his
Press conference and in private meetings with
j .ournalists-that we have suggested that private
land would be at risk under the Government's
proposed land rights legislation.

Again, that is completely false and the
Treasurer knows it. He knows it is false, because
he has our pamphlet and has alluded to it in this
Chamber.

The pamphlet sets out the different areas of
Aboriginal land that will be handed over
immediately. That was the Government's commit-
ment. It also referred to the vacant Crown land
that would become available for claim by Aborigi-
nes. That is what the Government, the Minister
for Mines, the Minister with special responsibility
for Aboriginal Affairs, the Treasurer and Mr Sea-
man have said and it is also outlined in the ALP
policy. The basic commitment made was that
vacant Crown land would become available for
claim. The Government has retreated from that in
that not all vacant Crown land is to become avail-
able for claim. However, at the time the pamphlet
to which I refer was published, the Opposition and
the Government were proceeding along the lines
that all vacant Crown land would become avail-
able for claim.

The Opposition's pamphlet referred to pastoral
land and set out that it would become inalienable
freehold land if it were purchased for Aborigines.
The Government's plan was, and still is, that pas-
toral leases which have been purchased would be-
come Aboriginal land.

The pamphlet further refers to freehold land
which it says will become available for purchase
and conversion to an inalienable freehold title. It
refers to 170 000 square kilometres-6.8 per cent
of this State.

Mr Seaman's discussion paper, which was the
Government's discussion paper because it estab-
lished the Seaman committee, was quoted in the
pamphlet. I do not mind the Treasurer telling the
public about our position on land rights. In fact, I
am very pleased if he tells the public regularly
about our position on land rights because every
time he says that we are opposed to land rights he
reinforces the tremendous level of public support
we have for our position on land rights.

What I will not tolerate is the Treasurer
misrepresenting the Opposition's position on land
rights. From the beginning, I have been meticu-
lous and absolutely careful in stating the facts on
these matters. I used information that came from
official publications, the Department of Lands and
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Surveys and people who had undertaken research
on the subject. When people have asked me about
the Opposition's attitude I have stated it truly and
have said clearly that the Government in this
State had no plans and never did have any plans
that I knew of to compulsorily acquire land for
Aboriginal land rights.

That has proved to be partly wrong because
under the Government's current proposals its
plans are to compulsorily excise land from pas-
toral leases for Aborigines.

Mr Bridge: When you talk about compulsory
acquisition of land you have to bear in mind the
Whole Process is subject to a claim being justified
before the tribunal.

Mr HASSELL: I do not dispute what the mem-
ber is saying, but the fact is that people who own
pastoral leases will, in some vases, have part of
their leases taken away from them compulsorily to
provide an excision area for Aboriginal people.

Mr Bridge: I think it is better to use the words
"shall" or "may" instead of the word "will".

Mr HASSELL: I am saying that in all cases
they may, but in some cases they will and that is
the precise position.

We are going down this path with the Govern-
ment pleased about its decision because of the
support it has received for its legislation from a
number of groups-the Pastoralists and Graziers
Association, the WA Chamber of Mines, AMIC
and AMEC. The Government appears to be
pleased because those different representative
groups support its plans. By the way, the Aborigi-
nal people do not support the Government's plans
at all.

Mr Wilson: That is totally incorrect. It shows
how out of touch you are.

Mr HASSELL: It is interesting to hear the
Minister say that I am out of touch, especially
when the Minister refuses to tell the Chamber and
the public what is going on. The Minister has not
told us what he has told the journalists; that is,
that the Government proposes to send certain
documents to the Commonwealth Government
without their being presented to this Parliament.
The Minister says I am out of touch! What does
the Minister expect when he goes about his busi-
ness in such a way that he deliberately withholds
information?

Mr Wilson: I assumed you would have been in
touch with the Aboriginal people.

Mr HASSELL: We are in touch with a lot of
Aboriginal people. A number of them have been to
see me about their attitude to this matter.

Mr Wilson: A small number.

Mr HASSELL: It has not been a tribe but it
has been a number.

Mr Watt: They do not share the Minister's
view.

Mr HASSELL: They did not share the Minis-
ter's view.

Mr Wilson: The NAC did share your view; they
seem to be in line with you these days.

Mr HASSELL: Perhaps the Minister has made
my point for me.

Let me pursue the point about how the
Treasurer seeks to misrepresent our position and
to misrepresent and hide the truth about what is
going on.

Mr Grill: The Treasurer spent only five minutes
on this debate and you drone on forever.

Mr HASSELL: I will drone ott for as long as I
like.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: I would have thought that the

underskin situation was from the Government side
of the House. There seems to be sniggers from all
corners of the Government's side because I am
putting things right.

Several members interjected.
Mr Bryce: Don't you get embarrassed because

you bore the Chamber at such lengths?
Mr HASSELL: Let me explain to the Deputy

Premier the Government's lack of information on
the amount of land that will be available for claim.
On 16 October the Treasurer was reported as say-
ing that 30 per cent of the State would be avail-
able for claim.

The report stated-
He said that the only land available for

claim by Aborigines was unoccupied unused
crown land which amounted to about 30 per
cent of WA.

And, he added 97 per cent of this land was
desert.

That was on 16 October. A couple of days ago,
when trying to beat the issue up for the sake of
scoring political points in his desire to put it out of
sight for the Federal election, he attacked me be-
cause we had said that up to 50 per cent of the
State would become Aboriginal land. When I
asked the Treasurer a question about whether the
40 per cent, to which he has now admitted, will
include the 8.4 per cent the Aborigines already
hold, he said he did not know.

Mr Davies: It does not matter whether the per-
centage is 30 per cent, 40 per cent, or 50 per cent.
The point is, you're lying about telling people they
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will lose their farms, their homes, and all these
things. Do not keep arguing about percentages
because no-one will be interested.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! This is the last time
I will call "Order". If I call "Order" and members
continue to interject after the fourth call, I will
take action against those members.

Mr H-ASSELL: The Minister for the Arts
interjected to say that we should not worry about
the percentages and whether it is 30 per cent, 40
per cent, or 50 per cent. Does the member realise
that the difference between those figures is
millions of hectares? It is a vast proportion of the
State.

Mr Davies: It is the lies you are telling about
taking people's homes and farms.

Mr HASSELL: Would the member like me to
repeat what I explained before? I think it is
necessary for me to do so in order that he under-
stands the simple truth of the matter. I have never
told anyone that he will lose his home or his farm.
A pamphlet has been published which relates di-
rectly to the Federal heritage law. The pamphlet
states that even one's home is not safe; it is not
safe and that is the truth.

Mr Davies: Arc yoy talking about Aboriginal
land rights or have you changed your tack again?

Mr HASSELL: I will explain it to the Minister.
I have talked about all these things very precisely
on each occasion, and explained what is involved
in the land rights planned for this State. The
Treasurer has admitted that he is prepared to al-
low up to 40 per cent of the State to be claimed as
Aboriginal land. He has had the gall to attack us
because we said it was up to 50 per cent, yet he
admitted in question time only tonight that he
does not know if the 40 per cent figure includes
the eight per cent of land already held by way of
reserves. There is absolutely no question but that I
have been trying to whip up public awareness of
the Government's plans for land rights. The fact of
the matter is that the land rights legislation
proposed by this Government is essentially based
on the Northern Territory model, which has
proved to be a disaster in practice.

Mr Davies: How are you able to make these
comments about something you have not seen?

Mr HASSELL: I have seen the Government's
first consolidated draft and one of the earlier
drafts. I have heard the Treasurer outline what
will be in the legislation, and I have seen the
report of what he has said will be in the legis-
lation. If the Minister for the Arts wants to say the
legislation will not contain the right for Aborigines
to claim land on the basis of their race, let him do
so. If the Minister is going to say the legislation

does not allow Aborigines to hold the land on
special terms and conditions which are not avail-
able to other Australians, let him say so. It does,
of course, contain those essential provisions; they
are the very essence of it. That is what it is based
on.

Mr Davits: Have you seen the Bill?
Mr HASSELL: Yes. I have explained twice

already that I have seen it.
Mr Davies: The present draft?

Mr HASSELL: I have seen the same draft as
the Press has. The Government gave it to the
Press.

The CHAIRMAN: If the Leader of the Oppo-
sition will assist by endeavouring to ignore the
interj .ections, I will be able to help him. If he
wants to field them it is difficult for me to ask
them to stop.

Mr HASSELL: I will continue but if your col-
leagues, Mr Chairman, interject I cannot allow
them to get away with their scurrilous nonsense.

Mr Davies: It is only because you are giving out
scurrilous nonsense.

Mr Bryce: Did your forebears get grants on the
basis of race because they were white Anglo-
Saxons?

Mr HASSELL: Not that l am aware of.

There are so many things to be said about this
important subject but I understand it is the desire
of the Committee to proceed with the business
and, therefore, I will not cover everything. How-
ever, I will reply to the misrepresentations of the
Treasurer. In the last couple days he has again
misrepresented our statement as to what land
would be available. I will show the Government
members one of the maps I have on the subject. It
has been prepared on the basis of the Govern-
ment's answers to questions in the House and on
the Government's statements. If it is inaccurate it
is inaccurate because the Government has
changed its position and not for any other reason.
It is based entirely on the Government's position. I
told the people whom I asked to prepare this map
that I wanted them to show unoccupied and
unallocated Crown land, because in his answers to
numerous questions the Treasurer said that would
be the land available for claims. That statement
was made publicly. The map shows the Shire of
Esperance and the areas coloured pale green rep-
resent unoccupied, unallocated Crown land. The
dark green areas represent national parks and will
not be available for claims under the present for-
mula. However, special arrangements will be
made for the leasing of these parks to Aborigines.
I am not saying that these particular national
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parks will be involved, but others will. The
Government proposes joint management, leasing,
ownership, and so on. That represents an area
between one-half and one-third of the whole Shire
of Esperance, yet the Treasurer has said the
Government is talking only about deserts. That is
not desert.

Mr Bryce: I think that if you are dinkum you
will concede that he said a very high proportion,
perhaps 98 per cent, was desert.

Mr HASSELL: He said 98 per cent. I think he
also said 95 per cent. I remind the Deputy
Premier, who is also responsible for industrial de-
velopment, that, in terms of what the Treasurer is
saying, there would be no Kalgoorlie, no
Kambalda, and no Pilbara. None of those
localities would exist because they are in what the
Treasurer calls "desert". That is what the Govern-
ment is proposing to give away.

Mr Bryce: That is not true. That is about as big
a lie as the lie which says "Your home is not safe"
because you know the difference between being
available for claim-in respect of which Aborigi-
nal groups have to establish a basis for a claim of
part of that 40 per cent-and their being given
that 40 per cent.

Mr HASSELL: Let us talk about that. The
Aboriginal people did not confine themselves, as
the Deputy Premier says, to a small area. They did
not have quarter-acre blocks or even 100-acre
blocks. They are nomadic people roaming far and
wide. The Aboriginal people who were a tribe in
that area will be able to go to the tribunal and say,
"We roamed over all that area; in fact, we roamed
over the town of Esperance and all the farmland
as well". They will claim all of those areas. The
Deputy Premier does not think that Philip Toyne
would leave one square inch of that land
unclaimed. The Aborigines will be able to estab-
lish, as a matter of fact, with all sorts of anthropo-
logical witnesses, that they roamed over that area
and they will be able to establish, as they have in
the Northern Territory, that they are the tra-
ditional owners of that land which is one of the
bases of claim.

Aborigines will be able to claim all of that land
on the basis of their traditional association with it.
Was the Minister saying that people who are given
a statutory right to claim land will not be granted
it by the tribunal? He should look at the policies
and the practicalities of this matter. Mr Philip
Toyne or some other fancy lawyer, at enormous
cost to the taxpayer, will come along and make a
claim to the tribunal and the tribunal will say that
it meets the criteria of the Act; it will have to
recommend to the Government that it be granted.

What will happen if the Government does not
grant it? There will be marches up and down the
street, the community will scream, and all sorts of
small interest groups will be popping out of their
shells. The Government will then have to grant the
claim to avoid conflict. The Government is cre-
ating a statutory right for them to claim that land.

Mr Bridge: That is a bit extreme.
Mr HASSELL: The member for Kimberley will

never win this argument with me. I argued this
matter with some of my Federal colleagues nearly
10 years ago. I said to them that their legislation
for the Northern Territory would result in more
than 50 per cent of the Northern Territory becom-
ing Aboriginal land. They told me that that was
ridiculous, that it would never happen. What is the
position today? Fifty per cent of the Northern
Territory is Aboriginal land or about to become
Aboriginal land.

M r Bridge: I t is n ot goi ng to be easy for th em to
obtain land.

Mr HASSELL: It will be easier for them to
claim land in Western Australia than it is in the
Northern Territory because in the Northern
Territory the only basis of claim is the claim of
traditional ownership. In Western Australia they
will be able to claim traditional ownership, ex-
cisions from pastoral leases, and claims on the
basis of need. They will have even more grounds
on which to claim in Western Australia than they
have in the Northern Territory.

What is the Treasurer misrepresenting? I have
a map of the Beverley Shire and marked on that
map are 10 areas of unoccupied, unallocated
Crown land which would be available for claim
under the Government's formula. I have another
map for the Shire of Koorda. All of the 'purple
areas are unallocated, unoccupied Crown land.
Some are lake areas.

Mr Bryce: Probably salt-encrusted!
Mr HASSELL: Indeed, they are, but they are

not all salt-encrusted lake areas; the total area in
that shire that could be claimed is 60 000 acres.

Mr Court: The Government is creating a disas-
ter.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, it is hell-bent on creating a
disaster.

"Mr Bridge: Do you bring about a disaster by
giving them a bit of security?

Mr HASSELL: The Aboriginal people in this
State number some 2.4 per cent of the population
and have held 8.7 per cent totalling 219000
square km of this State for many years. That is
secure title held under a Statute of this Parlia-
ment.
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Mr Wilson: Have you asked them about that?

Mr HASSELL: Yes, I have discussed it with
the Aboriginal Advisory Council and the Aborigi-
nal Lands Trust, the bodies which the Government
is trying to displace, downgrade, and put aside.
They were the official representative bodies.

Mr Wilson: Have you discussed it with the
chairman of the State advisory council? Does he
agree with you?

Mr HASSELL: I do not know what he agrees
with today. I am not the Minister and it is quite
some time since I was the Minister.

Mr Wilson: He would not have agreed with you
then, either.

Mr HASSELL- I am not saying that they agree
with all the incidents of title to the land. I am not
saying either that there is not room for a
negotiated change to that system in relation to the
reserves. I have never said that.

The member for Kimberley interjected a little
while ago and said that I did not want to give them
a bit of security. A total of 2.4 per cent of the
population holds 8.7 per cent of the land in this
State and has held it for many years. It has been
secure title, guaranteed by an Act of this Parlia-
ment. No higher guarantee can be given. They
may not like the form of that guarantee and that
could be changed in a number of ways.

Mr Bridge: How can it be secure when the final
determination of what happens to that land rests
with people other than Aborigines?

Mr HASSELL: Is the member referring to the
eight per cent of the land?

Mr Bridge: Yes.

Mr HASSELL: Those reserves have been con-
trolled by the lands trust.

Mr Bridge: They are controlled by the Govern-
ment.

Mr HASSELL: It is an Aboriginal controlled
body. Sure the Aboriginal Lands Trust is subject
to ministerial override, as are a number of other
statutory bodies. But nobody has ever taken any of
that land away from those people.

Mr Bridge: That is not Correct. There are re-
serves which have been taken off; you know that.
The other thing of which you will be aware is that
decisions were made by Ministers of the Crown
which have been contrary to requests of the advis-
ory council and the Aboriginal people.

Mr HASSELL: As far as I am concerned I have
never said anything to the contrary. There has
always been room to talk about the way in which
title to these reserves is held.

Mr Wilson: You have never made that clear
before.

Mr HASSELL: 1 have.

Mr Wilson: Under Sir Charles Court that
would never have been tolerated.

Mr H-ASSELL: That is not true either. I am
talking about existing reserves. No-one can say
that the title to those reserves is not secure. As the
Minister will know, many of those reserves have
been leased to individual Aboriginal communities
on 99-year leases. One of the concerns I had when
those leases were brought to me for approval was
that the terms were so long I was fearful one
group would become locked into a very large area
and no land would be available for other groups if
they wanted it. I felt there should be some con-
sideration for other groups, so I tried to encourage
shorter leases until that sort of question had been
resolved. But many of those areas have been let on
long-term leases. A 99-year lease is as good as
freehold title in commerce.

Mr Bridge: You say that, and I might agree
with you.

Mr HASSELL: The member does not have a
.99-year lease on his stations, does he?

Mr Bridge: You may believe that is the case,
and others might agree with you, but the position
is that the Aboriginal people on those reserves do
not go along with that view. They believe their
occupancy of that land is insecure. The people who
are directing this legislative programme do not
support that view; they feel insecure. Talk to the
members of the Aboriginal community and they
will express that view.

Mr HASSELL: May I say to the member for
Kimberley that as far as I am concerned there has
always been room to negotiate, to discuss and to
reach other conclusions about the basis of the title
of existing reserves.

The second point is that in all the discussions we
have had about land rights, in all the public
statements I have made, I have never proposed
that any of those reserves should be taken away
from the Aboriginal people.

I want to return to the essence of the whole
matter, and that is whether we are going to do any
good for this State by going down the path the
Government is following. I was appalled tonight to
hear the Treasurer in question time ranting and
raving in an attack on the Legislative Council and
his threats to the Opposition. I know he was
performing for the people he had in the gallery; it
was a staged performance.

The fact of the matter is that what he was
saying was that we must accept the Government's
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land rights legislation which, as the Minister for
the Arts has pointed out, we have not seen. We
must accept that legislation, because if we do not
accept it we will be responsible for any legislation
the Commonwealth brings in.

What kind of a proposition is that? What kind
of a responsible stance is it when the Treasurer
says that this Parliament of Western Australia has
to take without question what the Government
dishes up, because if we do not take it we will be
subject to much worse? Those are the very words
he used and that is the implication contained in
them. The Treasurer is not saying we should judge
his land rights legislation on the basis of whether
it is right or wrong, good for the State, good for
the people or good for the future; he is saying we
should judge it on whether we can get away with I t
with the Commonwealth. And the Commonwealth
has made it absolutely clear it is not in any way
committed to the legislation.

Mr Holding has recently repeated his assertions
about the principles on which he is operating. That
happened while the Prime Minister was coming
over here and grandstanding with the TI.reasurer
about the way the Commonwealth Government
would accept Western Australia's legislation.

In early October the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs wrote to the member for Bunbury, Mr P.
J. Smith, and said this-

The Government is committed to ensuri .ng
a consistent national approach to land rights
and to introducing model legislation on land
rights.

He is not just saying they have to have consistent
principles, he is saying that they must have model
legislation. He goes on-

Our stated policy embodies ive fundamen-
tal goals which we believe must be met to
make land rights meaningful. These goals
are:

,Aboriginal land to be held under in-
alienable freehold title;
*protection of Aboriginal sites;

*Aboriginal control in relation to mining
of Aboriginal land;
*access to mining royalty equivalent; and
*compensation for lost land to be
negotiated.

He goes on to refer to negotiations, as follows-
It is the Government's intention to provide

a statement of its position in principle on land
rights at the appropriate stage, taking ac-
count of the consultations which are
occurring. It is envisaged that the process of

consultation would continue with the develop-
ment of detailed proposals for legislation
which would result in the introduction of
legislation in 1985.

He concludes the letter by saying this-

...but I can say unequivocally that we will
not be swayed from our resolve to achieve
land rights justice for the Aboriginal people.

That is the clearest indication in October, at the
very time the Prime Minister was making an an-
nouncement about land rights, that we would have
national, uniform land rights legislation. That is
precisely what will happen as soon as the election
is over, in the event that the Labor Party wins it;
All the soft talk about land rights will disappear
and the true intentions of Labor will come for-
ward.

Mr Burkett: I do not think you are right and I
think what the ALP is trying to do is to give
Aborigines security of tenure. You know that. You
are too smart for this line. Own up. Come on! This
will not win the Federal election on Saturday. You
are incredible the way you keep beating the drum
about land rights. Christ almighty!

Mr HASSELL: Let me assure the member for
Scarborough that, as far as I am concerned, in the
long term land rights are much more important
than the election on Saturday. Land rights are
about the future of this State.

Mr Burkett: Do you believe that Aborigines
should have security of tenure? They are people.
You might not like them because they are black,
but they are people.

Several members interjected.
Mr Burkett: Are they going to take your house

at Nedlands or my house at City Beach? You are
in dreamland.

Mr HASSELL: I do not think the member for
Scarborough has even begun to understand land
rights. His statements show a remarkable ignor-
ance.

Mr Burkett: They are about security of tenure,
and you know it.

Mr HASSELL: Over 40 per cent of the State.
Mr Burkett: And 98 per cent of the 40 per cent

is wasteland desert. You would not live there.
Mr HASSELL: Obviously the member for

Scarborough has missed the point.
Mr Pearce: The difference between the member

for Scarborough and you is that he does not think
he comes from the master race.

Mr HASSELL: These continual attacks on me
and my colleagues because we oppose land rights
are not new; the Government has been at it for
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months. Ever since we commenced our campaign
against land rights, the Government has been try-
ing to attach unpleasant labels to us, because we
opposed its land rights legislation.

Surely by now Government members under-
stand that nothing they say by way of abuse will
stop me or any of my colleagues from opposing
land rights, because they are wrong, because they
are based on race, because they will create div-
isions in the community, and because they break
up the equality we have sought to achieve in re-
spect of rights in our community and will give to
members of one group, on the ground solely of
their race, a privileged position not available to
other Australians.

Mr Bridge: That is quite wrong.

Mr HASSELL: It is not wrong. The member
for Kimberley must be blind if he does not under-
stand the principles of land rights.

Mr Bridge: Let us be honest. Let us take the
drafting panel. This is the true position of Aborigi-
nal people in Australian society. Even with the
drafting panel, if you look at the position there,
and the lawyers representing various interests as
opposed to the Aboriginal representation, it illus-
trates the position that Aboriginal people have in
bargaining for their position in society. So it is no
good your talking about Aborigines obtaining a
privileged position;, that will never occur in this
country. The socioeconomic position of Aboriginal
people in Australian society will never allow that
privileged position you are talking about to occur;
so let us be honest about it. If there are 10 people
on the drafting panel, one will represent the Abor-
iginal people, and yet the legislation is intended to
benefit Aboriginal people. That is the way in
which society works against Aboriginal people.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Kimberley is
not satisfied with the legislation?

Mr Bridge: Yes I am. I am not saying that the
Aboriginal people arc missing out, but that is the
way people look at their destiny and direction.

Mr H-ASSELL: What does the member for
Kimberley think of the Treasurer's approach when
he attacks the criticism of land rights by saying,
"6Don't worry about it; it is only desert"?

Mr Bridge: I am talking about your reference to
this privileged position. You can't say that.

Mr HASSELL: It is a privilege which is being
created in law. It is a special right that is being
created. It is a privilege in law. I am not saying
that the Aboriginal people in Western Australia
are privileged; I am saying that the Government is
seeking to create special privileged legal rights to
claim and hold land.

In the Northern Territory, of course, Aboriginal
people are privileged. Indeed, they are very privi-
leged. Members should look at the people who are
getting those enormous royalties in some of the
mining areas on Aboriginal land in the Northern
Territory. The memnber for Kimberley is not
suggesting that they are not privileged, is he? Is he
saying they are not privileged?

Mr Bridge: I am not going to say that they are
not privileged, but I do not say that they are more
privileged than others in society. The point that
you were making, in respect of which I interjected,
was the clear inference that, as a result of this Bill,
the Aboriginal people will become a privileged
race. Given the history of this country and the way
in which processes evolve, that will not happen.

Mr H-ASSELL: The member for Kimberley
misunderstands the point, which is not to classify
people as privileged in that way. I am talking
about their rights. After all, we are talking about
land rights-the right that people have to claim
land because they are Aboriginal. What the mem-
her for Kimberley must understand is that, if the
Government's Bill is passed by Parliament, he will
have the right to claim land.

Mr Bridge: I will not.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Kimberley will
have that right. He may not get any land granted
to him, but he will have a right to claim it.

Mr Bridge: That is being stupid.

Mr H-ASSELL: The member for Kimberley will
have a right to claim land.

Mr Pearce: But he will not have the right to
claim land that is not in the category that is
claimable, so your statement that Aborigines can
claim your house or the Town of Esperance is not
correct.

Mr Bridge: On what basis could I claim a tra-
ditional link to land?

Mr HASSELL: Mr Colbung has claimed a tra-
ditional link to the whole of the south-west. Is the
member for Kimberley saying that the Esperance
land is not claimable?

Mr Pearce: You said that the Town of
Esperance was claimable.

Mr HASSELL: No, I did not say that at all.
The Minister for Education is just pathetic when
he comes in with that nonsense. I enjoy having an
exchange with the member for Kimberley, be-
cause he wants to talk about the issues in a genu-
ine way, but we cannot have any kind of debate
when the Minister for Education comes in with
drivel of that nature. It demeans the Chamber and
it is pathetic. We are talking about an issue which
affects the future of the State. The Treasurer has
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been haranguing the Opposition tonight as to
whether it will accept legislation which it has not
even seen and threatening the Opposition in ad-
vance that, if it does not accept his legislation
which it has not seen, in some way it will be
responsible for what Mr Hawke and his colleagues
do in Canberra.

What kind of a proposition is that? What kind
of nonsense is it when the Treasurer of this State
is saying to an Opposition that it is responsible for
what happens in Canberra? What kind of moral
fibre does it represent that the Treasurer should
say to us that we must accept this legislation, even
if it be wrong and against every principle for
which we stand, because if we do not accept it,
someone in Canberra will do something worse?.
There is not the hint of a suggestion from the
Treasurer that he will go out and fight the
Canberra centralists trying to impose that kind of
law on the State. There is no suggestion that he
would institute an appeal in the High Court to
challenge their constitutional authority. There is
no suggestion of using the normal channels avail-
able to the State to cut off the Commonwealth and
isolate it if it does those things to our land.

The Treasurer has been prepared just to sit
back and say, "If you don't accept what I dish up
when I dish it up, you have to take responsibility
for what those people over there do". What kind
of situation is that? It is outrageous, and the
Treasurer ought to know that.

I say to the Treasurer and his colleagues, and to
the people with whom he has been consulting, that
this Opposition is not in the business of selling its
integrity on that basis and that this Opposition has
stood very firmly on the land rights issue and on
the matter of what is right for WA and its future,
and it has done that not on the basis that there will
be a Federal election next week or that there will
be some other election at some time.

Of course, we would be in a better position if
the Liberals were in control of the Senate should
there be a Labor Government in the House of
Representatives, because the Liberals are commit-
ted to rejecting national land rights legislation.
We would be able to ensure that we were never
saddled with national land rights legislation.

Our stance on this matter has been based on our
belief in what is right for WA. I will not allow the
Treasurer to keep misrepresenting our posi tion
without my setting the record straight. He will no
doubt continue to try to label us by innuendo and
abuse; he will continue to do that because he has
done it for a long time. Indeed, in an answer he
gave last night to a question asked of him he said
that we would hear a lot more of it in the months

ahead; he foreshadowed his continued campaign
of abuse and misrepresentation. I have no doubt
he will continue in that way, because that is his
style and has been for a long time. He mis-
represents what we say and then attacks his own
misrepresentation which he attributes to us. I can-
not stop him if he wishes to carry on like that, but
I will continue to put straight the record as often
as I can to make it clear that our position on this
matter will not be subverted because he calls us
names, because he misrepresents our position, be-
cause he enters into abuse, or because of any other
of the things he does-certainly not because he
threatens us with this legislation and says that the
upper House and the lower House must accept the
legislation he has not yet introduced.

I hope the Minister will take cognisance of what
I have said and will try to convey to the Treasurer
that we should have some kind of rational debate
in this House on a real issue of substance which
does genuinely concern people like the member for
Kimberley-l do not agree with him, but I know
he is genuinely concerned and not purely in the
short-term political way in which the Treasurer is
concerned according to what he can get approval
for from Mr Holding-and people like Opposition
members. Under no circumstances will we give up
our fight against racist land rights legislation.

Division 89 put and passed.

Division 90: Aboriginal Cultural Material Com-
mittee, $530 000-put and passed.

Division 91: Youth, Sport and Recreation,
56 407 000-

Mr COURT: I take this opportunity to com-
ment on the proposed peace camp at Rockingham
about which the Opposition has been trying to get
some details from the Government over the past
few weeks. We have wanted to know whether the
peace protest camp would be based on land con-
trolled by the Department for Youth, Sport and
Recreation. The Minister thinks he has been
rather clever by trying to sidestep our questions
and to not explain to the public just where these
people are to camp. In fact, he has been rather
foolish, because the people of Rockinghanm, whom
the Chairman represents, want to know and
should be told where these people are to be based.
The protesters estimate that 1 000 people will be
involved in the protest.

Mr Burkett: On the news tonight it was said
that approximately 200 would be travelling by
bus.

Mr COURT: The train they were to lease was
for 800 people and the buses were to carry 200
people. The organisers themselves estimate that
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I000 people will be involved at the camp starting
this Saturday.

The people of Rockingham believe that if this
camp goes the same way that other similar protest
camps have gone, camps which have been
organised by these people, they will have a lot to
be concerned about.

We have a Government which will not tell the
people of Rockingham where the protesters are to
camp. The Shire of Rockingham has no idea
where the campers are going, and this is just two
days before the people set up their base.

The member for Rockingham's office-the
Chairman's office-when contacted by his con-
stituents assures them that, "She'll be all right; no
worries".

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do not want you to
take the liberty of making untruthful statements
while I am in the Chair. If you do that I will take
it as a reflection on the Chair and sit you down.

Mr COURT: All I am saying is that people who
have contacted the Chairman's office have been
assured that there will be no problems. I do not
think there is anything derogatory in that
statement.

The residents of Rockingham are becoming very
concerned because they have seen the police estab-
lish a base there; they have seen police reinforce-
ments brought in and have seen caravans and the
like being set up. They have been told that the
police will be able to bring in an additional 200
officers at one hour's notice, if required. Very
reassuring! The police have suggested to business
people in the area that any business selling sou-
venirs to visiting naval personnel should remove
those souvenirs from the shelves. Furthe r, it has
been suggested that focal residents remove any
vehicle stickers which refer to naval elements.

Mr MacKinnon: Who made that suggestion?

Mr COURT: That is a suggestion from the
police in Rockingham. As the Chairman knows, a
number of businesses in Rockingham provide ser-
vices to visiting naval personnel, both Australian
and overseas, and they are very concerned because
they certainly do not want to see any damage done
to their shops if it is decided that perhaps they
might be singled out for some action. This is all
great stuff to be considering in an area which has
traditionally been a very friendly, family resort
type of area at this time of year. With the school
holidays beginning and summer approaching,
many people will go down to the area to enjoy
those camps, including the Department of Youth,
Sport and Recreation camp at Point Peron.

We read in tonight's newspaper, if the member
for Scarborough wants us to use it, that the pro-
testers who are coming to Rockingham say they
are quite prepared to be arrested, and while all
this is going on, the newspaper article reveals that
the protesters will now be followed from the east
of Australia across to the west and it will become
big headline business.

The Government of this State is not telling the
people of WA where these people will camp. In
reply to the questions that I have asked, the Minis-
ter has said that the Department of Youth, Sport
and Recreation is negotiating with the Shire of
Rockingham, yet the Shire of Rockingham today
has no idea where these people will camp. The
Minister in answer to a question denied this and
said that permission had not been given for these
people to camp on Crown land which is vested in
the Department of Youth, Sport and Recreation;
yet it appears that these people will camp on
Crown land vested in that department and, if that
is the case, the Minister will have something for
which to answer.

Mr Wilson: All I said is that no approval had
been given.

Mr COURT: The Minister will give that ap-
proval in the next two days.

Mr Wilson: I said no approval has been given.
Don't misrepresent what I have said.

Mr COURT: So the Minister is saying these
people will not camp on Department of Youth,
Sport and Recreation land?

Mr Wilson: I said no approval had been given.

Mr COURT: It is a simple question. If the
Minister is able to tell the people of this State
where those people are going to camp, why not tell
them? What is the big deal about it? Why get so
upset about it? The people of Rockingham want to
know where I 000 people will go this Saturday,
and they have a right to know. Two days before
they are due to arrive the Minister is refusing to
say where they will camp. Two days before the
event the Minister is meant to be negotiating with
the shire as to where they will camp. The Govern-
ment really does stand to be condemned if it ends
up allowing Department of Youth, Sport and Rec-
reation land to be used for those protesters Who
are going to Rockingham to cause disruption.
They want to be arrested and they want to gain
international publicity, It is a matter of concern
that we are in the midst of a debate tonight and
the Minister is still not prepared to say what is
going to happen to those I 000 people when they
arrive at Point Peron this Saturday.

Division 91 put and passed.
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Division 14: .Tourism Commission, We have seen where a great public outcry has
$11 100000- arisen about the international facilities at Perth

Mr MacKINNON: I will endeavour not to de- Airport, and something is being done in that re-
lay the Chamber too much in touching on a few gard. Something should be done now to improve
items in relation to this Vote, the first of which the facilities as far as passengers on buses or
relates to the announcement in August 1983 that coaches are concerned in this State. I do not think
the Tourism Commission was to be created. At the committee has been meeting this need.
that time the Treasurer had this to say- In answer to question 2908 of I I April I was

The Government expected that the com- informed that the committee met twice, once on
mission would devote a much greater pro- 18 October 1983 and again on 30 January 1984;
portion of its resources to marketing Western so, its meetings are roughly three or four months
Australia, and that after initial establishment apart. It is urgent that some attention is given to
costs, management restructuring and ration- this section of the tourist industry. I do not think it
alisation would enable savings in operating requires great expenditure in dollar terms; it is a
costs, conservatively estimated at $600 000 matter of finding an appropriate place for such a
over 12 months. terminal to be located and the appropriate plan-

Consistently since that time I have asked the ning then being put in place. I would urge the
Treasurer to detail for me where that $600 000 Government, through the working party, to get on
has been saved and, of course, the Treasurer has with the job.
been unable to provide that information. That is The third point I wish to touch on relates to the
another example of how the Treasurer uses these question of the Western Australia Week Council.
sorts of figures from time to time to gain a head- On 3 November an announcement was made that
line or a story in the newspapers without having the membership of the council was to be changed.
any basis whatsoever upon which to make a cer- Five members of that council were removed and
tain statement., replaced with three other people.

The Tourism Commission Vote, be it adminis- I shall mention the people who have been re-
trative, be it promotional, be it staffing, be it moved from that council and who have also made
grants and subsidies, or be it in relation to any a great contribution to it over the years. I place on
other area, has increased since 1982-83 or 1983-84 record my thanks for the work those peopIe have
in nearly all areas and nowhere was there ever a done on peal pfWsenAsrlaWe n
possibility that $600 000 could have been saved in the contributions they have made. The first person
the department, on a conservative estimate or is W. W. Mitchell. Members of the Government
otherwise. So, as we have pointed out in this mihsatatM MtcelsaLbrlPry

Chamerand s te Lederof te Oposiionhassupporter, which he is, and then say that his wasbeen indicating tonight, in future the Treasurer probably a political appointment. I challenge
should try to aim to tell the truth when it comes to Government members to ask the current chairman
issues such as this, of the council, Mr Bruce Walker, and other mem-

The second area I want to raise concerns the bers of the council, including Mr D'Arcy Farrell,
tourist coach industry in this State. Mr Chairman, whether Mr Mitchell made a good contribution to
you would be aware that when travelling down that council. I am confident that they would all
Hay Street there is congestion at some times of say he was a good member of and contributor to
the day when tourist coaches congregate outside the council.

the olidy W Cenre.I wish to record my dissatisfaction with the
Since October 1983 or thereabouts a working decision to remove him but, at the same time, give

party has been trying to find a solution to that my thanks to Mr Mitchell for his contribution,
problem, and again in answers to questions I have which has been a long and productive one.
raised in the Parliament we find that that com-
mittee is merely meeting, but without resolution at Mr Rod Blanchard is another member of the
this stage. The tourist industry, as Mr Chairman council who has been replaced. He was a senior
would be aware, does require some support in this officer in the Department of Industrial Develop-
State and I am pleased to say it has been given it, ment and now, as the council is being placed under
by and large, by this Government in terms of the Tourism Commission, he will be replaced by a
additional promotional dollars. However, these Tourism Commission officer. I have no argument
promotional dollars are not needed as much. In with that decision other than to place on record
this case infrastructure to support the industry is my thanks for what Rod Blanchard has done. He
needed. is a good officer and has done a good job.
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The other two members of the council who have
been replaced are women: Mrs Rene Hooker, the
former State President of the CWA, and Mrs
Anita Wallace, a publicity officer with the R & I
Bank. The Government has not acted in a very
wise manner in this regard, because the CWA is a
great contributor to Western Autralia Week, as is
the R & I Bank. These people have been taken off
the council without any explanation, and I think
that is not satisfactory. It is not in the best interest
of Western Australia Week when we note that
those people have been replaced by one person,
Mrs Debbie Fisher, the co-ordinator of the
Government's antismoking campaign.

What the antismoking campaign has to do with
Western Australia Week is beyond me, but I can
assure members that the CWA and the R & I
Hank have had a great deal to do with WA Week
and have made a great contribution to it over the
years. I again pay tribute to those people for the
work they have done and condemn the Govern-
ment for unceremoniously removing them from
the council.

The last person who has been removed is Mr
Jim Davies, the Assistant Director-General
(Primary) of the Education Department. Mr
Davies was appointed to the council on the
recommendation of Bruce Walker. The Education
Department was involved actively in the pro-
motion of WA Week so that the children in West-
ern Australia could become involved and obtain a
much better understanding of Western Australia.
The Education Department played an outstand-
ing role in that regard.

Mr Pearce: And will continue to do so.

Mr MacKINNON: I am pleased to hear the
Minister say that the department will conti nue to
do so. It would appear to me that it would do so
much better if Mr Davies were a member of the
council. It is interesting to note that Mr D'Arcy
Farrell will continue on the council. That fact is
interesting indeed, and I wonder how much more
Mr D'Arcy Farrell is being paid by the WA Week
Council these days. I will place a question on the
Notice Paper when Parliament resumes next week
and find out.

It is interesting to note that Mr Farrell is also
receiving a payment in relation to another
promotional exercise, Skills '85. According to the
Treasurer's answer to a question I asked in an
earlier debate on this Division, he indicated that
Mr Farrell was being paid about $37 000. I think
he will be a little upset when he finds out that Ray
Young is getting considerably more. However, if

we take account of all the other areas in which Mr
Farrell is involved, it is obvious he is also being
paid considerably more.

I am disappointed at the decisions made by the
Government, particularly with regard to Mr Bill
Mitchell, Mrs Rene Hooker, Mrs Anita Wallace,
and Jim Davies. I wish to pay tribute to all of
those people, including Rod Blanchard, for the
work they have done. Of course, I include Bruce
Walker in that tribute and thank those people for
te work they did during my time as Minister, and

for the very good job they have done since.

The other point I wish to make is that it is
disappointing to note that the Treasurer is still not
on deck to handle this part of his own portfolio.
Perhaps that is by design. The other point I
wanted to raise relates to Expo '88. Members may
have seen a series of questions I have asked the
Treasurer about Expo '88 this year. I have asked
the Government what its intentions are with re-
spect to Expo '88 in Queensland. Obviously it will
be a major exposition during our bicentennial
year, and will attract not only national but inter-
national people.

If we are to plan properly for such an exhibition
and if we are to participate in it we need to make
an early decision. In answer to questions I have
raised, I have been told that the matter is still
under consideration or, alternatively, an an-
nouncement will be made in due course.

An announcement should be made by the
Government about whether it will participate. If
the answer is "Yes", let us get on and make a
decision.

I believe that would be an appropriate decision
to make. I would be in favour of the State
participating in Expo '88 from the tourism point
of view because, at that time, we will be looking
for some impetus for our tourism industry, after
the 1986-87 America's Cup challenge.

The next issue I want to raise is the question of
attracting flights from Japan, particularly from
Tokyo to Perth. We have seen recently in the Press
some discussion about this proposal and, in fact, in
our party's economic and employment policy, this
is one of the initiatives we will support.

I believe such a link is still overdue and does
need some action by the Government to ensure
that it occurs. At present we are missing out on a
particularly lucrative market; I refer members to
The Weekend Australian of 22 and 23 November
1984, and an article headed "The Seducing of
Japan's Honeymooners". The article states that-

JAL's honeymoon market to the Gold
Coast has increased fourfold in I8 months.
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The potential of that market is enormous when
one realises that there arc about 800 000
honeymooners a year in Japan and between 70
and 80 per cent of them-in other words, in excess
of 600 000-go overseas for their honeymoon. Not
only do we have an enormous market to tap in
respect of honeymooners, but it also applies to
golfers. It is cheaper for the Japanese to travel
overseas for a game of golf than to join their local
golf club.

Many people may ask what the State Govern-
ment can do about this and say that it should be
left to the airlines. However, I believe that the
Government should encourage Qantas and JAL to
make a commitment to Western Australia. To do
so the Government should undertake immediate
research into the honeymoon and golf market
from Japan. We should ascertain what would at-
tract the Japanese to Western Australia and why
they choose to visit Hawaii and the Queensland
Gold Coast. The Government should make sure
that WA can offer the services which would be
required. Private tours, with Japanese speaking
guides, should be organised and the hotels should
be encouraged to prepare Japanese food. The tour-
ists should be given a proper welcome on their
arrival. Once that has been done the Government
should make sure that the airlines' fare structure
is a fair one in order to ensure that the Japanese
will come to Western Australia. Proper pro-
motions should then be undertaken in Japan and
local identities should be used in the promotion
programme. I suggest that one of those identities
could be Graham Marsh because he is well known
in Japan for his golfing pursuits.

The Opposition is keen to see a direct flight
from Japan to Western Australia. It believes that
it can be achieved and that we have the market to
sustain it. It is not the job of Qantas or JAL to
promote Western Australia; it is the problem of
the State Government.

I draw the Treasurer's attention to several mat-
ters. I repeat that he is not in the Chamber tonight
to deal with this section of the Budget. The
Treasurer has indicated he has great interest in
tourism and it is disappointing to see that he is not
present.

Mr Carr: The Treasurer is paired tonight and I
will make sure that his attention is drawn to the
matters you raise.

Mr MacKINNON: I appreciate the response by
the Minister for Local Government.

I draw the Treasurer's attention to a report
issued by Peter Grieves from the South West De-
velopment Authority relating to the tourist indus-
try in the south-west. I will quote from a section of

the report which highlights one of the major p rob-
lems facing the tourist industry in this State and
about which the Government appears to be doing
nothing. The report states as follows-

There is no question that the major hin-
drance facing the operational efficiency of
hotels and motels, in particular, was that of
the payment of penalty rates to staff. Much
has been written and bandied about on this
iniquitous subject and the solution, if any, is
as far away as ever.

Further on it states-
There is no need to play on the dramatics

of the situation. Ample evidence was gained
throughout the South West to indicate that
employment within the accommodation in-
dustry is severely affected by the imposition
of penalty rates. The principle of protecting
the worker with penalty rate payments is
therefore a prime cause of lessening employ-
ment opportunities in the long-term.

We can only say, "Hear, hear". When we are
returned to Government, and as outlined in our
economic and employment policy discussion
paper, we will do something about it. The Oppo-
sition has plans which will be in the best interest of
not only the young people of this State, but also
the tourist industry.

I hope the Minister for Local Government will
draw the following questions to the Treasurer's
attention and makes sure that I receive a reply.
Under the heading, "Additional Assistance", the
estimated expenditure is $212 000. It repre-
sents a large increase and 1 would like to know
the reasons for that. Secondly, under,
"Administration Expenses", the estimated expen-
diture for this financial year is $3.1 million while
last year it was $1.4 million. It is a substantial
increase. On 16 October 1 asked the Treasurer in
question 1187 to provide me with a breakdown of
that vote. I compared it with the breakdown in
!983-84, which information was given to me in
question 1308 on 18 October. In the area of
"'accommodation expenses" there was no vote in
1983-84 but in 1984-85 there is a vote in excess of
$500 000. 1 ask the Treasurer to give an expla-
nation for this vote.

Also shown in that breakdown was the fact that
there was no expenditure for "Consultants fees" in
1983-84, but in 1984-85 the estimated expenditure
is $104 000. Again I ask the reason for that. The
"purchase of plant, equipment and motor ve-
hicles" has increased from $ 23 000 to 5 143 000,
and I again ask the reason for the increase.

I am disappointed that the Treasurer is not
present tonight to handle an. important part of the
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Budget. I hope that the Minister for Local
Government will draw the Treasurer's attention to
the matters I have raised.

Division 14 put amd passed.
Schedules I to 3 put and passed.
Clauses I to 3 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-

port adopted.

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

(Deputy Premier), and transmitted to the Council.

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL LOAN FUND)
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 9 October.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe- Leader of the Op-

position) [1.41 amr.]: This is one of the general
debates during which the House can be addressed
on any subject. I have some notes on the General
Loan Fund Bill, some notes in response to the
Treasurer's reply to the Budget, and some notes on
the human rights legislation. However, consider-
ing the hour and the desire of the members to
conclude tonight I do not propose to go through all
of them. I am hopeful that we shall be able to
conclude some arrangement with the Deputy
Premier to perhaps deal with some of the private
members' business on another day. There was an
understanding that some seven hours would be
made available to the Opposition to deal with four
private members' motions.

Mr Gordon Hill: There was also an understand-
ing that we would deal with them today.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, that is right. However,
that arrangement was made in the expectation
that we would be starting at about 8-00 p.m., and
that did not occur.

Mr Gordon Hill: I do not think there was any
agreement on that.

MrT HASSELL: I am not saying there was an
agreement on it but I make the point that the
Opposition has run a pretty tight ship this session.
it has not exploited the opportunities available to
it in terms of urgency motions and so on. Nor has
it set out to delay any Government legislation
although some debates have been lengthy. After
having dealt with the General Loan Fund it will be
a peculiar hour to start dealing with private mem-
bers' business. It is an unreasonable approach and
there are opportunities for other Courses to be

adopted in view of the fact that we have to come
back at a later stage and that the Parliament will
not then be prorogued.

I also wish to comment on the fact that the
Treasurer is not present. It is quite unprecedented
for us to deal with the General Loan Fund Bill
when the Treasurer, who is responsible, is not
present. There is no reason for him not to be here
other than he did not want to sit here all night as
other members must.

Mr Burkett: He was feeling ill.

MrT HASSELL: Is the member for Scarborough
genuine in saying that the Treasurer is ill?

Mr Burkett: He was not feeling well, and I
would not attempt to tell you a Fib.

MrT HASSELL: I am glad that the member for
Scarborough has the grace to smile. In the normal
course of events I must say that it is pretty rough
on the house for the Treasurer not to be present to
deal with a major Bill of this nature which in-
volves the expenditure of many millions of dollars,
and, in fact, the whole capital works programme.

The Bill before the House seeks to appropriate
S 168,735 million from the General Loan Fund as
part of the capital works programme budget of
$1 165.115 million. It compares with $144.238
million appropriated in the last financial year in a
total capital works programme for that year of
$1 130.027 million. The priorities set in the pro-
gramme are those of the Government, and we do
not have detailed assessments which would enable
us to make a complete judgment about individual
items. An amount of $186.934 million has been
put aside for State housing, and it is appropriate
to have that amount at this time. It will do some-
thing towards alleviating the continued high levels
of unemployment. In fact, very little else is likely
to bring about any significant change in the unem-
ployment position.

The very high level of State taxation increases
continues this year. The extravagance of the
Government and its bureaucratic style are all
disincentives to the private sector and we shall see
that emerge more clearly as time goes by.

The new flexibility resulting from Loan Council
decisions earlier in the year to try en globo limits
for borrowing are also matters that we support.
However, the Budget itself is not in our assess-
ment as depicted by the Treasurer. He said-

This is part of an overall employment gen-
erating capital works programme of more
than Sl.1 billion-an increase of 63% after
leaving aside the State Energy Commission's
programme which has been substantially af-
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fected by the completion of the Dampier-
Wagerup gas pipeline.

1 do not know why he should leave aside the
Dampier-Wagerup pipeline project when making
comparisons. Were there not jobs created under
that programme last year? Is not the $376 million
to be spent on the pipel ine--one-third of the total
capital outlay-a significant part of the pro-
gramme this year? The reality is that the capital
works programme is down in real terms. The in-
crease in dollar terms is 3.1 per cent but the in-
crease in the building materials index is 8.8 per
cent. Therefore, the net reduction in constant dol-
lars in the value of the capital works programme is
5.7 per cent.

Mr Parker: The vast amount of money spent on
the pipeline was for materials, most of which were
imported.

Mr HASSELL: That may provide a different
assessment of the figures. However, the fact re-
mains that in real terms the capital works pro-
gramme is down. Other jobs in the capital works
programme will receive less than they did in the
previous year. Despite the extravagant claims that
have been made by the Government-and a whole
series have been expressed in the newspaper as the
Government puts forward its public relations pro-
gramme-there will, in fact, be fewer jobs as a
result of the current capital works programmc
than for the previous year.

There will be even fewer than that because of
the unprecedented $59 million programme to be
spent on land acquisition and the $5 million
allocated to the Western Australian Development
Corporation to create more trusts that are quoted
below par value.

The Treasurer said as well, "In framing the
capital works programme we were conscious of the
dangers of overcommitting such funds on non-
productive public sector assets". The credibility of
that statement is limited when one considers the
following factors: Firstly, the use of future
royalties for recurrent purchases-$22 million in
this year's Budget; secondly, prolific spending on
the bureaucracy, expanding it and at the same
time, committing the State and the taxpayers to
25-year rental contracts for accommodation at in-
flated rental values; thirdly, getting mixed up in
very doubtful commercial enterprises with un-
known long-term commitments underwritten by
the taxpayer-of course the diamond venture is a
prime example of that; and, fourthly, the fiddling
of the books to cover up the high tax policies that
have been pursued. I have previously
demonstrated that there was a significant surplus
01521

equivalent to the amount of tax collection from the
financial institutions duty.

The Opposition is suspicious of the viability of
the battery of schemes that the Government has
implemented or foreshadowed. The Opposition is
opposed to a number of them in principle. These
different schemes are expressed in the form of
statutory organisations of one kind or another of
the Government involving itself in business in
quite an extensive way and playing around as
though it were a stock market or was in some way
involved in commerce. That is not the role of the
Government; it has never been, and it never should
be.

The Western Australian Development Corpor-
ation is a long way from proving itself at this
stage. The merchant banking venture that we have
heard loudly heralded yet again provides only 10
per cent of the total interest for local private
enterprise people. That is an extraordinary
proposition when one considers that so many
businesses in Perth would be absolutely delighted
to have the opportunity to take part in that ven-
ture. It really is amazing that the proposed bank
will be structured with a 50 per cent foreign own-
ership, 30 per cent ownership by the Development
Corporation, 10 per cent owned by the State
Government Insurance Office, and only 10 per
cent owned by private enterprise. That is not the
end of the story because, in addition to the 50 per
cent foreign ownership by the Industrial Bank of
Japan, it has the option also to acquire a further
15 per cent or half of the WADC's equity.

We have seen the expansion of the State
Government Insurance Office, although there
seems to be some difficulty about actually putting
that into practice. We have heard talk about the
transfer of responsibilities of investment tempor-
ary surpluses to the WADC. I would like whoever
is to respond on behalf of the Treasurer to advise
us on that matter.

The Government has presented a broadly ac-
ceptable capital works budget but, as with so
many things, there is a fair bit of gilding the lily,
of misrepresentation, and of fiddling around with
the taxpayers' money in the form of ventures in
which the Treasurer likes to indulge.

The Opposition will support the passage of this
legislation. We hope that it will create as many
jobs as the Government suggests it will create.
However, we note that the capital works budget
represents a downturn in the real value of previous
years' capital works budgets.

I mentioned that I have papers relating to two
other matters. Simply because of the hour and in
the hope of promoting some reasonable co-oper-
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ation from the Deputy Premier in the business of
the House, I do not propose to go through those
matters in detail. However, I want to place on
record the subject matter of those two issues.
Firstly, I had intended to respond in detail to the
Treasurer's comments in closing the debate on the
Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill
and his misguided and misrepresented attack on
what I had said. I have had all of the things he
said examined in detail. That examination has
served to confirm the accuracy and substance of
what I said in the first place. None of the com-
ments made by the Treasurer has been found to be
sustainable. There was no error or misrepresen-
tation in what was said.

The other matter which I intended to raise at
some length tonight related to the Bill of rights.
That legisation, which has been held by the Feder-
al Government for many months, has the most
significant and serious implications for the Parlia-
ment, for the authority of Parliament and all this
Parliament should mean. It has more serious im-
plications for the ordinary men and women of
Australia because, basically, it takes away from
the elected representatives of the people a very
significant proportion of their legislative power
and gives it to unelected judges and Government
commissions.

I put the Government on notice that we regard
the proposed Bill of rights as a very seri .ous in-
fringement of the rights of the people and some-
thing which the Government should be taking up
and fighting against. If it is to maintain a position
of credibility in terms of support for this State, it
will need to do a lot more than it has done. If
Australia were saddled with a Bill of rights-I do
not believe it should be and certainly not in the
form proposed-it ought to be presented as a
constitutional amendment. Perhaps the worst fea-
ture of the Federal Government's proposed Bill of
rights is that it will not bind the Commonwealth.
It will bind the Commonwealth in a short-term
sense because it will be a law of the Common-
wealth. However, it will just be an ordinary law
and will be variable by subsequent laws that are
inconsistent with it, and it will be able to be
repealed and varied by the Commonwealth.

The States will have no power of variation, and
no power to enable State legislation to prevail even
were they to set out specifically to allow it to
prevail. That is an undesirable way to govern the
country. As members know, it will allow the
States to be put in the position where they have
most serious problems of administration.

There will be problems should this Bill ever
become law. There will be serious problems with
the administration of justice, and there will be no

capacity to do anything about it. These things will
be in the hands of unelected judges and com-
missions.

It would be much better sense if the Govern-
ment stood up and made it clear to the Common-
wealth it did not support a Bill of rights based on
an international covenant which is imprecise and
inexact, but instead would insist on the protection
of human rights in the same way as they have
always been protected under the common law
system, which is by tackling specific problems
which need to be tackled from time to time and
through the parliamentary process.

This is not a light matter, it is a serious matter.
It is a tragedy that it has not been brought out into
the public arena and debated properly long before
now so that people can understand it.

With those very brief remarks relative to what I
had prepared to say, I indicate our support for the
Bill.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) (2.02 am.]: Firstly, I would
like to express my concern about the late hour at
which this debate has been brought on. In the past
we have had late debates, but it is strange that a
debate should come on at 2.00 am. on Thursday
when we normally sit on Thursday anyway. I
would have thought a reasonable arrangement
would be to sit tomorrow-or today, as it is now. I
cannot understand the logic behind the Govern-
ment's attitude.

We have not tried to frustrate the Budget; we
have tried to debate the Budget and other Bills as
we have seen fit. The Government this session has
used the time management procedure only once.
That is testimony to the fact that the management
of the House has been carried out in a satisfactory
manner.

The second point of concern is that raised by the
Leader of the Opposition and the fact that we are
discussing the Appropriation (General Loan
Fund) Bill in the absence of the Treasurer. That is
disgraceful, when we have a major Hill such as
this. The Treasurer introduced two major Bills,
the Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue Fund)
Bill and The Appropriation (General Loan Fund)
Bill, yet he was not here to debate one of the
major items in the Consolidated Revenue Fund,
and he is not here now to debate the capital works
programme.

The third matter which is of concern to me is
that I found out about five minutes ago that the
Government plans to sit in this House supposedly
on another day in December. The Leader of the
House-who is not here either-and I have had a
reasonably good relationship with him in that we
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have been able to discuss things openly in relation
to the management of the House, yet tonight I
find for the first time that we are supposedly sit-
ting on 12 or 13 December, or sometime like that,
to debate the Conservation and Land Manage-
ment Bill.

That is not on. Every member on this side of the
House who is still with us will know that we had
no knowledge of that. It is not reasonable for the
Government to expect us to come back for one
day. The Government says, "We will let you know
later on". This is a time of the year when members
are busy; they are planning holidays and many
other things. We do not mind accommodating the
Government with whatever programme it has, but
we would appreciate some prior notice.

I raise that objection with the Deputy Premier
who is now here. I will be mentioning it to the
Leader of the Opposition. As I have said, we have
had frank and open discussions.

A member: He is going away.

Mr MacKINNON: He may well be going
away, but it is not reasonable to expect us to come
back on 12 or 13 December when here we are at
2.00 a.m. and we have just found out about it on
the last night.

Mr Davies: Don't you think you might have
been able to put two and two together? It was
fairly obvious.

Mr MacKINNON: It certainly was not obvious
to me or to other members. It has never been
raised with me in discussion with the Leader of the
House.

The final point is the point made by the Leader
of the Opposition and one which I raised with the
Deputy Premier: If we are to come back on 12 or
13 December, surely we can debate private mem-
bers' motions at that time, rather than this even-
ing? We will handle that business this evening if
that is the way the Government wants it, but it
seems we have been given second best.

Mr Hassell: We were given the clearest under-
taking at the time the business motions were put
through. I specifically said that we should be given
a fair go on private members' business. It is not a
fair go on private members' business to start at
half-past two in the morning.

Mr MacKINNON: It is only fair and reason-
able that we now ask for consideration to be given
to pursuing private members' business at a later
time.

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [2.08
am.]: I take this opportunity of raising a couple of
matters relating to my electorate, because in two

cases they are slightly urgent. I will not delay the
House unduly in view of the time.

This is the second time in the last week that I
have made a contribution to a debate after half-
past one in the morning. I recall there used to be
continuous screams from the Opposition benches
when we were in Government, with accusations of
"legislation by exhaustion". It seems the natural
pattern of debate in this Chamber is to be
resumed.

I do not object personally to having to speak in
the early hours of the morning, provided I can get
on to the record the important points I feel need to
be made. I want to raise a point concerning the
General Loan Fund. It contains no provision for
capital works at Applecross High School. This is
something which concerns me.

Applecross High School is now 30 years old.
Although some money has been expended on the
school to upgrade the basic facilities over the last
four years, it is still a major high school, one of the
major high schools in the State, and certainly one
of the high schools south of the river that is of
extreme importance, and the fact remains that
there are considerable capital needs at that school.
There is a need for a music/drama complex; there
is a need for an extension to the hall and also for
three art rooms.

1 might remind members that Applecross High
School is a specialist art school. It is also a school
which seeks to expand its ability to provide music
courses, and hopefully to be a specialist music
school. Children coming through from primary
school level would like to take advantage of those
sorts of courses, yet the physical facilities at the
school are not adequate.

I hope that more consideration will be given to a
request from Applecross High School for capital
works to provide a new music-drama complex and,
in particular, to provide three additional art rooms
to upgrade facilities which are below those many
other high schools enjoy, simply because they were
built at a later date.

The other matter I raise relates to a serious
situation which has occurred in respect of a volun-
tary Organisation in my electorate called the Head
Injured Society. That society has been operating
for the last four years and deals specifically with
assisting people who have suffered injuries which
affect brain function. That may be due to traffic
accidents and in fact over half the people who
receive assistance through the Head Injured So-
ciety have been subject to severe head trauma
through traffic accidents. The others who are as-
sisted have suffered strokes or injuries due to other
illnesses which have affected brain capacity.
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The problem faced by many people who have
suffered head injuries is that their outward ap-
pearance may be normal, but frequently,
depending on the degree of impairment, they find
it difficult to communicate, and they need assist-
ance. The Head Injured Society was started in
order to provide a therapy centre for people who
had suffered such trauma to enable them to re-
habilitate themselves, if possible, to a stage where
they can cope with normal community life.

One of the advantages of the society is that the
people who attend it all suffer from similar levels
of impairment and they find they are not as
inhibited in the society as they are when mixing
with people who do not understand the problems
they face.

The society provides a motivational and activi-
ties group, a hydrotherapy pool, and open work-
shops in which items are manufactured for sale. It
does a particularly good job and I understand it
has received referrals through the Mental Health
Services of people who are advised to go there.

One of the main functions of the society is that
of allowing the parent or guardian of a person who
has suffered the head injury to have at least one
day at home when he or she does not have to
constantly attend to the needs of the person who
has been so injured. In many cases this has proved
to be a godsend, and I am told that it has saved a
number of marriages and has improved the re-
lationships between other members of the family,
because it is extremely taxing on the people who
care for those who are severely impaired after
suffering a head injury, and to have one or two
days a week where they know the person can go to
an environment in which they are happy and re-
ceiving therapy-

Mr Bryce: I put the member's mind at rest to
some extent by pointing out that that matter is
currently subject to a review between the Minister
for Budget Management and the Minister for
Health. The needs of that organisation are being
considered. I met a group from the society re-
cently and informed them of that. It is a question
of how much funding will be allocated and from
what source the money should come.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I understand the society is
asking for an amount in the vicinity of $60 000 a
year and, in the long-term, it is looking to expand
its facilities, because of the increased needs of the
people being referred to it.

The unfortunate aspect is that no allocation was
made for this society in the first place within the
Division of the Minister for Budget Management.
Something must have gone wrong with the assess-
ment situation which occurred, because it is cer-

tainly my understanding that, for instance, the
Mental Health Services has a high regard for the
work the society does.

The decision which was made has put the so-
ciety under considerable threat. I am very glad to
hear that the matter is being reconsidered and I
hope it is being reconsidered with a view to provid-
ing what that society needs. It is a matter of ur-
gency and that is why I raised it. Because of the
assurance the Deputy Premier has given me, I will
not persist with this at this late stage of the even-
ing.

The last matter I raise relates to health services
and is a matter I have raised in the past. I refer to
the closure of Martindale Hospital. I shall place
some further information on record because the
closure is imminent. I understand that a date for
the sale of the hospital has been set. It is absol-
utely disgraceful.

I have seen a petition with 150 names which has
been collected. I understand it is likely it will
contain more names when it is presented finally in
the other House next week. Many people in the
community are concerned about the closure of
Martindale Hospital.

If up until now there has not been sufficient
attestation to the level of treatment offered at
Martindale, I shall now read to the House a series
of letters which have been received from doctors
who have referred patients to Martindale. I shall
do so merely to indicate the quality of medical
care and the feelings of a number of medical prac-
titioners in regard to the operations of the hospi-
tal.

It Is important this be placed on record, because
the letters contain independent, professional
statements as to the effect the closure of
Martindale will have on the community in West-
ern Australia. For professional reasons, I will not
mention the names of the doctors concerned,
although I could supply them to members of the
Government if they would like them.

The SPEAKER: For the sake of brevity, would
you j .ust paraphrase the letters?

Mr TRETHOWAN: Certainly, as much as I
can.

The SPEAKER: You are not allowed to read
out letters. It has always been a practice in this
House to paraphrase letters.

Mr TRETHO WAN: I understood that, because
I was not able to seek leave to incorporate such
documents in Hansard, that it was normally the
pattern of the House to allow letters to be read.

The SPEAKER: You have not sought leave of
the House to do that.
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Mr TRETHOWAN: I thought Standing Or-
ders provided that only tables and other docu-
ments could be incorporated and not written ma-
terial, but certainly, if it is the wish of the House, I
shall seek leave to incorporate these letters in
Mansard. I would be happy to do so, because they
attest clearly to the treatment and the success of
the treatment that Martindale is able to offer to
the community in Western Australia and which
will be lost with its closure. I understand also that
the closure of Martindale will affect the services it
offers to the Alcohol and Drug Authority because
the authority cannot readily provide the additional
capacity currently offered by Martindale, which is
more than 30 beds.

There are six letters. One is from a medical
practitioner who held a specialist staff position in
the New South Wales Mental Health Service for
some period. He says-

In my experience, Martindale Hospital has
no superior in the field of motivation and
management of alcoholics.

That letter is from a person with nationwide ex-
perience in the treatment of alcoholics. At the end
of my speech I shall seek leave to have these
letters incorporated in Mansard.

In regard to this matter the old ball game which
has been going on since the first time I raised it
between the State and Commonwealth Ministers
is continuing. I have here a reply which a sup-
porter of Martindale received from the Prime
Minister to a letter he wrote seeking support for
keeping Martindale in operation. In that letter,
the person is thanked for his letter and it then goes
on to say-

It is appreciated that the trouble has been
taken to write. However, the matters raised in
the correspondence are the responsibility of
the relevant State Government, and,' there-
fore, your comments have been drawn to the
attention of the appropriate State authorities.

In other words, this is another situation where the
ball has been kicked back to the State and yet we
have had the State Minister say time and time
again in this House that it is not a question for the
State; it is a question for the Commonwealth. The
Minister for Health here says, "it is a question for
the Commonwealth Minister to decide. I have re-
ferred the matter to him and he is not prepared to
take action." Here we have a letter from the
Prime Minister saying it is not a matter for the
Commonwealth; it is a matter for the State.

In all reasonableness, is this an appropriate
football match to go on with when we are dealing
with a major health facility in an area of signifi-
cant need? One medical practitioner has said in

one of the letters that alcoholism in our com-
munity represents a far more serious problem in
terms of death and disruption than the total ef-
fects of AIDS. Is it appropriate that neither the
Federal Government nor the State Government is
prepared to take responsibility and do something
about assisting Martindale?

In the very near future we will lose 34 specialist
beds that are highly effective in the treatment of
alcoholism. I have spoken to a large number of
patients who have been treated at Martindale and
other facilities and they all say that Martindale
provided the best treatment and that it was as a
result of that treatment that they were no longer
alcoholics and now had successful jobs and family
lives which allowed them to contribute to the com-
munity. That is why so many people speak on
behalf of Martindale.

It is shabby that such a facility can be allowed
to j ust drift away because neither the Federal
Minister nor the State Minister for Health is pre-
pared to take a stand on this matter. The Federal
Minister says that the problem is in the hands of
the State Minister; he says that the State Minister
can take up the additional beds if he wants
to-perhaps 10 public ward beds which would be
available to help solve the problem. The State
Minister says that it is a matter for the Federal
Government to reclassify Martindale. He has now
agreed that the problem the hospital faces is the
result of the introduction of Medicare. He said
this evening-or perhaps at this late hour I should
say yesterday evening-in answer to a question
that the detriment caused by Medicare's
reclassification of hospitals run by the Order of St.
John was to be addressed, and that those hospitals
were to be assisted. He said that he was making
representations to the Commonwealth to see that
those hospitals did not suffer any detriment. How-
ever, he will not do the same thing for Martindale,
which is the only specialist hospital for the treat-
ment of alcoholism in this State.

The SPEAKER: Order! I want to make it clear
that I was in error when I said earlier that you
could seek leave to have the letters incorporated in
Mansard. Under our Standing Orders that is not
possible. At the same time I point out that it is not
possible either to read out a series of letters or
newspaper articles word by word. The practice of
the House has been that letters should be
paraphrased by the person making the speech.

Mr TRETHOWAN: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
In that case I will certainly read out the important
and relevant parts of these letters. The medical
practitioner who wrote the first letter wrote as
follows-
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I have had several patients in Martindale
hospital for treatment of Alcohol dependency,
when all other measures have railed.

I have round that success has been achieved
in some cases.

I would, therefore, desire to see the treat-
ment at Martindale to be continued.

The next letter is the one to which I referred
earlier which indicates that alcoholism is a very
serious medical disease in the community, and the
author rates it as being or more danger to the
community than AIDS. He said-

I call upon Federal Health Authorities to
give rull importance to the work carried out
by Martindale, and indeed give every assist-
ance to anyone else who has the courage and
vision to open similar treatment centres.

The next letter, again from a medical practitioner.
in part reads-

This hospital is unique in so far as it's
position in the community as a treatment
centre for alcoholism is concerned.

The type of therapy provided by
Martindale is rare indeed, the type of patient
treated there is unwelcome in most other, if
not all other hospitals, yet these people need,
by virtue of inadequacy, continuous and
ongoing therapy. I would urge the mainteni-
ance of Martindale ...

The next letter in part reads as follows-

This unique Hospital is badly needed by
the community and is a wonderful backstop
and answer to some of my patients to race
their alcholism with the treatment and the
programme they Find there.

The following letter, again in part, reads as fol-
lows-

I must stress how beneficial the ongoing
services to our alcoholic patients are provi ng
to be. This institution is one of the few de-
voted to such a common difficult problem and
requires support from the community at all
levels-private, local Government and Feder-
al and State Governments.

The last letter is the one from which I quoted
earlier and it was written by a medico who has
spent a considerable time as a staff specialist
physician with the New South Wales Mental
Health Service. It reads in part-

In my experience, Martindale Hospital has
no superior in the field of motivation and
management of alcoholics.

Those letters attest very significantly to the work
done at Martindale. It is shocking to realise that

no action has been taken by either the State or the
Federal Government to prevent the closure of this
hospital. Both Governments are playing at kicking
the football back and forth, with neither being
prepared to accept responsibility for the matter.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [2.27
a.m.]; In reply to a couple of general points raised
by the Leader of the Opposition and his deputy, I
indicate firstly that the most fundamental point
concerns the question of whether we return to
resume the business of the Legislative Assembly in
a few days' time in December. Over the 13 years I
have been a member of Parliament I have not
known the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly to conclude sessions at separate times. I
would have thought that all members would be
aware of the possibility-not the inevita-
bility-that such an arrangement might produce a
situation, as it has done in other Parliaments,
where odds and ends were left over unresolved
between the two Houses and required some special
action.

For that reason no determination has been
made to select a particular day in December as the
day on which the Legislative Assembly will re-
sume. As I say, this is the first time in my experi-
ence that this possibility could occur, given that a
couple of important pieces of legislation are to be
dealt with by the upper House. It is hecause of
that that we have some minor degree of uncer-
tainty about whether the Assembly will come back
in December.

The other general issue related to that is that it
was fairly well understood by all of us last week
that we would come back for a couple of days this
week, and that the Government was keen to see
the business of the House wound up on Tuesday
and Wednesday of this week. In fact, as late as
teatime tonight it was understood by Government
members that we could expect to get onto the
General Loan Fund Bill by about 8.00 p.m.

Members are perfectly entitled to speak and
play the game as they see it; but how far the game
is played tends to produce the outcome with which
we must now contend. It was obviously decided by
members opposite that they would not contain
their comments on the Budget Divisions to enable
us to get onto the General Loan Fund Bill by 8.00
p.m., and then go on.

Mr Peter Jones: Was that the arrangement?

Mr BRYCE: We understood that to be the gen-
eral target.

Mr Peter Jones: No-one here protracted the
Estimates.
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Mr BRYCE: If the member reflects on what
has transpired tonight, he will realise that debate
on some Divisions was effectively extended.

As far as the business of the House motion is
concerned, I hate to sound like a budding grand-
father on this subject, but over the time I have
been here the situation in which we now find our-
selves has not been strange or uncommon. The
Leader of the House steadfastly adhered to time
limitations on sittings after discussions with the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition during the entire
length of this session on the understanding that
during the closing days of the session we may find
it necessary to sit extended hours, and that same
Leader of the House had some trouble on this side
of the House last week in discussions with some of
his ministerial and backbench colleagues about
how late we had to sit last week and he insisted
that we did not sit later than I I p.m. or midnight
last week.

Mr MacKinnon: He must have known he had a
pair tonight!

Mr BRYCE: The point is we all came back to
this place with the assumption that this week we
would work towards the conclusion of the business
of the House on Tuesday and Wednesday, which
is not an unusual thing. Countless examples are on
record where we have reached this stage of an
evening and we decided to then go on with private
members' business.

Mr Hassell: A very clear undertaking was given
by the Leader of the House.

Mr BRYCE: It is becausetof that undertaking
that I indicate to members opposite that it is our
intention to adhere to that plan. It is the under-
standing on which we came back to the House and
it is on the basis of that understanding that we
intend to proceed. I intend to refer to the
Treasurer the specific issues that the Leader of the
Opposition raised during the course of his com-
ments. He indicated that he wanted a response to
them and I will see that he gets a response.

I thank members opposite for their general sup-
port of this particularly important Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in
the Chair; Mr Bryce (Deputy Premier) in charge
of the Bill.

Divisions-Miscellaneous Departments,
$10 751 000; Public Works-Engineering and
Associated Works, $25 040 000-put and passed.

Division-Public Works: Building and
Associated Works Including Furniture and Equip-
ment, S9 940 000-

Mr MacKINNON: I take this opportunity to
raise a couple of issues in relation to schools in my
electorate. I am sure the Minister for Education is
not surprised.

I firstly wish to place on record my thanks for
the Minister's agreeing to the new improvements
at the Lynwood High School. As he is aware,
those improvements are long overdue and it is
pleasing to see the commitment has now been
made. The parents of children at that school also
are grateful, so I pass on to the Minister my
thanks in that regard.

The parents of children attending Rosstnoyne
Senior High School, as the member for Clontarf
would attest, are also grateful for the commitment
given in respect of the hall gymnasium at that
school, which again is long overdue. The parents
of children attending that school are grateful for
the support the Government has given.

However, the parents of children in Bibra Lake
are not very pleased with the Government's inac-
tion. They have been waiting now for probably
five or six years for a school to be built in the area.
I am well aware, having been Minister for three or
four years when we were the Government, that
during that time the area was in a developing
state-it still is in a developing state-and its
population would not have necessitated a school
being built there at that time. In recent times as
the area has developed, the parents of Bibra Lake,
the progress association and myself made rep-
resentations to the Government, it seems without
success, because in this year's Budget an allo-
cation has been made for the construction of a new
school in the South Lakes area.

South Lakes, as the Minister for Housing will
attest, is not a very old development; in fact, it is
very recent. Work in that area would have begun
barely two years ago, so members can see that
people who have gone to that area in the last two
years are now having the benefit of a new school
being built in their area; yet the people of Bibra
Lake have been overlooked.

I represent both of those areas, so members
cannot say I am trying to favour one electorate
against another. I happen to think that the people
of Bibra Lake have been waiting long enough for
these facilities and it is time they were given some
consideration in this regard. The parents in that
area, as the Minister would know, have to travel
several kilometres every day to take their children
to schools either at Leeming, North Lake, or
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Jandakot and the people at Bibra Lake deserve a
better deal.

The Government said in answer to questions
that I have asked in the Parliament-I refer par-
ticularly to question 1262 of 17 October-that no
decision has been made on the liming of the estab-
lishment of the proposed Bibra Lake primary
school and that the matter will be reviewed during
the next school year; but when members consider
the fact that the same answer has been given in
relation to the new school that is proposed for the
Leeming area and that a new school is now being
built at South Lakes, the chance of people at
Bibra Lake having a school built in their area in
the foreseeable future is very dim. To that extent
on behalf of the people I represent, I register my
disappointment at the Government's actions.

The second matter I raise is one that has an
even longer history of representation to the
Government than the first matter I raised. I refer
to the Willetton Primary School and the
administration facilities at that school. As the
Minister would be aware, Willetton, or
Burrendah, as it is commonly known, is an area
with two very large primary schools which were
built during our time in Government. In both
cases improvements have been made to the schools
and in both cases there is need for further im-
provement to accommodate the projected larger
number of school pupils who are likely to enter
that schcol system.

Willetton Primary School, for example, since I
have been a member of Parliament-and that is
going on for seven years-has never been without
transportable classrooms. These classrooms were
numbered from two years to five or six. As the
Minister well knows, those transportable class-
rooms place great pressure on the school, and
when that school is compared to some of the newer
schools-for instance the one the Minister opened
yesterday-it can be seen that the facilities at
Willetton really do not compare in many respects
with what is now an outstanding achievement in
this State in respect of the quality of classrooms.

In this regard the parents at Willetton have
been responsible, have looked at the facilities, and
have made approaches to the Governments over
the years. We have been able to achieve a lot. We
have achieved a new library resource centre and
the old resource centre has been able to be used
for other facilities.

However, we still have the administration of the
school housed in what can only be regarded as
second-class conditions. I began my represen-
tations on behalf of the parents who approached
me in October of 1982, when my good friend the

member for Karrinyup was the Minister for Edu-
cation. At that time I made an approach to him in
a general way and asked him for some action to be
taken. He indicated that he would make sure
proper action was taken to examine the position.

Upon the current Minister's attaining office I
continued to pursue the matter and in May 1983
he responded to me to this extent-

As a result the second requirement, that of
improving the administration area, can be
carried out as the superseded staff-room will
be available for modification for administrat-
ive purposes.

The Public Works Department has been asked to
prepare sketches along these lines and when a
report from that department is available a decision
can be made on how the project will proceed. I
remind members that that was in May 1983. I
continued to pursue the matter on behalf of the
parents of the students of Willetton Primary
School, and in answer to question 1903 of 9
November the Minister had this to say-

The minor works proposed to alter the
administration and staff areas at this school
are to be considered by the South West
Metropolitan Regional Minor Works Com-
mittee following receipt of requests from
schools in this Region for funding of such
projects during 1984.

So those minor works we were requesting were to
be considered, and that was in November 1983.

That brings us then to March 1984, a new
school year-bearing in mind that I raised the
matter originally in October 1982-and the Min-
ister responded again to question 2584 of 22
March as follows-

Suggested plans for additional
administration/staff space at this school are
being modified to incorporate a section of
superseded library as a staffroom and cost-
ings are yet to be calculated.

Capital funds for this kind of work are in
very short supply but every endeavour will be
made to have the necessary alterations car-
ried out as minor works as soon as possible.

The Minister would well know that minor works
moneys-while I acknowledge they are quite
substantial-really do not spread around too far
among schools; in fact they are used for projects
primarily under $5 000 and this particular work
would cost a fair bit more than that. We now come
to October of 1984, when I pursued the matter
with the Minister after the Budget had been
presented, and we found that there was an allo-
cation in this year's Budget for the upgrading of
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administration areas, but that money is to go to
schools at Phoenix, Southwell, Westfield Park,
Grass Patch, Nungarin, Westonia, and Yakamia,
which is in Albany, and not to Willetton Primary
School. So the students and parents of Willetton
Primary School are again disappointed in this re-
gard.

Again I raise on behalf of the parents of the
school my disappointment that this school has not
been given better treatment. It has over the years
been placed under inordinate pressure, and when
we compare that school with many other schools
in my electorate, I cannot think of any other that
has had transportable accommodation to the same
extent as Willetton or Burrendah. The situation of
Willetron is worse, and I would have thought that
to that extent it warranted special treatment, par-
ticularly in the area where the staff and
administration facilities at the school are what
must be termed second class.

I place on record my disappointment and urge
the Government in both of these areas-although
I do not think the first can be agreed to-to give
those matters quick and positive attention.

Mr PEARCE: With regard to Bibra Lake
school I did try to get the school at South Lakes
built partway between Bibra Lake and South
Lakes in order to cater for both groups of people,
there only being money for one school. That plan
was unfortunately frustrated by the Town of
Cockburn which refused to rezone a site that
would have been suitable, between the two areas,
given the fact that the Bibra Lake children were
already in schools and the South Lakes children
were just in houses that were being built, with
nowhere to go. The Government had no choice
other than to build the one school at South Lakes.
I blame the Town of Cockburn for the outcome of
that.

With regard to the Willetton school, I will cer-
tainly look at the situation again. Although the
Willetton school may not be in the same class of
buildings as, say, the Leeming Primary School, or
others in the member's electorate, most of which
are very new schools, the Willetton school is by
way of standard of facilities and buildings far in
advance of many other schools in the State. When
giving extra facilities, we not only take into ac-
count the need of the school for that particular
facility, but also the need for other facilities.
Those schools which the member read out, which
do have upgrades for their administration, are
schools which have a lesser level of facilities than
Willetton, and that is why they were chosen.

Division put and passed.

Divisions-Treasury, $10 739 000; Business
Undertakings, $3 592 000; Housing Authorities,
$104 084 000; Post Secondary Education Colleges,
$4 003 000; Other Authorities, $586 000-put and
passed.

Schedules I and 2 put and passed.

Clauses I to 3 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report
Sill reported, without amendment, and the re-

port adopted.

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

(Deputy Premier), and transmitted to the Council.

LOTTERIES (CONTROL) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from I5 November.
MR WAIT (Albany) [2.50 am.]: The Minister

should give some consideration to having this Act
reprinted. It is a terrible Act with which to deal
because it has a heap of amendments attached to
it and there are amendments to the amendments.
We are now amending those amendments. It is
difficult to try and put it together and marry the
features of the Bill to the parent Act. I hope that
next time we have amendments to the Act we have
a reprint of the Act, which will make life easier.

This Bill seeks to make some changes to the
administration of the Instant Lottery fund which
has been in operation for some years. At present
the Instant Lottery fund is split in two ways, and
20 per cent of the proceeds go to culture and the
arts-10 per cent each-and up to the present
time the other 80 per cent has gone to the account
at the Treasury known as the hospital fund. To
date nothing has been taken out of the proceeds of
the Instant Lottery fund for the administration of
the fund. It is reasonable that any administrative
costs associated with that fund should come out of
the proceeds of it before the net proceeds are
distributed to the charities concerned.

One could be a trifle cynical and suggest that
the object of the exercise might be to charge for
the administrative costs. No-one has suggested
what sort of cost we are looking at in percentage
terms, but I would imagine it would be minimal.
The net result would be to remove some of the
impost from the Consolidated Revenue Fund
which would allow more money in that fund.
While saying one could be cynical and make that
suggestion, at the same time it is not unreason-
able. I am concerned that there is no limit. I would
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have thought that some sort of limit, expressed in
percentage or dollar terms, would have been
imposed. At the moment the sky is the limit and it
is an open ticket. We could find ourselves in a
situation where the system could get out of con-
trol.

The Bill provides for consultants to be engaged
to advise the Minister for the Arts and the Minis-
ter for Sport and Recreation in regard to the dis-
tribution of the funds. The question that comes to
my mind is, "Who has been doing this work until
now"? Has the work been undertaken by the de-
partmental staff and have they been paid from
departmental funds? Perhaps it has been
undertaken by people from a specialised field who
have been engaged from time to time to advise on
special projects or who have set down the require-
ments for the funding of the more complex proj-
ects, I ask the Minister to clarify that point.

One of the clauses relates to an amendment to
the words, "The Minister who shall distribute the
funds" to "The Minister who shall distribute or
cause to be distributed". I would have preferred
something more specific. Does this refer to the
departmental officers or to the Minister's adviser?
Even though the Minister might engage his staff,
as every Minister would regarding a special proj-
ect, the ultimate responsibility would rest with
him. It would be correct to say, "The Minister
who shall distribute". It is not a major point, but I
would be interested to hear the Minister's com-
ments.

Another change in the Bill is to allow for grants
to be made, not by the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, but by the Minister for the Arts to
individuals. Previously individuals have not been
eligible to receive grants from this fund. There has
been some suggestion that it might have occurred
on several occasions and that is why I raised a
question with the Minister during question time
tonight. 1 am prepared to accept his explanation
that because he was not able to help an individual
through the Instant Lottery fund he had asked the
Arts Council to give consideration to the appli-
cation. I believe that it is better that individuals be
assisted through the Instant Lottery fund because
it was intended for that purpose.

The only reservation I have concerns the people
who miight be engaged by either the Minister for
Sport or Recreation or the Minister for the Arts to
distribute funds. Who will pay their salaries?
There is no limit on the money that can be paid to
those people and no criteria under which those
people will be engaged have been set down.

I would be grateful if the Minister would give
an indication of the Government's intention in re-

gard to this matter. I have tried to be as brief as
possible about the matters which concern me. The
Opposition has no objection to the principle be-
hind the Bill, but would appreciate answers to the
queries I have raised.

The Opposition supports the Bill.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister for the
Environment) [2.59 a.mn.]: I thank the member for
Albany for his brief comments. He has summed
up the areas in the Bill very succinctly and, in fact,
more succinctly than his colleagues in another
place who seemed to get sidetracked.

Even though this Bill does not come under my
department, I have previously asked that the Act
be reprinted, and I will follow up my request.

The matter of the cost involved in assisting indi-
viduals would probably amount to the appoint-
ment of two or three clerks. We have been sur-
prised by the number of applications we have
received and the amount of work that has been
involved in investigating the applicants. Some in-
vestigations have involved travelling to inspect on-
site facilities. It has become fairly obvious that the
number of staff would be two or three at the most,
depending on the number of applications and the
amount of work required in assessing those appli-
cations. After an 1 8-month trial we can safely say
that the cost will not be excessive.

The member for Albany also asked what kind of
control witl be put on this fund. It comes under the
control of the Mvinister for Administrative Ser-
vices. We shall need to apply to that Minister for
agreement, and he will say how much money can
be spent on assessing and dealing with the claims.

The other amount relating to payments for ad-
vice refers to whether a committee should be
appointed and whether the members should re-
ceive a sitting fee. For a while the members of the
Arts Council comprised the Instant Lottery distri-
bution committee but I felt it was unnecessary
that they should draw a sitting fee as the members
of the Arts Council and then become the Instant
Lottery committee and draw another sitting fee.
The way we now handle the situation is that the
officer of the Arts Council deals with all appli-
cations, calls for the assistance he wants, and
makes recommendations to me. If I want further
advice I ask for it and either accept, reject or
amend the recommendations from the Arts Coun-
cil. I am considering restructuring it but it is safe
to say that the amount of money involved would
amount to only a sitting fee to members of any
committee that might be appointed. I cannot fore-
see a situation of wanting to call for advisers or
experts to tellI me how to give money away.

4842



[Wednesday, 28 November 1984] 44

The Instant Lottery has been a real boon and I
congratulate the former Government for
introducing it, because the Parliament has been
able to help many small organisations that would
not have had a chance to raise a brass razoc had it
not been for the amounts from the Instant Lottery.

On the question of individuals, many people
have wanted travel grants as individuals. At
present we have the situation where we can
finance two dancers who want to go overseas but
we cannot assist one dancer who may request a
travel grant. Crown Law Department has said we
cannot fund individuals and, therefore, at least
two people must be involved who thus constitute a
group. I am sure the member can understand that
at times there are very worthy cases involving one
person who could be helped by a travel grant or a
scholarship. For this reason we have included that
provision in the Bill. The Minister for Sport and
Recreation tells me that he has not had that ex-
perience, yet I have encountered it regularly in my
section.

I congratulate the member on his understanding
of the Bill and for the support it has been given.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

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

(Minister for the Environment), and passed.

CABINET: SUBMISSIONS
ALP Conference Decision: Motion

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [3.05 am.]: I move-

That this House condemns the action of the
Premier in accepting the ALP Conference de-
cision that Ministers must clear all minis-
terial submissions to Cabinet with relevant
ALP committees and unions prior to their
submission to Cabinet and calls on the
Premier to give a commitment to the Parlia-
ment that such blatant political interference
in Government decision making will not be
allowed to continue during his term as
Premier.

Members might recall that during the State Con-
ference of the ALP prominent publicity was given
to a motion agreed to under the heading "The
Role of State Executive Policy Committees". It is

important for the members to understand the im-
plications of that decision. To that extent I quote
the following extracts from that paper to demon-
strate my meaning to members. On the first page
of the policy document it states-

Conversely, they can and should be
consulted by Ministers on major decisions re-
lating to Party policy. Consultation should,
for example, occur on the principles behind
relevant parliamentary bills, on programmes
for the implementation of policies and on ap-
pointments to statutory and other bodies.

Later in the document it states-
While it is recognised that there are some

issues which due to their sensitivity; consul-
tation is difficult. Policy Committees in nor-
mal circumstances have a right to expect:

(a) full consultation by Ministers and their
staffs in the following areas prior to final
decisions being made:

It goes on to list a range of issues where Ministers
and their staffs are required to consult fully. It
also indicates the following-

Such information might be in the form of
written reports or other written materials or
access to public service experts or consultants;

Later in the document, under the heading
"Implementation" it is sta ted-

To assist in improving relations between
Policy Committees and their Ministers, Con-
ference resolves:

(b) that appropriate Ministerial staff be co-
opted to all Committees to fulfill a
liaison role. Such co-optees should at-
tend all meetings and represent the Min-
ister in his/her absence;

Further on-

that no Cabinet submission be accepted
without an indication that consultation with
relevant Party Committees, unions and other
appropriate bodies has taken place.

Some of that might not sound too bad to some
people but it leads me to have some cause for
concern as 1 will explain in a moment.

What was the Government's attitude to that
motion? Prior to the conference, Paul McGeogh
was leaked a document, as he is so often these
days. I instance the land rights legislation that we
saw reported by the same journalist this week.
Michael Beahan was reported as saying that he
did not know how many Ministers would be un-
happy with the proposal but added, "LMr Burke is
happy and I am sure he speaks for them or at
them".
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After the decision was made the Premier said on
4 September-

Mr Burke said that the plan would elevate
ALP organisations to the same level of con-
sultation as non-Labor bodies, such as the
Confederation of Industry and the Chamber
of Mines.

Nothing could be further from the truth because I
am not aware of the Chamber of Mines Or the
confederation being consulted on all the sub-
missions that go to Cabinet but only at times on
submissions of relevance to those particular bodies
when it suits the Government to do so. There is no
compulsion on Cabinet or Ministers to consult
with relevant party committees or confederation
or chamber committees on Cabinet submissions.
So it is starkly different from the situation to
which the Premier was referring.

My concerns about this move by the ALP and
the acquiescence in that move by the Government
are firstly, that the Government has failed to
identify who all those people are who will fulfil
those roles and who are the appropriate ministerial
staff to be co-opted to all committees to fulfil a
liaison role. How are we to know whether we are
dealing with a public servant or a party employee
whose job it is to report to the party machine and
back to the Minister? The member for Dale and I
have been pursuing the Premier assiduously and
trying to get a list of those people classed as minis-
terial advisers.

Mr Bryce: Does the member for Dale accept
that Dr Charlesworth is not a ministerial adviser?

Mr MacKINNON: He did not claim that he
was a ministerial adviser; he claimed he had been
appointed to a statutory body.

Mr Bryce: I guess some of us would like to think
that the Federal Parliament was a statutory body
of this Government.

Mr MacKINNON: He was appointed to some
sporting committee, I think. The more important
point being made is that we cannot get a list from
the Government of who are the Government ad-
visers. The Government will not come clean on
who its pseudo-advisers might be.

We saw the other day that the head of the
Policy Secretariat is not considered to be an ad-
viser but is considered to be a public servant.

Mr Bryce: The Policy Secretariat is an agency
of the Government.

Mr MacKINNON: When was Mr Edwards
appointed to that job?

Mr Bryce: Presumably, he is employed under
contract to the Public Service Board.

Mr MacKINNON: When did his contract be-
gin?

Mr Bryce: I do not know exactly, but a few
months ago.

Mr MacK INNON: Now he is considered to be
a public servant.

Mr Parker: The Public Service Board makes the
appointment, not the Government.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister must think
that we came down in the last shower. The Public
Service Board may have made the appointment,
but the Government made the selection. Mr
Edwards has held a senior position in the ALP.

The Government is doing as was suggested by
the member for Floreat previously in debate; it is
changing the whole structure of the Public Service
and is loading it completely with its party ap-
pointees so that even after it is defeated at the
election, a significant number of its employees will
still hold jobs and be advisers and we are not even
told who they are. We will have to identify them
when we get back in Government.

My first concern then is to get the Government
to identify its party appointees. We have seen open
attempts by the Government to try to stack the
Public Service with its own friends.

I am also concerned about the blatant misuse of
public funds in this regard. If one reads this docu-
ment on the role of the State Executive policy
committees, one realises it is a blueprint for ALP
and union Government at the expense of the tax-
payer. The document states-

Such information might be in the form of
written reports or other written material or
access to Public Service experts or consult-
ants.

What is to stop the ALP policy committee, on
which there is represented a Government-paid per-
son, asking any department for written material or
access to public servants or experts or consultants
and saying that they want a paper on this or that?
If that is not a misuse of public funds, I do not
know what is. It is a method of the taxpayer sup-
porting the activities of the ALP. We were never a
party to that and we never will be. The lay organ-
isation should be kept entirely separate from the
Government of the day. It is obvious, in this in-
stance, that the ALP does not trust the Govern-
ment and wants to make sure that it keeps its eyes
on the Government.

Mr Bertram: Is the Press still excluded from
your proceedings?

Mr MacKINNON: We do not pay the Press
and neither does the taxpayer.
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Mr Bertram: That is not a very wholesome set-
up.

Mr MacKINNON: it is quite wholesome and
we have nothing to be ashamed about.

The third area relates to the politicisation of the
Public Service. Nowhere is that more evident than
in an article which appears on the back of the
current Civil Service Journal, volume 64, No. 10,
published in Perth on 16 November. Under the
heading, "Advisers settle into Public Service
system" the article states-

But from thereon every person appointed to
a Minister's staff from outside the Public Ser-
vice has been declared an adviser and at-
tached to a media hit list.

Three of those listed for special attention
when political news becomes scarce were
Ross Love, Sue Anne Macknay and Steve
Smith.

None of the trio are advisers but they were
all appointed to their Minister's staff from
outside the Public Service.

Further, the article states-
Sue Anne Macknay acts as a sort of liaison

person between public servants, unions,
middle management people and her Minister.

.We must also deal with party political
m atters and that is probably something the
public servant should stand independent
from."

" For instance, I must liaise on the Minis-
ter's behalf with the ALP Policy Committee
on Education. It wouldn't be right to ask a
public servant to do that."

Those are her words, not mine. Yet that confer-
ence motion with which the Premier was happy to
go along and with which members opposite were
happy to support, states that such information
might be in the form of written reports or other
written material or access to Public Service ex-
perts or consultants. Even one of the Govern-
ment's own appointees does not agree with that.

The article continues-
Ross Love told me he regards himself as a

professional officer within the system doing a
job like anyone else.

Further on the following appears-
Prior to the election of the Burke Govern-

ment he was one of the architects of the ALP
Small Business policy.

He says it was important that Government
Ministers after nine years in opposition have

someone within their office who they knew
and could trust.

We have seen how much the current Government
thinks of the Public Service. It has no respect for it
at all, and demonstrates that daily.

The question at the end of the day, if we look at
this motion in detail, is this: Who is really the
Premier of Western Australia? One must came to
the conclusion that, while Brian Burke is the
Premier up front, it would seem that Mr Butler
and the people from the back are those who pull
the strings. Otherwise, why is it that when one
goes to see a Minister these days, the party ap-
pointee sits in at the meeting? Why can one not
see the Minister free of that party person?

Mr Pearce: You can.

Mr MacKINNON: That is-not my experience,
and it is not the experience of many people. on this
side of the House, or in the community. By and
large, if one is seeing the Minister these days, the
adviser is there as well.

It has been drawn to my attention time and
again that, with respect to many Ministers, one
cannot get to see him unless one goes through the
adviser. That is all part of the role of the State
executive policy committees. It is part of the
politicisation of the Public Service and the abuse
of the taxpayers' funds for the political ends of the
Labor Party.

I do not mind taxpayers'. funds being used to
further the cause of the Government, but when
they are used to prop up the Labor Party system,
as has happened time and again, and as they have
been used by the Premier in relation to the City of
Stirling, then I oppose it.

For that reason I urge all members to support
this motion.

M r CL A RKO: I second the mot ion.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Min ister for Edu-
cation) [3.24 a.m.J: The simple situation is that we
in the Australian Labor Party run a democratic
party, and the processes through which the party
operates involve all party members.

When the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
read out the sections from the document to which
he drew exception, I waited to hear something
which would be unconstitutional or which ran
against the forms of government in this State.
There was nothing in that document which bore
on that in any way whatsoever. We understand
perfectly well our constitutional Proprieties. and
our Government operates according to them. We
consult widely with a range of people, and we give
high priority to consultation with party colleagues
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who are not in the Parliament. There is nothing
wrong with that.

Mr MacKinnon: You do not believe there is
anything wrong with using taxpayers' funds to
Support it?

Mr PEARCE: I will come to the question of
taxpayers' funds. if the taxpayers do not like the
arrangement they can kick us out, but the reason
they will not is simply this: Although the Oppo-
sition may complain about the Government ap-
pointees outside the Public Service, the fact of the
matter is that we are making the Government
more efficient. One of the reasons the present Op-
position went out of office was that most of its
members could not make it run at all.

Mr Clarko: We served nine years, which is the
longest period this State has seen.

Mr PEARCE: That was nine years of stag-
nation. One of the reasons for that stagnation is
that the present Opposition could not make the
Government operate in the interests of Western
Australia. After nine years they fell out of the race
altogether.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition's speech
did not even bear on the motion he moved. He
rambled on about taxpayers' money, looking after
the Public Service, and a range of things. What he
was complaining about was that we have a demo-
cratic system in operation in the Australian Labor
Party, and he is unhappy about that because he
does not have a democratic system in his own
party. His is a Party which meets behind closed
doors. When Ian Warner used to come up to see
the Government, perhaps he was not on the
Government payroll, but he saw Cabinet Minis-
ters and influenced their reactions.

It has already been demonstrated that the
Leader of the Opposition was in the habit of send-
ing Cabinet minutes to former Premiers and those
who were not even in the Government. I do not
care about the processes that the Liberal Party
used when in Government or in Opposition. All I
can say is that they could have been better. If they
had been, perhaps the present Opposition would
not be in Opposition.

We have nothing to be ashamed of or to hide in
the way our party operates. The fact of the matter
is that there was nothing secret about that docu-
ment. Members of the party were present at the
conference which discussed it. There was a battery
of reporters there the whole time. Discussion on
the document was free and open, Ministers
participated, and the Premier's comments were
supported by the whole Cabinet, and the parlia-
mentary party.

We are not ashamed of the way the party
operates. It is an open and democratic system. We
are intensely proud of the level of democracy in-
side the Western Australian Government and the
Western Australian Labor Party. I can tell the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that we will not
support this foolish motion.

If this shows the kind of priorities that the Op-
position has when putting forward private mem-
bers' business, given all the problems that the
State and the world have today to be concerned
about, I am surprised. What are members opposite
most concerned about? A party document of the
Australian Labor Party! If one wants to get any-
where in the world, one must turn one's attention
to much more substantial things.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe- Leader of the Op-
position) [3.29 a.rn.J: This matter is not trivial and
it is quite wrong for the Minister for Education to
suggest it is. The fact of the matter is that the
Labor Party Conference required the Government
to be accountable to bodies outside Parliament
and away from the people. This has always been
one of the problems of Labor Governments. They
do not regard themselves as accountable to the
people-rather they are subject to the judgment of
the people and to the dictates of their supporers,
which are, of course, the party and the trade union
movement.

That is a matter of continuing concern. It is not
simply an internal matter of the Labor Party; it is
a question of the integrity of the Government and
the system. The Labor Party's resolution seeking
to direct the Ministers to take their ministerial
business and the business of the Government to
the Labor Party and to the trade union movement
in advance of decisions being made is simply an
extension of a very dangerous procedure to which
the Labor Party is already prone.

We have seen in Canberra the way in which the
Budget of the nation is subject to control,
overview, and veto by the ACTU. That has been
causing a great deal of concern at the national
level. However, whatever else the Minister may
say, the suggestion that this is trivial and not a
matter of importance is: completely wrong. It is a
matter of great importance, because it goes to the
very heart of public and parliamentary account-
ability, and the fact that the ALP Conference
indulged in this kind of direction to the Govern-
ment indicates just how far the Government is
removed from being accountable to the people of
the State and instead is concerned to be
accoun t able to ou tside bod ies.

We are seeing that all the way down the line.
We are seeing it in the directions being given by
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the trade union movement and in the way in which
this Government is not prepared to stand up to the
trade union movement when all these incredible
activities are going on on building sites and in
other places.

It is up to the Parliament to bring this matter to
public attention, as is being done by this motion,
and to paint out that, while the ALP goes down
this path and approaches the matter in this way, it
is running away from its responsibilities and is
distorting the system of government, because the
fundamental principle must be that individual
members are accountable to the people and are
not subject to outside direction.

It will be on the Government's head, because as
the days go by and more and more of the impact
of these things is felt, so the Government will be
seen for what it is and the damage it is doing will
be recognised. The motion draws to attention and
condemns the action of the Premier in accepting
that kind of direction and resolution.

Once again we see the Premier is not even here
to answer what amounts to a censure motion
against him, It is a pretty poor old show. The
Leader of the House gave direct undertakings on
the record about provision for private members'
business. The Premier was not even here to deal
with his own Budget in respect of public works.

Mr Bryce: He was here at 8 p.m.

Mr HASSELL: We were still dealing with the
Budget. There was never any agreement about 8
p.m., and the Deputy Premier knows that. The
Government has breached the clearest of under-
takings given by the Leader of the House in re-
lation to private members' business, and the
Premier was not here to deal with his Budget.

Mr Gordon Hill: Last night the Leader of the
House came to an agreement with the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that we would deal with
the remaining divisions of the Budget, Govern-
ment business, and items of private business.

Mr MacKinnon: There was no agreement about
finishing at 8 p.m. L

Mr Gordon Hill: The understanding was that
we would push on until it was finished.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier is not here to deal
with the business which relates to him. Private
mlembhers' business is being brought on at this hour
of the morning when the Leader of the House gave
the clearest of undertakings at the time the pro-
cedural motion was moved that it would be dealt
with in a reasonable way. It is not reasonable to be
dealing with private members' business now.

Mr Gordon Hill: Just because you filibustered
on the Budget-

Mr HASSELL: Who has been filibustering?

Mr Gordon Hill: Some of your members.

Mr HASSELL: That is a downright lie. Oppo-
sition members were raising issues they are
entitled to raise on the Budget. The Budget is the
most important document that Parliament deals
with.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
Henderson): Order! I ask the Leader of the
sition to relate his comments to the motion
the Chair.

(M rs
Oppo-
before

Mr HASSELL: I shall relate my comments to
the matter before the Chair. The matter before
the Chair should not be being dealt with at this
time of night. It is the wrong time, it is not in
accordance with what was agreed, and it is indica-
tive of the attitude of the Government to the Op-
position. It demonstrates more clearly than any-
thing else the fact that, despite the considerable
measure of co-operation which has been given to
the Government during this session in respect of
the business of the House, the most basic courtesy
has not been observed by the Government tonight.
It is a downright disgrace, and the Deputy
Premier who was given an opportunity to do some-
thing about it quite deliberately decided not to do
so.

Government members might think they are very
clever, but they are not when they take this atti-
tude. Apart from anything else, on the basic level
of courtesy, Government members have sunk to
the bloody depths tonight.

Question put
lowing result-

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Crayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones

Mr Barnett
Mr Batemnan
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

and a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 17
Mr Laura nce
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 23
Mr Hughes
Mr Tonm Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P.1J. Smith
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Thompson Mr Tonkin
Mr Blaikie Mr Hodge
Mr Cowan Mr Jamieson
Mr Old Mr Troy
Mr Tubby Mr Brian Burke
Dr Dadour Mr Bridge
Mr Stephens Mr 1. F. Taylor

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY: PRIORITIES
Common wealth Government: Motion

MR COURT (Nedlands) [3.40 a.m.1: I move-
That this House expresses opposition to the

Commonwealth Government's priorities in
choosing science and technology to suffer in
the 1984-1985 Badget for the following
reasons-
(a) It would seriously affect the CSIRO's

research efforts in Western Australia.
(b) It does not provide for new programmes

to encourage research and development
in existing private sector industries.

(c) It makes a mockery of the Government's
policy to spearhead industrial recovery
through new developments in science
and technology.

I am sure the Government supports the sentiment
we are expressing in this motion, because this
State Minister has often said that he and his
Government have quite a commitment to the field
of science and technology. He must be as con-
cerned as we are that the Federal Government has
seen fit to ignore the efforts of Mr Barry Jones,
the Federal Minister for Science and Technology,
in his attempts over the last year or so to gain
relatively more funding for the area of science and
technology than it is currently receiving. The Fed-
eral Minister had made it quite clear to people in
the industry, whether they be people in the private
sector, in Government research bodies or the ter-
tiary sector, that his Government would make a
considerably larger financial commitment to the
whole field of technology.

I am sure all members agree that we need to
encourage research and development in this area
and the application of new technologies to
Australian industries, which are struggling to re-
main competitive on the international scene. But it
is easier said than done and it requires a lot of
work from all parties concerned: The Government,
educational bodies and the private sector.

We would also agree that encouragement is
needed for the development of new technologies
through research and development programmes,

programmes conducted not only by Government
agencies but also by the private sector and tertiary
institutions, whether that encouragement be in the
form of tax incentives or something else.

What we want to see on top of existing indus-
tries moving into new technologies and into the
application of new technologies is the encourage-
ment of brand new industries to establish in
Australia. I am sure we would all agree on this
point. Where we differ is on the way this should be
done.

During the Budget debate we were critical of
the Minister for the way his Government had
handled the field of science and technology. We
have seen the Government indulge in a lot of talk
and we have seen a lot of money being spent, but
unfortunately we have not seen the results coming
out at tile other end. But in this debate we are
concentrating on the priorities of the Common-
wealth Government when it framed its 1984-85
Budget. Neglecting the area of science and tech-
nology has severely restricted many of the re-
search and development activities being carried
out in Government agencies in Western Australia,
particularly at the CSIRO.

As I said earlier, it is no secret that the Federal
Minister for Science and Technology was very
disappointed with his Government's commitment
to his area of responsibility. The Minister here
would know that I do not support the funding of
this area for the sake of funding. I believe that the
money provided must be put to good use. I will not
go into detail about what funding was provided or
for what specific projects; I will work on the as-
sumption that the funding was provided to get a
result.

I am concerned that many programmes being
carried out in this State by the CSIRO and other
bodies will be cut back or that the length of time
needed to bring them to fruition will be extended
because we saw an increase of only 1.6 per cent in
the federal Government's allocation to this area.
That compares very unfavourably with the allo-
cation to the portfolio of Foreign Affairs, which
received an 8 per cent increase. That shows the
Federal Government's priorities. The end result is
that research undertaken by bodies such as the
CS IRO in WA has been hit.

Members will be aware that a quite extraordi-
nary event occurred the week the Federal Budget
was announced because we saw senior officers of
the CSIRO publicly coming out and outlining how
their programmes would be cut and how this
would affect their different Fields of research. I do
not recall that sort of criticism ever previously
having come from these people in this way. The
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Federal Minister himself was publicly critical of
the Federal Government's allocation to science
and technology and finally the Prime Minister had
to step in and stop him making those public criti-
cisms. At one stage the Federal Minister even
thought of resigning because of his inability to
convince the Federal Government to deliver the
goods.

A scientist who operates in this Field said,
"Science and technology has been treated as an
'also ran'. It was pushed right to the end. It was a
most despicable thing". His comments really high-
light the fact that it is a mockery for this Labor
Government here to say that the Federal Govern-
ment's policy is to spearhead industrial recovery
through new developments in science and tech-
nology. When it comes to the crunch the Federal
Government has made a decision which has been
to the detriment of the whole area of science and
technology. All the words we have heard about the
need to carry out more research and development
and the need to apply more technology and to
introduce new technology industries have come to
nothing. All those words about how all this activ-
ity would flow through to the benefit of this State
can be described only as pathetic when we con-
sider the Federal Government's Budget allocation
to this Field.

I am sure the Deputy Premier and his col-
leagues agree with me that the Federal Govern-
ment's commitment has been of little good. I
therefore urge all members in the House to sup-
port the motion.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I formally second the mo-
tion.

MR BRYCE (Asdot-Minister for Technology)
[3.50 a.mt.]: The Government rejects this proposal.
It is an exercise in opportunism and we should
treat it with the complete contempt that it de-
serves. Less than a couple of days ago in this place
the member for Nedlands condemned the initiat-
ives and the effort by this Government and my
Ministry in particular in respect of technological
development. The member (or Nedlands needs to
make up his mind. He will be treated with this sort
of contempt by the Government until he makes up
his mind. It may be a function of political ma-
turity, but he cannot have his cake and eat it.' He
cannot slam into the Federal Government because
he wants a-

Mr Court: You did it all the time.
Mr BRYCE: I am doing my bit for this State

and all the member for Nedlands has been doing
from the beginning, every day when he wakes up,
is knock and condemn. He cannot one day con-
demn money that is being spent by this Govern-

ment as part of a $30 million initiative in this
State, and in a mealy-mouthed manner condemn
out of hand every aspect of it as being of no use,
and then turn around the next day and condemn
the Commonwealth Government for precisely the
opposite reasons.

I ask members to have a look at this proposition
and when they do so to think about the member
for Nedlands and consider what it shows about
him as a member. It demonstrates he has an ultra-
superficial interpretation and appreciation of this
particularly important subject. It is a great pity
for him that this item came some considerable
time after that debate. The sole purpose of this
issue was to give him a headline at the time of the
Federal Budget, and this Government is not going
to go along with his slimy little plot.

We oppose the motion.

Question put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result-

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Cla rko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Ayes
Mr Thompson
Mr Blaikie
Mr Spriggs
Mr Old
Mr Tubby
Mr Mensaros
Dr Dadour

Ayes 16
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Rushton
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 23
Mr Hughes
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Tonkin
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Troy
Mr Brian Burke
Mr I. F. Taylor
Mr Bridge

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING:
APPRENTICES
Review: Motion

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [3.57 a.m.]: I move-
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That this House expresses grave concern at
the dramatic decline in the number of ap-
prentices in training in Western Australia
and the failure of Government action 10 re-
verse this decline and requests the State
Government to urgently review its appren-
ticeship training programmes with a view to
ensuring-

(1) That modern training methods are being
applied in educational institutions for ap-
prentice training;

(2) That trade training courses are relevant
to employer needs;

(3) That more private sector employment of
apprentices is encouraged; and

(4) That young employees are not priced out
of potential apprenticeship employment.

I do not think anything is more important at the
moment or is of more concern to all Australians
than the plight of young unemployed people. We
see a situation where roughly 20 per cent of the
young people of Australia are unemployed, and
that is double the rate of adult unemployment. We
see also a situation where the number of appren-
tices or apprenticeships in this country has
declined dramatically in recent years. Western
Australia has, like the rest of Australia, shared in
that tragic decline.

To illustrate what I mean, I quote some stat-
istics which I have obtained from answers
provided to questions I have asked in the Parlia-
ment. In December 1979, 13 713 apprentices were
in training in WA. Three years later, in December
1982, immediately prior to the last State election,
13 375 were in training, which means that over
that three-year period the decline in apprentice
numbers was 338 or 2.5 per cent. We had slipped
back slightly over that three-year period. How-
ever, since December 1982, the situation has
deteriorated markedly. As I said, in December
1982, 13 375 apprentices were employed in WA.

In answer to question 1671 of 8 November, in
which I asked the Premier how many apprentices
were currently employed in WA, he replied that as
at 30 September 1984, 10 896 apprentices were
employed.

In a period of 20 months there has been a de-
cline of 2 479 apprentices, or 18.5 per cent, from
December 1982 to September 1984. In other
words, since this Government has been in office,
apprentice numbers have dropped off by 2 500 to
the extent where apprentices have dropped below
1I 000.

It may be well and good for the Premier and the
Minister for Employment and Training to say in

answer to questions in the Parliament, that the
intake of apprentices between July and September
this year has shown a 77 per cent increase on the
corresponding period of last year. The fact re-
mains that since December 1982 apprentice num-
bers have declined by 2 500 in Western Australia.

The Government is not sitting idly by and doing
nothing. I would be irresponsible if I said that.
The Government is attempting to do something; it
is attempting to improve the situation by a variety
of means. What the Opposition wishes to demon-
strate with this motion is that what is being done is
not enough; the Government is not succeeding. We
need to do more. These areas need attention.

I will be disappointed if the Government op-
poses this motion, because it seems to be an area
where the parties can have bipartisan support in
the interests of arresting the dramatic decline en-
suring that we start increasing the apprentice
numbers in this State.

The first area we have mentioned relates to
modern training methods. I think there is fair
agreement throughout Western Australia that
there is a need to look at improving training
methods for apprentices. That is not to say that
there are not areas where steps have been taken.

As an Opposition party we have been to Carine
Technical College where we saw the panelbeaters
and spray painters undertaking a modern method
of eduction. That is the sort of self-paced learning
that should be applied in many more areas.

The Confederation of Western Australian In-
dustry reviewed the apprenticeship promotion
scheme in June 1984. In its report, under the
heading "The Long Term", it quoted-

That the entire apprenticeship training
model be reviewed.

The confederation said that we need an overall
review, and that is what we are saying. In another
publication called "The Perspectives on the Future
of Trade Education, Paper Number 3" presented
at a conference in Adelaide in 1984, Mr Bernie
Ryan, the Director of Industrial Training of the
Department of Employment and Administrative
Services in Western Australia said-

We are heading for some hard decisions to
be made in the apprenticeship system because
of the incidence of high youth unemployment.
At the same time insufficient apprentices are
being trained to meet industry's demand for
tradespersons.

It is clear that something is quite wrong with the
system. The system is in need of change and we
need to review the training methods to ensure that
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they are relevant today; that they are being ap-
plied in educational institutions properly; and that
we are getting back to a stage where a proper level
of apprenticeship training is being undertaken so
that not only the young people of today are being
employed productively, but also most importantly
so that we can see a future for our industries. All
of the promotion being undertaken now by the
Deputy Premier and the Premier in relation to
industrial development and the encouragement to
build smelters, iron ore processing industries, or
any processing industry in this State, will be to no
avail if we have insufficient people trained to par-
take in those developments.

That first area is one which needs urgent atten-
tion. Modern training methods must be applied in
educational institutions, particularly as they relate
to apprenticeship training. New thinking needs to
be applied.

Secondly, it really is a motherhood statement.
Trade training courses must be relevant to em-
ployer needs. There needs to be much more liaison
between the trade training people and people who
set the trade courses to ensure that the needs are
being met by those courses.

Much is done in this area now. I have talked to
the people involved, but it appears that not enough
is being achieved. There is a need for a fresh
approach perhaps by involving the employers in
the training process and in workshops, with the
Government paying some of the employers to
come in during trade training courses. In this mo-
tion we are asking for the Government to revi ew
its approach in this regard. We cannot afford the
state of affairs to continue where trade training
courses are not relevant to employers' needs.

Thirdly, we are asking that more private sector
employment of apprentices be encouraged. As I
said earlier, we are aware that the Government is
trying to achieve some results in relation to the
employment of young apprentices. The Govern-
ment has indicated that it will employ 100 ad-
ditional apprentices in the State public sector.
That will not even bring the level of apprentices
employed in the State public sector back to the
level when the Government came into office.
While that is a worthwhile objective, it will not
really solve the problem at the end of the day.

It will of course help by creating another 100
jobs in the public sector, but it is not doing any-
thing to encourage people into the productive sec-
tor of our community. What is needed is more
effort to be put into ensuring that the private
sector is encouraged to employ apprentices.

The Government is to be commended for its
programme of trying to establish support for ap-

prentices in the private sector by some payroll tax
and workers' compensation concessions. However,
it seems strange to me that in the questions I have
asked in this Parliament the Government cannot
quantify for me whether such schemes in the past
have been successful.

The Premier has not given me an indication of
how much the cost is to the Government or how
many apprentices were so employed. That seems
to me to be an indictment on the systems involved
in government. If the Government cannot measure
the success of its programmes, how do we know it
is successful? Surely attention is needed in that
regard.

The Government has moved in that direction,
but without knowing where it is going and without
being able to measure its success so that more
private sector employment of apprentices needs to
be encouraged.

Finally, the most vexed question is the pay rates
of young apprentices. There needs to be an urgent
review. We will continue to say this, no matter
what the Government says in this regard. Young
employees are being priced out of jobs, and that is
a fact of life.

I draw the attention of members to two articles
which give veracity to my argument. In an article
by Mark Dixon in the Daily News of 18 July he
said that in 1950 the rate of pay for a first year
apprentice was 18 per cent of a tradesman's
wages, but by 1980 that figure had climbed to
between 40 and 45 per cent, depending on the
terms of the apprenticeship. Members can see that
over that 30-year period wage levels for appren-
tices have more than doubled.

We note in a report carried out recently by the
Electrical Contractors' Association that it really is
costing employers an inordinate amount of money
to train apprentices in this State. I think the figure
for electrical apprentices is something like $7
million a year in this State. It really is an inordi-
nate amount of money, and it is a fact that these
people are being priced out of a job.

I draw the attention of members again to the
publication called "Facts" of Spring 1984, Vol-
ume 33, No. 3. On the back of this publication
certain people are quoted, and they agree with my
proposition as follows-on this topic

Clyde Cameron, Former Minister for
Labour in the Whitlam Government.

Paddy McGuiness, Editor, Financial Review.

Bureau of Labour Market Research, Depart-
ment of Industry and Commerce.

John Stone, Former Secretary to the
Treasury.
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Mr Peter Ritchie, Managing Director,
McDonald's.

All these people are referring to the way we are
putting young people out of the labour market.
Let me quote Clyde Cameron so that members
can see that I am not biased in my remarks. Hie
said-

" We have not helped the young by
demanding that they not be employed unless
paid excessive wages. We have priced them
out of the labour market and we deserve no
thanks for that."

Clyde Cameron shares the responsibility and we,
in this House, should share the responsibility to
see that young people are not priced out of the
labour market. Employers should be encouraged
to employ apprentices.

If the Minister says that we cannot reduce
young people's wages why are all the programmes
designed to encourage employment of apprentices
aimed at reducing the cost of employing them? It
is a simple fact of life-it costs too much to em-
ploy them. It is not an unreasonable expectation
and I am sure that young people would support
me-I know they do because I have spoken to
many of them. They would rather have a job and
an opportunity of working for a lower rate of pay
provided they have the opportunity of a job at the
end of a day.

I urge all members to give consideration to this
most important matter. It is of serious concern to
the Opposition parties We have seen a dramatic
decline in the number of apprentices in this State
and something must be done about it. The Oppo-
sition believes that the Government is trying to do
something, but it is not enough. It is not
succeeding and these four areas require extra at-
tention if we are going to successfully tackle the
problem of stopping the decline in numbers and
ensuring that we increase the number of appren-
tices in training not only for the benefit of the
young people, but also for the future of our State
and country.

Mr COURT: I formally second the motion.
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-

erals and Energy) [4.12 am.]: The Government
acknowledges concern in the decline in the num-
ber of apprentices in training in WA as is the case
throughout Australia and many countries over-
seas. The Government totally rejects the charge
that it has taken no action to arrest the decline or
indeed review apprentice arrangements. I have
been supplied with extensive notes.

Mr MacKinnon: The motion did not say that
the Government has taken no action; it says that
we object to the failure of Government action.

Mr PARKER: We say that we have taken ac-
tion.

Mr Peter Jones: You said you did act, but your
action did not take effect.

Mr PARKER: That is not correct. Obviously
there are problems and there are reasons for them
and I will not go through them all.

However, the Government has addressed the
fact that there is an urgent need to reconsider the
adequacy of the present training provisions in view
of recent technological changes and trends in em-
ployment; the lack of an adequate planning frame-
work within which to effectively promote the de-
velopment-these are the things recognised by the
Government-and diversification of work force
skills; and, the need to formulate integrated poli-
cies involving education, skills development and
training.

At the time at which we took office the prob-
lems were probably at their worst. The situation
had eventuated immediately prior to the last elec-
tion when the State's leading educationalist in this
area, Mr Forrest, the Director of TAFE, provided
a detailed expose of the problems. What was
extraordinary was that the report was shelved and
nothing was done to address the problems.

The State Employment Task Force was estab-
lished soon after we came to Government to pre-
pare a review of administrative machinery for in-
dustrial training which was duly tabled in this
House. It was received well by the industry and
the community and several recommendations were
made. I will not go through them but they can be
referred to in the report. The Government has
acted in the following way in relation to the re-
port's recommendations-

a new department of employment and train-
ing has been established;
the resurge in policy development functions
are reflected in the new department's struc-
ture;
action is proceeding towards the
recommended establishment of the Industrial
and Commercial Training Commission which
will have a major responsibility in co-
ordinating training development;
review the training required to develop the
knowledge of skills necessary for the State;
and
provide the appropriate co-ordinated policy
advice to the Government.

The new statistics are reassuring in relation to
probationary apprentice intakes, new indentures
registered, and declining incidences of apprentice
suspensions. Between I July 1984 and 31 October
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1984 there were 745 probationary apprentices
which represents a 77 per cent increase on the 420
employed during the same Period last yea r. There
were 1 009 new indentures registered during the
same period which is 78 per cent more than last
year. Even more significant is the dramatic re-
duction in the number of out-of-trade apprentices
who have been suspended due to the financial cir-
cumstances of their employers. In February 1983
when the Government was elected to office,' there
were 307 apprentices suspended and out-of-trade
on a full-time basis and a further 274 under part-
time suspensions. That is, they were working for
only part of a normal week.

The situation has since improved to the point
where at 31 October 1984 there were only 171
apprentices out-of-trade and 122 working part-
time.

Mr MacKinnon: That last statistic is absolutely
meaningless when you consider there were 2 500
fewer apprentices in that time and therefore you
would expect fewer on probation.

Mr PARKER: It is not meaningless because it
indicates that those people have since been ab-
sorbed back into the work force. The important
point is that the figures of intakes have been
increased in the way I mentioned. Those figures
are not meaningless and in fact they are quite
dramatic.

The Commonwealth Government's schemes
have been introduced which have assisted as well
as the various schemes in which we have been
involved including new group apprenticeship
schemes.

The Government's Budget strategy has had as
its key focus the need to ensure that the economic
recovery is accompanied by skills needed to
sustain it. In acknowledging that need, apart from
the Skills West '85 initiative-details of which
have been provided already-the Government has
introduced specific apprentice proposals.

The context of non-wage labour costs, in par-
ticular with regard to first-year apprentices being
exempted from payroll tax, was undertaken last
year and this year first-year apprentices will be
exempted from workers' compensation premiums.
This will cost the Government $ 1.9 million.

The Government is giving consideration to a
number of further specific initiatives to stimulate
the apprenticeship scheme and skills training in
general. The need for long-range planning for the
development of human resource requirements for
the State will remain and will be addressed in the
context of the proposed Industrial and Commer-
cial Training Commission.

On that basis the Government rejects the mo-
tion.

Question put
lowing result-

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarke
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Ayes
Mr Thompson
Mr Blaikie
Mr Spriggs
Mr Old
Mr Tubby
Mr Mensaros
Dr Dadour

and a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 16
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Rushton
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 24
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hughes
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Tonkin
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Troy
Mr Brian Burke
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Bridge

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated

TRADE: EXPORTS

Assistance: Motion
MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.22 a.m.]: I move-

That this House calls on the Government
to provide further assistance and policy direc-
tion to encourage companies to improve their
export performance for the following
reasons-

(a) The Federal Government has cut assist-
ance to the export industry by 22.6 per
cent in the 1984-85 financial year.

(b) Industrial stoppages on the wharves con-
tinue to threaten the reliability of deliv-
eries.

(c) Unnecessarily high wharf charges con-
tribute to FOB prices becoming non
competitive internationally.

Furthermore this House calls upon the
Government to support private sector trading
organisations and should not compete with
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the establishment of a Government trading
corporation.

Australia has always been a great exporting
nation and with a relatively small population we
have traditionally exported large volumes of pri-
mary produce in the fields of agriculture and
mining. In addition, with further processing of this
produce, we have been able to export value-added
produce. Our track record has been very good and
as a nation we want to continue the good track
record in that area. We must also be keen to
expand further into the export Of a wider range of
goods and services. The key to doing that is to
have goods and services that other countries want
to buy and also to be cost competitive with the
goods and services we are selling. Both the State
and Federal Governments can provide incentives
of various types, and assist in breaking down the
many barriers to the improvement of our
competitiveness.

It was of concern that when the Federal Budget
was handed down the Federal Government had
decided to cut assistance to the export industries.
In fact, total assistance will decline by 22.6 per
cent in the 1984-85 financial year. I will not go
into the details of where the cuts will occur unless
members on the other side wish me to. Suffice to
say that the substantial overall decline in assist-
ance to exporters is of great concern at a time
when we would like to think that the trend is the
other way. The business community, and particu-
larly the small business community, needs assist-
ance to establish export markets. It is a very ex-
pensive operation. The schemes which have been
in operation in recent years by and large have
worked very well, and I am sure the Government
would agree with that. I am not saying that im-
provements cannot be made to those schemes or
that some of them have not been abused. How-
ever, the schemes in operation have been reason-
ably generous, particularly to small business, and
have enabled a wide range of companies to expand
into export markets which they would not have
been able to do under normal circumstances.

It has never been so imperative in the history of
Australia for us to build up our export industries.
If we are to continue to improve our standard of
living, we must have export industries which can
compete in the international market. We all know
that as a country, and particularly as a State, we
are strategically located in the most vibrant, rap-
idly growing economic region of the world. We
have a sound manufacturing base from which we
can grow, but it is important that we give those
industries the opportunity to sharpen their
competitiveness so that they can move into these
exciting markets which are so close to us.

This leads me to the next area of concern; the
problem of the high FOB-freight on
board-prices which our goods carry. We must
make it clear that there is no shortage of overseas
markets; that is not the problem we have with
regard to the goods and services we are capable of
producing. However, we face the problem of
putting those goods into the market at competitive
prices. Both the State and Federal Governments
must address this problem. One of the areas of
concern in relation to the higher FOB prices is the
wharf charges related to handling goods. I include
in that firstly, the wharf charges of the port
authorities and, secondly, the different levies that
must be paid to the workforce on the wharf.

When one looks at a typical bill sent to a
shipper when a ship is loaded, it is quite frighten-
ing to see the break-up of all the levies that must
be paid to get the goods from the wharf onto the
ship. Some of the levies are: Fremantle and out-
port levy; foremen and clerks' redundancy fund;
Federal office levy; national long service leave
scheme; national sick leave scheme; WWF sick-
ness insurance scheme; early retirement scheme;
redundant labour funding; redundancy payment
scheme; and redundancy payment scheme No. 2.
These levies are included when the workforce is
hired on a hourly basis. On top of those there is a
general levy, and on top of that there is a special
levy.

Mr Crane: What is that for?

Mr COURT: That is the one for which I did not
get an answer. That goes east, and one is advised
to ring the head office in the east. They will not
tell you either but you have to ring east to try to
get an answer. All of the other levies are for the
redundancy scheme.

Mr Bryce: Are you opposed to redundancy
schemes?

Mr COURT: I am opposed to the exporters'
havi ng to pay excessive levies.

Mr Bryce: That was not my question. Are you
opposed to the principle of redundancy schemes?

Mr COURT: It depends on the circumstances.
Which does the Minister want me to talk about:
the foremen and clerks redundancy scheme; the
national long service scheme; or the early retire-
ment scheme?

Mr Burkett: Did you go to the trouble to take
out the costs that were involved under the Fraser
years in Government?

Mr COURT: The member for Scarborough can
joke about this matter. The cost of shipping goods
is pricing us out of the export market.
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Mr Burkett: Get the statistics under Malcolm
Fraser and deny them. Ring up Dad; it is not too
late.

Mr COURT: The member for Scarborough
may get personal about this matter. However, I
am prepared to stay here all night. He may like to
abuse me personally.

Mr Burkett: It is not personal abuse.

Mr COURT: The member for Scarborough
runs second to the Minister for Housing in giving
personal abuse. If it makes him reel better he
should get it off his chest. I am raising a serious
subject and trying to have a rational debate.

Mr Bertram: Give us the amounts of each of the
levies.

Mr COURT: The member for Balcatta has
asked me to raise the specific amounts for the
levies. It so happens that we have a number of
Bills which outline the break-up of the levies and
the costs involved. I do not have them with me
here but I am prepared to table them in this
House or to give them to the member.

The f.o.b. prices of our export goods have
reached the stage where we are pricing Ourselves
out of the market. We have the goods that people
want to buy and we have the markets, but we are
having trouble maintaining our competitiveness.
That goes for a wide range of goods.

I am sure that the Minister agrees that this is a
major area of concern to be tackled either by the
Minister for Transport or by some other Minister.
The Minister for Transport outlined in his speech
in the Budget debate what the Government was
trying to do to keep port authority charges down.
However, there are three problems: The high cost
of port charges; the man-hour levies which I have
outlined; and the low productivity on the wharf.
An example of low productivity would be in
loading bulk goods such as bulk grains where the
men would be working only two shifts and would
not be working a late night shift- If they achieved
the highest productivity out of the equipment and
got the quickest turnaround of the ship, they
would operate for 24 hours on three shifts.

Mr Parker: Is that not what happens?

Mr COURT: No, that is not what happens; that
is the very point I am making. At the moment
shipping charges are very cheap around the world.
There is a glut of shipping and so the aggregate
cost of shipping our exports overseas is not the
problem at present. What concerns us is that if
there is an increase in the freight rates on the ships
because of a shortage of ships, and if that is added
to the high f.o.b. prices, we will have big problems.

The last point I wish to cover at this early hour
relates to the Government's establishing its own
trading corporations. That is a typical move by a
socialist Government. The private sector cannot
handle the trade! The Government feels that the
private sector does not know how to do those
things and that it can do them better. Do people
like Mr Sumich with his horticultural industry
need the help of Government trading corpor-
ations? Does he win export awards because of
Government trading corporations? The answer is
clearly "no'. It is a case of the private sector going
out and finding the markets, producing the goods,
and doing extremely well.

This Government seems to have the attitude
that it must have a bit of equity in all things. It is
now going into trading corporations. The private
sector was prepared to be a partner in the private
bank deal. However, the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation and the State Government
Insurance Office have gone into partnership. The
Government has become a partner in a smelter.
The Government wants to take out equity in new
technology. Socialist Governments feel that the
private sector cannot do those things properly. It
wants to have its piece of equity in all actions.

The Premier said the public would be able to
buy shares in the WADC. We still have not been
told how and when the public can buy shares in
that corporation.

Mr Bryce: It is early days yet.

Mr COURT: The Premier could not give an
answer during the debate, after the debate, or a
year later. He brushed us off. We asked him to tell
us how the public would be allowed to own shares
in the WADC. We are all for helping exporters
but we are not supporting the Government in
establishing trading corporations. The private sec-
tor is the best sector to handle that deal. The
Government should give it the support and the
incentives, but it should leave it to that sector.

With those comments, I urge all members to
support this motion.

MR CRANE (Moore) [4.40 am.]: I formally
second the motion, and in doing so I would like to
take a moment or two to ask the Government to
give consideration to this motion. We should not
look upon it as being politics, but as an important
motion for Western Australia in particular.

As a primary producer I have plenty of evidence
to suggest that we are good at exports. This is the
lifeblood of our country. We as a Parliament
should co-operate in these matters. There may be
some points with which the Government does not
agree, but I believe generally the trend of this
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motion is something that we in this country re-
quire.

While I may not necessarily agree with all that
the previous speaker has said, I agree with the
motion. For instance, if the Government wants to
set up something to compete, as a private
enterprise person I am not afraid of competition.
Free enterprise will always compete with anything
Government may set up. That does not frighten
me so long as any organisation the Government
sets up is not given an undue advantage over pri-
vate enterprise.

I ask members, particularly the member for
Scarborough, who has spent a great deal of time
with me this year looking at many problems facing
the rural industry, to consider this motion care-
fully. If this is the correct figure, we find a 22.6
per cent cut in assistance to the export industry.
This is an area where Governments can assist
greatly in something of tremendous value to
Australia.

As I said earlier, if there is one thing we are
good at in this country it is production, particu-
larly primary production, therefore we should give
that industry every assistance we can. We all re-
member a number of years ago when the rural
industry was battling, as it is today, and there was
interference. There still is.

I refer to interference in the export of live sheep.
This comes about because of industrial stoppage
on the wharves. Nobody has the right to interfere
with the right of another person to earn his living.
If a farmer is producing sheep and he wants to
export them to another country where they are
needed and where the export of those animals will
bring a great deal of wealth into this country, not
only to the producer himself but to the nation, I do
not believe anyone has the right to prevent that
from happening.

I appeal to this Parliament to use a little com-
mon sense. I am sure members can understand the
logic of what I am saying. I do not know what
these charges amount to, but it is asking too much
to expect an export industry to operate with its
hands tied behind its back. It is not fair that we
should have to pay these additional handling
charges. The waterside people look upon us as
having to pay them for the convenience of going
slow to keep themselves in a job.

If one goes to any other country, particularly a
Communist country, one does not find the people
on the wharves working slowly; they are working
hard. Why is it in Australia we have the highest
shipping costs in the world? The shipping
companies of the world do not like coming to
Australia because of port stoppages and costs.

They never know what it is going to cost to bring a
ship here. This is an indictment on us, the de-
cision-makers of the country. We should be co-
operating on these matters, not fighting each
other. There are plenty of other things to fight
about.

Take philosophies, for instance. This is not a
philosophy, this is an opportunity to gain recog-
nition, therefore there is a lot of wisdom in this
motion.

The live sheep problem nearly crippled the rural
industry a few years ago. There is no sale for old
sheep in this country. We do not want to eat them.
If members like I will kill one on the farm and
bring it down and give it to them. I can guarantee
it will be fat and big, and I guarantee it will also
be tough.

Mr Bryce: I think that would be against the law.

Mr CRANE: I can arrange for a butcher to do
it. I am not being generous, because members
would not like it. If there is a way to export these
animals so that we can lift the rural industry, why
should it be interfered with by people on the
waterside?

I am not having a shot at them because they are
waterside workers; I am having a shot at them
because they are not doing the job they have
elected to do, and that is to load our sheep.

Members will remember when there was a stop-
page and the farmers came and loaded the sheep
themselves. I believe they did it in about half the
time it took the waterside workers to do it. That
was an indictment on the waterside workers.

I appeal to all members to consider this motion
seriously. There is a lot in it for the good of this
country. This is what we are here for. We are not
two lots of Parliament, one on each side fighting
each other; we are here to co-operate and to do
something for the good of this nation. So I appeal
to all members of this House to recognise the
advantage of this motion.

There may be some parts with which the
Government feels it cannot agree; but do not kick
it out simply because we are on opposite sides.
This is something Australia has been crying out
for for a long time. Here is a genuine opportunity
for us as parliamentarians to put our shouilders to
the wheel to help this nation to become even richer
than it is today. We would not be helping only the
exporters, because they do not keep the money. I
may be given a dollar as a farmer, but it will not
be long before 99c comes back, and possibly a
little more, because I may borrow something and
$1.50 may come back.
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There is a lot of merit in this. I ask the Govern-
ment please not to reject it for the sake of
rejecting it, but recognise that here we have an
opportunity as a Parliament to act as most people
would expect parliamentarians to act to co-operate
on these matters when co-operation is needed.' I
appeal to all members to give the motion the con-
sideration it deserves and support it.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [4.48
am.]: There would be very little prospect of any-
body in this Chamber questioning the significance
of exports to our economy and general economic
well-being. In the last 30 years the level of
national indebtedness in this country has ap-
proached the seriousness of that in Mexico,
Argentina and South Korea. The only way we will
survive is by exporting more effectively. The im-
plication of that ranges right across the economy
from the very largest industries to the smallest
companies which can find markets overseas.

We have recognised this as a Government, and
it is one of the essential reasons we have j .ust
finished a major restructuring of the Department
of Industrial Development, something which did
not exactly meet with the approval of the member
for Nedlands the other night. He had the oppor-
tunity to read the statement and to see that one of
the Government's prime reasons for restructuring
that department was to provide it with the re-
sources to assist industry in this area.

More importantly, what Worries me is that the
member for Moore may not have looked as care-
fully at this motion as he should have, because its
last paragraph is as ideological as one can get. The
member for Nedlands is saying there is no role for
the Government of Western Australia to play in
the establishment of the South-East Asian Mar-
keting Corporation.

I want all members of the House to appreciate
that this party of ours, on the eve of the last
election, gave an unequivocal undertaking that if
we were elected to office-and we consider this
undertaking to be a very important one-we
would establish a South East Asian Marketing
Corporation.

Mr MacKinnon: Haven't you been to Canada
and seen the disastrous performance of these types
of organisations?

Mr BRYCE: That is one of the reasons we have
taken our time with regard to the homework that
has been done on the establishment of this corpor-
ation in Western Australia. The first draft of the
concept produced a model with which we were not
happy. In essence, there were four variations of
what was essentially a State Department of Trade.
We were not interested and the people concerned

were sent back to the drawing board to work out
another proposal.

I am pleased to indicate that in only a week or
so's time the Premier will be announcing the de-
tails of a new organisation. It will not be called the
South East Asian Marketing Corporation as such.
It will have a different name and it will be
operating as a company. It is important that mem-
bers appreciate that this Government considers
that undertaking to be fundamental. There is no
way wecould accept a motion which contains a
final paragraph to the effect-

Furthermore this House calls upon the
Government to support private sector trading
organisations and should not compete with
the establishment of a Government trading
corporation.

It is not intended that SEAMC, as it was called,
should suffocate or make life difficult for the pri-
vate sector. It is intended to fill a very important
gap, and there are people involved in the business
of exporting Western Australian services and
products right across the economy who have
recognised there are some major gaps and vac-
uums in the system.

We do not present ourselves as effectively as we
should in other parts of the world and a great deal
needs to be done in this area. It is fine for the
member for Nedlands to say, "Just leave it to the
private sector and it will all be done". The truth is
that our economy in this State is a sub-economy.
Once we step outside the large agricultural and

mining sectors, our economy comprises a prolifer-
ation of very small companies which do not have
the wherewithal to actually get into the financing
and marketing of exports in a serious way.

Mr Peter Jones: But you have Mr Gale and one
other Government adviser at the moment going to
bigger resource companies offering to help them
with their marketing. They have said, "We would
like to help you with your marketing".

Mr BRYCE: There is a whole range of them.

Mr Court: They say, "We are from the Govern-
ment. We would like to help you".

Mr BRYCE: I am perfectly accustomed to the
cynicism of members opposite. I do not refer there
to the member for Narrogin, but he was joined by
cynics surrounding him. Members opposite will be
pleasantly surprised to know that this new concept
will not involve legislation. There will not be any
need for legislation and regulation in the establish-
ment of this body.

Mr Court: Do you promise that you will not
make a ministerial statement about it?
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Mr BRYCE: If the member is objecting to the
interruption to his lunch hours and spare time in
this place, I promise there will be fewer ministerial
statements next session.

[Motion.]

Amendment to Motion
Mr BRYCE: I move an amendment-

Delete all words after the word "That" in
line I with a view to substituting other words.

Mr GORDON HILL: I formally second the
amendment

MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.56 am.]: The Op-
position does not support the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [4.57

am.]: I move-
That the following words be substituted for

those deleted-
this House recognises the importance

of WA companies improving their export
performance and welcomes the Govern-
ment's decisions to

Establish the WADC.
Restructure the Department of In-
dustrial Development.
Implement its undertaking to estab-
lish the South East Asia Marketing
Corporation.

as specific measures to encourage this
improved performance.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Cla rko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell

Ayes 24
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hughes
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L.. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 16
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MeNee
Mr Rushton
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Ayes
Mr Tonkin
Mr Hodge
Mr Janmieson
Mr Troy
Mr Brian Burke
Mrn. F. Taylor
Mr Bridge

Pairs
Noes

Mr Thompson
Mr Blaikie
Mr Spriggs
Mr Old
Mr Tubby
Mr Mensaros
Dr Dadour

Amendment thus passed.

Motion, as Amended

Motion, as amended, put and a division taken
with the following result-

Ayes 24
Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell

Ayes
Mr Tonkin
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Troy
Mr Brian Burke
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Bridge

Mrs Henderson
Mr Hughes
Mr Tonm Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr 1). L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 16
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Rushton
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Thompson
Mr Blailcie
Mr Spriggs
Mr Old
Mr Tubby
Mr Mensaros
Dr Dadour

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus passed.

(Teller) ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [5.01
am.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until a
date to be fixed by the Speaker.

Question put and passed.

(Teller) House adjourned at S.02 am. (Thursday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS: R & I BANK
Land Bank Scheme

1895. Mr STEPHENS, to the Premier:
(1) Has the Government initiated a feasi-

bility study into the establishment of a
land bank scheme through the Rural and
Industries Bank to assist young farmers
to get established?

(2) If "Yes", what progress has been made
and when is it likely to be completed?

(3) If "No" to (1), when will the study be
initiated?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) to (3) As a result of the final report of

the Select Committee of the Legislative
Assembly appointed to enquire into
hardship in the rural sector, which did
not recommend further development of
the land bank concept, it is not proposed
to proceed with the feasibility study.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS
Armadale Senior High

1899. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When is the Labor Party election com-

mitment to establish, at Armadale
Senior high School, a specialist music
school to serve the south-east corridor to
be honoured?

(2) Has the Government decided against
this commitment?

(3) If "No" to (2), when will the specialist
music school be established?

(4) What extra buildings and expenditure
are estimated to be necessary to carry
out this promise?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) Negotiations have been in train for

some time between the Shire of
Armadale, the Music Branch of the Edu-
cation Department and the Music De-
partment of the University of Western
Australia with a view to establishing a
community music centre for the
Armadale region. Such a centre, at a
location to be determined, would provide
opportunity for enriched musical experi-
ence for students from throughout the
region and for community members
more generally.
The member is probably also aware that
the music facilities at Armadale Senior

High School have been recently
upgraded and compare more than
favourably with those of the two special
music schools at Churchiands Senior
High School and Perth Modern Senior
High School.

PAR LIAM ENT
Video on Democracy

1920. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
(1) Has he been consulted on the video on

democracy referred to in question 1773
of 14 November?

(2) Will his Parliament Week officers be
consulted on the video's production?

(3) Will any officers of Parliament be
consulted on the video's production?

(4) Will any members of Parliament be
consulted on the video's production?

(5) If so, which members?
Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) to (5) The information requested in this
question will be supplied to the member
in writing.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Swan bourne: Redevelopment

1946. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Technology:
(1) Has the Government made a commit-

ment to support an application from the
Scientific Societies Council for a perma-
nent administrative centre to be located
in the buildings of the Swanbourne Hos-
pital?

(2) Has the Scientific Societies Council
asked for financial support to establish
this administrative centre?

(3) Is he able to support the Scientific
Societies Council's application to estab-
lish such a centre in line with the Federal
Government's discussion draft of
"Community Involvement and Tech-
nology Development"?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The Premier stated in his news release of
5 November that one of the conditions
for vesting the Swanbourne Hospital
with the City of Nedlands was that at
least some space would be provided for
the Scientific Societies Council.

4859



4860 [ASSEMBLY]

(2) No.

(3) There is no specific reference to this type
of proposal in the Federal Government
discussion draft. Furthermore, the West-
ern Australian Science Industry and
Technology Council will be reporting to
me shortly on matters related to com-
munity science and technology centres.

WORKS

Leschena alt Inlet Management Authority
1947. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:

(1) Is he aware of the recent report by the
Lesehenault Inlet Management Auth-
ority Chairman, Sir Donald Eckersley,
that waste from SCM Chemicals
(formerly Laporte) is posing a serious
threat to the inlet?

(2) Is this report factual?

(3) If not, will he advise the public so?

(4) If 'Yes" to (2), what is he prepared to
do about the problem?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) No. Sir Donald Eckersley recently ad-
vised verbally of public concern with re-
cent staining of a small area of
Lesehenault Inlet waters adjacent to the
SCM Chemicals Lid factory site. In re-
lation to the staining, the Government
and SCM Chemicals Ltd have agreed on
a programme to trace and rectify the
source of seepage causing staining from
the factory site.

(2) to (4) Not applicable.

ENVIRONMENT
Leschena alt Inlet: Pollution

1948. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for the
Environment:

(1) Is he aware of the recent report by
Leschenault Inlet Management Auth-
ority Chairman, Sir Donald Eckersley,
that waste from SCM Chemicals
(formerly Laporte) is posing a serious
environmental threat to the inlet?

(2) Is this report factual?
(3) If not, will he advise the public so?

(4) If "Yes" to (2), what is he prepared to
do about the problem?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) No. Sir Donald Eckersley recently ad-

vised verbally of public concern with re-
cent staining of a small area of
Leschenault Inlet waters adjacent to the
SCM Chemicals Ltd factory site. In re-
lation to the staining, the Government
and SCM Chemicals Ltd have agreed on
a programme to trace and rectify the
source of seepage causing staining from
the factory site.

(2) to (4) Not applicable.

STATE FINANCE: CRF
Professional Services Consultations

1951. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy
Premier:

How many people will be employed, and
for what purpose, from the allocation of
$300 000 referred to under the heading
"Professional Services Consultations" in
his answer to question 1797 of 15
November?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The Technology Directorate will conduct
a number of major consultancy studies in
the following selected areas in 1984-85:

Information technology Ijointly
with the new Department of Com-
puting and Information Tech-
nology);
local government computing com-
patibility;
biotechnology opportunities;
electronics industry;
computer software industry;
medical technology;
privacy an intellectual property; and
energy technology.

Currently, the Technology Directorate
has retained the services of an infor-
mation technology specialist to assist
with the information technology study,
an economic analyst to investigate busi-
ness trends in technological development
in selected technologies, and a commer-
cial biotechnology expert to Conduct the
biotechnology study.
It is anticipated that as other studies
commence, similar consultancies will be
provided through private sector firms
and individuals who specialise in the par-
ticular areas referred to above. This will
involve as many persons as are needed to
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do the work at the highest professional
standard.

STATE FINANCE: CRE

Professional and Non-Professional Services

1952. Mr MacKINNON, to the Deputy
Premier:

How many people will be employed, and
for what purpose, from the allocation of
$205 000 referred to under the heading
"Professional and Non-Professional Ser-
vices" in his answer to question 1803 of
15 November?

Mr BRYCE replied:

As the information sought by the mem-
ber will take a little while to compile, I
shall reply in writing as soon as possible.

WOMEN'S INTERESTS

Women's Information Referral Exchange

1954. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

(1) Has the reported inquiry into alleged
misuse of his department's mailing
system in the Women's Information
Referral Exchange by the Women's Ac-
tion for Nuclear Disarmament group
been concluded?

(2) If so, would he please disclose the results
of the investigation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The investigation was carried out by de-
partmental officers. It established that
the Women's Action for Nuclear Dis-
armament group attempted to make un-
authorised use of the departmental
mailing system on one occasion while
using the premises at WIRE for a meet-
ing. Eleven letters were detected by de-
partment employees and stopped.

The Women's Action for Nuclear Dis-
armament group has been excluded from
using WIRE facilities for meetings.

Security on mail procedures has been
tightened to prevent further
unatuthorised use by members of the
public who use the facilities. All mail is
checked before it leaves the premises.

TOURISM: MANDURAH
Report

1955. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Tourism:

Because of the widespread general
interest in Mandurah and estuarine mat-
ters, would he please table the Govern-
ment report on Tourism in Mandurah?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The report is tabled herewith.
(Seei pa per No. 3 75).

WORKS: BMA

Staff
1963. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Works:

(1) Have there been applications invited to
nill positions with the Building Manage-
ment Authority of Western Australia?

(2) If so, what is the statutory basis of such
employment?

(3) Who is going to be the employer of those
employees advertised to be hired?

Mr McIVER replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Public Service Act.

(3) Public Service Board.

FORESTS: STATE FORESTS

Manjirnup
1964. Dr DADOIJR, to the Minister for Forests:

(1) Further to question 1621 of 7 November
1984, is it a fact that the 3 460 hectares,
within the Manjimup Shire, of "poor
quality State forest" proposed for release
to pine planting and/or agriculture sub-
ject to expert advice, contains patches of
heavy loam soils?

(2) If "Yes", is it proposed to clear these
patches?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), does this not contradict
the description of the area as "poor qual-
ity State forest"?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) The soils are described as predominantly
acid sands with some patches of gravelly
loam.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Not applicable.
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ROADS: KALBARRI
National Park

1965. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Further to concern expressed by Dr J. S.

Beard of the Western Australian
National Parks and Reserves Associ-
ation, and other members of the public
about the clearing of the Kalbarri-Ajana
Road verges through the Kalbarri
National Park, what action is being
taken by the State Government?

(2) (a) Has a decision yet been made on the
provision of a southern access to
Kalbarri township through the
national park;

(b) if so, does the route selected satisfy
the National Parks Authority;

(c) is care, control and management of
the proposed new road to remain
with the National Park Manage-
ment Authority?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The Kalbarri-Ajana Road is under the
control of the Northampton Shire Coun-
cil which carried out the recent work.
The council has been made aware of the
concern expressed by various environ-
mental groups concerning this work.

(2) (a) Yes. The alignment has been agreed
upon.

(b)

(c)

Yes.
This matter is being discussed be-
tween the National Parks Authority
and the Northampton Shire Coun-
cil.

ROADS
Mason Road

1966. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Transport:

What action is the State Government
taking with regard to the destruction of
protected flora along Mason Road
through recent roadworks by the Moora
Shire Council?

Mr GRILL replied:

Mason Road is a local authority road
under the control of Moora Shire Coun-
cil. It has been drawn to my attention
that the council has recently carried out
roadworks on a section of this road in the
process of which clearing of the road re-

serve has been carried out to a degree
which could perhaps be considered ex-
cessive.
The Main Roads Department is
developing a system of environmental as-
sessment for local authority roadworks
that are subject to specific funding
through the department.

ROADS: ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
Local Authorities

1967. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Further to the problems over events re-

lating to Farrington Road, what progress
has been made by the State Government
in developing an environmental assess-
ment procedure for local authority
roadworks?

(2) When is such a procedure likely to be
put into effect?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The Main Roads Department and De-
partment of Conservation and Environ-
ment are currently finalising guidelines
for this purpose.

(2) It is expected that the guidelines will be
issued in three months.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
South West Development Authority

1968. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What attention, if any, is the South

West Development Authority paying to
the need to protect the scenic quality of
Caves Road, a tourist road of consider-
able merit?

(2) What action has the Main Roads De-
partment taken to ensure that road
grants issued to local authorities will not
result in insensitive development of
Caves Road?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Caves Road is a local authority road
under the control of the Busselton and
Augusta-Margaret River Shire Councils
and it is in the interests of both these
councils to ensure the road remains of
interest to tourists.

(2) The Main Roads Department is
developing a system of environmental as-
sessments for local authority roadworks
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that are subject to specific funding
through the department.

TOURISM
"Tourism Study of the South West Region"

1969. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) How many copies or the report by Peter

Greaves concerning a "Tourism Study of
the South West Region" have been
printed?

(2) What is the cost of printing this number
of copies of the report and who is paying
for it?

(3) What was the nature of any consultation
between the South West Development
Authority and the Tourist Commission
concerning the commissioning of this
study?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) 500.
(2) $5 000. The South West Development

Authority paid for the report.
(3) The Director, Department of Tourism

was given full details of proposed study
with terms of reference, prior to com-
mencement. The Tourism Commission
was appointed subsequent to the report.

LAND: NATIONAL PARKS
Lecutwin-Naturaliste

1970. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With regard to the proposed coastal road

through the Lceuwin-Naturaliste
National Park, for what reason has the
National Parks Authority been omitted
from the recommendation at page 22 of
the "Tourism Study of the South West
Region" to discuss the routing of this
road through the National Park?

(2) Why has the Main Roads Department
been appointed to co-ordinate inter-
agency consideration of this road pro-
posal, rather than the Department of
Conservation and Environment which is
the State's recognised coastal planning
authority?

(3) Which authority has overall control of
this matter and can, therefore, invite
interested parties to participate in dis-
cussions concerning the road proposal,

such as the recent site meeting at
Yallingup?

(4) Why was the National Parks Authority
initially not invited to attend the recent
inter departmental meeting at
Yallingup?

(5) Which organisations were represented at
that meeting, what was its purpose, and
what was the outcome?

Mr GRILL replied:
(t) This report was prepared by a consultant

for the South West Development Auth-
ority and I have no information regard-
ing the reasons that he omitted the
National Parks Authority from this
specific recommendation.

(2) Because the study involves the alignment
of a new road. Environmental input will
be a vital part of the study and there will
be close consultation with the Depart-
ment of Conservation and Environment
on all relevant matters relating to the
alignment.

(3) Details of the study are still to be
finalised. In the interim any inquiries
could be directed to the Main Roads De-
partment.

(4) The National Parks Authority was
invited to the recent meeting at
Yallingup.

(5) Busselton Shire Council, Department of
Conservation and Environment, Main
Roads Department, and the South West
Development Authority attended the
meeting with me to discuss the route
options. An apology was received from
the National Parks Authority. A study
group is to be formed to further consider
the issues.

ENVIRONMENT: LESCHENAULT INLET
Pollution

1972. Mr BRADSH-AW, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Is he aware of the seeping of the effluent

from SCM Chemicals into the
Lesche'nault Estuary?

(2) If so-
(a) has he sent any person(s) to investi-

gate the allegations;
(b,) what were the results?

(3) If "No" to (2), will he send officers to
investigate the allegations?
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(4) Will tests be carried out to find out if the
effluent is still seeping from the SCM
Chemicals site into the estuary?

(5) What will be done to stop the effluent
into the estuary if this proves to be so?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Yes-Waterways Commission en-

gineer.
(b) The engineer's report has been con-

sidered by the Government.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) Yes.
(5) The Government and SCM Chemicals

Ltd. have agreed on a programme to
trace and rectify the source of seepage
from the factory site which is causing
staining.

STATE FINANCE: CRF
Ex Gratia Payments

1977. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Will he provide for me the details of

losses on sale of property totalling
$13 964 which are part of the ex gratia
payments referred to in question 1863 of
21 November?

(2) To whom were the payments in lieu of
salary and other entitlements paid, and
which total $7 40 1, and are part of the
ex gratia payments referred to in ques-
tion 1863 of 21 November?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Several terminating building societies
have incurred losses on the sale of
properties for which the owners' loans
were indemnified by the Treasurer pur-
suant to the Housing Loan Guarantee
Act.
However, the Crown Law Department
has confirmed that these losses are not
covered under a strict interpretation of
the existing documentation.
Nevertheless the Government believes
that it has a moral obligation to meet
losses, which the societies have incurred
in good faith, in accordance with the
spirit of the legislation.
As there is no legislative authority under
which these losses can be met, ex gratia
payments totalling $13 963.75 were
made as follows:

society
Yugosiral No. 16
Renown No, 5
Renown No. 10
Railway Employees No. 11
Railwa Employees No. 11

(2) RiJSeddon
Dr F. Harma

Indemnified Account
S. W. &. 1. M. Dubbeling
1. & K. t. Thompon
D.CG. &S. E. Hinding
C. A. IC. Young
T. V. & V. 1. Hunt

$6 837.17
$ 564.00

$7 401.17

Amount
307.4a
600.40
535.86

6 210.35
6 30N.66

13 963.75

FORESTS: SANDALWOOD
Harvest

1987. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Forests:
(1) Does the department have a "quota" or a

management plan on the amount of san-
dalwood that can be harvested over a
given period of years?

(2) On current production rates what is the
expected "life" of sandalwood pro-
duction?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) At least 20 years.

ARTS: THEATRE ARTS
Drama Graduates

2000. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) Given the recent announcement of the

Western Australian Arts Coun-
cil/Instant Lottery grants to drama
companies and the considerable sums re-
cently expended in establishing theatre
arts training institutions (Western
Australian Institute of Technology
Theatre Arts, Perth Technical College
Design Arts, and the Western Australian
Academy of Performing Arts), building
and upgrading new professional drama
operating spaces (Subiaco Theatre
Centre, The Maltings, the Playhouse.
and the Belmont workshops), can he
please explain-
(a) what is to be done with the

increased number of graduates from
1984 who, having completed two
and three year full-time degree and
diploma courses, find there is no
employment available to them as
each company has either been
underfunded, or not funded at all;

(b) what is to be done to assist
companies who are unable to
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operate efficiently and effectively in
the performing spaces provided at
public expenses for them (notably
the Hole in the Wall at the Subiaco
Theatre Centre and Winter Theatre
at The Maltings)?

(2) Is it the intention of the Government to
underfund all drama companies so that
those professional performance artists
who have managed to remain in Western
Australia, despite the employment crisis
brought on by the failure of the National
Theatre, will be forced to seek work
outside their own State?

Mr DAV IES replied:

(1) and (2) There is a general understanding
by most informed members of the public
that specialist art training at our edd-
cational institutions does not necessarily
lead to careers as practitioners in that
field.

Graduates may go on to become teachers
or to apply their skills in many other
vocations and professions. Others will
use their training to enrich their lives in
many ways, such as amateur and com-
munity arts or private leisure activities.
These are all legitimate results for the
community from arts training courses.

The present Government has kept its
promise to double the funding to the
major performing arts companies
compared with the level provided by the
former Government. Initiatives of the
present Government have assured the
continued operation of the Playhouse
Theatre, providing jobs for many West
Australian performers and theatre
workers. In a recent week, more than 50
actors were working under contract at
the Playhouse. The refurbishment of the
Subiaco City Hall has created new
opportunities for the Hole In The Wall
Theatre to increase its audiences, in-
crease its income and therefore employ
more theatre workers than would have
been the case had it remained in its old
venue.

With the exception of the Winter
Theatre, it is expected all the theatre
companies will be funded at a level that
will allow them to continue to operate
efficiently and effectively. In addition,
several other theatre companies will re-
ceive considerably greater funding.

(153)

POLICE
Fraud Squad: Argyle Diamonds

2001. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) With regard to his answer to question

1753 of I5 November 1984, concerning
the Western Mail claim that the Argyle
diamonds were being discounted and dif-
ficult to sell and was known by the
Government and the Western Australian
Development Corporation prior to the
release of the prospectus, does his de-
partment view this situation as one of
fraud?

(2) If so, will the Fraud Squad investigate
the matter?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am informed that the reports
referred to are incorrect and that the
WA Diamond Trust is, in the view of
many leading investment advisers, an ex-
cellent investment.

AG RICU LTU RE
Department: Harvey

2002. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

What was the cost to run-
(a) the Agriculture Department in

Harvey; in
(i) 1982-83; and

0ii) 1983-84;
(b) Wokalup Research Station; in

(i) 1982-83; and
(ii) 1983-84?

Mr EVANS replied:

(a) and (b) The information is not
readily available but will be sup-
plied to the member in writing.

DAIRYING
Milk: Price

2003. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) When was the last price rise to the dairy

farmers for quota milk?
(2) What was the increase?.
(3) When can dairy farmers expect another

price increase for milk?
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Mr EVANS replied:

(1) 1 September 1994.

(2) From 28.67 to 29.01 cents per litre for
quota milk.

(3) Any price increase is dependent upon a
recommendation from the Prices Com-
mittee to the Dairy Industry Authority.
The Prices Committee is constantly
reviewing costs within the industry. Its
next recommendation will come when
the Prices Committee in its judgment
considers that cost increases are such
that a price increase is justified.

HEALTH: RADIATION
Lesthenault Inlet

2004. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Are the radiation levels in the
Leschenault Inlet, on the Leschenault
Peninsula and in close proximity to the
SCM Chemicals factory within satisfac-
tory levels?

(2) How does the Leschenault region radi-
ation levels compare with the Peel Inlet
area levels?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes. The Australian Radiation Labora-
tory's report issued in March states that
the levels of radioactivity in crab flesh
and mussels from the Leschenault Inlet
are not a risk to health.
Measurements on the peninsula show
radiation levels elevated above the nor-
mal natural background but the areas
are unoccupied and must be
rehabilitated before they are put to other
uses. They are not considered a risk to
health.

There are no recent measurements close
to the SCM Chemicals factory but there
is no reason to believe that the levels are
not satisfactory.

(2) The report referred to in (1) gives an
analysis of radioactivity in mussels, algae
and water from the Pee Inlet,
Leschenault Inlet and other locations.

It is difficult to make the comparison
requested since the radioactive
substances concerned occur naturally
and vary over wide limits. Some of the
levels of radioactivity were greater ii, the
Peel Inlet and in other cases the reverse
occurred.

The radioactive substances measured
above occur naturally in Perth and other
water supplies.
A copy of the report, which gives full
details, will be made available to the
member on request.

HEALTH: AIR POLLUTION
A ustralind

2005. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What was the latest level of air effluent

from SCM Chemicals at Australind?
(2) Was the level satisfactory?
(3) What was the latest noise level from

SCM Chemicals?
(4) Was this level satisfactory?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Acid Plant (tested 12 July, 1984)
Acid gases 9.4 g/m3 as S03
Acid mist 0.14 g/m 3 as S03
Calciner No. 3 (tested July 23-24, 1984)
Acid gases average to0 g/m 3 as S03
Acid mist average 0.07 g/m'3 as S03
The plant is currently being retested.

(2) Air pollution levels from the acid plant
have exceeded objectives determined by
the Air Pollution Control Council; how-
ever, emissions will be reduced to satis-
factory levels when the new converter is
commissioned in March, 1985.

(3) Outdoor noise levels at different residen-
tial locations ranged from 41 to 47 dB
(A).

(4) Some of the noise measurements
exceeded the assigned level in the Noise
Abatement (Neighbourhood Annoy-
ance) Regulations 1979 and the Harvey
Shire has taken action to require the
company to reduce these levels.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Land Tax: Concessions

2006. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:

Would he consider giving concessions in
an appropriate way in the amount of
land tax payable by non profit making
orgahisations, such as clubs?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The announced review of the land tax
system is directed to relieving the
position of all or at least most tax-
payers. That possibility would be
reduced by further sectional concessions,
and these are unlikely.

TAXES AND CHARGES

Land Tax: Indexation

2007. Mr MENSAROS, to
representing the Minister
Management:

the Minister
for Budget

(1) Would the Minister describe the prob-
lems with land tax which, as reported
recently, prompted Cabinet to find ways
of overcoming them?

(2) In particular, is it considered Govern-
ment policy to index the progressive
rates of land tax to apply in real terms in
the same proportion to property values
as they did apply when first introduced?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) The main problem arises from the
combined effect of increased land values
and the progressive land tax scale. Other
problems relate to the periodic nature of
revaluations and the current penalty pro-
visions of the Act.

(2) Land tax policy is now under compre-
hensive review and Government de-
cisions will be announced in due course.

ATTORNEY GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT

Graduate Lawyers

2008. Mr MENSAROS, to the
representing the Attorney General:

Minister

What is the Attorney General and/or his
department's factual assessment about
the recently often reported shortage of
graduate lawyers at present and in the
next 10 years or so?

Mr GRILL replied:

As advised in my reply to question 1428,
statistics are not available.

The Crown Law Department has noticed
that recently the demand for new gradu-
ates has increased, and has no reason to
question the assessment by the Law So-
ciety and the Barristers' Board which
was referred to in answer to question
1428.

ENVIRONMENT: SYSTEM 6
Coastal Dunes: Marmion Avenue

2009. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

Would he please explain in which way
are the plans to extend Marmion Avenue
through the coastal sand dunes compat-
ible with the System 6
recommendations?

Mr DAVIES replied:

The System 6 recommendation calls for
the preparation of a management plan
by the City of Stirling, taking into ac-
count the effect of the road links.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
Enrolments: WA

2010. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) How does the number of enrolments in

tertiary institutions when related to the
population of Western Australia com-
pare with the same relative num-
bers/percentage in other States and the
Australian Capital Territory?

(2) Is the aggregate number of enrolments
in 1984-85 in the four tertiary insti-
tutions a satisfactory proposition of the
number of post secondary students and
the population of Western Australia ac-
cording to the Government's policy?

(3) If answer to (2) is "No", what does the
Government intend to do to remedy the
situation?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Using the definition of "tertiary" stated
in the second part of the question; that is
that "tertiary" means universities and
advanced education, Western Australia
is well placed comparatively. For
example, in 1983, 2.54 per cent of the
State's total estimated population was
enrolled iii these institutions. The highest
proportion was the Australian Capital
Territory (5.48 per cent) followed by
Victoria (2.57 per cent), with Western
Australia a very close third, well above
the national average (2.27 per cent).

(2) and (3) While final and comparative fig-
ures are not available for 1984-85 steps
already instituted as a result of Com-
monwealth and State initiatives are in-
creasing participation rates. Although
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the needs of the nation require even
higher rates, the availability of resources
is a limiting factor on the speed with
which such increases can be achieved.
We are pursuing these goals vigorously
through a variety of steps such as open-
ing new facilities at Dunbury and
Joondalup, and expanding the avail-
ability of opportunites in non-metropoli-
tan areas through a range of measures
such as contracting of courses otherwise
available only through the four metro-
politan institutions. Institutions have
been asked to look at the wider use of
new technologies and more intensive
utilisation of present resources. Special
funding has been provided to facilitate
access by a range of disadvantaged
groups. In the meantime, I am continu-
ing to press the Commonwealth to recog-
nise through its allocation of resources
and student places, the stronger claims
of this State resulting from its high
population growth rate and its ability to
contribute to the future economic pros-
perity of the nation.

WORKS: BMA

Staff: Architectural Students

2011. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) How many architectural students in ter-

tiary institutions will be employed during
the summer holidays by the Building
Management Authority of Western
Australia in 1984-85?

(2) How many architectural students were
employed by the Public Works Depart-
ment for the holidays in the years-

(a) 1979-80;

(b) 1980-8 t;

(c) 1981-82;

(d) 1982-83, and

(c) 1983-84?

Mr McIVER replied:

(1) Nil.

(2) (a) 14;

(b) Nil;

(c) 13;

(d) 6;

(e) 6.

WORKS: PWD
Staff' Engineering Students

2012. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) How many engineering students in ter-

tiary institutions are going to be
employed during the summer holidays of
1984-85 by the remnants of the Public
Works Department, by other entities
under his charge as Minister for Works
and those parts of the engineering div-
ision which are now under the responsi-
bility of other Ministers?

(2) How many engineering students were
employed by the Public Works Depart-
ment for the holidays in the years-
(a) 1979-80;
(b) 1980-81;
(c) 1981-82;
(d) 1982-83, and
(e) 1983-84?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) and (2) The information requested is not
readily available and will be forwarded
in writing direct to the member as soon
as possible.

WORKS: BMA
Permanent Head

2013. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Has the position of permanent head of

the newly created Building Management
Authority of Western Australia been
advertised?

(2) If so, when and in which media?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr McIVER replied:

(1) to (3) The information requested by the
member was supplied by me to him in
response to his question 1962.

WORKS: DMA

Brochure
2014. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Works:
(1) Has he been consulted and agreed to the

glossy publication intending to justify
the establishment of the Building Man-
agement Authority of Western
Australia?
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(2) If so, why is it that he, as Minister, and
responsible to Parliament, does not fea-
ture prominently in the publication?

(3) In any event has he personally satisfied
himself that the graph and statistical fig-
ure comparison between Western
Australia and other States regarding the
Public Works Department architectural
division activities in the past years com-
pare like with like as far as work load
and activities go and that consequently
the brochure cannot be misleading and
cannot be used to the disadvantage and
disreputation of many professional pub-
lic servants generally?

(4) If he personally has not satisfied himself,
has he asked for detailed advice from
high level experienced professional
officers like the principal architect on
this matter?

(5) Considering his responsibility to Parlia-
ment would he be kind enough to answer
these questions in detail, item by item,
instead of giving generalised answers
without containing the information
sought?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) If the member is referring to the
inexpensive brochure used at a seminar
on Monday, 19 November my answer is
in the affirmative.

(2) It is not my desire to indulge in ego trips
especially in matters at public service
level such as staffing and Organisation.

(3) The graph and statistical information
were based on data contained in the re-
port of. the Functional Review Com-
mittee on the Architectural Division. I
assure the member that the sole purpose
of the present restructuring exercise is to
provide a better and more cost-effective
service. At no stage has there been, or
will there be any intention to disadvan-
tage or disparage professional public ser-
vants in Government departments and
agencies under my control.

(4) Not applicable.

(5) Yes.

PLANNING: CONSERVATION

Raw Materials

2015. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

Would the Minister please table or
otherwise make available the study
reportedly released by the Government
last week including a draft Statement of
Policy with the recommendable aim to
protect and conserve deposits of basic
building raw materials for extraction?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Document tabled herewith.
The paper was tabled (see paper No.
376).

HOUSING: YOUTH ACCOMMODATION
Working Party

2016. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(I) Who are the members of the working

party on youth accommodation and co-
operative housing programmes to which
he referred in the debate on the Com-
monwealth/State Housing Agreement?

(2) When was the working party estab-
lished?

(3) Will it be making a report?

(4) Will the report be made public?

(5) If not, why not?

Mr WILSON replied:
This question is answered in two parts-

(A) Youth accommodation

An informal working party exists
between the State Housing Com-
mission and youth accommodation
organisations such as YACCOM to
consider and advise on the special
accommodation needs for youth.
Liaison between commission
officers and the organisations is
maintained on an ongoing basis.

(B) Co-operative housing programme

(1) The co-operative housing pro-
gramme is a component of the
local government and com-
munity housing programme.
The working party known as
the Local Government and
Community Housing Im-
plementation Committee com-
prises-
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Ms C, Read-Co-operative
Housing Project;

Ms S. Ryan-Youth Accommo-
dation Coalition of Western
Australia;

Fr I. Gherardi-Catholic Justice
and Development Commission;

Mr J. Maltas-Permanent Build-
ing Societies Association;

Mr J. Ellis-State Housing Com-
mission;

Mr P. Rutherford-State Hous-
ing Commission.

(2) June 1984.
(3) Yes.
(4) and (5) The committee has widely dis-

cussed the issues with a broad range of
interested community groups. Its
findings will reflect the views of the com-
munity. It is not intended at this time to
make the report public.

HOUSING: LOCAL
GOVERN MENT/COM MUNITY HOUSING

Working Party

2017. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) Who are the members of the working
party on Local Government/Community
Housing programmes to which he re-
ferred in the debate on the Common-
wealth/State Housing Agreement?

(2) When was the working party estab-
lished?

(3) Will it be making a report?

(4) Will the report be made public?

(5) If not, why not?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The local governmnrt/community hous-
ing programmes are a component of the
local government and community hous-
ing programme. The working party
known as the Local Government and
Community Housing Implementation
Committee comprises:-

Ms C. Read-Co-operative Housing
Project;

Ms S. Ryan-Youth Accommodation
Coalition of Western Australia;

Mr J. Maltas-Permanent Building
Societies Association;

Fr J. Gherardi-Catholic Justice and
Development Commission;

Mr J. Ellis-State Housing Com-
mission;

Mr P. Rutherford-State Housing
Commission.

(2) June 1984.

(3) Yes.

(4) and (5) The committee has widely dis-
cussed the issues with a broad range of
interested community groups. Its
findings will reflect the views of the com-
munity. it is not intended at this time to
make the report public.

PRISONS: CANNING VALE

Guards

2018. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Prisons:
(1) Has the Government given consideration

to removing guards from the control
towers of the remand centre at Canning
Vale?

(2) If so, when will a decision be made in
this regard?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) A departmental committee was
formed in May 1983 to consider this
question. The committee comprises six
persons including two representatives of
the Prison Officers' Union.

There has been no consideration of this
matter by the Government and none is
anticipated in advance of the com-
mittee's report.

PRISONS: OFFICERS

Number*

2019. Mr MacKINNON, io the Minister
representing the Minister for Prisons:
(1) How many prison officers were

employed by the State Government as
at-

(a) 3OJune 1980;

(b) 30 June 1981;
(c) 3O June 1982,

(d) 30 June 1983;

(e) 30 June 1984?
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(2) What was the prison inmate population
in Western Australia as at-

(a) 30 June 1980;

(b) 30 June 198 1;

(c) 30 June 1982;

(d) 30 June 1983;

(e) 30 June 1984?

Mr GRILL replied:

l am advised as follows:

(1) (a) 691;

(b) 815;

(c) 92 1;

(d) 963;

(e) 990.

(2) (a) 1424;

(b) 1371;

(c) 1350;

(d) 1503;

(e) 1543.

The prison inmate
mands and prisoners
up-

figures include re-
at East Perth Lock-

TOURISM: WA

In vestment

2020. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

(1) When will the Government announce
full details of its financial assistance
package which is reportedly designed to
attract investment to the Western
Australian tourism industry?

(2) With whom in the private sector is the
Government working to develop this as-
sistance package?

(3) When will the investment development
unit within the Tourism Commission be
established?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Early in 1985.

(2) Leading entrepreneurs, bankers and
financiers, and Government representa-
tives.

(3) By I January, 1985.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: MANDURAH
Parry Corporation

2021. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) Has the proposal by the Parry Corpor-

ation to form an authority to guide the
development of the proposed high tech-
nology park and marina at Mandurah
yet been referred to him?

(2) If so, when is it likely that the Govern-
ment will be determining its attitude to
this submission?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) No.
(2) This depends on when a submission is

provided.

DAIRY INDUSTRY AUTHORITY
Dairy Assistance Plan

2022. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What allocations have been made from

the Dairy Assistance Plan Fund
administered by the Dairy Industry
Authority since I July, 1983?

(2) For what purposes were these allocations
made?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) The information is not readily
available but will be supplied to the
member in writing.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Complex near McGillvray Oval

2023. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Sports and
Recreation:
(1) With reference to my question 1766 or

14 November 1984, would he table a
copy of the survey conducted by the
Western Australian Sports Federation
and a copy of the advice provided by the
Sports Council?

(2) Do the answers to parts (2) and (3) or
the question appear to be in conflict as in
one part the demand has been estab-
lished, but in another, that user groups
are still being confirmed?

(3) Does the Government regard it as
necessary that the establishment of all
international class sporting facilities
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should be in the metropolitan area of
Perth?

(4) In view of the decision to contribute to
operating losses of this centre, does this
now mean that the Government will be
prepared to contribute to losses sustained
by local authorities who operate inter-
national class sporting facilities?

(5) If not, why not?
Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The survey conducted by the WA Sports
Federation was an internal mechanism
to provide that organisation with infor-
mation about the needs.of its member
associations. If the member wishes to
examine the document used, I suggest he
contacts the Sports Federation.
The advice from the Sports Council was
provided in a number of mediums and
over a period of time. It is therefore not
possible or appropriate to provide a copy
to the member.

(2)

(3)
No.
The Government believes that inter-
national standard sports facilities should
be located where they are best able to
serve the prime purpose for which they
are intended. That is to provide a venue
for top level competition and training.

(4) The Government recognises that the
scale of the proposed indoor sports centre
makes it quite different from any other
international sports facility in this State.
It accepts that it would be unreasonable
to expect a local authority to take re-
sponsibility for the operating shortfall of
a State centre of this magnitude.

(5) Not applicable.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: WA MUSEUM
Mr Oscar Little

2024. Mr BRADSH-AW, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

Adverting to question 1971 of 27
November 1984, if the Western
Australian Museum did not pay Mr
Oscar Little for his services, did any
other department pay him?

Mr WILSON replied:

I am not aware of any other Department
paying Mr Oscar Little for work
involved in identifying Aboriginal sites
for classification purposes.

LAND: URBAN LANDS COUNCIL

Accounts
2025. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Housing:
(1) Will he table the last three profit and

loss accounts prepared for the Urban
Land Council?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr WILSON replied:

(I) The Urban Lands Council's profit and
loss accounts have been tabled previously
as part of the report of the Auditor Gen-
era i.

(2) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES
Accommodatlion: Hon. David Parker

2026. Mr CLARKO, to the Premier:
(1) Is the office of the Hon. David Parker,

MLA, Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy, being moved from the
Superannuation Building to the City
Mutual Building?

(2) If "Yes", what is the estimated total cost
of the move, and would he itemize the
costs?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Final costs have not yet been confirmed.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Skills West '85

2027. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) Will the Minister name for me the three

adveritising agencies referred to in part
(3) of question 1978 of 27 November,
concerning the Skills West '85 Cam-
paign?

(2) How much has been spent to date on
promotion costs for the Skills West '85
Campaign?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Smith Dailey Advertising

Darcy Farrell and Associates
Bryant Media Plan Pty. Ltd.

(2) Accounts to date have yet to be finalised
by the respective agencies. I shall pro-
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vide the member with the details when
they become available.

GOVERNOR OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Tertiary Institutions: "Visitor"

2028. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Is the Government proposing to change

the role of the Governor as "visitor" to
the Western Australian tertiary insti-
tutions?

(2) If'"Yes", what changes are proposed and
for what reasons?

Mr GRI LL replied:

(t) and (2) A proposal is under consider-
ation which would have the effect of
allowing the Governor, at his discretion,
to delegate his visitor's appellate juris-
diction to a serving or former Judge of
the Supreme Court or District Court, or
a QC, resident and practising in Western
Austriia.
The proposal has been developed in re-
sponse to certain concerns expressed by
the Governor.

DEFENCE NAVY
Australian Submarines

2029. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) What progress has been made in the es-

tablishment of a facility for building sub-
marines in Western Australia?

(2) (a) In keeping with the needs of the
Royal Australian Navy for an effec-
tive submarine fleet based on
Garden Island, does the Govern-
ment support such a project in the
defence of Australia;

(b) if "Yes", will the Government
examine and support the building of
nuclear powered (not armed) sub-
marines, in view of their advantage
over diesel powered submarines as
evidenced by the hunter-killer
"Conquerer" class of the Royal
Navy?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The Federal Government has not yet
announced the short list of overseas
builder/designers for the Royal
Australian Navy's planned new gener-

ation of submarines. It is likely that a
short list of two overseas companies will
be announced early in 1985, and that a
decision on where in Australia the sub-
marines will be built will not be made
until much later.
The Western Australian Government
has reserved a 15 hectare waterfront site
near Risely Street in Cockburn Sound,
adjacent HMAS Stirling, which will be
the location of an assembly plant facility
for the new submarines, should the Fed-
eral Government decide to have the sub-
marines built in Western Australia. Con-
struction work at the site would not be-
gin until 1987.

(2) (a) Yes. The State Government has re-
peatedly argued for the basing of at
least part of Australia's submarine
fleet at HMAS Stirling;

(b) no. The State Government supports
the Federal Government's view that
conventional submarines are the
most cost effective choice as a re-
placement for the Oberon Class
fleet. Nuclear powered submarines
are considerably more expensive
than conventional submarines and
have enormous infrastructure costs.
They would also have to be made
overseas, which would affectively
end the well advanced Australian
submarine programme, and thus
jeopardise thousands of potential
jobs for Australian and West
Australian workers.

ENVIRONMENT
Ningaloo National Park

2030. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) When is the final report and

recommendations to Govern m6nt on the
Ningaloo National Park due?

(2) (a) Have any of the recommendations
of the initial re port been
implemented;

(b) if so, would he list those
recommendations by numbers as
indicated in the interim report?

M r DAV IES repl ied:

(1) There is no final report as such. The
EPA has made its recommendations to
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me, and I will be taking the matter to
Cabinet for its consideration.

(2) (a) No.

(b) Not applicable.

HEALTH: ESPERANCE

Community Health Centre: Cost

2031. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Why is the Government proposing to es-
tablish a Community Health Centre in
Esperance?

(2) What will be the cost?

(3) What is the estimated annual recurrent
cost?

(4) Who will staff the centre?
(5) What services will it provide?

(6) What demand has been expressed locally
for the establishment of the centre?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Esperance has a large aged population
complemented by a growth in youth and
young family residents. Because of its
isolation from other major town centres
and availability to a comprehensive
range of health services, the establish-
ment of a health centre is considered a
high priority need.

(2) $825 000 has been allocated for the pro-
ject in the current capital works pro-
gramme.

(3)
(4)

Approximately $360 000 per annum.
Preliminary planning provides that the
centre could be staffed by-

Physiotherapist
Occupational therapist
Social worker
Health education officer
Community health nurses
Health worker
Child health nurse

(5) Consideration is being given to providing
the following services-

Physiotherapy
Occupational therapy
Social work
Health education and health pro-
motion
Community and child health nurs-
ing
Visiting consultants

(6) Demand for the facility has primarily
been expressed through the Esperance
Shire Council.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Bentley: Public Patients

2032. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What proportion of patients admitted to

Bentley Hospital are from each of the
following post codes-
(a) 6101;
(b) 6102;
(c) 6105;
(d) 6106;
(e) 6107;
(0) 6108;
(g) 6109;
(h) 6152;
(i) 6155;
U) 6 100;
(k) 6104;
(1) 6110;
(in) 6164;
(n) 6153;
(o) 6156;
(p) 6154;
(q) 615 1;
(r) 6163;
(s) 6103?

(2) What proportion of all patients admitted
to Bentley Hospital are public patients?

(3) What proportion of general-non ma-
tern ity-pat ients admitted to Bentley
Hospital are public patients?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (3) The statistical information
required for this question will take some
time to collate, however once available I
will advise the member in writing.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Bentley: Specialists

2033. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When does he expect surgeons,

physicians, ear, nose and throat
specialists, urologists and gastro-
enterologists appointed by Royal Perth
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Hospital and obstetricians and gynae-
cologists appointed by King Edward
Memorial Hospital to take over provision
of services at Bentley Hospital?

(2) Will patients needing to see the
specialists referred to in (1), for initial
consultation and post hospital follow up,
be able to visit them in the hospital, or
will they need to travel to Royal Perth
Hospital or King Edward Memorial
Hospital?

(3) (a) Will there be a casually ward at
Bentley Hospital, as promised by
him on the access radio programme;
and

(b) if so, which hospital will staff it, and
when will emergency services com-
mence?

Mr IHODGE replied:
(1) Negotiations are proceeding with the

Boards of Royal Perth Hospital and
King Edward Memorial Hospital.

(2) Yes, at Bentley, patients will not be
required to travel elsewhere.

(3) (a) and (b) Government policy is to
provide casualty service at non-
teaching Government hospitals,
staffed by salaried and/or sessional
doctors and other health care pro-
fessionals. In the Government's
election undertakings, high priority
for these services was given to the
outlying hospitals of Wanneroo,
Swan Districts and Armadale-
Kelmscott.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Woodside: General Practitioners

2034. Mr WILLIAMS, W~ the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it fact that general practitioners using

Woodside Hospital will continue to be
paid on a modified fee-for-service basis
when sessional specialists are appointed?

(2) (a) Are sessional specialists to be
appointed to Woodside Hospital;
and

(b) if "Yes", how many and how many
sessions will they be offered?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) and (2) No decision has yet been made

as negotiations are still in progress. Two
meetings have been held with the doctors
who currently provide medical services
to Woodside Hospital, the last being on

the evening of Monday, 26 November.
The Medical Advisory Council has been
requested to prepare a submission relat-
ing to provision of services when the ap-
pointment system comes into place.
The draft minutes of the meeting held on
tO October were accepted by that meet-
ing as an accurate record of proceedings.

HEALTH: FEES
Commonwealth Schedule of Benefits

2035. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Do the fees in the Commonwealth sched-

ule of benefits represent a fair price for
the services provided under each item?

(2) Does the quality of services provided by
specialists to public patients in the West-
ern Australian non-teaching Govern-
ment hospitals differ in any way from
the quality of services these specialists
provide to private patients in these or
other hospitals?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The fees are determined by an indepen-

dent tribunal and are a matter for nego-
tiation between the medical practitioners
and the Commonwealth Government.

(2) Not to my knowledge. If the member is
aware of any difference in quality of ser-
vice I should be happy to investigate the
matter on the receipt of the details.
However, some doctors state that if pay-
ment is made by sessional or other means
then the quality of services will drop
even though there may not be a signifi-
cant drop in the annual amount earned.
Such arguments are difficult to under-
stand, since it is the doctors themselves
who control the quality of care provided.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Fremantle: South Australian America's Cup
Challenge

651. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it correct that the South Australian

America's cup challenge crew and sup-
port team are being housed in accommo-
dation provided by the Fremantle Hospi-
tal-that is, nurses' quarters accommo-
dation?

(2) Is it also correct that the hospital
administration staff is assisting with the
accounting functions of the challenge?
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(3) On what basis was the decision made to
assist the challenge in this way?

(4) What charges are being levied on the
challenge team for-
(a) accommodation;
(b) meals;
(c) other services?

Mr H-ODGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) Decision made by the Board of Manage-

ment of Fremantle Hospital after an ap-
proach from a local real estate agent.

(4) (a) Single house in nurses' home
complex being rented for $400 per
week;

(b) at cost;
(c) at cost.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Classification

652. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Does the State Government support the

continued role of the hospitals operated
by the Order of St. John of God nuns in
the provision of hospital services in WA?

(2) What steps has the State Government
taken to date to protect and enhance the
position of the hospitals of St. John of
God in WA?

(3) Is the Minister aware of a Press
statement issued by Mr I. V. Lishman on
behalf of the Provincial Specialists As-
sociation that St. John of God Hospital,
Bunbury, may be downgraded under new
categorisation criteria recommended for
private hospitals?

(4) If "Yes", would the Minister advise the
House of the accuracy or otherwise of
this statement?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes, the State Government most defi-

nitely supports the continued role of the
Order of St. John of God in the provision
of private hospital facilities in this State.
The order currently operates a number
of excellent private hospitals in the State.
The Government is supportive of the or-
der's continued role, and offers that sup-
port in a number of tangible ways.

(2) At The time of the implementation of the
new universal health insurance scheme,
Medicare, all private hospitals in this

State were given a classification by the
Foderal Government. The classification
initially given to St. John of God Hospi-
tals throughout the State, and in particu-
lar to the St. John of God Hospital in
Bunbury. resulted in quite a substantial
reduction in the level of benefits paid to
those hospitals. As a result of approaches
made by the member for Mitchell and
the member for Bunbury, I approached
Dr Neil Blewett, the Federal Minister
for Health, both personally and by letter,
and was successful in persuading him to
reclassify all the St. John of God Hospi-
tals. This resulted in the St. John of God
Hospital in Bunbury enjoying an elev-
ation in classification to, from memory,
classification 1, the highest.

(3) Yes, I am aware of the statement by Mr
Lishman and it really was a mischievous
and speculative statement. The Federal
Government was approached by the Pri-
vate Hospitals Association and asked to
reconsider the system of classification
for private hospitals. The Federal
Government agreed and set up a com-
mittee chaired by an economist from the
University of New South Wales in order
to examine the system of classifications.

The Federal Minister has recently
received that committee's report, which
includes a proposal for a new system of
classification which involves an
expanded system of grades one to five for
private hospitals. The Federal Minister
has not accepted the report, and nor has
any State Government to my knowledge.

Certainly we have niot accepted it. When
I considered the report I could see that,
if the system were implemented, it could
result in a downgrading of the Bunbury
St. John of God Hospital. I immediately
instructed our Commissioner for Health
to write in the Strongest Possible terms to
the Federal Government to indicate that
there was no way this State Government
would accept the implementation of that
classification system if it resulted in St.
John of God Hospitals in this State being
downgraded.

(4) This question has already been partly
answered in my previous remarks, but I
stress that there is no validity in the
claim by the doctor that the report will
be implemented.
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The Minister only recently received it. I
understand he is considering it. I repeat
that I have made the strongest possible
representations through the Com-
missioner of Health to Dr Blewett
indicating that there is no way this State
Government would support or agree to
that reclassification.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS
Argyie Diamond Venture

653. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(I) Has the Government made a decision on

the distribution of the $I million to be
provided by the Argyle diamond mines
and the State Government to Aboriginal
organisations in the cast Kimberley?

(2) If so, will the Minister provide details of
the distribution of these funds?

(3) If not, when will a decision be made?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) There have been ongoing discussions for

some time concerning distribution of the
funds, and those discussions have been
held both between the Government and
the Argyle diamond mines and between
the Government and Aboriginal groups
in the area. Recently-in fact over the
last weekend-I visited the east
Kimberley region and spoke with each
Aboriginal group within the area with a
view to forming my own impressions
about the ways in which the money
ought to be despatched, the type of dis-
tribution mechanism we ought to set up,
and what areas needed the funds. I am
now in the process of having discussions
with Argyle diamond mines. I am meet-
ing the chairman of the joint venture
group later this week to put a proposition
to him. Further discussions will be
necessary, and I am hopeful that a de-
cision will be made prior to the
Christmas break.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Royal Perth: intensive Care

654. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

1I) Is it a fact that there has been a tempor-
ary closure of five intensive care beds at
Royal Perth Hospital?

(2) Has this been caused by a shortage of
skilled nursing staff, and if so, can the
Minister advise what action has been
taken to ameliorate the effects of this
shortage?

Mr HODGE replied:
I thank the member for Balcatta for
some brief notice of the question.

(1) Yes, it is a fact that there has been a
temporary closure of five beds in the in-
tensive care ward at Royal Perth Hospi-
tal.

(2) The closure has been forced on the hospi-
tal by the shortage of skilled and experi-
enced nurses who normally work in that
specialised area. The shortage of nurses
is a problem that is worrying health
authorities from one end of Australia to
the other. On behalf of the State
Government, I have taken action in three
particular areas and the member might
be interested in hearing what action I
have taken.
Some time ago I wrote to the Federal
Minister for Immigration, Mr Stewart
West, and stressed to him the import-
ance of dropping any bars on immi-
gration or entry of foreign-trained nurses
into this State. I expect to receive a
favourable reply from Mr West in the
very near future. Immediately any re-
strictions which are presently being
imposed on the entry of overseas nurses
are lifted, the State Government will em-
bark on a vigorous overseas recruitment
campaign to attract more overseas
trained nurses to our State. In addition
to that, I have authorised the commence-
ment of a number of retraining and re-
education courses in Government hospi-
tals for those nurses who perhaps have
left the workforce and are presently not
employed in a hospital, but who might
wish to refresh their skills and come back
into the workforce on a full-time or part-
time basis.
A number of those courses have been
commenced in metropolitan and country
areas. In addition to that, we are cur-
rently negotiating with the Common-
wealth Government on the transfer of
nurse education from hospital-based
courses to tertiary institutions; and I
have stressed to the Commonwealth
Government that in the allocation of
places for nurses in tertiary institutions
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in this State I would like to obtain the
maximum possible number of positions
in order to bolster the number of nurses
undergoing tertiary training in this
State. The combination of those three
events will go some of the way towards
helping to ameliorate the serious nursing
shortage that we have in this State.

I stress the fact that we will be taking
action to reopen the five beds in Royal
Perth Hospital as soon as possible. I
understand that in addition to the nurs-
ing shortage, there has been some illness
among the nursing staff which has
contributed to this position in respect of
the intensive care beds.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Land Claims

655. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Premier:

When he refers to "up to 40 per cent" of
the State being claimable under the
Government's land rights legislation,
does he include in the 40 per cent land
which is currently held by the Aboriginal
Lands Trust as Aboriginal reserves?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I do not quickly know the answer to that
question. All I know is that there has not
been a map drawn-xcept by the Lib-
eral Party which has changed its map
from week to week-to reflect the defi-
nitions that are in the Bill as it is
presently drafted. My inquiries of those
people drafting the Bill indicate that the
categories of land that are claimable re-
flect, on total estimates, about 39 per
cent of the land area of the State.

I am happy to check the fact and advise
the Leader of the Opposition in due
course, but Ilam pleased that he is asking
the question because it gives me the op-
portunity to inform him of something
that I am sure he will be very pleased to
hear, and that is that substantial accord
has been reached with all of those indus-
try groups which have previously
expressed conflicting points of view. I am
now in a position to be able to forward to
the Prime Minister a detailed precis or
the contentious areas that previously
existed in respect of this matter.

I am very pleased to pay tribute to the
constructive and helpful attitudes
expressed by the Primary Industry As-
sociation, the Chamber of Mines, APIA,

AMIC, and the Pastoralists and Graz-
iers Association. Not all of the details
have been agreed. and I would hate to
mislead the Leader of the Opposition on
that matter; but substantial accord has
been reached in a very constructive and
positive manner. All of the people acting
on behalf of their constituencies have
come together to produce what I will be
sending to the Prime Minister. I hasten
to assure the Leader of the Opposition
that his home is safe; that no-one else's
home is threatened by the agreement
that has been reached; that half the
State will not be claimable; that the
12 000 square kilometres of land in re-
spect of which he deliberately misled the
public by saying that it would be
claimable, will not be claimable; and
that the legislation we are drafting will
serve this State exceptionally well.
On all of those matters I am pleased to
be able to report satisfactory progress to
the House. The specific question that the
Leader of the Opposition asked me I will
refer to the people who are drafting the
legislation; and if the Leader of the Op-
position cares to write to me-he cannot
really put the question on notice now-I
will certainly provide him with an
answer.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Services: Northern Corridor

656. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for
Transport:

When is it proposed to implement the
improvements to bus routes in the north-
ern corridor foreshadowed previously?

Mr GRILL replied:

I thank the member for raising this mat-
ter.
In July of this year I established a work-
ing party to examine how best to im-
prove public transport in the northern
corridor at the least cost to the taxpayer.
The working party's findings are being
displayed in local shopping centres in the
area to gauge public response, which I
might add has been excellent to date.
Because this response has been so over-
whelmingly in favour of the proposed
changes it has been decided to proceed
with the implementation at the earliest
practical time. I understand that this will
be the last week in March 1985.
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ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Land Claims

657. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Is it correct that an area of about 30
hectares in the Northampton Shire has
been gazetted as a protected area under
the Aboriginal Heritage Act-the site
which is said to be in the Willow Gully
area?

(2) Is the site located on privately held land?

(3) If so, what compensation will be made to
the owner?

(4) Will he please table a map indicating the
situation of the protected area?

Mr WI[LSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) None. It is not considered that this dec-
laration will in any way affect the cur-
rent land-user prejudicially.

(4) I am happy to forward a map of this area
to the member.

TRANSPORT: SERVICES
Policy

658. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Minister aware that for the third

time the central location aspect of
transport policy has diverged from the
norm accepted by the Opposition when
in government so that a temporary in-
crease in traffic indications, for both
passenger and freight is observable for
the latter half of the 1983-84 financial
year?

(1) What does the Minister propose to do to
remedy the situation?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No.

(2) Nothing. I cannot understand what
prompted the Opposition to adopt such
an obscure policy in the first place. I
cannot really understand whatever
induced the member for Scarborough to
ask such a nonsensical question

HEALTH: NURSES
Nursing Aides

659. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has a decision been made to raise the

minimum entry qualification for a nurs-
ing aide from the completion of second-

ary schooling year 10 to the completion
of year II ?

(2) If "Yes", would the Minister agree that
this will reduce the career opportunities
for many young people in remote areas
of the State, such as Derby, where the
high schools extend to year 10 only,
therefore it would mean a major up-
heaval in domestic circumstances for
young people to gain education to year
HI?

(3) What positive suggestion can the Minis-
ter make to overcome the unfortunate
consequences of this new circumstance
for these young people?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am not able to confirm that off

the cuff, because I do not have that de-
tail with me. If the member wishes, I will
investigate the matter and reply to him
in writing.

TRANSPORT: MiT
Drivers: Protection

660. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Transport:

What action has the Government taken
to protect MTT drivers and passengers
on evening off-peak services.

Mr GRILL replied:
It is presumed that the member is refer-
ring to the situation on certain routes
where drivers have been threatened and
or attacked and passengers intimidated.
The MTT has initiated a system of using
inspectorial staff out of uniform to travel
on problem buses to assist the drivers in
maintaining control and to obtain evi-
dence where necessary to enable pros-
ecutions to be made.
At the same time, it is proposed to pro-
vide in next year's capital works pro-
gramme some $1.07 million for two-way
radios to be installed in buses. The avail-
ability of radio contact will greatly in-
crease driver security as well as assisting
in breakdown situations.

HEALTH: MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS

Minis teria) Relations

661. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

In view of the crisis at the Royal Perth
Hospital, as reported in tonight's Daily
News, and the possibility of further
pressure on the hospital because of the
deteriorating relationship between the
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Government and doctors in Western
Australia, what is the Minister doing to
arrest the hospital crisis which is
looming in Western Australia and the
poor relationship between doctors and
the Minister?

Mr HODGE replied:
The member must not have been
listening a few moments ago when I gave
a full explanation of the reasons for the
temporary closure of the five beds at
Royal Perth Hospital. The temporary
closure of the five beds has nothing to do
with universal health insurance, or any-
thing else connected with Medicare; it is
to do with an Australia-wide shortage of
nurses. I thought 1 had explained that
fully to the House a few minutes ago. I
do not consider that the temporary clos-
uire of five beds in a hospital the size of
Royal Perth Hospital constitutes a
crisis.
In answer to the generalised comment
made at the end of the question about
relations between the State Government
and the medical profession, I am pleased
to advise that I had a long and fruitful
discussion this morning with the senior
officers of the Australian Medical As-
sociation.
While it is true that some elements of the
medical profession are adamant that
they will embark on a campaign of in-
dustrial action to try to disrupt our hos-
pital system, the AMA of course was not
involved in that decision and was not a
part of that meeting that made the strike
decision. It was not called under the as-
sociation's auspices. The association
gave me an assurance that it will see to It
that emergency medical services in all
Government hospitals would be provided
during the period of disruption and that
it would work in close co-operation with
my department to ensure that any dis-
ruption or inconvenience to patients is
kept to an absolute minimum.

PARLIAMENT: PARLIAMENTARY
DEADLOCKS

Edwards Royal Commission
662. Mr READ, to the Premier:

Is there Still time for the Opposition to
make a submission to the Edwards Royal
Commission into parliamentary dead-
locks?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The question contains an assumption
that the Liberal Party has not yet made

a submission, and I cannot be certain
whether it has or has not yet risen to the
occasion.
On past performance it is probably
doubtful; reference Rottnest Island and
the study of its management; reference
Mr Seaman and his commission. The
Liberal Party has not yet made a sub-
mission to the Royal Commission into
parliamentary deadlocks; but given the
extraordinary comments made in this
House by the shadow spokesperson on
electoral reform, the assumption in the
question is likely to be correct.
There is in fact still time for any
interested person or group to make a
submission. In response to the initiative
of the Minister for Parliamentary and
Electoral Reform, the Government ex-
tended the closing date for submissions
from 3 L October to 30 November 1984.
There are two days left for written sub-
missions but, as I understand it, the
Royal Commission is about to open its
doors for verbal submissions in the days
following 4 December 1984. The sole
reason for the one month extension was
to accommodate the Liberal Party by
giving it extra time to make up its mind
about participating.

NUCLEAR PROTESTS
Rockingham

663. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Youth and
Community Services:

Will the peace protesters, Women's Ac-
tioni for Nuclear Disarmament, be camp-
ins on Crown land vested in the Depart-
ment for Youth, Sport and Recreation?

Mr WILSON replied:
I do not have any responsibility for this
group, but certainly the position of the
Government is that no approval has been
given for any such camp.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation

664. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Premier:
Is the Premier confident that work being
done on drafting of land rights legis-
lation in Western Australia will result in
legislation that is suitable and appropri-
ate to this State?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am confident that the legislation which
will be produced by the drafting group
presently working on it, and as accepted
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in due course by the Government, will be
suitable to Western Australians' needs
and will provide the protection to the
mining and agricultural industries that
those industries, by virtue or their benefit
to the State, demand. There is one point
that needs to be underlined which is
simply this: The Opposition in this place
has a majority in the Legislative Coun-
cil. Come what may politically, as far as
the Government is concerned, the sol-
ution to this matter will be written by the
end of February, one way or the other,
and politically we will not be troubled by
any action taken by the Legislative
Council. But I warn the Opposition that
rejection or legislation by the Legislative
Council will be an open invitation to the
Federal Government to legislate in a
manner that will not be suitable to the
needs of industry in this State, and in a
manner that could well cause injury to
the two industries that are the backbone
of this State's economy.

Mr Laurance: These are the bully boys from
Canberra who will come in over the top
of us.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Legislative
Council rejects the legislation, that is
against the consensus of the industries
involved and affected by what we pro-
pose. The invitation to the people called
the "bully boys from Canberra", re-
ferred to by the member for Gascoyne,
will be extended by the Legislative
Council.

The Prime Minister has made it per-
fectly clear that he is not about to over-
ride by Federal legislation the laws that
we propose here. In the Leader of the
Opposition's relentless pursuit of politi-
cal advantage, he has effectivey painted
himself into the corner to which I re-
ferred previously, from which he must
extricate himself at great personal cost. I
cannot see how the Opposition will
change its stance. It has been committed
very effectively to opposition, no matter
what legislation is proposed. If that op-
position translates itself into a majority
in the Legislative Council, the Govern-
ment cannot be blamed for legislation
which the Federal Government deter-
mines is appropriate and necessary. We
will have done our best to tailor our laws
to suit our State. By the actions of the
Opposition, it will have invited the Coin-

monwealth Government to legislate if it
sees fit. If that happens, no-one but the
Opposition in this Parliament will be
blamed.

If the legislation we propose is the con-
sensus view of the industries involved in
and affected by the laws passed in this
place and referred to another place, the
rejection in the Legislative Council will
stand beside the name of the Opposition.
The invitation to the national govern-
ment to legislate in a way that it thinks is
appropriate will be issued by the Oppo-
sition and not by this Government. We
will have done our work. We will have
attempted, in a delicate and sensitive
area, to pre-empt the national Govern-
ment. We will have done the bullocky
work necessary to ensure that the
national Government understands the
differences in this State, and under-
stands the way in which we need to pro-
tect the industries that are the lifeblood
of this State's economy.

It will be the abrogation of that obli-
gation by the Liberal majority in the
Legislative Council that allows the Fed-
eral Government to pass legislation det-
rimental to our well-being; so members
opposite should consider the matter
seriously. It is not just a question of pol-
itical point scoring, because the matter
will be despatched at least a year before
the next election, one way or the other;
and members of the Opposition will not
be able to freelance around the country-
side telling people that their homes are
not safe, and telling farmers that the
farming land already reserved for appli-
cations by the people who want to culti-
vate it will be open to Aboriginal claim-
ants. That opportunity will have been
lost to members or the Opposition a year
before the next'election.

Before members opposite get too far into
the net, and before they try to frighten
too many people who are seeking infor-
mation seriously, they should remember
that the political advantage they seek to
grasp will disappear at least a year be-
fore the election. If the Federal Govern-
ment legislates to provide the land rights
it believes are appropriate, according to
its own lights, the responsibility for the
nature of that legislation will rest with
the Opposition and not with the Govern-
ment.
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HEALTH: MEDICARE
Country Hospitals

665. Mr MeNEE, to the Minister for Health:
Will he outline the benefits Medicare ex-
tends to people hospitalised in country
towns such as Wyalkatchem or Wongan
Hills?

The SPEAKER: That is really a matter for
the Federal Government.

AGRICULTURE: DEPARTMENT
Hydrological Services

666. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) With respect to hydrological services,

does the Department of Agriculture plan
to make these services available to all
farmers or to continue with what appears
to be the present policy of carrying out
the work on selected sites for research
purposes?

(2) If it is planned to make the services
available to all farmers, and bearing in
mind the likely demand for these ser-
vices, what will be the basis of giving
priority to the farmer applicants?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) The Department of Agriculture

is not able to offer a comprehensive
hydrological service to farmers. Current
hydrological work done by the depart-
ment is restricted to research projects
and site monitoring.
Departmental officers are assessing
alternatives to detailed site hydrological
investigations. The alternatives, if suc-
cessful, will be available to all farmers on
a cost basis. The alternatives being stud-
ied are a combination of airborne, mag-
netic1  and electromagnetic surveys,
multispectral scanning, and satellite
spectral data. Initial testing of these
techniques is being done in conjunction
with detailed hydrological studies on
experimental catchments.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: BUN BURY
Vegetable Oils WA

667. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

What is the current position of the
Bunbury-based company, Vegetable Oils
(WA), and what has been achieved since
it was reopened by him on 13 December
1983?

Mr BRYCE replied:
In December 1983, the new company,
Vegetable Oils (WA), began refining
and deodorising tallow from Harvey
Meat Exports for the manufacture of
frying medium and shortening. The
company has completed a $500 000
upgrading programme which involves
the installation of four 40-tonne mild
steel tanks for the storage and blending
of margarine Oils; the installation of two
20-tonne mild steel tanks for catering oil
blending and weighing; and the instal-
lation of a mechanical bottling plant to
allow for the increased production of ed-
ible oils.
Current employment is 37 people work-
ing three shifts per day, five days per
week. This is an increase from 19 in
February and 26 in May 1984.
Oil production is currently 170 tonnies
per week, and after full staff training
and process experimentation, the goal is
240 tonnes per week.
Recently, 26 tonnes of shortening were
exported to China, and the company
aims to increase exports.
This is one of the positive achievements
of this Government. I remind members
sitting opposite that in this place yester-
day they demonstrated they have an ex-
tremely short memory. This is one of the
projects the previous Government
started, but it came to a grinding halt. It
has been put back on the rails in a
substantive way by this Government.

WORKS: CARNARVON
Watfer Supply: Mile-long Jet ty

668. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is he aware that the supply of water to

the mile-long jetty in Carnarvon has
been discontinued and that this action
apparently was taken without any nego-
tiation with interested parties and is
likely to have a severe effect on the local
tourist industry?

(2) Can he give me an indication whether he
can assist the local community with this
problem?

-Mr McIVER replied:
(t) and (2) This matter has already been

raised by his colleague in another place,
Hon. Philip Lockyer. I have informed
the member I am prepared to meet with
the shire and the tourist committee in
Carnarvon on 10 December to discuss

4882



[Wednesday, 28 November 1984]188

the situation and gain further infor-
mation. At that time, I will make a
further determination.

FORESTS: STATE FORESTS
Mt. Barker-Denmark

669. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Forests:

Will he give details of the recent dedi-
cation of areas of State forests in the Mt.
Barker-Denmark region?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I thank the member for some notice of
the question.

More than 28 000 hectares has been
added to State forests in the Mt. Barker-
Denmark region. The area is most of the
Mitchell River catchment area, 35 kilo-
metres west of Albany, between
Denmark and Mt. Barker. It is an out-
standing addition to the forest estate.
The area's diversity of landscape and
geological structure are remarkable and
it contains a wealth of flora and fauna.
The area is in as natural a state as can be
found in the south, apart from some cut-
ting in better quality jarrah forest which
is now regenerating. These factors gi ve it
more than usual interest for study and
recreation. There is easy access to the
forest because the Mt. Barker-Denmark
road runs through it. The area also has a
fresh water supply of great potential
value, containing the lower catchment of
Sheepwash Creek and the catchments of
a number of minor tributaries of the
lower Hay River, as well as the Mitchell
River catchment.

The Government's decision to secure the
forest means no permanent clearing that
could result in a rise in water salinity.
The dedication of the Mitchell River
areas as a State forest rounds off a se-
cure, multi-purpose forest estate in the
south of the State. Within this estate, a
series of management priority areas have
been selected and set aside to represent
the various forest types of the south-
west. The Mitchell River forest comp-
lements and completes the list of known
forest types represented within these
sanctuaries.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Oeraldtan

670. Mr TUBBY, to the Premier:
I refer to the answer the Premier gave to
question 640 without notice referring to
comments he made in Albany about doc-
tors in Gcraldton. In those comments he
said the following-

I will tell members what I said in
Albany. I said that we had a string
of incidents involving doctors in the
Geraldton area that have not been
repeated in respect of patients being
treated in the Albany region.

I ask the Premier to inform the House of
the so-called string of incidents so far as
the Geraldton doctors are concerned.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied;
It is very difficult without some sort of
notice to be able to detail all the inci-
dents the member would have me detail.
All I can say is that the Minister for
Health has drawn my attention from
time to time to a situation in Geraldton
that has caused him concern. That con-
cern has revolved around the apparent
unwillingness of some doctors to treat
public patients.

Mr MacKinnon: You condemn the doctors in
Geraldton without a shred of evidence.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will go on to say that
in respect of the specific matter to which
I refer there is some doubt about
whether the member's question was ac-
curate. The indication, I think, from the
mother of the boy involved is that during
the process by which the telephone call
was made she formed the clear im-
pression that the insurance status of the
lad involved had some bearing on his
treatment. Whether that parent is accu-
rate in that statement, I do not know.
Members opposite deny that it is true
and I understand that the doctor
involved denies that it is true.

Mr MacKinnon: What about the string of
incidents?

Mr Hassell: He has moved away from the
string of incidents.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am happy to say that
I can recall at least two different oc-
casions-the details escape me, but they
can be checked easily because they have
been reported in the Press-in which
there have been incidents in Geraldton
involving the question of the status of
insurance of prospective patients.
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Mr Tubby: Alleged incidents.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All right then, alleged
incidents. The member is admitting that
they exist.

Mr MacKinnon: He is correcting your gram-
mar. There has been no proof whatso-
ever.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a correction in
substance rather than in grammar. I do
not recall the details immediately but
they have been published in the Press
and members opposite know that.

Mr Tubby: Two items have been published.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: There have been two,
and this is the third.

Mr Hassell: They have been denied.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
they have been denied. Members op-
posite are changing their ground and are
now saying that there have been inci-
dents that have been denied. A minute
ago there had been no incidents.

Mr Hassell: You made accusations with no
evidence.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
the Leader of the Opposition actually
believes there have been incidents. The
Minister for Health has drawn to my
attention a continuing problem involving
some doctors in Geraldton who relate
their preparedness to treat patients to
the status of the insurance held by those
patients. I can recall two incidents prior
to the latest incident, being reported in
the Press. I do not have the details in my
head. Had the member given me any
notice of the question I would have
quoted the details. Members opposite say
there have been two and this is the third.

Mr MacKinnon: This is the third.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All right, two have
been alleged. If members opposite want
the details of those three or two inci-
dents, I am happy to take the time to
inquire into them. I presume judgment
on the Geraldton doctors came from the
mouths of the Albany doctors-and the
Minister for Health was also
present-who said, "Please do not lump
us in with the Geraldton doctors."

HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Wannerac: Industrial Action

671. Mrs BEGGS, to the Minister for Health:
(I) Has the Minister's attention been drawn

to the article in today's The West
Australian in regard to the proposed ac-
tion by the medical profession at the
Wanneroo and Osborne Park Hospitals?

(2) If so, has the Minister taken any action
in an attempt to resolve the difficulties
outlined in that article?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 had a meeting this morning
with senior officers from the Australian
Medical Association wherein I discussed
a number of matters, one of them being
the article on page 2 of this morning's
paper concerning the doctors at the
Osborne Park and Wanneroo Hospitals.

I was amazed when I read the article
because I had not been contacted by tele-
phone, personally or in writing by any of
the doctors from those two hospitals in
recent times expressing concern about
how the system was working at those
hospitals.

I questioned the Secretary of the
Australian Medical Association (Mr
Coleman) and he advised me that he had
been in touch with the doctors and that
the article in this morning's paper was
largely inaccurate. The doctors had met
last night and agreed to a resolution that
they would participate in industrial ac-
tion along the lines that had been agreed
at the previous meeting of doctors last
Sunday; that is, they will be involved in a
week of industrial action in accordance
with the motion carried at the previous
meeting. They did not pass any other
motion or resolution going any further
than that. There is a significant differ-
ence in the position as outlined to me by
the Secretary of the Australian Medical
Association from that reported in this
morning's paper.

I hope that The West Australian, on re-
flection, or if necessary after contacting
the AMA to confirm the accuracy of
what I have said, will correct in
tomorrow's edition the impression it gave
in today's The West Australian.
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ARTS: INSTANT LOTTERY FUND

Individual Payees

672. Mr WATT, to the Minister for the Arts:

I apologise for not having giving notice
of this question, but it is necessary be-
cause of the bringing on of the Lotteries
(Control) Amendment Bill tonight,
which had previously not been intended.
I ask-

To the best of the Minister's recol-
lection can he give me an assurance
that no moneys from the Instant
Lottery fund have been paid to any
individuals?

Mr DAVIES replied:
Apart from the incident relating to the
writers' guild, or some such thing, which
the membeir for Carnarvon raised,
claiming that money was given to an in-
dividual, which subsequently was shown
by me to be incorrect, I can certainly say
that to the best of my knowledge money
has not been given to any individual. In-
deed, it has been a stumbling block and
we would have liked to help several
worthy cases. However, apart from that
case I cannot think of any instance
where the Instant Lottery money has
been paid to an individual. Usually we
have had to go back to the Arts Council
to see whether it could use some of its
budget for such cases.


