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

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
Job Security Test Case: Petition

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Deputy Leader of
the Opposition) [2.16 p.m.]: I present a petition
from 23 residents of Western Australia praying
that the Western Australian Government reject
any similar application in Western Australia to
the job security test case which the Australian
Council of Trade Unions has put before the Com-
monwealth Conciliation and Arbitration Com-
mission.

The petition conforms to the Standing Orders
of the Legislative Assembly, and I have certified
accordingly.

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

(Sepetition No. 42.)

BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I . Trade Associations Registration Repeal
Bill.

2. Painters' Registration Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Tonkin

(Minister for Consumer Affairs), and
read a first time

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: SCHOOL
VISITS

Political Comments: Ministerial Statement

MR PEARCE (Armada le-Minister for Edu-
cation) [2.18 p.m.]: I seek leave to make a state-
ment.

Leave granted.
Mr PEARCE: A number of complaints have

been forwarded to my office in recent weeks con-
cerning the role of members of Parliament from
both sides of the House in schools. The substance
of the complaints has been that members have
used the occasion of a school visit to promote to
students or staff a point of view which is clearly
party political. It is my view that it would be most
unfortunate for the integrity of our Parliament if
this practice were to continue, and I ask all mem-
bers to observe the following guidelines-

(i) When visiting schools and speaking be-
fore staff or students, comments of a
clearly party political nature should be
avoided. There will be occasions, of
Course, to Present a point of view as part
of a balanced presentation of a particu-
Jar topic. Clearly, it would be appropri-
ate to represent a specific political view-
point at such a time.

C2) On occasions, parliamentary colleagues
have sought detailed information about
schools by communicating directly with
a principal or a staff member. I believe
it would be an appropriate courtesy for
members of Parliament to address such
inquiries through the office of the Min-
ister of the day. I would anticipate, of
course, that members would use sensible
discretion in communicating directly
with schools on minor, one-off, or per-
sonal matters.

I will be circulating a copy of this statement to all
members of this Chamber and of the Legislative
Council, and to all Western Australian members
of the Commonwealth Parliament.

Government members: Hear, hear!
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) (2.20 p.m.): I be-

lieve it is appropriate to have ministerial state-
ments of this sort, and I believe it is appropriate
to have a ministerial statement on this subject.
Also, it is probably a good time for such a minis-
teil statemenlt because we are distant from any
election. It is my experience that when elections
are in the air, a strong tendency exists for some
parliamentarians to seek to visit schools to make
statements such as those outlined by the Minister
in the first part of his statement. At election time,
suddenly it becomes fashionable for members to
visit schools, with varying intensity, to promote
partisan causes. It has been ever thus, and it will
probably continue to occur. So it is desirable that
the Minister should make the remarks he made in
the early part of his statement.

Members of Parliament should embrace some
form of self-denying code in terms of how
blatantly they project their own partisan political
views. Therefore, in regard to the first paragraph
of the ministerial statement, where the Minister
states-

When visiting schools and speaking before
staff or students, comments of a clearly party
political nature should be avoided.

I would agree with him. I accept also the qualifi-
cation set out by the Minister that on occasions,
when members of Parliament go to schools, they
are invited specifically by the school to put for-
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ward their party's policies. Clearly, if a member
of Parliament is at a school in that context, par-
ticularly in the case of an upper secondary school,
I am sure the Minister would agree it would be
natural for him to put forward his views.

However, it is desirable that, even in that situ-
ation, members should temper their remarks to
their audiences. I would assume that generally
happens, because without doubt a strong need
exists for people, particularly members of Parlia-
ment, to speak to pupils who are in senior grades
at school, at least in terms of what their party
stands for.

As somebody who taught history in schools for
a number of years, I can say there is no doubt
that the position of the Labor Party is much bet-
ter expressed in the history books of Australia
than is the view of the Liberal Party. A very good
reason exists for that; that is, most of the writers
of our history books are members of the Labor
Party. People like Jupp and Professor Manning
Clarke, for example, are card-carrying members
of the Labor Party. Not surprisingly, when they
write their books, they portray the political scene
from the point of view of partisan Laborites, and
who am I to deny that?

I am not critical of that; that is fair enough.
However, practically no textbooks of that nature
are written by people who are partisan Lib-
eralites.

Mr Tonkin: Professor Clarke would be re-
garded as the doyen of Australian historians.

Mr CLARKO: Is he not a member of the
Labor Party?

Mr Tonkin: I do not know, but I do not think
he writes books from the point of view of their
being party political documents.

Mr CLARKO: It is easier for me to see this
sort of tendency in the writings of these men than
it is for the Leader of the House. They espouse
the centralist and unitary views of Australian
politics. I am not critical of that.

Mr Tonkin: An intellectual used to be regarded
as being "rational and progressive".

Mr CLARKO: I am not critical of their doing
that, but that is what is put to our pupils in their
textbooks and the various other publications pro-
vided for students' studies.

Therefore, it is highly desirable, at least from
the point of view of the Liberal Party, that people
go into schools and present information which will
give students a balanced view of the position.

Mr Tonkin: Agreed.
Mr CLARKO: I am not opposed to historians

who are members of the Labor Party writing

books in which they express that party's view, but
I agree with the Minister-the first paragraph of
his statement illustrates this-that, on occasions,
it is appropriate for a balanced view to be pres-
ented.

Circumstances exist when it is appropriate for
members to go to schools and speak from the
point of view of the political party to which one
belongs and it must be done in a sensible way.
The person involved must modify his statements
in terms of the age of his audience. In that sense,
I concur with that portion of the Minister's state-
ment. However, I have some doubts about the sec-
ond paragraph of it.

If the second paragraph of the Minister's state-
ment were interpreted to mean that members of
Parliament should circumscribe the interaction
between themselves and the principals of their
local schools when they are acting in the way
members of Parliament act regularly-that is,
liasing between people in the community with a
problem and an institution, whether it be edu-
cational or otherwise-I do not believe we should
seek to curtail the actions of members of Parlia-
ment who have been approached by, say, parents
who believe they have a problem with their local
school.

We should not try to change the lines of com-
munication of parents from that of their asking
the member of Parliament to represent him, by
means of a direct telephone call or visit to the
local school, to indicate to the principal, "Mrs
Smith has just contacted mue. She thinks this
problem exists with regard to our school. I would
like to talk to you about this matter".

Mr Pearce: That is not the intention of the sec-
ond paragraph. It does not seek to cover the mat-
ters you have mentioned. I am asking members to
be aware of, for example, a complaint made to me
about a member who wrote to a school and re-
quested detailed information on absenteeism over
the last two years. Another case was brought to
my attention where a member sought to have
student views of a contentious or party political
nature communicated to him. In both those cases,
it seemed to me the approach could have been
made more profitably elsewhere.

Mr CLARKO: The examples mentioned by the
Minister are excellent, but they are not examples
which would come within the compass or the sorts
of situations I was trying to outline. I am not as-
serting that the Minister has said anything con-
trary to what I am expressing. I am really putting
forward the argument that it is essential we make
clear that all members of Parliament quite prop-
erly have an open line of communication to princi-

3392



[Wednesday, 19 October 1983]139

pals of schools. To take up the point of the Minis-
ter, I emphasise that we must ensure nobody mis-
interprets what has been said in the second para-
graph of his statement. It is critical that our
members of Parliament are able frequently to
contact school principals and, on occasions, other
members of staff.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!

Mr CLARKO: Because of my background, I
am probably more likely to approach the principal
of the school. Perhaps all members might do that.
However, in some cases, people may prefer to go
directly to the person concerned. If the issue re-
lates to children getting homne late from sporting
engagements or the like, it may be that, in his
wisdom, the member of Parliament decides to talk
to the sports specialist concerned rather than to
the principal of the school.

Mr Tonkin: I think that would be incorrect, In
the first instance, you should always go to the
principal.

Mr CLARKO: I said, "it may be" that oc-
casions would occur where a member decides it
would be appropriate to go directly to the person
concerned.

Mr Tonkin: No, I would not do that.

Mr CLARKO: I wonder whether the comment
made by the Leader of the House would be in
tune with the latest advocacy of the Teachers'
Union in terms of' the role of teachers, In recent
years, it seems to me the Teachers' Union has
been trying to promote the position of the teacher
versus the hierarchical leader of the school and I
would have thought the Leader of the House's
party would at least be a supporter of that.

Mr Tonkin: I do not think we have a policy on
that at all.

Mr CLARKO: I have not expressed this point
in detail; I have tried to give the Minister some
-room. In response to the Leader of the House. I
indicate that I have tried to say there could be oc-
casions when a member might want to go to the
staff, and I have said that because the ministerial
statement is in that corner and not in the corner
the Leader of the House has put forward. T do not
necessarily disagree with his point of view, but the
Minister's statement says at paragraph (2)-

On occasions parliamentary colleagues
have sought detailed information about
schools by communicating directly with
either a principal or a staff member.

The Minister does not seek, as appears in his
statement, to have inquiries directed only to the
principal. I have said earlier, and the Minister has
1107)

seemed to agree with me, that basically we would
expect a member to go to the principal.

Mr Tonkia: That is in the first instance, and
then later on the member might take the matter
further.

Mr CLARKO: If anyone seeks to interpret this
document as being supportive of restraints on
members of Parliament in their dealings with the
teachers at our schools, including the
administration, he would find that I would be in
his corner; I do not believe we should take any
steps or accept any ministerial guidelines if they
propose we should reduce those contacts. They
are not negative, but highly positive factors.

Schools, especially those in country areas, are
the cornerstones of our communities. All mem-
bers of Parliament I know and regard highly have
intimate interactions with their schools, including
the principal, his deputies, the staff in general, the
parents, and, of course, the pupils. We should do
everything to encourage those sorts of associ-
ations.

It is possible even in a system such as I advo-
cate that we will have problems, and some people
will do the wrong thing. Some members of Parlia-
ment will not handle the situation properly, either
through ignorance or because they are trying to
promote themselves or their political party in an
electoral sense. We must ensure that nobody seeks
to inhibit our interactions with any institution
within our electorates. It will be to our advantage
if we know in a clear-cut way the ambitions and
misgivings of our institutions.

I do not say the Minister proposes restraint, but
I say deliberately that a place exists for a member
of Parliament to go into a school when invited to
speak on political parties-his own party. There is
an appropriate place for him to put his point of
view, and I have been asked to do that on many
occasions. I have felt always that I should ap-
proach this subject in a way different from that
which I would if I were attending a public meet-
ing. I approached it in a different way when the
Leader of the House and I went to Roitnest
Island-

Mr Tonkin: That was a long time ago.
Mr CLARKO: -to speak to geography

students from the University of Western Aus-
tralia. We discussed subjects dear to his heart and
mine-political systems, one-vote-one-vale, and
other matters of that sort.

Mr Old: Did you reach accord?
Mr CLARKO: I do not think we reached ac-

cord-surprisingly! I believe we spoke in a way
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relevant to our audience; we tailored our argu-
ments to the type of people to whom we talked.

Mr Brian Burke: You should have been at
Manjimup at that meeting your blokes organised
for me. I couldn't have tailored anything.

Mr CLARKO: I believe the Premier did not do
too well at that meeting.

Mr Brian Burke: That is what I mean.
Mr CLARKO: He and his Minister for

Agriculture are juxtaposed in relation to forestry
in the south-west. I will leave my colleague, the
member for Vasse, to go into greater detail on
that matter. I gather that the member for War-
ren, now the Minister for Agriculture, walked out
of the Labor Party's Sheraton Hotel conference
over this issue. According to the newspapers of
which the Premier is the darling, there was quite
a gap of views between the Premier and the Min-
ister for Agriculture in relation to the develop-
ment of forestry products. The problems in the
Labor Party, which its members have wallpapered
over, are not appropriate for me to discuss now. I
am speaking to the important area of education.

I welcome the ministerial statement by the
Minister for Education. I believe his comments in
the first paragraph are most relevant, but his
comments in the second paragraph could be mis-
interpreted. They could be seen by some people to
be an attempt to circumscribe the movements of
members of Parliament; in particular, to inhibit
their interactions with the principals and the
staffs of their schools.

I strongly urge members not to cut back I n any
way in what are their proper interactions with
their schools. I accept they should discreetly de-
termine which matters should go before the head
office of the Education Department, which mat-
ters should go before the minsterial office or the
Minister, and which matters are logically able to
be dealt with directly.

The Minister seeks in that second paragraph to
make a point in that direction. He says that mem-
bers should use their "sensible discretion" in deal-
ing with schools on minor matters. However,' that
seems to be some kind of partial restraint or de-
limiting of the sort of interaction a member of
Parliament should have with his schools. He
should be authorised to deal with schools on
minor, one-off, or personal matters, and there
should be no unnecessary restraint of any nature
on a member of Parliament. He is the person who
represents the people of his district; in particular,
the pupils and other young people who are an im-
portant part of his responsibilities. There should
be no suggested restraint on his interaction with
the schools in his electorate. In many cases, col-

lectively they are the foundations of his elector-
ate.

Mr Pearce: Surely you would agree that a re-
straint that stops people from asking for details of
every student absence for the previous three years
is a reasonable restraint.

Mr CLARKO: I assume the Minister has not
made this statement as a result of that single
issue. Clearly the issue he has chosen to example
is one in which no reasonable member of Parlia-
ment would properly be involved. I am sure the
Minister would not put it forward, and I would
not put it forward in the course of our electoral
responsibilities. Quite frankly, I am sure he has
not prepared this ministerial statement as a result
of a one-off request by a member, a request every-
body would find as most unreasonable.

Mr Pearce: That request was made quite re-
cently.

Mr CLARKO: I am sure the Minister would
never have made an approach of that nature, and
I take it he would want to approach a school if he
were led to believe that a class were too big, a
teacher were doing something inappropriate, or a
certain gang of kids were banded together to
cause disruption, or in situations of that nature .I

am sure, with his background, he would want to
go to the principal to discuss the matter, and
would feel that to take it to the Minister might
exacerbate the problem, which might bring upon
the teacher or students concerned undesirable em-
barrassment or pressure. As the Minister and I
know, it is far better to go to the person concerned
in order to clear the air immediately. He knows
from his experience and I know from mine that
we deal with people, young or old, from week to
week on whatever issue arises, and these people
often say, "How about looking at it from some
other point of view?"

Teachers and principals have the ability to re-
solve problems and that is a great strength. I am
not attacking the Minister's paragraph. I am at-
tempting to put forward strongly the view that
there must be no unnecessary restraint placed
upon members of Parliament in their interactions
with schools.

I was a member of the Standing Orders Com-
mittee a few years ago which agreed to the pro-
vision for ministerial statements and so gain satis-
faction with the statement from that point of
view.
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SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNALS AMENDMENT
BlILL

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs) [2.41 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Small Claims Tribunal was established to
provide consumers with -an avenue for achieving
redress in connection with disputes about the
supply of goods and services. It was designed to
achieve this within a framework which was less
formal, less expensive, and swifter than the
traditional court system.

The Government believes that the Small
Claims Tribunal is a substantially effective means
to achieve a just result in the resolution of these
disputes at minimum Cost to Consumers, particu-
larly in cases where the normal legal process is far
too expensive to justify initiating proceedings.
This Government wishes the effectiveness of the
tribunal to continue.

To that end, since it came into office, the
Government has been examining closely the oper-
ations of the Small Claims Tribunal which is con-
stituted under the Small Claims Tribunals Act.

As a result of those examinations, and taking
into account a number of representations which
have been made to the Government concerning
the operation of the tribunal, a review of the Act
has been conducted. The results of that review are
contained in the provisions of this Small Claims
Tribunals Amendment Bill.

A major provision in this Bill is the proposed
alteration of the monetary jurisdiction of the
tribunal which will lift the monetary limit from
$1 000 to $2 000.

Such a provision recognises the inflationary
tendencies which have affected the value of
money over the period the Small Claims Tribunal
has been operating, but also recognises the sub-
stantial costs which are involved in many con-
sumer durable items.

Some items of substantial cost include carpets,
motor vehicles, swimming pools, and repairs to
such items which may be necessary from time to
time. Each of these items in many respects would
not presently fall within the ambit of the Small
Claims Tribunal, the limit of whose jurisdiction is
at present $1 000.

However, the Government recognises. also that
as the level of a claim rises, some need exists to
provide for a means by which such a claim may in
some instances be the subject of an appeal pro-
cess, not only where matters of complex law are

involved, but also where, because of the amount
of the claim, an appeal may be justified.

The Bill therefore contains a provision which
wI entitle a referee upon application by either

party or on his own motion to transfer a claim to
a Local Court. This will be permitted in respect of
any claim for an amount exceeding $I 000 or
where a complex point of law is involved.

Such a transfer will be permitted to be made
only where the referee is satisfied that in all the
circumstances such an order would not be unfair
to any of the parties to the proceedings.

Secondly, the Government has considered the
position of the length of the limitation period in
which a claim must be filed. Presently, that
period is two years from the date the claim arose.
That phrasing has, in practice, caused some diffi-
culties and the Government proposes an amend-
ment to specify that the two-year period com-
mences to run from the date upon which the issue
in dispute arises in the claim. This should more
clearly define the commencement date from
which the time will commence to run.

Thirdly, this Bill provides for the tribunal to
provide reasons in writing for its order. Some
complaint has been received that the tribunal has
not, in all instances, provided reasons or given
reasons when requested to do so and, accordingly,
this Bill provides for the tribunal to give reasons
in writing and to require the tribunal to do so if
requested by a party to the proceeding within 30
days after the order is made.

Fourthly, the Government has recognised that
costs may be involved in presenting a case before
the tribunal either by the claimant or by the re-
spondent. Such cases may involve bringing wit-
nesses to prove a claim.

Accordingly, this Bill provides that the tribunal
will be able to make an order for costs not ex-
ceeding a prescribed amount in cases of excep-
tional circumstances in which an injustice would
otherwise be done. The proposed prescribed
amount is to be set at S$100. This will be consist-
ent with the provisions of the Local Court
Amendment Act relating to the small debts div-
ision-section 1 06N.

Fifth ly, this Bill includes a provision which will
permit certain persons to be present during a
hearing of the claim unless the tribunal otherwise
determines. This would be extended to relatives
and friends of a party to the tribunal and officers
of the Department of Consumer Affairs where
their services are required in rendering assistance
to the tribunal.

The Bill provides also a means by which claims,
lodged with the Small Claims Tribunal prior to a
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summons being issued by a Local Court in respect
to the same issue, are recognised before the Local
Court. The Bill provides for a certificate to be
issued by the tribunal. This may be obtained and
filed free of charge in the Local Court.

Presently, it is necessary for claimants before
the tribunal to lodge a notice of intention to de-
fend under the Local Court Act for the court to
be cognisant of the claim before the tribunal. This
involves expense on the part of the claimant in
filing a notice of intention to defend.

While there will be a need for consequential
amendments to the Local Court rules, the pro-
cedure to be adopted in relation to parallel claims
is anticipated to avoid duplicity and to give proper
recognition to a claim before the tribunal.

It will enable the Local Court to give proper
effect to section 17 of the Small Claims Tribunals
Act. That section renders non-justifiable a prior
claim lodged with the tribunal.

Finally, the Bill provides for an amendment to
the maximum age of referees. This is a sensible
provision, in the Government's view, in limiting
the age to 65 years.

The original Act was drafted specifically so as
to give the then first senior referee, Mr A. G.
Smith, the right to act as the referee for a period
of years. Now that Mr Smith has retired, there Is
no further justification for the inclusion of such a
provision. Accordingly, the ordinary retiring age
of 65 years is to be inserted. A transitional pro-
vision exists in relation to existing referees.

The Government believes this Bill will make
the Small Claims Tribunal more effective. It will
give the tribunal a greater role to play in the swift
and cheap resolution of disputes which otherwise
would be too expensive by the normal legal pro-
cess. It will provide the community with a greater
Opportunity to observe the functioning of the
tribunal and the way its decisions are reached. I
believe this Bill will give the tribunal more flexi-
bility and ensure its continued successful oper-
ation.

Mr Williams: The greatest kangaroo court in
Australia!

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Thompson.

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE (CHFEMICAL
RESIDUES) BILL

In Comnmittee

Resumed from 18 October. The Chairman of
Committees (Mr Barnett) in the Chair; Mr Evans
(Minister for Agriculture) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after clause 12 had been
agreed to.

Clause 13: Compensation-
Mr OLD: The amendment to ibis clause has

been placed on the Notice Paper for obvious
reasons. The present reading of the proposal is
"that where any agricultural produce, animal,
plant, food, or other substance that is the subject
of a notice under section 8 is destroyed or
otherwise disposed of in a manner required by this
Act and it appears to the Minister that"-and we
go through several sets of possible circumstances.
The part of the clause I reel needs amending
reads, "the Minister may direct that an ex grafia
payment be made from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund to the affected person of such amount of
money by way of compensation as the Minister
thinks fit."

I do not believe that that is a fair way for com-
pensation to be assessed. I am certainly not cast-
ing any aspersions on the Minister, but there will
be a succession of Ministers while this Act is on
the Statute book and it will be left to the
judgment of the Minister theoretically, not only to
decide whether the person concerned is eligible
for compensation, but also to decide the amount
of ex gratia payment to be made.

I would like to give a couple of instances of
what could happen under this particular proposal.
It is not outside the realms of possibility that de-
spite the restrictions put on the district, somebody
might go to Manjimup and purchase a property
with the object of running cattle on it. It could be
that part of that property had been utilised for
growing potatoes, as is common in the Manjimup
area, and it is more than likely the ground used
for that purpose would have some residual con-
tamination of dieldrin which was used in the po-
tato industry. It could well be that the purchaser
of the property, on selling cattle that had grazed
on the land will find that the chemical residues in
the carcases would be beyond the tolerance limit,
and, under the Act, an inspector can then place
that property in quarantine until such time as it is
considered safe to sell the animals.

That man will have entered into the agricul-
tural industry in good faith, but because of cir-
cumstances is severely disadvantaged, and his op-
eration ceases once his property is placed in quar-
antine. I do not believe the Minister should have
the burden of deciding whether that man is en-
titled to compensation, and if so, how much com-
pensation he should receive.

To take the argument further, I point out that a
person can go into a saleyard and buy a line of
werhers to put on stubble or graze with the object
of selling them as "shippers", which is a normal
operation. Those animals could have come from a
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contaminated area. To refer to "shippers" is not a
good analogy, because they would have to go to
slaughter, but having been sent -to slaughter or
sold to a butcher, and the carcases being found to
have unacceptable levels of pesticide residue,
those animals would be condemned.

We can talk about trace-back, and certainly the
butcher or the abattoir purchasing the stock
would know where they came from, so they could
be traced that far. To trace the animal from the
saleyards to the original vendor, however, is an
almost impossible task if one relies on earmarks,
because they are notoriously bad forms of identi-
fication once the animal is over 12 months old. I
believe it should be incumbent on the Minister to
authorise the payment of that compensation. For
those reasons, I move an amendment-

Page (Il-Delete all words in lines 23 to 26
with a view to substituting the following-

the Minister shall direct that payment
be made from the Consolidated Revenue
fund to the affected person of such
amount of money as is needed to com-
pensate him for the financial detriment
which he has suffered.

Mr EVANS: I take the point raised by the
member for Katanning-Roe and while I am sym-
pathetic to his intent, it does not mean I can go
along with his amendment. Compensation pro-
visions exist in the Bill now and are fairly clearly
stated. Compensation is available and applies
through an ex gratia payment by the Minister if
three qualifications have been satisfied. I am sure
that had a set of circustances arisen which placed
the producer or the person affected in a situation
through no fault of his own of having no redress,
the former Minister would have been the first to
take action to rectify that situation by an ex
gratia payment.

The Bill as initially conceived did not contain
any compensation provision when it went for final
printing, and it was then the Primary Industry
Association drew attention to it. My most recent
information is that the PIA feels the compen-
sation provisions do not go far enough and are not
sufficiently defined. It feels it is not sufficient to
leave the matter to the Minister to decide whether
he will make an ex gralia payment if the affected
person cannot gain redress in the courts. The PIA
went on to say it considered the legislation was
designed to protect the community against misuse
of chemicals and where an individual, through no
fault of his own, Finds himself in the position I
have outlined, he should not experience financial
hardship in the interests of the community; the

community should be called on to bear part of the
overall cost and responsiblity.

The member for Katanning-Roe cited several
instances, one of dicidrin-affected cattle from the
south-west from a former potato fielId. I make two
points in respect of that. The probability of such
an occurrence is very slight because, in the first
place, dicldrin is not a permissible chemical.

Mr Old: I know it isn't; it is used, however.

Mr EVANS: Secondly, the possibility of pro-
duce being directed to some other use, perhaps pet
meat, could offset the cost that might be incurred
by the producer were that initial avenue of dis-
posal not available. It is difficult to think of a
practical situation in which an individual would
not have redress after having been affected. One
has to think only of the normal usages of chemi-
cals in the case of a complaint by one neighbour
against another. A manufacturer is clearly
involved and has responsibility in regard to the
label and the directions, and there is a contractor
who is open to retribution if he infringes in his op-
erations. In that situation, an owner has redress to
the courts of law.

A need exists to protect the individual land-
holder, but it is difficult to think of a case in
which action could not be taken except perhaps
that of an aeroplane jettisoning the remainder of
its load over a property and clearing off;, it would
be difficult to take action in that case. We must
also have regard for the Consolidated Revenue
Fund and the responsibility of the Government
and the Minister. I would not be at all surprised
to find that, if payment of compensation were
mandatory, a land-holder would not be prepared
so readily to take action against a neighbour. He
would certainly give deeper consideration to his
going to the courts of law and it is highly likely
that the number of imposts upon the public purse
may increase for that reason. We are dealing with
human nature and it has been around for a long
time. This is a practical problem that needs to be
confronted.

The problem is more in the intent than in the
actual words in the amendment sought by the
member for Katanning-Roc. I feel that, if con-
fronted with a genuine case, the Minister would
always help if he was satisfied that he could do so.
At present, no sources of funds are available other
than the Consolidated Revenue Fund. When the
Bill first came to my notice I did initiate a pre-
liminary inquiry into whether a VAT tax could be
implemented on agricultural chemicals for the
purpose of commencing a fund to be used for
compensation should any accident occur. That
could have a greater application because it could
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mean, that if an accident occurred and the person
responsible was insolvent, the injured person
would not suffer. It is for that reason I reject the
amendment.

Mr OLD: I have listened with interest to the
Minister's argument. I believe he has mounted a
very good argument for his accepting the amend-
ment. H-e has already pointed out that the circum-
stances under which compensation may apply are
clearly defined in paragraphs (a) to (c). The Min-
ister has convinced me that, bearing in mind and
having regard to these three sets of circum-
stances, there is no way that anyone can fiddle the
books.

It is all right to say that neighbours; would be
loath to sue neighbours, but compensation would
not be paid out just because Bill Smith wrote to
the Minister stating that his property had been
quarantined, his stock destroyed, and, as he was
quite innocent, he was seeking compensation. The
Minister would obviously send animal health in-
spectors to consider the circumstances and to
investigate the situation with the knowledge they
have of the original contamination and quarantine
plus the knowledge they accrue following
investigation. The Minister would he given the op-
portunity to decide whether it appeared to him, as
in the first part of this clause, that any or all of
the three conditions had been proved and that the
applicant had been dealt with unfairly. If this
were the case, compensation would be paid. It is
all right the Minister's talking about how much it
impinges upon the Consolidated Revenue Fund,
but there is already a provision within the Act for
payment out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

However, the Minister still has complete con-
trol up to the point where he has acknowledged
that compensation should be paid. That is clearly
dealt with up to the last paragraph of that clause.
From there on, it is incumbent on the Minister to
direct that compensation to the full amount be
paid to the applicant from the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund. That has no further impact on Con-
solidated Revenue than has the Minister's making
a fair and just assessment, If the present Minister
is raced with a proposition where a man has been
disadvantaged and can prove his case under para-
graph (a), (b), or (c), I am quite sure he would
make certain the assessment was fair and reason-
able.

If there was no justification, not only should
there be no compensation paid, but also the per-
son concerned should be penalised for what is
tantamount to a criminal action in allowing
irresponsible use of pesticides and insecticides to
the extent of causing contamination of the
animals or plants concerned.

1 do not hold much hope of the Minister's
changing his mind, but I request that he recon-
sider the amendment on the basis of the argument
I have promoted. I am aware that the Minister
feels there will be too much load and open-
end edness on Consolidated Revenue, but I submit
that the amount of possible open-ended compen-
sation payment is in no way increased or de-
creased by the proposed amendment. It merely al-
lows that if a producer is disadvantaged under the
guidelines laid down under clause 13, he shall be
compensated to the full amount to which he is en-
titled. I do not believe the Government can argue
with the fairness of that situation; certainly pro-
ducer organisations are very keen to have this
amendment included.

I know that we are dealing with money matters
and this can sometimes be a delicate situation be-
cause of the fear that the Treasury will be put
into a situation where a payment could be due
which is outside the original intent of the Bill.

I see so much qualification put on this particu-
lar clause that I cannot possibly envisage that
happening. I therefore ask the Minister to recon-
sider.

Mr COWAN: Most members of this Chamber
recognise that members of the National Party
have an abhorrence of legislation which is par-
ticularly vague and allows a great deal of minis-
terial discretion. The amendment moved by the
member for Katanning-Roe tends to take out
some of the ministerial discretion in the Bill, and,
for that reason, we support the amendment. We
believe the Minister should be in a position where
he shall direct that payments be made and that he
should not be in a position to determine the level
of compensation. He should be able to authorise
payment that is fair and reasonable compensation
for the particular agricultural commodity that has
been lost. This is precisely what the amendment
allows.

Reference was made by the Minister to the
drain that this may have on Consolidated Rev-
enue. The purpose of the Bill is to provide protec-
tion to the community of Western Australia, and
I can see no reason the community should not be
required to make whatever contribution is
necessary for its own protection. As the member
for Katanning-Roe has said, there will not be any
great drain on the CRF; and as we are protecting
the community, it should be prepared to accept
that cost.

We support the amendment.

Mr EVANS: I appreciate the point made by
the member for Kasanning-Roe which he put sue-
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cintly and clearly; and I recognise the support of
the National Party.

However, compensation is payable and ulti-
mately no individual will be disadvantaged be-
cause of that provision, To some extent, this is
conditional upon an ex gratia payment at the dis-
cretion of the Minister. The point is that if it is
known that there is a "shalI"-a compulsion upon
the Minister-and he has not a discretionary
power, a neighbour who knows that fact quite
clearly will be loath to pass the information to the
authorities to enable a case to be established
which will result in litigation. It is much easier to
allow compensation to be paid as an ongoing,
automatic thing, as the term "shall" would de-
cree. That is the point about which I am appre-
hensive, and it undermines the responsibility of
the Minister of the day. Were not a compensatory
provision allowed, I would be concerned; but as a
compensatory provision exists, it is adequate in
the circumstances

Mr OLD: I can see this is a lost cause. I cannot
see the rationale for the Minister's refusal to ac-
cept this amendment. No Minister likes to have
his Bills amended if that is possible; and I sym-
pathise with that thought. However, the incum-
bent Minister will not be the Minister for the next
100 years. We certainly hope he will not be for his
own welfare and for the good of the country. He
is well aware that different people have different
ideas about what can be done. If something is not
set out in black and white and it remains a matter
of interpretation by the Minister, we will establish
a grey area.

I am satisfied that the present Minister for
Agriculture would ensure that fair payment was
made. I say that advisedly because he has proved
that he takes these things into account. However,
he will not be the Minister for all time; and he
does not know what will be the attitude of his suc-
cessor. When we are framing an Act of Parlia-
ment-something that will be on the Statute
book-we should ensure that the Statute will be
useful in the foreseeable future. It should cope
with any circumstances which exist or which may
exist in the next 20 or 30 years.

With a quickly declining hope, I appeal to the
Minister to consider this matter rationally. It
would not cost the Government one extra cent,
but it would remove from the Minister a responsi-
bility which, if and when it occurred,,he would
not like to shoulder. Whatever decision he took
would be debatable. If he gave a fellow compen-
sation of I 10 per cent, some people would say that
was not enough, and others would say it was only
the Minister's judgment against theirs. If this
were written into the Act, compensation would be

based on a set of rules and carried out by pro-
fessional officers. That is how it should be ap-
proached.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
M r Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MeNee

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Cart
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr 1-odge

Ayes
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Laurane
Mr Court

and a division taken with the

Ayes 22
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr TrethowanL
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 27
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
M rTroy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
N oes

Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Mclver
Mr Bridge

(Teller)

(Te/ler)

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clauses 14 to 23 put and passed.

Clause 24: Regulations-

Mr OLD: Yesterday I placed an amendment on
the Notice Paper and asked the Minister to have
it examined, because my information had led me
to believe that if we were to talk about a nil resi-
due of pesticides or herbicides, we would be on
dangerous ground. I am told it is virtually impos-
sible to have a nil residue in any animal or plant,
as is mentioned in subelause (2) (a).

I suggest we should have an upper limit of the
allowable chemical residue, and this should be as-
sessed by the National Health and Medical Re-
search Council.

I move an amendment-
Page 18, lines 21 to 23-Deete the pas-

sage "nil, and, where regulations so provide,
the presence of any at all of the agricultural
chemical residue" with a view to substituting
other words.
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Mr EVANS: I referred the amendment of the
member for Katanning-Roe to my officers to get
an explanation, which I received this morning. It
indicates that any food and drug regulation of the
Commonwealth Act assumes that, unless speci-
fied, there is a nil tolerance for all chemicals in all
foods. Specified levels are based on NI-MRC rec-
ommendations. This Bill contains no such as-
sumption and it deals only with chemicals which
are prescribed and for which maximum residue
levels are set. That is the only involvement of this
Bill. These levels are also based on NHMRC rec-
om mendations.

It is possible that a nil residue level will be
necessary for some chemicals, and the Bill has
been drafted to allow For this. Analytically, the nil
level is one which is below the level of detection.
To claim the offence of a chemical residue, it
would be necessary to detect a residue, so the
current wording is thus satisfactory to meet the
needs of the Bill.

On contacting the Crown Law Department, I
was advised that the existing wording should re-
main, because as a chemical is prescribed, it is
necessary that the required levels be set. It could
actually be a nil residue level, as suggested. For
that reason, the Crown Law Department advises
the clause should remain as is.

Mr OLD. I thank the Minister for his expla-
nation, although I find it quite odd that if a pro-
duct involving a prescribed chemical has a residue
just in excess of nil, the Act has to state that the
regulations may provide that the maximum resi-
due limit prescribed for the agriculturai chemical
is nil. I guess one could say that the word "may"
could cover the circumstances outlined by the
Minister; but if, when a chemical is prescribed, a
maximum residue limit is prescribed for that
chemical, I cannot see why we need the word
"nil". The object of my amendment is to do just
what the Minister has suggested will be done; that
is, the chemical, be it the lowest limit of
analytical detection as prescribed by the
NHMRC-

Mr Evans: In some cases, with prescribed
chemicals, it may be a level above that-in quite
a number it probably would be.

Mr OLD: Above the NI-MRC level? I will
have to take the Minister's word about this being
covered in other parts of the Act. If Crown Law
says that-and the drafting profession seems to
work in mysterious ways at times-I will accept
that it is the case.

I would like the Minister to reinforce my
understanding with an assurance that tolerance
will be given, because 1 have been in contact with

the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemical Associ-
at ion of Australia-remembering we are dealing
with legislation which, I assume, will be com-
plementary throughout Australia-which has ex-
pressed concern about the nil residue level being
prescribed in the Bill. If the Minister will give an
assurance that the Bill is not designed to take any
pecuniary action against a legitimate activity
within prescribed levels, I will accept it as being a
compromise to my amendment.

Mr EVANS: I will do better than give the
member an assurance. I will take the member's
remarks and refer them for further comment, in
the light of what he has said, and then give him a
reply. But as the measure now stands, there is the
requirement for any prescribed level to have with
it the level of residue set, and this would be in
keeping with the directions, labelling, and usages
as laid down by the manufacturers as well as by
anyone else.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 25 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

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

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Evans
(Minister for Agriculture), and transmitted to the
Council.

ACTS AMENDMENT (STUDENT GUILDS
AND ASSOCIATIONS) BILL

Report

Report of Committee adopted.

LIQUOR LICENSING (MORATORIUM) BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 2 August.
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [3.33 p.m.]: This

measure, which is obviously of serious concern to
the community, deals with the Liquor Act. I am
sure all members of the House will be most
interested to hear the views of the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition on this matter.

Mr Bertram: Quite right.
Mr Tonkin: Well done, Jim.
Mr Bertram: There should be more of it.
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Mr Hlassell: I did not think this matter would
be brought on so soon.

Mr Parker: Not every agricultural Bill takes
three days!

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Deputy Leader of
the Opposition) [3-34 p.m.]: Generally, the Bill
before the House is supported by members on this
side, but I will make a few comments on it on be-
half of the Opposition. The Bill seeks to establish
for a period a moratorium on the granting of
certain licences and certain terms as defined in
the Bill. The moratorium is to apply until 10
Aplil 1984 or such later date as may be specified
by Order-in-Council which can be disallowed by
this or the other House.

The first feature of the Bill upon which I want
to comment is its retrospective operation. It seeks
to make lawful that which the Minister an-
nounced on behalf of the Government some
months ago. It is one thing for the law to be en-
acted to operate retrospectively in certain circum-
stances, although generally we are fairly opposed
to retrospectivity, but undoubtedly on some oc-
casions it is necessary-for the sake of con-
venience, to correct some anomaly, or to alleviate
some hardship which has arisen-for a law to be
retrospective in its operation. In this case we will
do well to remember what has happened and the
consequences.

The Government was elected with a policy
which included the introduction of a moratorium
on licences. The Opposition will support, on a lim-
ited basis, the introduction of that moratorium.
Or course the introduction of that moratorium re-
quires an amendment to the Liquor Act, and the
Bill effectively does that. All the Government in-
itially did was to announce that a moratorium
would be held and that, from the date specified in
the announcement, licenees could not or would
not be granted.

Mr Parker: Applications would not be received.

Mr KASSELL: It does not matter; it amounts
to the same thing when talking about applications
not being received. That involves the interference
with a decision of a court established under an
Act. There is no doubt that the approach the
Government has adopted in this case has placed
the Licensing Court of WA in an extremely diffi-
cult position. I am surprised that the court has
been prepared to co-operate with the Government.

The Licensing Court was established under sec-
tion 8 of the Liquor Act as a court of record
having an obligation to carry out its duties under
the Liquor Act in relation to applications for li-
cences, renewal of licences, applications for per-
mits, and renewal of permits. As a court of law, it

is not subject to ministerial direction. It should
not be given any direction either ministerially Or
by implication; however, this has occurred.

The Government regarded the introduction of
price control legislation as sufficiently important
to justify a special sitting of the Parliament to en-
able that legislation to be brought forward and
enacted. It has since been scarcely applied and
where it has been applied, it has caused difficulty;
however, that is beside the point. The point is:
Had the Government been sufficiently concerned
to deal with this matter of a moratorium in a
proper way, at that time it would have introduced
this legislation for a moratorium. By administrat-
ive or Executive act, it would not have sought to
do that which should have been done only by
legislation; and that which has been done involves
a significant interference with the independence
of a court of law, It seems to me that approach is
quite wrong.

Therefore, while we accept the introduction of
the moratorium because of the difficulties being
experienced economically in the liquor industry,
and because we believe that there is a need for an
opportunity to be provided for the liquor inquiry
by means of an honorary Royal Commission to
complete its work and to report, we do not agree
with the retrospective aspects of this legislation. I
make that point because it is an important prin-
ciple and even though I do not propose, and the
Opposition does not propose, to oppose those pro-
visions at this stage for such action would be out
of kilter with the realities of what has arisen given
the passage of time. I want to make it clear and
record our position, which is that the retrospective
operation of this legislation is an interference with
the jursidiction of a court of record; it is quite
wrong; and it should not have been the approach
adopted. That is especially so, given that the
Government should have dealt with the matter by
way of legislation at its early sitting of Parliament
in March.

The second matter to which I refer is that the
introduction of the moratorium by administrative
action has resulted not in a reduction of the li-
cences for which application has been made and
which are likely to be granted, but in a rash of ad-
ditional applications and the probability of an in-
crease this year in the number of licences.

On 3 August, in question 388, 1 asked the Min-
ister how many applications for licences were
made to the Licensing Court last year; how many
applications were dealt with by the court; and
how many licences were granted. The answer was
'that 74 applications were made in the whole of
1982; 52 were dealt with; and 39 were granted. I
then asked the Minister how many applications
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had been made to the date of the question; that is,
3 August this year. The answer was that 95 appli-
cations had been made until that date; 27 had
been dealt with; and 62 were eligible to be dealt
with notwithstanding the moratorium announced
by the Government. As at 3 August, 25 licences
had been granted. The immediate impact of the
introduction of the moratorium by executive ac-
tion was a significant increase in the number of
applications for licences and a likely increase in
the number of licences to be granted in the.
current calendar year.

As 1 have said, the Opposition supports the
introduction of the moratorium, It does so be-
cause of the economic difficulties being raced by
the liquor industry. At least some of those econ-
omic difficulties have arisen because of the pro-
liferation of licences and a shift in the course of
the years in the economic advantage that some
sections of the licensed industry have over its
other sections. It seems to me that the Liquor Act
presents a difficulty for those who want to exam-
ine any industry in the context of a free trade
situation or an open go, or in the context of the
untramelled operation of market forces because
for many years in this community we have had
general support for the propositions that for social
and policy reasons, not economic reasons, the sale
of liquor should be regulated and controlled, and
that liquor should not be as freely saleable as
toothpaste, toothbrushes, food, and other prod-
ucts. For those social and policy reasons, under
successive Governments of all political per-
suasions, a total regulated marketing system has
existed for generations. Given that system, the
balance of regulations and the change in the bal-
ance of regulation have enormous economic
consequences.

In the early days, the sale of liquor was deliber-
ately linked to a necessity to provide accommo-
dation. The highly profitable right to sell liquor
was associated with the highly unprofitable pro-
vision of accommodation in towns and villages
across the State. Under that system, the profit-
able liquor side of the trade was utilised to subsi-
disc the unprofitable provision of accommodation.
It was under that system that accommodation was
provided in many places where otherwise little or
no accommodation would have been available and
certainly the standard would not have been as
high as that which was provided generally
through hotels.

In latter years, as the economic climate has
changed, the relevance of that system has become
questionable and in the metropolitan area particu-
larly we have seen the results of that change in re-
lation to many hotels. Hotels on large pieces of

land, built in the old style with substantial build-
ings, are no longer attractive enough to people
wishing to make use of the accommodation facili-
ties. Gradually, the drain on the businesses estab-
lished under the system which requires the pro-
vision of accommodation as a condition of the
granting of a licence to sell liquor, has made those
individual businesses uneconomical. One can see
that this applies to many of the hotels around the
metropolitan area. For example, it applies to ho-
tels along Stirling Highway, such hotels as the
Highway Hotel and the Captain Stirling Hotel, as
it was called, where really the era has passed
them by. A need for change arose because of the
economic realities of a different market. Imposed
on top of that was the introduction of the tavern
system. Taverns require a much lower capital
investment and have no commitment to the pro-
vision of accommodation. They are able to com-
pete without the burden of the cost of providing
accommodation. Those factors affected hotels in
many areas.

Of course, the liquor trade has been affected by
the growth in the popularity, marketing skill, and
profile of liquor stores, which originally operated
as gallon licences, but some years ago were per-
mitted to sell single bottles. They organised them-
selves as an industry, became highly competitive,
and put more pressure on certain hotels. In turn,
the liquor stores have been subjected to the
intensity of competition from their own number
and by the fight-back by the hotel industry.
Twenty years ago the granting of a licence to a
club was sufficient to ensure its financial viability
and, indeed, its financial well-being for as long as
it wished to operate. Having a liquor licence a
club was in a privileged and special position and
was able to attract its membership to purchase
liquor not only for consumption on the premises,
but also to take away. Clubs which gained li-
cences were assured of a place in the economic
sun. That situation changed with the freeing-up of
licence availability . for taverns and also the
introduction of the permit system which enabled
many unlicensed clubs to obtain permits and sell
liquor.

.We see an industry in which there has been
very substantial change over the last 20 years, and
in many respects a lesser period. Much of that
change dates back to the Adams liquor inquiry,
and the legislation which followed in the form of
the Liquor Act of 1970. Every change to any sec-
tor of that industry alters the balance of the econ-
omic forces and of the economic benefits. The
process has continued to the extent that many of
those who invested heavily now find that the
investment is not so good. Others, of course, are
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doing well: there is no question about that, but
many are having difficulties.

One can sit back and say, "That is bad luck.
Market forces are in operation and, if you cannot
compete you had better get out". That is a legit-
imate stance if one were considering an industry
which is not subject to regulation, and in which
the people can be told that the decision to invest
or not was entirely theirs, that the choice of indus-
try was entirely theirs, and that they can deter-
mine the level of service to be provided and
whether it is profitable to stay in the industry.
However, that is not the case in the liquor indus-
try.

We have an Act which is three-quarters of an
inch thick and has 177 pages, and every aspect of
that Act is directed towards regulating what li-
censees can do, what permit holders can do, and
when they can all do it. Not only does the Act
state what licensees may do, but it also stipulates
what they must do and what they may not do.
They have restricted hours and places of oper-
ation, and all kinds of obligations to their
customers. Having imposed the system, the Par-
liament cannot ignore the plight of those who are
affected by the way the system operates.

As much as we may like a situation in which it
is not necessary to intervene and to impose an ar-
tificial and arbitrary control on the competition
springing from the multiplicity of licences, we
cannot avoid the fact that the very legislation of
the Parliament itself has created the system under
which the difficulties arise. Therefore, the Parlia-
ment must take the responsibility of considering
those difficulties.

It is on this basis that the Opposition supports
the moratorium so that the position may be re-
viewed. The Government has established an
Honorary Royal Commission to examine the in-
dustry. That Honorary Royal Commission has
been supported by the Opposition, and the mem-
ber for East Melville, as nominee of the Oppo-
sition, accepted the invitation of the Government
to join the committee of inquiry, headed by Judge
Syme. The member for Welshpool is also a mem-
ber of the committee.

The Honorary Royal Commission has called
for and received submissions and, in due course,
will complete its work and make a report. The
purpose of the moratorium is to allow for that
work to be completed before any permanent de-
cisions are made about what might happen in the
future. One can only speculate on what will hap-
pen in the future; what is clear is that a continu-
ation of the moratorium willy-nilly without limi-
tation and without variation will very soon cause

difficulties. Clearly new suburbs and new towns
will be established where a need will exist for li-
cences and permits. It will be of little comfort to
applicants to be told, "Well, bad luck;, you Cannot
have a licence or permit notwithstanding that
there are no other facilities in this town. You can-
niot have any kind of facility because-a mora-
torium is in operation". Therefore, the Govern-
ment has proposed in its Bill to provide a dis-
cretion in favour of the Minister to allow certain
licences to be considered by the Licensing Court
notwithstanding the existence of the moratorium.

Again, I question the precise method to be used
because it seems to me that if the moratorium is
to be extended for any significant period, the ex-
ercise of the discretion to refer applications which
may be dealt with to the Licensing Court should
not be left to the Minister. The determination
should be made in some independent way free
from the possibility of political influence and
pressure. We see this arrangement as very much
an interim one. That is one of the areas we raised
on the Bill.

It will have difficulties in its operation. The
Government says those difficulties will be re-
solved, because the Minister will have a dis-
cretion. We sa4 that the Minister's discretion is in
itself questionable, because it is open to abuse. I
am not suggesting that the Minister would seek to
abuse it; I am saying that the system is open to
abuse and that should not be the case.

Very deliberately the Licensing Court has been
set up as a court independent of the Government
of the day as, indeed, as I have already said, a
court of record, separate and apart, as a judicial
system; and that court will now find itself
overviewed by administrative decisions.

The Act could very easily have been drafted to
provide that a person who felt special circum-
stances existed in relation to a licence for a new
area or a place affected by particular consider-
ations, could apply to the court itself for a
certificate of exemption and that the court could
consider the application for an exemption and
then go on to consider the application if it felt the
exemption were warranted. An issue exists there
which is worthy of further consideration and the
Government ought to consider whetihqr it is ap-
propriate to have an economic decision of such a
critical nature being made by ministerial dis-
cretion and not under the established system of
the court.

A technical possibility exists within the Bill
that it may affect renewals of licences. The Bill is
really intended to apply only to new applications
for licences and permits, but it may be that, in the
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way it is drafted, because it applies to all appli-
cations, it may unintentionally catch all appli-
cations for renewal. I know that is not the
intention, but I simply draw that to the Minister's
attention and he should have it checked carefully
before the Bill completes its passage through the
upper House.

I do not ask the Minister to reply to it now; it is
a highly technical point.

The Minister has indicated he intends to move
an amendment to exclude entertainment permits
from the prohibition on the granting of new per-
mits. We agree with that exclusion as proposed,
therefore, we will support the amendment the
Minister intends to move.

Finally, I refer to the duration of the mora-
torium. The Bill provides that the Act or mora-
torium shall have effect until 10 April 1984 or
such later day as is specified in an Order-in-
Council made for the purposes of the Act and not
disallowed. It then goes on to provide that an
Order-in-Council may be made and that it may
be disallowed as if it were a regulation. It provides
further that an Order-in-Council may vary the
jurisdiction of the court in relation to licences and
permits of a prescribed kind, and so on.

I do not believe it is desirable that it be possible
for the provisions of the Bill to continue indefi-
nitely, but that is what is proposed. What is re-
quired is a moratorium with some provision for
exemption, because clearly there will be
anomalies and difficulties. The Dill should operate
until substantive recommendations are made by
the Honorary Royal Commission, the Govern-
ment has had time to consider those recommen-
dations, and the Parliament has had an oppor-
tunity to consider legislation put forward as a re-
sult.

I realise significant issues must be resolved. If
there is to be a reduction in licences, there has to
be consideration of funds. There is also the con-
sideration of transfer of licences and the con-
ditions under which that may be permitted, and
generally we must achieve a balance between our
being too restrictive and our providing an
overcompetitive position in which none of the
holders of licences is able to survive economically.
with the resultant risk that the service to the pub-
lic will be reduced to an unacceptable level.

However, I do not believe we should put it in
the hands of the Government, albeit that the
Order-in-Council can be disallowed, to continue
the moratorium indefinitely. Clause 5 of the Bill
should simply provide for a date on which the Act
ceases to have effect on the assumption that, be-
fore that date has been reached, the Honorary
Royal Commission will have reported, the

Government will have considered that report, and
Parliament will have had an opportunity to con-
sider what changes need to be made in the long
term.

It may be that 10 April 1984 is a little too early
for that to be achieved, but it would be desirable
for a later date to be specified than for the order
to be capable of indefinite extension.

Subject to the points I have raised, which I be-
lieve are of some significance and importance, the
Opposition will support the moratorium legis-
lation. Some people in the industry have had a
very difficult time, because they are locked into a
totally regulated industry where the balance of
economic forces has tipped against them, not be-
cause they have been unprepared to compete, and
not because they have been unwilling to get out
and market their product, but because of the re-
strictions imposed by the regulated system in
which they operate.

It is reasonable that we should look at those
problems, and the Government said before the
election that it would look at them. Therefore, it
is right that it should do so and we support it in
that; but at the same time, some questions must
be raised about the Bill, and I would like the Min-
ister to consider those points seriously.

MR PARKER (Frenmantle-Minister for Em-
ployment and Administrative Services) [4.08
p.m.): The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
raised a number of issues in his contribution on
the Bill and I thank him for his general support of
the proposition. The first issue he raised was that
of the retrospectivity of the Bill with regard to the
date of closure for receipt of applications being 10
April 1983. He said that had we wanted that pro-
vision, we should have moved in advance by act-
ing in March of this year in order to pass legis-
lation and that would have solved the problem.

Let me say that I did consider that proposition,
but it was impossible for us to get the drafting
done in time for that to happen, so we considered
other approaches. It was well known at the time
that the Government had a policy for the
introduction of a moratorium on liquor licences,
pending an inquiry which was to be set up.

We were faced with the situation that, if we
were unable to move at all before a date in July or
August, we would find that really the moratorium
would be of little value, because everyone would
simply apply during that period. Therefore, we
chose an approach which was rather similar to the
traditional approach taken in relation to Budget
matters. I am not talking now about retrospective
tax recoupment or anything of that sort, but of
normal Budget matters, in regard to which a date
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is set by the Government with adequate notice
being given to all the personalities involved and
that date in the subsequent legislation is chosen as
the date on which the particular measure is
passed, its being known full well that the passage
of the legislation will not be able to be achieved
until some time after the date has been set.

That is a traditional practice which has oc-
curred since federation in the case of the Com-
monwealth Parliament and since 1892 in the case
of this Parliament. When Budgets are prepared,
dates are set with the knowledge of when the
legislation will be brought down. Dates are set
prior to the announcements, and the legislation
takes up the date at some later stage.

Mr Hassell: The difference, and I think it is a
significant difference, is that this system affects
the jurisdiction of a court which, under an Act,
has an obligation to act.

Mr PARKER: I understand that point, and I
intend to come to it. There was a lot of Press
speculation, and hundreds of phone calls were re-
ceived at my office from people who were involved
in the industry and who were concerned about
what the moratorium might mean. They won-
dered whether it would have effect from 25
February or some similar date after the election.
After consideration of the problems involved, and
after Cabinet consideration of the matter, we de-
cided to determine a future date, announce that it
would be the cut-off date for applications, and
subsequently legislate to accommodate that date.

I should say that although what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition says in regard to the
role of the Chairman of the Licensing Court is
quite correct, the chairman has a role also to ad-
vise the Government on liquor matters. I under-
stand that is a longstanding situation, and that it
was the case when the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position was the Chief Secretary. Consultations
were held with the Chairman of the Licensing
Court on that basis.

He recognised that if someone proceeded with a
desire to lodge an application following 10 April
1983, the principal Clerk of the Court would have
no recourse at that time but to accept the appli-
cation. I understand the course that was therefore
followed by the principal Clerk of the Court and
his officers acting under him at the counter was
that when a person approached the court sub-
sequent to 10 April 1983, he was told that the
Government had announced a Moratorium, that
the legislation would be before the Parlia-
ment-or was before the Parliament, depending
on the time the person approached the court-and
that if the application proceeded, the court would

of course have to receive the application, but
bearing in mind the delay that would normally
occur, it was not likely the application would be
dealt with for some time. The persons making ap-
plications were told that the Clerk of the Court
understood the legislation was to contain a retro-
spective provision, and while he had to accept any
application, the legislation might well render the
application invalid and, in that case, the person
applying might like to consider whether he should
submit the application at that time.

The decision to follow that course was made in
consultation with the chairman as an adviser to
the Government. I believe it was perfectly proper.
Everybody known to be involved with appli-
cations, every lawyer and individual who had ap-
peared at the court, and every industry group, was
notified of the course to be taken.

Of course, there was substantial Press coverage
of the date of the closure. As I understand the
situation, it was widely accepted and, as the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has said, there
was a large number of applications made between
the time of that announcement and 10 April,
many of which applications I should say are
purely holding applications by people protecting
their interests and, I suggest, they will not be pro-
ceeded with.

I do not think anyone has claimed he has been
significantly adversely dealt with as a result of
that approach. I have had some inquiries in re-
lation to a discretionary matter, which I will come
back to in a few moments. There has been no
ministerial direction whatsoever, either directly or
by implication to the court. I have explained the
procedure which the officers of the court have
carried out to try to assist in this matter, a pro-
cedure which certainly has not been as a result of
any ministerial direction either overtly or by im-
plication as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
suggested.

It is true, as he said, that there was a large
number of applications made immediately prior to
10 April. It is true also that we expected that to
happen. We had to make a decision: We either
had to cut off the applications by setting a date
there and then-about which the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition would have complained that a
lot of people were badly done by because of the
unexpected application of the date.-or had to
have a postdated date which we knew would allow
people to apply. We thought the latter option was
the best approach.

The applications received are being processed
in the normal way. No speeding up of the pro-
cessing of applications has occurred, and the
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officers and inspectors of the court, and other
people of that sort, are going about their work in
the normal way. Special action has not been taken
to assess the large number of applications re-
ceived prior to 10 April: they are being processed
as if there had been no moratorium. The staff are
doing their work such as inspecting premises, and
no additional priority has been given to the assess-
ment of applications which have come in. Apart
from there being an insufficient number of
officers to do that work, we have the problem of
getting listing dates on which to assess all the ap-
plications. It would be impossible in these circum-
stances to list all the applications, and it is un-
likely that any of the applications about which we
are speaking will be brought forward, unless the
people applying are able to convince the court of
the necessity to do so.

These matters are within the discretion of the
court to be convinced and take appropriate steps.
Unless that occurs, these applications will be dealt
with in the normal way, and I suggest that will
not occur for some considerable time. It is not an-
ticipated that either this year or next year any in-
crease in the number of licences issued will result
from the increase in the number of applications.

The third point the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position made related to the operation of the free
market in this industry. He was quite right when
lhe said it is not an area in which we can allow the
free market to operate. The very way the
investment has been channelled has had nothing
or little to do with economic considerations, but
has rather had a lot to do with the need of the li-
censee to conform to the directions given to him
by the decisions of the court and by the whole
framework of the legislation in this State set by
the Parliament. I suggest that many millions of
dollars-probably hundreds of millions of dol-
lars-would not have been invested in the liquor
industry were it not for those directions.

We cannot start from scratch and say we
should have a free market force operating in the
liquor industry. If we were starting to create a
liquor industry, I am sure not many people would
want to create it in the way it has developed.
Many people would want a much freer situation
to apply such as that which applies in many
overseas countries, in one Eastern State, and in
the ACT. I suggest that would be a n impossible
situation to achieve in Western Australia, because
to do so would simply wipe out with a stroke of
the pen of the Parliament collectively the many
millions of dollars of investment in this industry,
investment made on the basis of that which this
Parliament told potential or existing investors in
the industry to do. That is the overriding concern,

and the reason we as a Parliament need to take
this action to protect the industry pending the rec-
ommendations of the Honorary Royal Com-
mission and the outcome of our deliberations on
those recommendations.

The fourth point of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition related to the fact that the mora-
torium as such could not go on indefinitely be-
cause new suburbs and towns will be established,
and it was impossible to tell people simply that it
was bad luck that they could not have a licence,
they had to wait, or that they had to try to have
the Minister exercise his discretion in a way to
allow them to get a licence. That comment was
not completely true.

Let me make one point: This Bill is interim
legislation pending the outcome of the deliber-
ations of the Honorary Royal Commission, and
the Parliament's consideration of that outcome. It
is not intended that this Bill impose a long-term
moratorium of ive or 10 years, or any other
period., It may be that the recommendation of the
commission is that there be an extension of the
moratorium or a new moratorium period, and if
that is the case, that recommendation will be the
subject of new legislation.

Legislation may arise from the recommen-
dations of the commission report, but it is not
intended to use the operation of clause 5 to enable
that. I will come back to that point in a minute.

In relation to liquor outlets developing in new
suburbs, we hope that one of the effects of the
moratorium during its currency will be some mar-
ketplace rationalisation of hotel overlicensing be-
cause we made it clear there is no objection dur-
ing the period of the moratorium to existing li-
cences being purchased and transferred through
the normal process, which allows objection
periods for other licensees in the vicinity, and so
forth. A licence may be transferred to a new area.

Indeed, one of the aims of the moratorium was
that new potential licensees would have to pur-
chase existing licences to obtain their licences in
new areas. Instead of obtaining a new licence for
a hotel in a new suburb or for a new multi-resi-
dential hotel in the city area, a person would be
able to purchase an existing licence. Provisions
within the Liquor Act allow the Licensing Court
to intervene and assist in making a licence
redundant and then allow the purchase of the li-
cence. given the normal consideration that there
was nothing to stop a person purchasing an
existing licence.

I am aware of two occasions where the oper-
ation of the moratorium has enabled people to ob-
tain licences in that way rather than going to the
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court for the issue of a new licence. It has been
suggested that it would be cheaper for a potential
licensee to purchase a redundant licence. A li-
cence could be purchased for a hotel in areas such
as Fremantle, Northam, or Boulder. This could be
done instead of transferring a licence to a new
suburb.

It has been suggested that this system could ex-
pose some aspiring licensees to blackmail, if it
were believed that it was the only way the licence
could be transferred. The operation of the dis-
cretionary part of the legislation could be used to
ov ercome any such problem.

That was the fifth point raised by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition-the question of minis-
terial discretion. I was somewhat concerned at the
prospect of having this discretion and indeed, I
suggested on several occasions in the discussions
that led to the introduction of this Bill that I felt
it could place the Minister in an invidious pos-
ition.

Mr Laurance: It is a touchy spot at the mo-
ment.

Mr PARKER: I can assure the member that
the matter was raised. Maybe I was more
prescient than I thought. Recognising this as an
interim piece of legislation, concern was expressed
in the industry about this part of the Act and the
way in which the court had felt obliged to
interpret it in the past. Per *haps earlier decisions
made by the court resulted in certain
interpretations of the Act so that the discretion
ought not be in the hands of the court in the way
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition suggested,
but rather, it should be in the hands of the Minis-
ter at this stage.

I was fairly reluctant about that, but this pro-
vision is for an interim period, pending the out-
come of the Honorary Royal Commission and it is
not intended for the long term. However, if the
situation does exist where there is a long-term
moratorium, then I suggest we will have to give
consideration to the point made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition as to the constitution
the body that makes the determination.

In respect of those matters that have been put
to me to date, I have referred them to the chair-
man of the court for his opinion. I have not
interfered with that opinion when determining
whether to refer the matters to the court. It would
not be my intention to do so, but it does provide a
reasonably quick method of dealing with such
matters. There have been occasions on which the
court has expressed concern. For example, a club
in Mandurah applied for a full club licence but
the court felt constrained to refuse it because of

the state of development of the club and the other
objections received. The court fell that the club
was entitled to an unlicensed permit and in the
long term may be able to receive a full club per-
mit. The wording of the Liquor Act makes it im-
possible for the court to grant a lesser licence-it
has to approve or reject an application. It was
suggested to me an application could be made for
an unlicensed club permit when making the full
application, so a club could obtain a permit for a
lesser licence if its application were rejected for a
full club permit.

It is an interim arrangement. If there is to be a
long-term moratorium, then I would agree that
consideration would have to be given to the body
or the person who could make those decisions. In
the meantime, I am not concerned about the con-
tinuation of the provision and I support it.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition stated
that the legislation, as worded refers to all re-
newals of a licence being caught. The matter is
being examined, but I am advised that clause 3(2)
refers to a notice of application lodged on or after
10 April 1983 for a licence. Section 76 of the
Liquor Act states that a licensee may, by appli-
cation in writing on the prescribed form, apply for
the renewal of his licence. The liquor regulations
provide that in each of the above cases the defi-
nition has a different form of application. The
view of Parliamentary Counsel is that this does
mean the renewal of applications are not caught
by the provisions of this Bill. That advice was just
given to me, but I am reviewing the matter.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition indicated
his concern-although he is aware that the pro-
posal is simply to allow the operation of the mora-
torium until consideration of the honorary royal
commission-that it could be extended indefi-
nitely. As I indicated earlier, this is an interim
piece of legislation and I would suggest that any
frivolous or irresponsible use of the provisions will
be met with counteraction in this House or in
another place. It is not intended to have the mat-
ter go much further than the need to consider and
enact new legislation arising out of the Honorary
Royal Commission.

The Chairman of the Honorary Royal Com-
mission Judge Syme. on behalf of the members of
the commission, has indicated that the deadline of
30 November will need to be extended because of
various matters that have arisen. He has asked
that the reporting date of the commission be ex-
tended to the end of March next year. The date
will need to be extended by Order-in-Council.
Clause 5 of the Bill will operate until such time as
we receive the report of the Honorary Royal
Commission.

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

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Parker (Minister for Employment
and Administrative Services) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at

a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Parker (Minister for Employment and Adminis-
trative Services).

ELECTORAL: REPRESENTATION

Select Committee: Motion

MRt STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.33 p.m.]: I
move-

That a Select Committee be appointed to
inquire into and report on-

1. The system of representation of electors
in both Houses of the Parliament of
Western Australia, and in particular.
the value of:
(a) the weighting of the non-metropoli-

tan vote;
(b) the election of Members of the

Legislative Council by proportional
representation either on a statewide
or regional basis.

2. The Committee to give consideration to
the preparation of a series of alternatives
which may be put to the people of West-
ern Australia at a referendum.

With all that has been said about electoral reform
in the last few weeks, it is not my int ention to
speak in great detail in support of this motion.
One of the reasons is that private member's day is
fairly restricted, and in this session of the Parlia-
ment it has been more restricted than usual. If all
members who want to bring matters of interest
before the Parliament, keep their speeches rela-
tively short, a greater number will be able to ad-
vance their point of view for the consideration of
the House. In being brief I hope I am setting an
example others will follow.

The electoral reform Bill that recently passed
through this House. if carried in another
place-and I hope it is not-will give the people
of Western Australia only two options. As mem-
bers would realise, provision is made for a
referendum. If people vote "No" it will indicate
they want to maintain the status quo. If they vote

"Yes" they will indicate support for proportional
representation on a State-wide basis. Their
options are very limited.

In the first instance it may mean they prefer
the status quo as the lesser of two evils. If they
support the second question it may only mean
they Support proportional representation as the
lesser of two evils. A referendum of that nature
will not clearly ascertain the wishes of the people
of this State. I believe it is necessary to have a
series of questions to fairly correctly ascertain
their wishes.

I am prepared to acknowledge that electoral
systems in themselves cannot do very much. They
cannot guarantee responsible and responsive
government; they cannot guarantee an interesting,
active and caring electorate; they cannot guaran-
tee the electors will make thoughtful decisions
when they vote. Some electoral systems have ad-
vantages over others. Most commentators on
democracy agree a minimum definition involves
all voters being entitled to a say in who will form
a Government, with no one group or individual
being especially advantaged or disadvantaged by
the electoral system.

I believe the electoral system must be such as to
reflect the changing attitudes of the voters, so
that with a reasonable degree of change in those
attitudes there will follow with a reasonable de-
gree of certainty a change of government. In our
Westminster system with basically the two-party
concept-certainly the two-philosophy concept-a
change from time to time is necessary if the
people are to get the best of government. It is es-
sential, therefore, that our electoral system be
such that it is possible to reflect that change in at-
titude in the voting patterns.

As a country member I appreciate also the dif-
ficulties of a member of Parliament adequately
representing a large area with a low population
density. In order to overcome some of those prob-
lems and to minimise disadvantages, weighted
voting for Country people is reasonable and I be-
lieve it can be supported by reasoned argument.

In supporting weighted voting for people living
in country areas I am really referring to those
who are genuinely living in the country. I cannot
accept that areas that are basically dormitory
areas for the metropolitan area, such as the elec-
torates of Dale, Kalamunda, Darling Range, and
to a lesser extent Mundaring, should be regarded
as other than metropolitan electorates. To do
otherwise reduce our argument for the need for a
weighted vote for country people.

Likewise, I do not think the weighting should
be perceived so as to approach outright
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malapportionment as it exists in one or two Legis-
lative Council provinces today where the voting
weight is rather extreme and approaching some-
thing like 14:1. That also weakens the argument
of those who genuinely support the need for a
weighted vote so that members can represent ad-
equately their constituents, certainly in country
areas.

I recognise the Labor Party has views strongly
opposed to the weighted vote, but it has not
always held those views. This is borne out by re-
marks made by a former Labor Party Premier.
When referring to the weighting of rural elector-
ates, which is an accepted principle in this State,
he said-

I do not quarrel with that basis of rep-
resentation in Western Australia, because
this is a very vast State; the people in the
outback have communication difficulties;
their community of interest is different; and
therefore I have no objection to their having
a louder voice in the government of the
country than the person in the metropolitan
area.

Those words were spoken by Mr John Tonkin in
1965. If members wish to check them, they can
refer to volume 171 of Hansard at page 1570. It
indicates that Labor's attraction to the principle
of one-vote-one-value is apparently recent.

Of course, the weighting of votes is not peculiar
to Western Australia. It is a feature of electorates
in Canada, New Zealand, and even in the United
Kingdom. That has always been the case; and as
recently as the last redistribution of about 12
months ago, the weighting of votes was accepted.
Even a challenge by the Labor Party through the
courts failed to off-set that situation.

We can put forward valid arguments for the
weighting of votes. In a sense, weighted voting
applies in many other situations. The Australian
Senate has a weighted vote because, irrespective
of the size of the States, each has the same
number of representatives.

The representation at the United Nations is the
same, irrespective of the populations of the mem-
ber countries. Of course, the different circum-
stances prevailing are taken into account, and
that is how it should be.

We should also take into account the circum-
stances in our State-its vast size, the fact that it
is highly urbanised, and that more than 80 per
cent of the population live in the metropolitan
area. This makes our situation quite different
from that in the other States of Australia, which
are not as highly urbanised or centralised.

It is not a valid argument to say that the other
States are falling into line with the one-vote-one-
value concept. The use of that argument in West-
ern Australia does not take into account our
vastly different situation.

There was a time when the Legislative As-
sembly of Western Australia had country elector-
ates exceeding in number the metropolitan elec-
torates. In 1971 we had 24 city electorates and 27
country electorates. In the intervening years, after
several amendments to the legislation, the situ-
ation has reached the stage where we have 27
country electorates and 30 metropolitan elector-
ates. One realises that the number of metropolitan
electorates does not include such seats as Dale,
Kalamunda, Darling Range, and Mundaring,
which are basically metropolitan seats; and if they
were to be taken into account, the city would have
34 seats, with 23 in the country.

One could argue that the city vote should out-
weigh the country vote; bat that does not take
into account the recognition that the control of
the parties is virtually city-orientated.

In the light of that information, it is essential
that we have equality of members in the Legislat-
ive Council, particularly in the House of Review
situation. As I have just indicated, the rural voice
in the Assembly is swamped, and if the Council is
to act properly as a House of Review, it is fair for
it to have equality of country representation with
city representation.

Nobody in Western Australia would argue
against the need for reform. Most people accept
that this cannot be achieved by politicians them-
selves,' nor do I suggest for one moment that this
could be resolved by the politicians or a political
party. We are talking about the rules by which a
game will be played; that is, the game of electing
members to this Parliament. Those rules should
be reasonably acceptable to both sides. Of course,
that requires some compromise; but in order to
achieve that situation, we should involve the com-
munity or the public. The committee taking this
information into account should put together a
series of questions. I would not suggest a number,
but it should be at least four. A referendum of the
people should be conducted to ascertain their
views. This is the fairest, commonsense approach
to the problem.

I hope that the Government and the Liberal
Opposition will support this motion, in the
interests of achieving something which is desir-
able in the interests of the people Of Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr COWAN: I formally second the motion.
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Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Davies
(Minister for the Environment).

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Royal Commission: Motion

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.47
move-

p.m.]: I

(i) That this House requests and co-op-
erates with the Federal Government to
initiate a Royal Commission into all as-
pects of industrial relations, paying par-
ticular attention to-
(a) the role and operation of unions and

employer organisations:
(b) management and worker partici-

pation:
(c) apprenticeship training; and

(d) the role and effectiveness of the ar-
bitration and conciliation system.

(2) The Commission to consist of five per-
sons and to have attached a research
unit.

It is my intention again to be fairly brief in pro-
posing this motion. In view of the fact that it is a
fairly simple, straightforward motion, I hope that
members of the House may be prepared to debate
the matter out and pass the motion. After all, it is
in a sense complementary to action that has
already been taken by the Federal Government.

I refer to the Hancock inquiry which has been
set up by the Federal Government under Pro-
fessor Hancock, who was the Professor of Econ-
omics at the Flinders University and is now its
Vice-Chancellor. The other members of the com-
mittee are Mr G. Polites, a previous President of
the Confederation of Australian Industry, and Mr
C. Fitzgibbon, who was the Secretary of the
Waterside Workers' Federation. The terms of
reference of that inquiry are to look into the
social, economic, and industrial changes; Com-
monwealth laws regarding disputes settlement;
Commonwealth laws regarding the recognition
and operation of industrial organisations; and the
interrelationship of the Federal and State indus-
trial relations systems.

Members will agree that the motion I have be-
fore the House goes further than the scope of that
inquiry. For that reason, if this motion is carried
and forwarded to the Federal Government for
consideration, it would be complementary to that
inquiry, and it would call on the Government to
proceed further with the inquiry.

I do not think it is necessary for me to have to
convince anyone in this House that we have in

Australia a very serious problem with our indus-
trial relations. I will not weary the House with a
series of statistics or information to prove that
point. The fact is that in recent years Malcolm
Fraser, when Prime Minister of Australia, indi-
cated a need for an inquiry into industrial re-
lations, as did Sir Charles Court when Premier of
Western Australia.

Mr Gordon Hill: That is a big recommen-
dation.

Mr STEPHENS: It certainly indicates a
clearly felt need for an inquiry. Unfortunately no
action was taken.

Mr Blaikie: Malcolm Fraser also warned all the
pensioners to watch out for the ALP because it
would take the money from under their beds.

Mr Bryce: That's why he lost the election.
Mr STEPHENS: These interjections are not

adding to the debate and they are certainly not
assisting me. It is important on private members'
day for members to get their point of view across
as quickly as possible so that as many subjects as
possible can be brought forward by different
members.

The Federal Government has now acknowl-
edged the need for an inquiry into industrial re-
lations by its appointment of the Hancock com-
mittee. The only reason I am bringing forward
this motion today is that I believe its inquiry does
not go far enough and that we should make ap-
proaches to the Federal Government to upgrade
the inquiry into a Royal Commission and to
widen its terms of reference.

That we have problems in our industrial re-
lations is not very surprising. Basically, we in
Australia have been patching up our system
which started in the 1 890s. Our industrial re-
lations system started back in the horse and cart
days when this was the prime means of transport.
How effective would our transport system be
today if all we had done over these years was to
improve the horse by breeding and the cart by a
few changes here and there? Our transport
system would not be very effective, yet this is vir-
tually how we have treated our industrial relations
system. We still have the same concept as when
the system started back in the I1890s.

Surely it is time to look at our system, es-
pecially in view of the changed circumstances in
which the nation finds itself today. Since the
1890s we have been through two world wars and
other lesser wars. We have seen marked changes
in agriculture and a great deal of industrialis-
ation; today we are facing technological changes
of rapidly increasing magnitude.
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In addition, while all this has been happening
the country has become increasingly urbanised;
Australia today is the most urbanised nation in
the world. With this has followed a tremendous
amount of social change. We have also seen a
growth of corporations and multi-nationals.

In Western Australia we have a Confederation
of Western Australian Industry, the result of a
merger of the old Employers' Federation and the
Chamber of Manufactures; and we have the Perth
Chamber of Commerce, and these bodies rep-
resent over I130 trade organisations.

In Western Australia we have over 100 trade
unions- We have a great number of different
interest groups, and they have banded together
for self-interest. I have no argument with that,
but sometimes they tend to overlook the national
interest while pursuing their self-interest.

Clearly we have a need for rules and these have
developed over the years. There is a wide range of
ways in which employment rules are made and
administered. In the past they have been deter-
mined unilaterally by the employer, and this was
the case in the United Kingdom in the early
period of industrialisationt. They have been deter-
mined by employees, and I understand this is the
case in some sectors of the Israeli economy. They
have been determined by the State, and this is the
way in totalitarian countries.

These rules have been determined bilaterally
between the employers and the trade unions, as in
Australia and the United States of America prior
to the emergence of Government involvement.
They have been determined trilaterally among
employers, trade unions, arid Governments, as is
characterised in most western democracies of
Europe, North America, and Australia.

Among these countries there are two broadly
different rule-making processes, and they may be
seen as compulsory arbitration and collective bar-
gaining. Compulsory arbitration as practiced in
Australia involves the establishment of a Govern-
ment body as a direct participant in the rule-mak-
ing process in industrial relations. A dispute is
submitted to an independent tribunal which has
the power to hand out what was once seen as a
legally enforceable award. This has been the situ-
ation in Australia, and historically it dates back to
the strikes of 1880 when the unions found that the
employer organisations were far stronger than the
unions were. The unions lost out, but at the same
time the country lost out because of the dislo-
cation to industry; so it was resolved in those early
days that the power of enforcement should be
there with a Government involvement.

The other system is collective bargaining
involving negotiations between management and
unions. Most European and North American
countries adopt collective bargaining as the basic
form of regulating industrial relations and de-
termining conditions of employment. There is a
great deal of diversity among those countries in
respect of the specific form of collective bar-
gaining. Some countries have legislative require-
ments for this, while others consider it to be some-
thing that should be conducted in an essentially
laissez-faire environment, and Sweden is possibly
the best example of this. I intend to briefly go
through the situation in some of these countries to
give an indication of the multiplicity of ap-
proaches that can be taken to industrial relations.

In the early days of the United States of
America, as in Australia, the unions had an im-
mense struggle with the employers, but contrary
to what occurred in Australia, the unions in
America did not invoke State involvement. it was
not until the Depression years of the 1930s that
there was a growing realisation that if people in
America were to achieve their fair share of the re-
sults of their labours, some protection was necess-
ary. So, in 1932 an Act was passed to protect the
unions from court injunction where they were
pursuing legal and peaceful ways to achieve their
aims.

That was further reinforced in 1935 under a
national labour relations Act which Virtually or-
dered employers to stop interfering with the ef-
forts of unions to organise their employees. The
effect of that Act was quite substantial. In 10
years union membership grew from less than four
million to over 10 million. In 1947, the Taft
Hartley Act was introduced to implement a var-
iety of restrictions on the unions' operations. In
1932 and 1935, legislation was enacted to protect
the unions, but in 1947, in order to balance out
the situation, legislation was enacted to restrict
union activity. The 1947 legislation provided a
great deal of regulation over the tactics and pro-
cedures of collective bargaining. J. T. Dunlop's
book Structure of Collective Bargaining says,
when referring to the US system-

A complex of regulations that greatly ex-
ceeds anything to be found in other industri-
alised countries.

In the United Kingdom in early 1970, it could
have been justifiably claimed that the British
system of industrial relations was less regulated
by law than that of any other industrialised
country. Self-determination through collective
bargaining has long been the preferred method by
which to limit industrial relations. Historically,
both trade unions and employers have shown a
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distinct aversion to either legal or Sta te
intervention in the collective bargaining process.
However, the Government intervened in respect of
regulating hours of work and conditions of em-
ployment, particularly for women and children. It
also negotiated the tripartite wage council which
was used to fix local basic minimum wages and
working conditions, and these were used particu-
larly in cases where unions were weak and inef-
fective in their collective bargaining.

By the late I1960s, the trend had moved towards
greater State intervention in the collective bar-
gaining system brought about because of the
growth in the number of shop stewards, and
consequently two systems of collective bargaining
emerged, collective bargaining at national level
and administered through a framework of indus-
try-wide agreements. This was orderly and
systematic. With the growth of the power of shop
stewards came the workplace committees of man-
agement which were rather informal and dis-
orderly. In fact, the growth, power, and
involvement of these shop steward committees
and the way they operated led to a Royal Com-
mission on trade unions and employer organis-
ations between 1965 and 1968. The results of that
Royal Commission under the chairmanship of
Lord Donovan led to the enactment of several
pieces of legislation.

In 1971, the Industrial Relations Act was en-
acted. It was the first attempt in British history to
bring industrial relations systems under adequate
control. That legislation failed and was repealed
in 1974. In 1975, the Employment Protection Act
was enacted. This legislation reflected changed
approaches by the State to industrial relations,
the growth of State regulation, and a correspond-
ing decline in the traditional form of voluntary
collective bargaining. We saw the situation
change in England.

In West Germany, collective bargaining op-
erates within a highly developed legal framework.
Employers and unions have a wide degree of
autonomy in negotiating the terms of labour con-
tracts. Quite specific principles for collective bar-
gaining and the conduct of industrial disputes
exist. Agreements are legally binding documents.
Strikes are banned during the life of the agree-
ment. Strikes are allowed only when it can be
shown that all other avenues towards possible res-
olution have been explored. For a strike to be law-
ful, it must have economic ends; and political
strikes are illegal. The situation in Germany is
quite clear.

Until recently, Sweden was remarkably free of
Government intervention and regulation. Labour
and management had long shared a common

platform in opposition to Government inter-
vention in the collective bargaining arena. In
1928, the Collective Agreements Act was enacted
which really only confirmed what had been estab-
lished between the two parties. The law did not
restrict the right to strike or lock-out in the mak-
ing of a collective agreement, but it did restrict
the right to take action during the currency of
that agreement.

During the Depression in the 1930s,
notwithstanding the situation that existed, a
tremendous amount of industrial unrest occurred.
The situation got so bad that, in 1936, the
Government threatened to take legislative action.
This led to serious consultation between labour
and management. By 1938, machinery for the
settlement of industrial peace was established,
and that machinery still provides the basic frame-
work for industrial relations. It is essential to re-
member that labour and management decided
quite definitely that self regulation was better
than Government intervention.

I have briefly painted the picture in regard to a
few countries with which we trade, and how they
tackle their problems. I appreciate that we cannot
necessarily transfer the solutions of one country
into our environment, but clearly a variety of sol-
utions are available. It is time we took our
blinkers off and were prepared to consider all the
problems that beset us, to consider the situation in
the countries I have mentioned, and to understand
how they handle their situation, in an endeavour
to -ascertain what may be applied to our own situ-
ation, bearing in mind our different economic
situation, culture and society.

The Federal Government has already made a
start by appointing three people, each of whom in
his own way is an excellent appointee. My motion
seeks the co-operation and support of the House
to approach the Federal Government in order to
pursuade it to broaden that inquiry to increase its
membership. No doubt, the inquiry already has a
research unit. However, if not, we should ensure
that an adequate research unit is made available.

A wealth of information exists, and we need a
commission which can analyse it all, and obtain
input from the various organ isations-the em-
ployer and employee groups-so that it ends up
with something that could satisfy today's society.

We all acknowledge that serious problems exist
in regard to industrial relations. It is time we
stopped using our bandaid approach. Certainly, if
a person is seriously ill and he approaches his doc-
tor, the doctor will give him a thorough examin-
ation as a first step towards his diagnosing the
problem.

3412



[Wednesday, 19 October 1983]141

So I believe we should have a thorough diag-
nosis of the problems in our industrial relations as
the first step towards a blueprint for a new ap-
proach. I believe that a Royal Commission, as
suggested in this motion, will achieve that end,
and I sincerely hope that I have the support of the
House.

Mr COWAN: I second the motion.
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Em-

ployment and Administrative Services) [5.11
p.m.]: On behalf of the Government, I indicate we
do not support the motion and we will be opposing
it. I am sure the motives behind the motion
moved by the member for Stirling are quite sin-
cere. The language used in discussing industrial
relations matters in this country, especially fromt
those in conservative parties, is often not temper-
ate. However, the member for Stirling expressed
his views in temperate terms in what I am sure
was a genuine attempt to seek a solution to the
problems he referred to and which exist in order
that we can achieve a better industrial relations
position in this country.

Problems are associated with the industrial re-
lations scene but they are by no means general.
At the moment the level of industrial disputation
is lower than it has been for many years. I suggest
that this is due to two factors. One is the econ-
omic situation which discourages industrial action
and the other concerns the current prices and in-
comes accord and the action taken by the Com-
monwealth Conciliation and Arbitration Com-
mission, the Western Australian Industrial Com-
mission, and most other State commissions, in
endorsing the decision and the guidelines
introduced. The unions endorsed the guidelines
put forward by the commission. The unions
wanted to be part of a centralised wage fixing
situation.

The whole aim of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and State Government policy is to encour-
age conciliation. They seek to solve these prob-
lems on a tripartite basis, rather than on a con-
frontationist basis. I would suggest there has been
a large measure of success in that regard. In fact,
only last Friday, on behalf of the Premier, I at-
tended the inaugural meeting of the advisory
council on prices and incomes. The aim of that
council is to monitor the operation of the prices
and incomes accord and the policy of the Com-
monwealth Government. The committee consists
of representatives from a number of States includ-
ing Western Australia, Victoria, the Northern
Territory, and Queensland. No Queensland rep-
resentatives were present at that meeting because
the Queensland politicians have other things on
their mind at the moment. The former Liberal

Minister had to withdraw from Cabinet and his
replacement, together with the Premier, were not
able to attend the meeting. Representatives from
the Confederation of Australian Industry, the
Australian Council of Business-Sir Eric
Neale-and representatives from professional or-
ganisations and the ACTU were in attendance. I
was impressed with the co-operative manner that
was displayed by all the people at that meeting in
trying to seek solutions.

There are other tripartite bodies. Some have
been set up by the new Commonwealth Govern-
ment and others are ongoing from the previous
Government. They are exploring many of the
issues to which the member for Stirling addressed
himself. One of the bodies is the national labor
consultative committee-the member for Stirling
mentioned some of the members of that body. I
understand that what has happened in the past,
especially in the latter years of the Fraser Govern-
ment-after Mr Viner took over the portfolio of
industrial relations from Mr Street and to a
slightly lesser extent Mr Peacock's partici-
pation-they acted on industrial relation matters
without reference to the NLCC. On many oc-
casions the Fraser Government enacted industrial
legislation which had a provocative effect.

I understand that the present Minister (Mr
Willis) has ascertained from the NLCC, trade
union members, and employer groups-that they
want to get away from that approach. They might
not agree entirely among themselves as to what
should be achieved under the Commonwealth
jurisdiction. However, they agreed there should be
some attention given to the rewriting of the Act
and this has been announced and is one of the
things at which the committee is looking.

I would suggest to the member for Stirling and
to the House that to turn that inquiry into a
Royal Commission would not add anything to its
stature and it would not bring down any rec-
ommendation of any great consequence. It is not a
realistic question because one must remember
that industrial relations concerns human relations
and that the worst problems arise out of human
problems and concerns. I believe that a Royal
Commi ssion, as such, would not necessarily be the
best way to explore that issue.

I know that the member for Stirling could say
that there have been Royal Commissions in this
country and other countries on these sorts of
issues which have resulted in some changes which
have become universally accepted and which are,
indeed, a present part of the industrial relations in
the country concerned.
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I would suggest that under the current circum-
stances there is no real point in suggesting to the
Commonwealth Government that it should up-
grade this inquiry to a Royal Commission. I
would suggest also that there is a danger in the
approach shown by the member for Stirling
which, although sincere, does not recognise that
the current inquiry is principally intended to look
at the Commonwealth jurisdiction in relation to
industrial relations. It may well be that members
of that inquiry still recognise the two points in
that regard. There needs to be some reconciliation
of disputes between the State and Commonwealth
on the industrial relations front. Parties on differ-
ent sides are prone to use the differences in Stat-
utes in order to advance the position in a way that
is designed to benefit them. One has to look only
at the case of Moore v Doyle and other such cases
in Western Australia where rules are applied and
people are unable to collect funds. There are simi-
lar problems arising in the petroleum industry in
New South Wales. Where industrial commissions
have dealt with matters on a Federal basis, strikes
have resulted through the constitutional distri-
bution of powers between the Commonwealth and
the States. There is a need for this issue to be
looked at and to be reconsidered; however, the
suggestion that there should be a Royal Com-
mission into this matter is not the proper way of
handling it. I would suggest also that the likely
recommendation of a Royal Commission would be
that those powers should be transferred to the
Commonwealth.

The way in which we are currently op-
crating-that is, with representatives from the
NLCC, employer bodies, and unions throughout
the country and the Commonwealth Government
moving to review the Conciliation and Arbitration
Act-is the correct way to handle the matter. The
Conciliation and Arbitration Act has been in
force since 1904 and I do not think that anything
would be achieved by upgrading the inquiry to a
Royal Commission. What might happen is that
some States may wish to make some input in re-
gard to the proper distribution of powers in regard
to that legislation.

Members will appreciate that industrial re-
lations is not my portfolio and that the Minister
for Industrial Relations in another place is in
charge of it. I am merely representing him in this
House. I attended the inaugural meeting of the
advisory council on prices and incomes in the ca-
pacity of Minister for Employment and Adminis-
trative Services.

Work is ongoing between the State and Federal
departments and there is a constant review to up-
date the respective legislation in order to attain a

situation where this matter can be dealt with and
supported by industry as a whole, by unions, and
by Governments. If one suggests to the Common-
wealth Government that there should be a Royal
Commission into this matter, one is suggesting
that that Government has the responsibility for
industrial relations in every State. It is only at this
stage, when distribution extends beyond the limits
of any one State, that there is a constitutional
power in the Commonwealth to intervene and
then only to use the proper mechanisms for set-
tling these disputes.

There is no doubt at all that needs to be re-
viewed. It is not really our job to suggest to the
Commonwealth that such a Royal Commission
should be set up especially without suggesting it
should be a joint Royal Commission such as we
have had before. That is not contemplated by the
motion moved by the member for Stirling.

The member raised a number of specific mat-
ters, and I am concerned that some ought to be
dealt with on a basis of negotiation and of slow
progress rather than one of the Royal Com-
mission's making a determination or coming down
with a decision many people would see as needing
to be implemented. On many occasions, Royal
Commission reports are not implemented, but a
consideration of the role and operation of unions
and employer organisations would be a huge and
mammoth task.

I suggest that, to some considerable degree,
union and employer organisations would take the
view that their role and operation, assuming they
fall within the law, are purely matters for them-
selves. If a group of people want to establish
themselves as an employer organisation or a union
organisation, it is up to them to consider what
their role should be.

Where the State is involved in the general
sense-where the State Government or Common-
wealth Government comes in-is to ensure that
the organisation's operations do not have an ad-
verse effect on the community as a whole, and
that members of the organisations are not badly
or unfairly dealt with under the constitution and
rules of that organisation. One of the Labor
Party's strong policies is to ensure adequate
redress for individual members who feel disadvan-
taged by the activities of the organisation of
which they are a part, whether in elections or
other matters.

It is more a matter for the individual organis-
ation to assess its role and operation, provided
they conform to the general question of what is
good for the community, than for a Royal Com-
mission. If a specific matter arises which is of
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concern and relates to the operations of such an
Organisation, it may be the subject of further
investigations.

At present, the Costigan Royal Commission is
inquiring into certain aspects of the painters and
dockers' Organisation in Victoria. It is doing so
because that Organisation apparently took a role
which could be seen by most people as being in
excess of what one would accept, and in some
cases took its members outside the operation of
the law. That is a question competent for
investigation by the State in the general sense of
the word, and it is being investigated at the mo-
ment. Earlier, a Royal Commission inquired into
the operations of certain maritime unions in simi-
lar circumstances.

The motion refers to management and worker
participation, but I am not sure whether the mem-
ber for Stirling means management participation
and worker participation, or management gener-
ally and worker participation.

Mr Stephens: Management generally.
Mr PARKER: That is an extraordinarily broad

subject. To ask a Royal Commission to inquire
into management is very much like asking it to in-
quire into the country as a whole. It is not some-
thing one could ask a Royal Commission to in-
quire into, and management in general would not
be happy about it. It is an extraordinarily wide
brief.

In regard to worker participation, I am con-
cerned to see any move towards worker partici-
pation or industrial democracy, or whatever it is
called by different people, is on a consultative and
conciliatory basis, and is an organic approach
rather than one that is imposed by any organis-
ation.

A tremendous amount of discussion has taken
place about whether there should be industrial
democracy and if so, what form it should take and
how it should be introduced. Many people, par-
ticularly employers are worried when they hear
the terms "worker participation" or "industrial
democracy" because they think of the most
prominent model-that in West Germany-and
they are concerned that it will be imposed on
them. That concern might be accentuated by the
matter being referred to a Royal Commission.
The position adopted by the current Federal
Government-and we have in Western Australia
a position similar to that adopted by Mr Macphee
when he was Commonwealth Minister in this
area-is that worker participation and industrial
democracy is something on which everyone
involved needs to agree, and which must not be
imposed,

Successful experiments in industrial democracy
in Australia have taken place in an atmosphere of
people seeking and finding accommodation with
each other in involvement in management de-
cisions in a particular firm. I am concerned that if
a Royal Commission were to inquire into this
area, it might come down with some prescriptive
definition or suggestion as to what should happen
with regard to worker participation. Every Firm
and working environment is different and the cir-
cumstances need to be treated differently; they
need to be treated by the individuals
involved-the owners, manager, and the people
working there. It would not assist to have the
matters inquired into by a Royal Commission.

A tremendous amount of research has been
done on industrial democracy, and the Dunstan
Government in South Australia was one of the
foremost and earliest Governments to look at this
area. It suggested there aught to be an oppor-
tunity for models of industrial democracy to be
promoted, including models within employer or-
ganisations or agencies which wish to participate
with all the encouragement and help given to
them by Government and authorities set up to see
whether they can produce a model of the sort of
thing that could be achieved.

I am reminded of the comments of the former
Australian Democrats Senator Siddons last year
or the year before. He owns Sidchrome, the large
toolmaking plant. He said that had it not been for
his introduction of industrial democracy in his es-
tablishment in Victoria in the way I have de-
scribed-by his being conciliatory and encourag-
ing employees-he would not have been able to
compete with imported Japanese, Korean, and
Taiwanese tools. As a result Of introducing indus-
trial democracy, he increased substantially the
productivity of his firm and was able to compete
with the imported products. He put that down to
his ability, and that of his management team and
the workers, to get on with each other and to
make suggestions about the way the firm should
work. A tremendous amount of work is being
done in this area and there would be no additional
benefit in its being dealt with before a Royal
Commission.

Apprenticeship training falls directly within my
portfolio and I would like to, comment-on it, but I
see it is question time.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr Speaker, I seek leave to continue my re-
marks at a laer stage of this day's sitting.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.
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QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7. 15 p.m.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: ROYAL
COMMISSION

Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sit-
ting.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Em-
ployment and Administrative Services) [7.15
p.m.]: Prior to the tea suspension, in speaking to
the motion, I was dealing with the question of ap-
prenticeship training. Apprenticeship training is
an issue which is part of my portfolio and it is also
part of the portfolio of Mr Willis, the Federal
Minister for Employment and Industrial Re-
lations.

A tremendous amount of work is being done on
the questions of apprenticeship training and in-
dustrial training generally. One of the problems
with that particular phrase is that it refers to ap-
prenticeship training when it would be quite
useful to include industrial training.

A problem with apprenticeship training at the
moment is that it is becoming difficult to encour-
age employers to participate. It is not difficult to
Find apprentices-there are many more occasions
when the number of people who would like to take
on an apprenticeship far exceeds the number of
positions available.

The difficulty occurs because, during the
current economic situation, it is hard to get em-
ployers to commit themselves to train apprentices
as, in most cases, they would be taking them on
for a four-year indenture with the obligation to
pay and train them for that period, unless most
exceptional circumstances arise.

The figures in this State show that in the first
eight months of this year-it is in the first three
or four months of the year that apprentices are
taken on-a 39 per cent reduction in the number
of apprentices occurred.

The figures have improved somewhat and I am
pleased to say that the August and September fig-
ures showed an increase in the number of appren-
tices, when compared with the figures for last
year and the preceding months. That indicates
some sign of improvement, although it is still dif-
ficult to get employers to take on apprentices.

We are looking at a range of proposals to en-
courage apprenticeship and industrial training
generally and to broaden the concepts of appren-
ticeship training. It is a fairly conservative con-
cept dating back to the craft eras of the fifteenth

and sixteenth centuries. Although the scheme has
served us well in its time, a close look must be
taken at the way in which we provide our skilled
tradesmen.

Many countries in the world-for example,
those on the Continent-have moved a long way
down the track to alternative methods of indus-
trial training for tradesmen. I think there is a
great need for that in this State. However, part of
the problem is the conservatism-and I use the
term with a small "c"-of the people involved in
the training process, whether they be unionists or
employers.

I am pleased that some people are looking at
alternatives to the traditional apprenticeship
method, even in the current economic climate.
The issue of apprenticeship training needs
broadening.

In terms of a Royal Commission into industrial
relations, it can be said that apprenticeship
training and industrial training do have some im-
pact upon the employment and labour issues.
However, industrial relations and apprenticeship
training are two distinct matters and the com-
mittee to which the member for Stirling and I
have referred does cater for, within its terms of
reference, industrial relations and apprenticeship
training. However, a lot of work is being carried
out at a Commonwealth level and at a consulta-
tive level between the Commonwealth and States.
COSAC is the joint Commonwealth-State body
which advises on apprenticeship and industrial
training matters.

This body has done a lot of work in that area.
Since the responsibility for industrial relations
and apprenticeship training has been transferred
to my portfolio, a lot of work has been done in my
department, and in the Technical Education De-
partment and the Education Department.

One budgetary item announced by the Premier
last week was the allocation of money for further
research into this important area and an examin-
ation of the proper methods of industrial training
that ought to be provided and the administrative
mechanism which the member for Karrinyup
would recall. An almost institutionalised gulf
exists in this area between the role of the Techni-
cal Education Division of the Education Depart-
ment and industrial training people.

Mr Clarko: Is it still a problem?
Mr PARKER: Yes, but we are dealing with it

reasonably well. The Minister for Education and I
have made efforts in this direction and we are
trying to sort out the problem, not in terms of per-
sonalities, but in terms of the institutions that are
involved. The personalities involved were giving

3416



[Wednesday, 19 October 1983] 31

rise to some of the threats and fights that oc-
curred.

In any event, I do not believe that apprentice-
ship or industrial training is a matter for consider-
ation by a Royal Commission into industrial re-
lations.

I assure the member for Stirling that his legit-
imate concerns in the area of industrial relations
are catered for adequately by work carried out at
the Commonwealth and State level.

The role of the effectiveness of the arbitration
and conciliation system is an important subject
and is being investigated by a joint State-Com-
monwealth committee and by the Hancock com-
mittee with which Mr Willis is associated. There
is no question that those bodies do not have sub-
stantial research facilities available to them. Ex-
tensive facilities are available from the Depart-
ment of Employment and Industrial Relations
and the members of the committee have research
facilities available from the ACTU and other
bodies involved in the inquiry. Permanent staff
have been seconded to the committee to help it
carry out its work.

I see no reason for a Royal Commission. I am
wary of Royal Commissions and more and more
people from both sides of the political fence are
becoming wary of them. I do not know what in
terms of effectiveness can be added to the indus-
trial relations system.

I oppose the motion.
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [7.24 p.m.]: I won-

der whether the member for Stirling would help
me by clarifying the meaning of the first part of
his motion which reads as follows-

(1) That this House requests and co-op-
erates with the Federal Government to
initiate a Royal Commission ..

I find that it is not clear and needs clarification.
Mr Stephens: The question is that a Royal

Commission be carried out and that we be pre-
pared to give co-operation in that regard.

Mr CLARKO: I do not know whether I should
blame the member's typist, but what appears on
the Notice Paper is confusing.

Mr Stephens: Other more learned people than I
have vetted this motion and have had no reason to
query it. I am not condemning you for raising the
matter.

Mr CLARKO: It is not lucid and I am pleased
to learn what, in actual fact, the membher for
Stirling means by his motion. The motion is
seeking that the Commonwealth Government
should initiate a Royal Commission and if it is set
up, this Government should co-operate with it.

If there are problems in industrial re-
lations-and I agree there are in this State and in
Australia-I do not believe Western Australia
should seek to have a Federal Royal Commission.
It would be my view that if we should seek, if it is
proper, to have a Royal Commission that it be a
Western Australian Royal Commission. I know
great problems exist in Western Australia because
of the dichotomy between the State's jurisdiction
and the Federal jurisdiction.

Mr Stephens: That is the reason for a Federal
Royal Commission.

Mr CLARKO: If it is necessary to have a
Royal Commission, it would be better to have a
State one which could look at the Federal
elements. There is nothing to prevent a Western
Australian Royal Commission examining the
problems which exist in Western Australia which
are of a Federal nature.

Mr Stephens: Don't you agree that if the Royal
Commi ssion were appointed it could only make
recommendations and would have to take into ac-
count recommendations of a Federal and State re-
sponsibility?

Mr CLARKO: No. As I see it, if there is any
need to have a Royal Commission it should be at
a State level. [f it is a State Royal Commission I
cannot see why the Commission could not ask for
recommendations in regard to the problems which
are evident in the Federal system as they apply to
Western Australia.

I know that the State Government is currently
reviewing industrial relations and I refer to a
newspaper clipping of 23 April this year in which
the Hon. Des Dans, Minister for Industrial Re-
lations, stated in an advertisement that Western
Australian industrial relations were being re-
viewed by the industrial relations tripartite coun-
cil representing trade unions, employer organis-
ations, and the Government of Western Australia.

Mr Stephens: I acknowledge that and I ac-
knowledge that federally there is the Hancock in-
quiry. The point of having a Royal Commission is
to broaden it-to do the job properly once and for
all.

Mr CLARKO: I am aware there is a Federal
inquiry called the Hancock committee. It seems
to me that with any inquiry the Federal Govern-
ment may wish to make into industrial relations
in Western Australia, it would be appropriate for
this Government and other persons involved to
give it every degree of assistance. Obviously that
would happen.

Mr Stephens: I read the terms of reference of
the Hancock inquiry and they need to be broader.
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Mr CLARKO: I will rephrase my remarks. As
far as I am concerned, it is important that West-
ern Australia maintain its interests in industrial
relations. I do not support a movement of indus-
trial relations power away from the State. I recog-
nise there are serious problems in respect of in-
dustrial relations in Western Australia and I look
forward keenly to the findings of both the com-
mittee that has been set up by the Hon. Des Dans
and the Hancock committee.

The question of industrial relations is extremely
vexed and has been so for a long time. It would be
perverse of anyone not to support moves which
would improve the position. The situation in re-
spect of industrial relations inquiries most
certainly will produce the sorts of results we have
had from past inquiries in Australia.

I was listening to the radio the other day, and a
person from the manufacturing industry was say-
ing that there have been dozens of inquiries into
manufacturing and protection in Australia. When
the reports are brought down, they are always put
in the too-hard basket, and nobody follows them
up.

There is reason for that. It is a vexed
question-the question of Australian protection
versus free trade. Every committee which looks
into it puts forward recommendations which will
affect negatively large groups within our economy
if they are applied. As a result of that Govern-
ments do not bite the bullet generally because the
implementation of the recommendation would
often cause as many problems as there are
already. That is what is likely to occur in regard
to industrial inquiries or commissions, ordinary or
royal.

I cannot for the life of mae imagine that any-
body in Australia would be able to sit down and
examine industrial relations in Western Australia,
or in Australia, and come up with a set of
simplistic recommendations where all parties will
rub their hands together and say, "Why did we
not think of that?"

There are no solutions like that at all. One can
move to an extreme position and say, "We will set
up laws and penalties to ensure that anybody who
does not follow the Government line, the legis-
lation prepared by the Government, or the rulings
of the Industrial Commission, will be clapped in
irons and we will leave them there for a thousand
years."

That is one cxtreme. The other extreme is to
say, "We will do everything by negotiation and
conciliation. Until the warring union agrees to
everything proposed, we will continue to go on

with whatever sorts of industrial unrest exist at
the time."

Those are the two ends of the continuum and I
believe neither is appropriate for Australia. We
must work towards a situation where, within the
union movement especially, the parties are pre-
pared to negotiate in a reasonable and fitting way.
While there are union leaders taking up a view-
point which is such that it cannot be agreed to by
their opposite numbers-that is, the em-
ployers-and while there is a significant and deep
difference between the employer and employee or-
ganisations, and move, one is bound to have a
system of regular unrest.

Within Australia many unions cause no prob-
lems of any sort. A few unions seem, despite their
small proportion of the work force, to be involved
in an inordinate and disproportionate number of
strikes and disputes. This has a lot to do with the
industrial muscle of that particular group. Some
unions are at a disadvantage. By causing indus-
trial unrest they can ensure that they receive an
additional part of the play. Some unions are in a
position where, no matter what they do, they
rarely gain. While that sort of situation exists we
will never resolve the industrial relations conflicts
which exist in Australia.

This occurs at the Federal level in regard to
strikes. Up to 1930 the Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Commission federally had very strong
powers to deal with strikes but it still seemed to
be ineffective. Eventually, in 1930, the Govern-
ment of the day changed that. Whereas, prior to
that time, strikes were illegal federally, today they
are not. Today in Western Australia we have a
situation where strikes are still illegal, but the
legislation still does not seem to have any clear-
cut strength. It does not seem to affect the
number of strikes which take place whether they
are legislatively legal or illegal.

That is one of the problems we have. The legis-
lation which has been introduced over many years
with various types of penalties has been relatively
ineffective in Australia. While the deregistration
of unions has been a relatively powerful weapon,
mostly the penalties have not been applied. Since
the days of Clarrie O'Shea in Melbourne, if fines
were imposed Federal courts have not collected
the money due.

We need a better industrial relations system
both in Western Australia and in Australia. I
have said here before, and I say it again; I do not
believe we will ever have a good industrial re-
lations system until we have voluntary unionism.
Members should be attracted to their unions and
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not coerced. That is the First step. I think it was in
1978 that we introduced industrial relations legis-
lation which included voluntary unionism. It
applies only to those unions covered by State
awards.

When I indicated earlier that I would not be
opposed to an inquiry, or even a Royal Com-
mission within the precincts of Western Australia,
I said that because I believed such an inquiry
could Icok into matters relating to Federal
jurisdiction as well. I would begin with voluntary
unionism. I am sore there would be many urni.ons
where the esprit de corps is such that, with volun-
tary unionism, there would probably be the same
number of members. That would be a very
healthy sign. There is no doubt that union leaders
must take cognisance of the circumstances of the
time. Certain unions operate in an area where
there is a great deal of profit and they can
thereby extract relatively easily, higher wages and
better conditions. Serious problems arise if that
flows on into areas where firms are not in a profit-
able position.

The strike weapon is grossly overused by
certain unions in Australia. It seems to me that no
matter what a Royal Commission says, those par-
ticular unions which involve themselves in the
strike mechanism excessively will have to change
to a situation where the strike weapon is used as a
rarity rather than as the norm.

I have said before that in any discussion on in-
dustrial relations it is important that bodies con-
sider taking steps to restrain those unions which
operate in the essential areas of a community ac-
tivity, particularly in the utility industries of
power, water, and transport. These people should
have a very much reduced ability to be involved in
strikes, because strikes affect the wrong people.
The core of all this is trying to have a system of
industrial commissions, a system involving concili-
ation and arbitration with appropriate penalties,
particularly in order to restrain those unions
which have been regularly disturbing industrial
life in Australia.

May I conclude by returning to the motion?
The member for Stirling has highlighted a
number of areas which deserve attention, but I
believe his approach, which is to urge the Federal
Government to set up a Royal Commission, i s not
appropriate. If he wants a Royal Commission into
industrial relations affecting Western Australia,
he should be moving for a Royal Commission. IF
he were to do so, I think we in the Opposition
would be quite sympathetic to any move in that
direction, because we recognise that a number of
fundamental problems exist which need to be re-
solved in this area. Despite efforts on our side of

politics, and by Labor Governments, we have not
resolved these very serious consequences which
flow from industrial disputes. Industrial dispu-
tation in Australia is excessive, and it is a very
serious burden on the economy at large, and a
very heavy burden on ordinary, often defenceless
citizens. The Opposition does not intend to sup-
port this motion.

I wonder whether perhaps at some future date,
the member for Stirling might introduce an
amendment which is more related to ensuring
that industrial relations are looked at from a
State point of view whilst at the same time the
necessary ancillary examinations are made in
terms of what we would like to urge on a Federal
Government as far as clarifying the conditions
which attach to these people under Federal indus-
trial awards.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [7.42 p.m.]: I would
like to say a few words on this measure and ex-
press a thought or two towards what has been
presented. I believe that the approach has been
sincere. It is not an approach which I can accept
in the way it is presented, but we need to do some-
thing about our industrial affairs. Therefore, for
that reason I would like to put forward one or two
thoughts in this direction. I think the member was
sincere but he put forward his submission in a
way which I cannot accept because it involves the
Commonwealth in that Royal Commission, as the
previous speaker has said.

Firstly, I support an inquiry into the effective-
ness of the arbitration and conciliation system,
and secondly, I support the introduction of an en-
forceable contract system to replace the present
arbitration and conciliation system. It is a major
issue in Australia today-we must move away
from the present arbitration system which cannot
apply sanctions. That principle was destroyed
some time back.

The industrial and political wings are so close
together that such a system cannot function in
any case. It would be most desirable to have a
system where there was no chance of blackmail
by the industrial and political wings. What we
need is an enforceable contract system so that
people know where they are. In this way manufac-
turers would be able to cost their products with
confidence. It would do a lot for our employment
situation in Australia.

I do not want to speak at length on this issue; I
know there are other things to be dealt with
tonight and much has been said already. How-
ever, I do not want the opportunity to pass with-
out making another plea for a serious approach
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towards making a change from our present arbi-
tration system to a contract system.

We want industrial peace. Our only hope lies in
removing the party political aspects of industrial
arbitration, and having the industrial forces work-
ing with whatever party is in Government at the
time. It is necessary that this take place; but all
one hears are words directed to enforcing, encour-
aging. or strengthening the conciliation and arbi-
tration system with a return to a central wage fix-
ing system, and that sort of thing. That perpetu-
ates the problems we have had for some time.

I encourage the proposer of this motion to that
degree. I did not see his endeavour as a negative
one; I saw it as a sincere one. We could take ac-
tion, but I do not wish to be mixed up with the
Commonwealth, as the motion suggests. We
should do it ourselves and then sell it to Australia
on the basis that it is practical and to the benefit
and the economic well-being of this country. If we
did so, we would generate a tremendous amount
of employment when we put our industrial affairs
in working order.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [7.46 p.m.]: All
members of this House would agree that indus-
trial relations in this country are bad, and some-
thing should be done about them. I find it rather
amusing that while we all agree we should do
something about industrial relations, no-one is
prepared to do anything about them by agreeing
to this motion. All members have said that the
problem is a great one, but they had better not
touch it.

I will comment on what the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Industrial Relations
said. I recognise the Minister in this House is only
representing the Minister, but I am aware that he
has had a great deal of experience in the indus-
trial field. I do not claim to have had the same ex-
perience, and I would not be able to speak with
the same authority as the Minister has. However,
one does not need to be an authority to feel the ef-
fects of poor industrial relations.

Those of us who are involved in the agricultural
industries feel the effects as much as anybody and
have the least capacity to do anything about in-
dustrial disputes which affect our industry. We
are totally defenceless in many instances. I can re-
call only one instance when primary producers
were able to do something about an industrial dis-
pute and take the issue into their own hands, to
some extent, and resolve the problem.

It would be remiss of this Parliament not to ac-
cept the challenge and attempt to do something
about industrial relations. The Minister com-
mented that if this Government agreed to the mo-

tion, it would be giving recognition that it should
transfer its industrial powers to the Common-
wealth. I have spoken before about a particular
case-I am sorry the Minister is not here because
he would be aware of that case, the socal
workers' case, which gave a very clear indication
that, in the view of most people, because of the
judgment of the High Court, the State industrial
arbitration system is doomed, and we are likely to
have just the one Commonwealth industrial arbi-
tration system.

I would have thought the Minister would have
been aware of that and would have known that if
the State is to preserve its own industrial arbi-
tration system, it should get its act together and
make a contribution to the Hancock inquiry. The
best contribution the State Government could
have made would have been to accept the motion
before us and ask the Federal Government if it
would extend the terms of reference of the
Hancock inquiry.

It is disappointing that members of this Parlia-
ment, while they have been prepared to admit
that industrial relations are a problem which must
be addressed, have in the same breath stated that
they cannot do anything about the problem.

In the 9;6 years I have been in this place, I have
witnessed several attempts by the Parliament to
take on the matter of industrial relations. Each
and every one of those attempts has failed; there-
fore it is time for a new approach. This is indeed a
new approach.

It is disappointing to me to hear members of
both the Government and the Opposition claiming
that while they think this is a serious problem,
they are not prepared to do anything about it. By
voting against this motion, that is what they are
doing. By their actions, they are admitting that
industrial relations are a problem; but they are
saying also that they are not prepared to do any-
thing about that problem. That is gutlessness in
the extreme.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [7.51 p.m.]: I
thank the members who contributed, but I cannot
thank them for the action they will take.

I was pleased that the Minister recognised that
I had not approached this motion with a political
bias. I deliberately avoided bias because I wanted
the motion to be dealt with on its merits, and not
because of any political stance taken by any pol-
itical party. I thank him for acknowledging that
point. Regrettably, a political decision has been
made on the outcome of this motion.

The Minister indicated that a tremendous
amount of information is known. I acknowledge
that, because I did research to support my motion.
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I round a tremendous wealth of information, and
I quickly gave a summary of the situation in some
countries, and the steps that have been taken in
relation to industrial relations.

We need somebody outside the system, outside
of politics, to take an overview of the situation,
and to say, "Let's have a fresh look. Perhaps some
of these other ideas may be applicable to this
country". We would have to take into account, of
course, our economic circumstances and our social
customs. That is what I hoped the Government
would do, and support this motion.

I recognise the comments made about foregoing
our State rights with regard to industrial legis-
lation, but nothing could be rurther from my
mind. The point is that an inquiry is already going
on, federally. In the interests of economy, if
nothing else, I thought that this was an oppor-
tunity for the State Government to approach the
Federal Government and ask it to broaden the
terms of the inquiry to be all-embracing and, at
the same time, to offer State co-operation.

Although in its report the Royal Commission
may have come down with something which
reduced further or could have reduced further the
powers of the State, we would not necessarily
have to accept that recommendation. At the same
time, the point was made, and we would have to
make a political decision as to whether, in the
interests of industrial peace and harmony and the
greater good of the State, we would be prepared
to forego those powers. That decision is one which
we should be prepared to face.

I deliberately did not go through the points in
my motion because I wanted to save time. They
were quite clear. However, the Minister indicated
that apprenticeship training did not come within
the ambit of industrial relations. I do not see it
that way, because I have spoken about appren-
ticeship training with unionists, and they told me
that the unions have always been involved in ap-
prenticeship training, claiming that the unions
will have their say. If that is the situation, obvi-
ously apprenticeship training comes within the
ambit of industrial relations.

Perhaps we should have a completely new ap-
proach to apprenticeship training, and remove it
from the trade union area, particularly in view of
changing technology. Tt may be more appropriate
to have apprenticeship training in a different area
altogether.

I am disappointed that the Government and the
Opposition have seen fit to reject this approach.
While the Government has acknowledged the
problems of industrial relations, it refuses to ac-
cept the motion, believing that it may indicate

that the Government is not doing anything about

it. I say that while we are about it, we should do

the job thoroughly and properly once and for all.

The Opposition was concerned about the role of

the State.. -A little bit of the cake is better than
nothing at all, and I would have hoped that mem-

bers of the Opposition may have seen lit to amend

the motion. That could have been achieved simply

by deleting the words in the first and second lines
relating to the Federal Government and substitut-

ing in their place "the State", so that the motion
would have read that this House requests the

State Government to initiate a Royal Com-
mission, etc. It would have been simply achieved,

and then we could have seen whether the Govern-

ment was prepared to accept a modified ap-

proach.

In any case, I have seen fit to move the motion

in this form because of my desire to save money

for the State.

In the same way as the State Ministers have

their advisers in addition to the technical advice

they receive from their departments, I discussed
this approach and motion with several very senior

academics. I will not name them, because I do not
have their permission to do so. However, I assure

the House that I discussed the matter with them,

and those gentlemen, well-versed in industrial re-
lations, thought that it was a good approach and
one worthy of consideration. Therefore, this mo-
tion reflects not just the opinion of the member
for Stirling or the opinions of the members of the
National Party, but also has the wide support of

men who are competent in the industrial field.

It is certainly with a great deal of regret that I

have had to listen to both sides indicating that
they were not prepared to support this motion

Question put and a division taken with the fol-

lowing result-

Ayes 2
M r CowanM r Stephens

(Teller)
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Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Evans
Mr Grayden
Mr Grill
Mr Hassell
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

Noes 42
Mr Jamieson
M r Peter Jones
M r Tom Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MeNee
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Rushton
Mr D5. L. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
M r Troy
M r Tubby
Mrs Watkins
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Gordon Hill

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

STATE FORESTS
Donnybrook Sunklands and Shannon River Basin:

Censure Motion

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [8.03 p.m.]: I move-
That this House charges the Government

with gross irresponsibility for the decision it
has made in relation to the Shannon River
basin, and expresses its concern for the
future of the Donnybrook stinkland pine-
planting programme, and further expresses
its concern that the implementation of the
Australian Labor Party State platform in re-
lation to forests will cause incalculable dam-
age as they-

(a) have neglected to have regard for
recognised forest management;

(b) caused grave concern for com-
munity and industry who will be af-
fected; and

(c) will be of economic disadvantage to
the State and its people.

In moving this motion, I am cognisant of the fact
that the forest industries and the forest resources
management in this State have taken a very dra-
matic turn for the worse since the election of this
Government following the February elections. It
is not just the policies of the Government that
give me great concern, but also the decisions it
has taken in relation to the forest industries and
the impact these decisions will have on the people
in those industries and on the future of our forest
resources.

This Government is changing the face of forest
management in Western Australia. Further, its

policies and decisions are running completely in
the face of forestry practices that the State has
come to recognise over the years as being import-
ant for guaranteeing the perpetuity of our State
forests. Our forestry practices have been recog-
nised throughout Australia as being sound and ef-
ficient, and the national conservation strategy
group has recognised what this State's Forests
Department has achieved.

The actions, decisions, and policies of this
Government-those it has taken and those it is to
implement-cause me grave concern, just as they
concern all people associated with the forest in-
dustries in this State.

Labor Governments in other States have caused
a great deal of anguish and concern to forestry
bodies, and this is certainly the case in Victoria
and New South Wales. The Wran Government in
New South Wales has virtually decimated that
State's forest industries in its endeavours to build
up the environmental platform and the national
parks in that State.

At a national forestry seminar a report was
made that without exception the position in each
State was similar in that each report indicated
that the timber industry, especially the hardwood
industry, was beleaguered by vocal and rabid
preservation movements and that these move-
ments have successfully allied themselves with the
Australian Labor Party, thereby gaining a politi-
cal voice and at least de facto power through the
branch structure. Generally, it appears there is
pressure in the States for hardwood logging to
cease. That is indicative of the attitude of this
Labor Government and its supporters to the forest
industries and to the people who have been associ-
ated with our forests for many years.

The first point I want to make is that, in com-
mon with other States, the ALP here has put the
integrity of the Institute of Foresters of Aus-
tralia-the professional wing of forest
officers-under attack, and I condemn the
Government for these actions. It is important I
give an account of the overall management objec-
tives of the Forests Department. In a debate such
as this, it is important that these objectives be re-
corded so that they might be observed by those
people who may care to read the debates.

I quote now the following from the summary
and extracts of the working plan No. 87 of 1981,
part I-

Management of the West Australian forest
estate and its many values has been the ob-
jective of the Forests Department for more
than six decades. There are now some two
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million hectares of forest that the Depart-
ment is responsible for managing.

Further on-
Overall Management Objective
The management objective for land under

control of the Forests Department is conser-
vation through the planned use of forests and
associated resources, for the greatest long-
term social and economic benefits.

Conservation, as interpreted in ibis objec-
tive, has been defined by the International
Union for Conservation of Nature and Natu-
ral Resources as "the management of human
use of the biosphere so that it may yield the
greatest sustainable benefit to present gener-
ations while maintaining its potential to meet
the needs and aspirations of future gener-
ations.

Thus conservation is positive, embracing
preservation, maintenance, sustainable
utilization, restoration and enhancement of
the natural environment."

That is what the Forests Department in Western
Australia embodied in its working plan No. 87
and that is what this Government has set about to
emasculate in the south and in the north of this
State. The Government has set about to emascu-
late the general principles and structures which
the State forestry officers have established, re-
membering that theirs is a very fine record built
up over the years. I repeat: Our Forests Depart-
ment has operated under the guidelines of the
international union of conservation of nature and
natural resources. When we consider the manage-
ment of our State forests and the multiple land
use management techniques, we find these have
served the State well. Of course, the objective of
the Forests Department and its officers is to serve
the State.

It is also important to consider the number of
areas the Forests Department manages and the
various areas for which it has consideration. I
refer again to the working plan No. 87 report, the
first item of which deals with water. I quote as
follows-

Management Objective
To manage State forest catchments needed

for water supplies so as to maintain or en-
hance water quantity and quality in accord-
ance with the requirements of water supply
authorities.

I venture to suggest that a number of people in
Western Australia would not understand that this
is not only part of the Forests Department char-
ter, but also a very important aspect Of its man-

agement technique and its programme for cater-
ing and caring for Western Australia's forests.

The Forests Department is not just about chop-
ping down trees, securing logs, or denigrating for-
ests. It takes heed of the international conser-
vation movement's guidelines, and it is these
guidelines on which its own are based.

Water is a primary resource management area
with which the department is involved. Naturally
enough, wood is also a primary area. The depart-
ment's management objectives are-

Management Objectives
(1) To ensure that the estimated local

demand for sawn timber and other
wood products is met as far as poss-
ible from local supplies.

(2) To gradually adjust the cut from
the forest to a level consistent with
the long-term productive capacities
of each species, having due regard
for employment in the timber in-
dustry and the associated regional
economic stability.

When we look at both those objectives, we see
how important the timber industry is to Western
Australia, and it does meet a local demand.

Members must take into account what the cost
to the State would be if we had to import timber.
This shows how important it is that we be able to
meet a need in this area for the benefit of the
State. These are some of the pluses the depart-
menit has and these are part of its management
criteria. This is not a Government department
which is bereft of any feeling for the forests, but
one which is looking at the perpetuity of State re-
sources and which is not maintaining it merely for
today, but also for future generations to enjoy.

We should also recognise the need for em ploy-
ment in the industry and its associated regional
economic stability. This Government has not
given regard to that area and has made political
decisions without looking at the management ob-
jectives. The department's policy on wood man-
agement strategy is as follows-

(1) Continue to gradually reduce the annual
hardwood sawlog cut to about
1 50 000 m3 over the next 50 years.

(2) Increase annual pine sawlog production
from Forests Department plantations to
approximately 960 000 M3 by the year
2020.

(3) Control log preparation and allocation
to user industries to achieve the most ef-
fective resource utilization . ..
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It goes on to say-
(5) Liaise with the timber industry concern-

ing environmental protection, future
availability of the resource and
utilization standards.

(6) Liaise with private plantation owners to
encourage plantation extension, co-ordi-
nation of wood resources with the State,
and to advise on plantation manage-
ment.

That is part of the policy of this WA Government
agency. More responsibility, a great deal of dedi-
cation by its officers, benefits of research and of
an understanding of the forest industry and of the
management requirements are all part of working
plan No. 87 which was drawn up on the basis of
years of experience looking forward to years of
guaranteed assurances for the future of Western
Australia.

1 want another part of this strategy included in
Hansard because it is probably the most critical
part of the working plan No. 87 strategy in re-
lation to the timber industry. I will refer to this
matter again as the debate proceeds. Part (1) in
relation to the strategy, reads as follows-

(1) Reduce the annual hardwood allowable
cut excluding salvage logs during this
plan period to 762 000 mn3. This will be
made up of 184 000nm9 of karri,
553 000 m3 of jarrah and other species
and 25 000 3 of marri. The karri cut will
be further reduced by 27 000 m3 in
1988, but it is anticipated that the cut in
large sizes for this species will not be
further reduced for a considerable time.
The cut for jarrah will continue to be
reduced.
During the next five years the reduction
in the allowable cut will result in six
small mills ceasing operations based on
general purpose sawlogs from State for-
est and Crown land. The mills may con-
tinue operating on this material only if
private mill log resources can be found.
In the preparation of marri and karri
chiplogs at the Diamond Wood Chip
Mill, a very small percentage of logs is
of sufficient quality to be used as
sawlogs.

My colleague, the member for Cascoyne, as the
previous Minister, would certainly be aware that
every mill owner in Western Australia knew of
the contents of working plan No. 87, and would
have had discussions with the department as to
the ramifications of that working plan.

Mr Laurance: That is certainly correct.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am disappointed at the projec-
tion that there will be a reduction of six mills dur-
ing this period. The mill operators concerned
would have known, well in advance, of the plans
in relation to their mills. This all gets back to
management technique and strategy. The industry
has had to be patient and disciplined. This work-
ing plan is available for any member of Parlia-
ment or of the community to read.

I now move on to other areas that came within
the resources management area of the Forests De-
partmnent, It also manages wood residues which,
of course, relate to both pine and chip material,
pulp material, charcoal production, and round
wood products; for example, SEC poles, because
forest areas of our State provide poles for State
bodies. Sandalwood is important to this State and
to the people who collect it. The Forests Depart-
ment is also responsible for honey, but not for its
production; its management objective is to sustain
the present level of beekeeping with due regard to
location of apiary sites to avoid transference of
disease and to minimise conflict with major land
use objectives.

The management objective in relation to wild
flowers reads as follows-

To maintain a supply of seed of native tree
and shrub species consistent with the de-
mands of Departmental nurseries and of
local and export sales, and to co-operate with
the Department of Fisheries and Wildlife in
the control of commercial wildflower picking.

It then lists the management objectives of the
Forests Department in regard to flora and fauna.
The objectives in regard to landscaping is as fol-
lows-

To ensure that, as far as possible, all land
uses and activities are planned and carried
out in ways that complement, rather than de-
tract from, the inherent visual qualities of the
forest environment.

Very few Western Australians understand the
Forests Department's full role, its full charter, its
full responsibility, the excellent way in which it
discharges and has discharged its duty, and what
it is working towards for the future of Western
Australia. Members would be aware of the
nurseries which are controlled and operated by
the Forests Department. I find the management
objective for recreation and rehabilitation
interesting. It reads as follows-

To regenerate stable forest ecosystems
capable of maintaining or enhancing, where
possible, recognized forest values including
water, timber, recreation, flora and fauna.
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It then goes on to areas of scientific study, edui-
cation, and public utilities. Mining is also a very
important activity carried out within State forests.
The department's mining objectives are also con-
tained within working plan No. 87. 1 repeat to
members of the House that very few Western
Australians realise that this subject also falls
within the responsibility of the State Forests De-
partment.

Resources for gravel, stone, and sand are
available under very strict control, anid the man-
ner in which they are collected is closely moni-
tored.

We now come to the area of protection of for-
ests. Fire protection is of crucial importance to
Western Australia. The department's manage-
ment objective is as follows-

To provide a fire control system capable of
protecting recognized forest values from
serious damage. This sytem is to be compat-
ible with the dominant land use in any area,
with the cost of protection not exceeding the
value of the loss prcvented.

The final management area relates to jarrab
dieback disease and support services. I have just
outlined a summary of the management objectives
of the State Forests Department's general work-
ing plan, which plan is in force for five years,
after which time it is reviewed in the light of new
technology and previous experience. Its objectivity
is to ensure the perpetuity of our State: forest re-
sources.

I have taken some time to go through these
areas because they are very important. It is also
important to get these areas into proper perspec-
tive because the Government has control of the
management procedures. The tragedy in regard to
this State and its forests is that the ALP won the
election in February this year and has changed
management rules. All this has a sequel through
the State ALP conference which was held last
yea r.

At that conference a resolution was passed that
the Shannon River basin would become a national
park and some 50000 hectares of timber would
be included ini that area. A great deal of concern
about that policy was expressed at the conference
by the member for Warren who warned his col-
leagues of the consequences that would flow from
that decision being carried. In the Daily News of
31 August under the heading, "Evans Warns On
Timber Jobs, S-W Wage Loss", the following
article appears-

Turning the Shannon River Basin into a
national park would cost up to 300 timber
jobs, a Labor MLA warned today.

(106)

Mr Dave Evans (Warren) added: "This
would result in a wage loss of something like
$3 million in the Manjimup region alone.

"There would be flow-on consequences to
business, including transport.

"The reductions would be in addition to
those already planned in the Forests Depart-
menit's working plan of 1982.

"This all would bring about unacceptable
dislocation socially, economically and en-
vironmentalIly."

I could not agree More with the comments of the
member for Warren. i commiserate with him for
the action his colleagues took in what I can regard
only as one of the worst forest policy decisions
ever to be made. The future effect of that decision
will be felt by the forest industries of Western
Australia for a long time to come.

Notwithstanding that motion, the member was
very concerned for his future, and the ALP
worked out a compromise; not only was it going to
take the Shannon River out of production, but it
also was going to ensure that the timber resources
which had been guaranteed to the timber indus-
tries would continue to be guaranteed. The events
that took place subsequently are now history.

I repeat that I liken the Government's decision
in early April of this year to the "gang of four".
The Cabinet made a very stealthy move. It waited
until the Minister assisting the Minister for For-
ests was overseas before the Conservator of For-
ests was promoted to the position of Director
General of the Premier's Department. Then the
Government made a decision to make the
Shannon River basin a national park. I will refer
to the circumstances of that decision at a later
stage.

That is how that decision was made. I would
have hoped that Cabinet ministers would have at
least given the member for Warren, who was per-
sonally and electorally interested in this matter
and has been a champion of the timber industry,
the courtesy of attending the meeting at which
that fateful decision was made.

Mr Jamieson: You weren't surprised at the de-
cision though, were you?

Mr BLAIKIE: Yes, I was very surprised.
Mr Jamieson: You knew what was in our

platform.

Mr BLAIKlE: In answer to the member for
Welshpool, yes, I was one of the many people who
wore surprised at that decision. I was certainly
one of those people who expected the party to
make a comment during the election campaign.
As much as I searched-and I certainly searched
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the comments of the Premier during his visits to
the South-West and read the comments made by
all the visiting ALP candidates-I did not hear
any candidate or the leader make a comment
about the Shannon national park.

Mr Jamieson: You should have read the pub-
licity in the daily media.

Mr BLAIKIE: I raise this question with the
member for Welshpool again: Are the people of
Western Australia to be faced with a double-
edged sword that on the one hand the Govern-
ment puts forward its proposals, or the proposals
it wants the public to read-by way of the Press
or through any other medium-but on the other
hand the proposals it does not want the public to
know about are printed in a little blue ALP policy
book? Six months later it tells the public they
may have read an item in the newspaper, but on
page 26 of the blue book it did say it was going to
declare the Shannon River basin a national park.

Mr Jamieson: We did not hide anything.
Several members interjected.
Mr Jamnieson: We did not give people blank

cheques like you did.
Mr Bertram: Where is your policy? Does it

exist?
Mr Pearce: The member for Karrinyup

suggested earlier that intellectuals did not know
what it was.

Several members interjected.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is my view that if the Govern-
ment is to have election policies, it is incumbent
upon it to advise people of those policies. It ill-be-
hoves the Government to turn around and, as I
said to the member for Welshpool, not mention
one word in any media in the south-west, or in
any place that I am able to ascertain, regarding
its decision about the Shannon River national
park. There were plenty of ALP candidates
around the area.

The member for Warren challenged publicly
the then Premier to a public debate on a Saturday
morning prior to the election and said that the
Government was spreading filthy rumours about
the creation of a national park.

Several members interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: I refer to the advertising ma-

terial that the ALP used during the last election.
Mr Bertram: What does the headline read?
Mr BLAIKIE: It says that there is an import-

ant message for all timber and forestry workers
from Dave Evans that their jobs are safe.

Mr Bertram: That is a good quote.

Mr BLAIKIE: It might have been a good quote
on 6 February, but if the member who made the
comment had been at the meeting in Manjimup
last Friday, he would have been laughed out of
the building.

Mr Jamieson: Did they believe it?
Mr BLAIKIE: Not only did they believe it,

they also knew they had been duped by the ALP.

Several members interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: I make this important point

again: Members of the public and the ALP must
realise that when it comes to elections, it is im-
portant that the ALP indicates to the public what
it will do if elected-to Government. It should be
advertised widely and not published in a policy
book to which they refer six months after the elec-
tion.

Mr Jamieson: You are a classic.

Mr BLAIKIE: The ALP has the responsibility
to make sure that this is carried out.

Mr Bertram: The Labor Party began to behave
like the Liberal Party, from what you say.

Mr BLAIKIE: The decision in relation to the
Shannon River basin was made by the Govern-
ment and it was made with undue haste and com-
plete indecency, and without any regard for the
consequences that were to follow.

The Government said, "We will create a
Shannon River national park; we will guarantee
the timber industry a resource of timber, and in
order to compensate, in the interim period we will
plant pines on private property in the Manjimup
region". In those three areas the Government has
come completely unstuck.

More important is what the Government did
not do. It did not have regard for the wealth of
expert advice or expert comment that had been
built up by its own forestry officers over the years.

I have already quoted extracts from page 47 of
the "*Conservation and Karri Forests Report"
which is available to the Government and its ad-
visers. It is important that I refer the House to
this report in relation to certain matters, and I
quote-

Significance of the Shannon River Basin

The Shannon River drainage basin, gener-
ally known as the Shannon basin or the
Shannon, is an area of about 59 900 hectares
lying between Manjimup and Walpole (Map
1). It comprises some 22 300 hectares of
karri forest, 20 900 hectares of jarrah-marri
forest and about 16 700 hectares of treeless
flats, swamps and rocky areas.
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I venture to say that when this Shannon national
park argument was brought forward many people
who supported the argument may have said-and
I use the cliche of Senator Gareth Evans-"lhey
probably thought it was not a bad idea at the
time". What the people thought they were sup-
porting was a magnificent karri forest, but that
was not the case. As I have already said, half the
area is karri forest, half is jarrah and marri forest,
and some 16 000 hectares is treeless flats of
swamp and rock areas. That is what the Govern-
ment is demanding and that is what has to be
locked up in perpetuity to preserve and maintain
the karri forest.

Mr Jamieson: It is not a karri forest, it is an en-
vironmental entity.

Mr BLAMKE: This is one of the rare times
that I agree with the member for W-elshpool. It
certainly is not a karri forest.

Mr Jamieson: I do not think anyone could say
it is a karri forest. I have seen it and a number of
members from my party have seen it.

Mr BLAMKE: I ami surprised the member for
Welshpool did not use his influence-

Mr .Jamieson: I have looked at it more
thoroughly than you.

Mr BLAIKIE: -because the Government is
proceeding on a hazardous course.

I refer again to the report compiled by Mr F. F.
Bradshaw and Mr A. R. Lush which states-

In conclusion, the Forests Department be-
lieves that the benefits of reserving the re-
mainder of the Shannon are not sufficient to
outweigh the effects that this would have on
the social stability of the local community,
wood supply to meet the State's needs or the
sound management and protection of the re-
maining karri forest.

Any decision that attempts to satisfy all
the demands for additional reservation in the
Shannon, maintenance of wood supply and
short-term socio-economic stability will only
be made at the expense of long-term stable
management and protection of the whole
karri forest. Such a course would deny future
generations their rights to use the karri forest
as they choose. It would also render futile the
work of those in previous generations whose
efforts provided us with a choice.

Those comments made by Bradshaw and Lush are
very important and have certainly been
overlooked by the ALP in its efforts to gain power
and meet its election commitments.

The ALP also ignored the report that was com-
piled by Dr Peter Attiwill. He was brought to

Western Australia by the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment and I would describe him
as being the umpire of umpires. Not only did we
have a report commissioned for the conservation
of karri forests, but there were reports through
the conservation through reserves committee. Dr
Attiwill was commissioned to report on all the re-
ports and to ascertain their validity.

As far as Dr Peter Attiwill was concerned, his
recommendations which appear on page 35 of the
report, read as follows-

The recommendations of EPA were
planned in great detail and formulated after
much investigation. In my view, they provide
a sound basis for conservation of the karri
forest. These recommendations have been ac-
commodated so far by the allocation of forest
areas to Management Priority Areas
(MPAs) for Conservation of Fauna, Flora,
and Landscape and for Recreation. These
MPAs, together with proposed and existing
National Parks, cover 16% of the area of the
karri forest. A further 17% of the karri forest
is effectively reserved in Road Reserves and
in River and Stream Reserves. Timber pro-
duction will have priority over 57.5% of the
kerni forest. I therefore conclude-,
1.2.1 that the Government's policy of mul-

tiple-use priorities in the karri forest is
in accord with the conservation ethic of
greatest sustainable benefit of all of the
values of the forest.

Mr Jamieson: When was that report dated?
Mr BLAIKE: It was dated October 1982.
Mr Jamieson: How does it tailor in with the

System 6 report?7
Mr BLAIKIE: I am sure the member for

Welshpool will find that it tailors in well with the
System 6 report. That was the First comment Dr
Attiwill made. He actually compliments the work
done by the Forests Department although he was
not asked to do that. He was asked to make the
report for the Department of Conservation and
Environment. The recommendations continue-

1.2.2 that EPA recommendations for reser-
vations within the main karri belt are, in
terms of the biology of the species, ad-
equate;

1.2.3 that EPA recommendations for reser-
vations within the main karri belt, par-
ticularly in respect of National Parks,
should be fully implemented.

Ii continues-
The area of virgin karri in existing and

proposed National Parks amounts to 14% of
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the total virgin karri forest. While the coastal
National Parks are large, those inland are
small and, in my view, inadequate. I there-
fore recommend:

1.2.4 that Beavis and Gibleti MPAs be
reclassified to MPAs for Conservation of
Flora, Fauna, and Landscape;

1.2.5 that Beavis, Gibleit, and Strickland
MPAs be managed by the Forests De-
partment according to prescriptions suit-
able to a National Park;

1.2.6 that, at some future time, Beavis,
Ciblelt, and Strickland MPAs be amal-
gamated with Beedelup National Park.

The essence of the Attiwill report was to compli-
ment the work done by the Forests Department.
Notwithstanding that, the Australian Labor Party
has chosen to ignore that report. It has chosen to
ignore all of the umpire's reports to date and it
has made a decision in relation to the Shannon
River basin which has no foundation on any scien-
tific facts or management regime. It has made its
decision based on politics alone.

I ask the member for Welshpool if he would
reflect on this comment again: The Labor Party
had no regard for management or scientific tech-
niques.

Mr Jamieson: That is not so.

Mr BLAIKIE: That is the very nub of the di-
lemma in which the ALP has found itself.

Mr Jamieson: That is not so.

Several members interjected.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Government has been pol-
itically motivated in regard to the Shannon River
basin. I refer now to a letter written to the Prem-
ier by the Chairman of the Forest Products As-
sociation (Mr B3. T. Ray). I will not read all of it,
although I would like the opportunity to incorpor-
ate the letter in Mansard. In his letter, Mr Ray
said-

The present and future of the Karri saw-
milling industry has been placed in question
following the Government's decision to
examine the activities of the industry in part
of the Shannon River area which are con-
sidered by some to be incompatible with the
recreation and other forest needs of the com-
mun ity.

It goes on to make a series of other points and
add-

Of the 163 000 hectares in the main Karri
belt, 75 000 hectares only are reserved for
timber production, the remainder is set aside

for national parks, conservation, reserves,
protection and scientific uses.

The remainder being used for timber pro-
duction is also available for recreation, con-
servation and protection forests because of
their immediate successful regeneration after
harvesting.

It continues-
The reduction in cut of 45 000 m3 per

annum of Karri, I5 000 M3 of Jarrah sawlogs
together with 48 000 m3 of Chiplogs will re-
sult in loss of timber markets with the follow-
ing measured effects.

It refers to direct employment loss as follows-
-Direct employment-172 employees

with gross payroll of $2 582 600.
Mr Brian Burke: You have not touched on the

question of dieback.
Mr BLAIKIE: I am coming to that.
Mr Brian Burke: At the end of your speech.

The most serious problem confronting the forests,
and you do not talk about it.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is early days.

Mr Brian Burke: That is what I am afraid of.
Mr Clarko: The only forest you have heard of is

"John".
Mr BLAIKIE: Has the Premier seen dieback?

Mr Brian Burke: I have seen examples of trees
affected by it.

Mr BLAIKIE: I do not intend to allow the
Premier to deflect me from the letter which says
the direct employment loss is 172 employees with
a gross payroll of S2.582 million.

Mr Brian Burke: Is it true you asked to be
transferred from forests?

Mr BLAMKE: The Premier can go on and on; I
have unlimited time. To continue with Mr Ray's
letter, I indicate that he points out that 172 em-
ployees will lose their jobs. This is rather
interesting because these figures are virtually di-
rectly in line with those given by the member for
Warren when he stormed out of the ALP confer-
ence in 1982.

M r Laurance: Now he sits there and smiles.
Mr BLAIKlE: The member for Warren said it

would be 300.
Mr Brian Burke: It is not similar if the figures

are 172 and 300. Put them together!

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Ray's letter points out that
as far as indirect employment is concerned, 14
local businesses will each lose S10 000 annually
and one haulier will lose 319 800 per annum in
revenue.
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Mr Brian Burke: What is his name?

Mr BLAIKE: The letter goes on-
Others not measured-multiplier effect

usually used is 2.5.
Revenue loss to Government

Payroll lam
Company tax

P.A.Y.E.
Royalty
Unemployment benefits
SEC.
Westrail

Total

129 133
Not

measured
5 16 534
759 570
626000O
288660

1018542

37338 439

Mr Brian Burke: How does this happen if there
is no reduction in the resource base?

Mr BLAMKE: The Premier should not be so
anxious: I am coming to that.

Mr Brian Burke: Answer the question; do not
beat around the bush.

Mr BLAMKE: It is not like the Premier to be
so anxious; he should wait.

Mr Brian Burke: I can hardly cope with the ex-
citement!

Mr BLAMKE: In addition, the loss to the in-
dustry on roads, logging gear, the value of mills
and towns, and the loss of gross sales amounts to
some $16 million. That is on a yearly basis.

Mr Brian Burke: That is the size of the deficit
you left us.

Mr Clarko: 1 would like you to get your act
together on that.

Mr BLAMKE: The Premier may laugh; it is a
cold, hard fact. If one projects that forward 20 or
30 years, one is talking about a lot of money. If
the Premier is so excited about the Ashton Joint
Venture, perhaps he will reverse the Shannon de-
cision and allow the Shannon to produce saw logs.

Mr Brian Burke: You closed 19 mills. The only
person you did not throw out of work was Bob
Bunning, and he owned them. You butchered the
forest and destroyed jobs.

Mr Laurance: Are you going to open up the 19
mills?

Mr Brian Burke: How can we? They are gone.

Mr Laurance: Then belt up!

Mr Brian Burke: They are. tourist resorts as a
result of your Government. People who have lost
fingers are serving as drink waiters.

Mr BLAIKIE: The figures I have quoted come
from the Chairman of the Forest Products Associ-
ation. I would like to table this document which
makes extremely interesting reading which should
be compulsory for all members of Parliament. It
is certainly quite accurate.

I put a question to the Premier in which I asked
what was the royalty value for timber which
would have been produced in the Shannon to the
year 2015. The Premier replied those involved
were calculating only For 1984-85 and projections
did not go beyond that period. For 1984, the fig-
ure was $954 000, and for 1985, it was
$ 1056 000. I t is easy to see tha t i n royalties alone
the State will be losing in excess of $30 million
over the next 30 years. If that were to be extended
to the value of saw log production, we could be
looking at a figure of $300 million over the next
30-year period being lost to the State.

Mr Brian Burke: We are guaranteeing the re-
source base to the industry. You are arguing in a
vacuum.

Mr BLAMKE: I am coming to that.

Mr Brian Burke: Why not do that without
making false claims.

Mr BLAIKIE:. I want to make sure the Premier
does not miss the other chapters of this story. He
prefers to skip the things he does not like.

Mr Brian Burke: Skip the things that are not
true.

Mr BLAMKE: The State could be looking at
an income loss of $300 million by the year 2020.
That is a big amount oF money, and it is certainly
important to the State. Another factor is that
there has been a loss of resources. It is all very
well for the Premier to say that the product will
be guaranteed by the Government and that it will
come from other sources.

Mr Brian Burke: We are not guaranteeing the
product.

Mr BLAMKE: The Government is guarantee-
ing the resource.

Mr Brian Burke: That is right. The product is
different. In some cases it is Catt furniture.

Mr BLAMKE: I think the makers of Catt
furniture should look to where they will get their
product because-

Mr Brian Burke: Under your Government, the
productivity of the forest declined and you were
selling high-grade jarrah for sleepers.

Mr Tonkin: You closed 19 mills.

Mr Brian Burke: We are making sure we get
maximum productivity from the forest.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member's speech
would come to an end much quicker if there were
fewer interjections.

Mr BLAMKE: I agree. I will direct my remarks
to you, Sir, because you have a far greater under--
stand ing of the problems of the timber industry.
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Mr Brian Burke: He has more patience. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition will put you into
gear. Come on, Bill!

Mr BLAlKiE: On 17 August, I asked the Min-
ister for Forests question 705 as Follows-

As the Government has indicated it
intends to guarantee saw and chip iog pro-
duction at existing levels with the withdrawal
of the Shannon River basin as a timber pro-duction area, how and from what source and
where does the Government intend 10 make
up this 24.57 per cent timber shortfall pre-
viously supplied by the Shannon area?

The Premier replied-
From the remainder of the hardwood for-

est and from the supplementary pine-planting
programme.

I assure the Premier that pines are softwood, but
hardwood comes from the Shannon River area.
Where is the 20 per cent of hardwood production
to come from now that the Government has
stopped the Shannon?

Mr Brian Burke: Is the point you are making
that you cannot get hardwood?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am making the point about the
available resources in the State forest areas.
There are no new forests.

Mr Brian Burke: I understand that.
Mr BLAIKIE: I give the Premier 10 out of 10

for that. It is a very high mark.
Mr Brian Burke: It is as high as you can get.
Mr BLAIKIE: There are no new State forests;

the Premier cannot manufacture them.

Mr Brian Burke: Right again!
Mr BLAIKIE: The only alternative is, andI

put the question: Is the Government going to cut
existing road reserves?

Mr Brian Burke: That has been answered.
Mr BLAIKIE: The answer the Premier gave

was-

Details of how and where the resource
from the Shannon River Basin is to be ire-
placed for the remaining period of Working
Plan 87 are nearing completion. The plans
will consider options from the areas in
question.

That is not an answer; that is a fob-off. The
Premier does not know where the timber will
come from; he has not a clue where to get it.
Future hardwood production is now a disaster
situation because of the Government's actions.

Mr Brian Burke: You closed 19 mills.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Government has to find 20
per cent of the hardwood production and it cannot
get it from just anywhere. The only place it can
be found is in existing reserves; for example, road
and stream areas. Alternatively, the Government
will order the Forests Department to cut its scien-
tific areas or to cut its Fire control areas. The
Government will not get the timber in any other
area. That is what the Australian Labor Party is
doing to the State forests.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: I chink you are barking up the
wrong tree.

Mr BLAIKIE: If I am, I will invite the Prem-
ier-

Mr Brian Burke: 1 will show you the logging
plans as soon as they are finished.

Mr BLAIKIE: That is rubbish. The Govern-
ment closed the Shannon in April and this is
October. The Premier does not know where he
will get the timber. What a magnificent Govern-
ment this has turned out to be! The Government
has implemented its policy and closed an area in
April, and it is still fiddling and seeking solutions
in October. Most responsible Governments would
go through the exercise first, find the resources,
and then act. Not this Government!

The Premier and the member for Warren know
the road reserves will have to be cut and that the
Government will order the millers to cut river and
stream reserves, and we know the millers will be
ordered to cut Fire control areas.

Mr Brian Burke: Rubbish!
Mr BLAIK BE: Where will the Government get

the timber?

Mr Brian Burke: The logging plans are being
drawn up. As soon as they are ready, I will give
you a transfer copy with an elephant stamp on it.

Mr Clarko: Don't get nasty.
Mr Brian Burke: I'm not. I'm trying to explain

when the logging plans will be ready.

Mr Clarko: Your interjections will be longer
than the speech.

Mr BLA]KIE: Where will the Government get
the timber? It has placed officers of the Forests
Department in a dilemma by making them carry
out Government policy against every forest man-
agement principle they have. They are Forced to
carry out policies that are completely and absol-
utely abhorrent to them.

Mr Jamieson: Explain how you supported the
Government that closed 19 mills?

Mr Laurance: I think you will Find that six of
them are in the working plan.
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Mr Brian Burke: Get your shadow Minister to
explain it.

Mr Laurance: I think he has explained it well
enough.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BLAIKIE: I do not intend to go again over

the summary and extracts of working plan 87. 1
certainly commend it to the member for
Welshpool, the Premier, and any other member to
read again, because in there is indicated the im-
portance of the Forests Department and its work-
ing techniques. I believe that answers the question
relating to the 19 mills closing down.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you support the closure of
those 19 mills?

Mr BLAIKiE: The Government is now de-
manding that its officers go out and find this re-
source. This is the whole key to the Government's
policy: Where will they find this resource? We
are told they will find the wood elsewhere. Will it
be from the road and stream reserves of the karri
forest which would be regarded by both visitors
and residents as a vital element of the landscape,
and which cannot be replaced? Therefore if the
Government intends to cut the road and stream
reserves that will be anathema to the department.

The other alternative to the Government-and
I am delighted to have my colleague the former
Minister for Forests to help me-is to concentrate
the cut elsewhere. That will mean overcutting.

Mr Laurance: What will that do to karri for-
ests?

Mr BLAIKIE: Or to any forest? This Premier
would not know. The Government has made the
decision; it has shot from the hip--

Mr Laurance: He is as thick as two short
planks.

Mr Clarko: When he took on this portfolio he
thought it referred to Forrest Place.

Mr BLAIKIE:. If the Government concentrates
the cut elsewhere it will overcut in those areas.

The Government has a third option, which is to
reduce the cut.

Mr Brian Burke: You left out the firebreaks.
Mr BLAIICIE: I have mentioned a concen-

trated cut elsewhere on road and stream reserves,
and I also include firebreaks in those.

The third option is for the Government to
reduce the cut; that option is the most sinister one
of all. Notwithstanding the Government has said
it will guarantee to the forest industry the re-
source base provided for under working plan 87, it
will not be very long before the Mulcahy com-
mittee comes to the Government to say that if it

concentrates the cut in that area serious ecologi-
cal damage will be done to the forest. If the
Government overcuts the road and stream re-
serves serious damage will be caused in that area.
The Government has set up the committee to ad-
vise it, bearing in mind the Government made a
decision six months ago. I believe the Mulcahy
committee will recommend that the Government
should reduce the cut and that is where the tim-
ber industry will be in serious trouble.

I remind members of the scenario that has been
established with regard to the Shannon River
basin. The Government made a policy decision in
early April to establish a 50 000 hectare national
park in the Shannon River basin. It advised the
people of Manjimup of its decision, and guaran-
teed them saw log production. The Government
also said it would plant pines in the area, and on
private property. In order to plant the pines on
private property it would be necessary for the
Government to relocate the pine planting pro-
gramme from the Donnybrook sunklands. I have
a personal electoral interest in this matter and I
will take the Premier on over this denigrating of
my area and the relocation of the pine planting
programme from the Donnybrook sunklands to
Manjimup.

Mr Brian Burke: How is that denigrating your
electorate?

Mr BLAIKIE: If the Government intends to
take 250 hectares away from the Donnybrook
sunklands the district will lose employment
opportunities.

Mr Brian Burke: You are saying that employ-
ment will go to the Manjirnup Shire?

Mr BLAlKIE: The Premier has answered my
question; he has said he will relocate 250 hec-
tares-

Mr Brian Burke: And where will the employ-
ment go?

Mr BLAIKIE: It will go to the Manjimup dis-
trict.

Mr Brian Burke: That is right. That is what we
want to happen; we want employment to go to the
Manjimup district.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Premier does not mind
taking employment from the Donnybrook
sunklands?

Mr Brian Burke: I did not say that: I said we
wanted employment to go to the Manjimup dis-
trict.

Mr BLAIKIE: How does the Premier expect to
have two bob each way and still win?
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Mr Brian Burke: We don't want two bob each
way. We want a pine planting programme in the
Manjimup Shire and you are saying it is possible.

Mr BLAIKIE: If the Premier takes 250 hie-
tares of pine planting away from the Donnybrook
sunklands the towns associated with that area will
be -disadvantaged. The loss of employment be-
comes very important to the people of that dis-
trict, as important as pine~ planting is to the
Manjimup Shire, because the Goverpment is
going to close down the Shannon River basin. Of
course it is important to the area, but do not rob
Peter to pay Paul.

Mr Brian Burke: If you make representations
to the Government we might continue both pro-
grammes provided you are good-hearted and sup-
portive..

Mr Court: What--continue planting in the
Donnybrook sunklands?

Mr Brian Burke: Yes, we will consider that, as
well as our other programme, but we don't want
you playing silly games the member tried to play
the other night, when he brought along all those
people who ended up agreeing with me.

Mr Court: What is the main reason for pulling
out of the Donnybrook sunklands?

Mr Brian Burke: We have a hesitation about
using hardwood forest to grow pines.

Mr BLAIKIE: More than a hesitation; it hap-
pens to be Labor Party policy that it should not
be done.

Mr Brian Burke: We will consider your rep-
resentation and if you work with us it may be
possible to provide employment in Manjimup and
your area. The Government cannot be fairer than
that.

Mr BLAIKIE: I think I would have to have a
further look at that.

Mr Brian Burke: You are playing Politics. You
don't care about the people in that district. I can-
not improve on that offer, can I?

Mr BLAIKIE: The pine planting programme
has been carried out in the Donnybrook sunklands
area for a number of years. It has been an import-
ant programme and an important development of
a softwood plantation in an area where the natu-
ral forest is virtually completely degenerated.' In
1979-80, some 2 439 hectares of land were
cleared in that area. In the following year, 2 672
hectares were cleared; in 1981-82, 2 324 hectares;
and, in 1982-83 1020 hectares.

In the last three years amounts of $700 000,
$800 000 and, again, $800 000 have been spent in
the Donnybrook sunklands area relating to clear-
ing. planting, pruning and thinning. Of the total

number of people employed last year, clearing ac-
counted for 30 people, planting 54 people, and
thinning and pruning 16 people. Although these
people would have been employed on a part-time
basis, the jobs were important to the economy of
the local towns.

I know the Government has its policy document
but at no time during the election did it say it
would re-examine the pine planting programme.
That is the point I made earlier in relation to the
Shannon River basin and I make it again in re-
lation to the northern forest jarrah park. The
Government did not tell the people it would create
100 000 hectares of park because that is its policy,
nor did it do that in regard to planting exotic
species in forested areas. That is a sad situation of
which the people are now becoming aware, and it
is very wrong.

It is an act of gross negligence on behalf of the
Government to reduce the pine planting pro-
gramme in the Donnybrook sunklands and
transpose it to Manjimup. If the Government
wants to make a commitment to Manjimup and
establish a programme there, so be it; but it
should 'leave the established programme at
Donnybrook, where it is, and get on with the job
of developing that. I have already commented on
the value of that programme to the local com-
munity which includes the multiplier effect on
schools and hospitals in the district. Let us con-
sider the towns of Busselton, Margaret River, and
Nannup. The employment opportunities which
will be lost there cannot be replaced at the flick of
a switch. It is wrong for the Government to turn
around and change direction because it has a
whim or a fancy.

Mr Brian Burke: Why don't you say that you
are fighting to stop the pine planting programme
in Manjimup? That is what you are trying to do.

Mr BLAIKIE: If the Premier will take his time
I will get to that. We have made progress but if
the Premier stops interrupting and trying to take
matters out of order and context, I will get there.

Mr Jamieson: H-ow many hectares do you have
to be planted in the sunklands?

Mr BLAIKI E: I think about 130 000 acres was
to be the full extent of plantation.

Mr Jamieson: How many are still to be cut?
Mr BLAIKIE: That was over a 30-year period.

Mr Jamieson: Then there is still plenty of time
to complete it.

Mr BLAIKIE: There is not plenty of time.
What the member for Welshpool needs to under-
stand is the amount of planning which has gone
into the mills to cater for the wood chip plant
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already located in Dardanup; these things do not
happen overnight. Whatever one does in the forest
industry is done for the future, for the next 20 or
30 years.

Mr Lauranc: It will take 50 years to pay for
this Government's actions.

Mr Brian Burke: That is how long we intend to
be in office.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: Is it true that the member for

Gascoyne asked to be shifted to tourism?
Mr Laurance: What, and still be with you?
Mr BLAIKIE: I now refer to the meeting

which took place in Manjimup and I am pleased
the Premier reminded me of that meeting; I would
not have liked to gloss over it.

Mr Brian Burke: You are like the War of the
Roses;, you never finish.

Mr BLAlKIE: The Premier attended a meeting
at Manjimup on Thursday night to explain his de-
partment's forest policy. He had a bad day down
there some time ago with Government employees.
I assure members last Thursday was not his best
of days. One of the locals asked the Premier why
his Government wanted to create a national park.
Instead of answering, the Premier replied by
asking the chairman of the conservation move-
ment, Bill Hore, to answer for him.

Mr Brian Burke: That was a stunner! Can you
repeat that? N one of them was listening.

Mr BLAIKIE: It went over like a lead balloon.
The Government has been completely confused

over its attitude in relation to the south-west area.
It has set up a series of committees which have
been investigating decisions that the Government
should have made previously;, we have the
Mulcahy Committee, the Manea Committee and
another committee which has been set up by the
Centre for Applied Business Research at the Uni-
versity of Western Australia to determine the
costs and benefits to all concerned in relation to
pine planting.

All these committees will report to the Govern-
ment in due course to advise it what to do in re-
lation to its pine planting programme in the
Manjimup area.

However, the Government made the decision
six months ago and now it is waiting for the
answers. What a way to run a Government! The
northern jarrah forest is an area which gives the
Opposition great concern. Only recently the
Government announced it would create a national
park in the northern jarrah forest and that park
would comprise 49 000 hectares. For the edifi-

cation of the member for Welshpool who always
says it is policy that counts anyway, the Govern-
ment's policy is to establish a national park in the
northern jarrah forest of not less than 100 000
hectares. Can we say that the area of 49 000 hec-
tares is simply the first instalment? -

Mr Jamieson: I would say so.

Mr BLAIKIE: If the member for Welshpool
believes that, this State will be in grave peril in
the future, because such a policy will affect the
timber mills of Yarloop, Collie, Dwellingup. and
Jarrahdale to name only a few. As a result, the
employment of 260 people will be affected. Suck
a policy will have an effect on the alumina and
bauxite industries and that concerns me.

I totally oppose the Government's decision to
proceed with a national park. It is wrong and im-
moral and when the ALP framed that policy it
did not consider the full effects it would have not
only on industry, but also on the people of the
State. I hope sincerely that the Government does
not proceed with that policy.

When one looks at the effects this policy will
have on the Worslcy, Wagerup, and Pinjarra proj-
ects and measures the costs involved in that
national park, one realises we are talking about a
loss of tens of millions of dollars.

The establishment of such a national park will
certainly have a Profound effect on discouraging
investment in Western Australia, because the
Government is changing the rules. Members will
recall the argument which occurred a few years
ago about the future of Perth water and the ef-
fects mining would have on its quality. We saw
demonstrations arid arguments and at that time
the Opposition was hostile to the plans of the Lib-
eral Government of the day for the development
of the State. One can remember the arguments,
debates, and onsite protests in relation to bauxite
mining and the arguments and debates about
wood chipping and clear feling to the extent that
a loading plant at Bunbury was blown up as a re-
sult of industrial sabotage.

One would have expected such arguments and
debates were all over and done with and we were
now entering another chapter in the development
of Western Australia. However, that is not the
case, because alt the people who were involved in
those actions a few years ago have now joined the
ALP and arc now setting about changing the
rules which will affect the wood chipping indus-
try, bauxite mining, and the supply of Perth
water. The ALP is changing the rules to ensure
those projects have a tough time and that is
grossly unfair.
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These matters are of grave concern to the forest
industries and forestry officers. After all, the for-
estry officers are under attack by this Govern-
ment. The Government does not have electoral
support for what it is doing. Indeed, it does not
have scientific support or the support of the
labour workforce. One has only to read an article
which appeared in The West Australian of 2 June
to see the shire council's position. Under the head-
line, "Council Rejects Forest Plan" the following
statement appears-

The Manjimup Shire Council opposes the
WA Government's decision to convert the
Shannon River basin into a national park.

In another article in The West Australian of 13
May under the heading "Shannon becomes a war
of words" the following comments are made-

THE WA division of the Australian
Institute of Foresters has warned that if the
Shannon River national park goes ahead it
will put karri in existing reserves at risk.

The institute's chairman, Mr Don
Spriggins, said yesterday that apart from the
Shannon basin, the only additional timber re-
sources were those in existing reserves.

The article continued-
If these important areas remain protected

from cutting, the inevitable consequences of
maintaining the resource base for the timber
industry will be excessive cutting of the re-
maining karri forest.

This will maintain the industry for a time
but the supply will run out in 40 years.

The forest technocrats of the industry are opposed
to the Government. I turn now to an article which
appeared in The West Australian of 4 October
1983, which relates to comments made by the sec-
retary of the south-west division of the Timber In-
dustry Industrial Union of Workers (Mr Kevin
Caimanos) in an article headed "Forest plan
threatened". It reads, in part, as follows-

FOREST planning in WA was being
changed to accommodate pressure groups
using the political process to achieve particu-
lar ends, the secretary of the South-West div-
ision of the Timber Workers' Union, Mr
Kevin Caimanos, said yesterday.

He said that the union, which rejected the
extreme positions of total protection and
total exploitation, was deeply worried at this
development.

The article continued-
"The infiltration of the Australian Labor

Party by elements from conservation groups,
combining with existing left wing elements,

brought about such far-reaching changes as
the declaration of the Shannon national park
and the introduction of a large-scale pine-
planting programme in the Manjimup area,"
he said.

He warned that continued threats of press-
ure from the more extreme members of pol-
itical and environmental groups could lead to
further alienation of production forest areas.

Surely to goodness the Government and members
must be aware that-

Mr Jamieson: Mr Caimanos has a very good
philosophy; that is, if it grows, chop it down, and
if it moves, shoot it! He has always believed in
that.

Mr BLAIKIE: I shall come back to Mr Kevin
Caimanos. I can quote comments like this which
have been made by hundreds of these people, if
the member likes. Does the member believe that
the Chairman of the Institute of Foresters of Aus-
tralia (Mr Don Spriggins) has the attitude of, "if
it grows, chop it dawn!"

Mr Jamieson: I don't think so.
Mr BLAlKIE: lust because Mr Kevin Cai-

manos has ruffled the feathers of the member for
Welshpool at an ALP conference, it is wrong for
the member to denigrate him here. He has a
responsibility to those who elected him and Mr
Caimanos is expressing a point of view on the
Shannon basin which is contrary to that of the
Australian Labor Party's stated policy.

Mr Jamieson: He certainly does not represent
the interests of conservationists.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have quoted the comments
made by a wide-ranging group of people and I
turn now to an editorial which appeared in The
West Australian of 4 April last. After I have
referred to this editorial, perhaps the member for
Welshpool might wish to make similar comments
about the editor of The West Australian. The edi-
torial was headed "Trees and jobs" and reads, in
part, as follows-

In the continuing wrangle over the
Shannon River basin the Parliamentary
Labor Party is walking an awkward political
path. It is, on one hand, committed to a party
conference decision to establish a 500 sq km
national park in the basin, but it is also
pledged to preserve jobs in the ailing timber
industry in the region.

In the current economic climate it is hard
to believe that environmental idealism could
triumph over pragmatism. For that reason
the conservationists who held a Shannon
karri festival over Easter to celebrate the pro-
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posed park would be unwise to hold their
breath in expectation of the park's sudden es-
tablishment.

It goes on to say-
Though the Government attracted a big

numbcr of votes in the South-West in the
State election, enabling it to win the seats of
Bunbury and Mitchell from the Liberals and
retain the seat of Warren, it would be foolish
to alienate those voters-or jeopardise the
State's economy-by taking a decision that
could have far-reaching economic conse-
quences for the area.

The final paragraph represents the nub of my ar-
gument-

The proposal for a vast national park in
the Shannon basin has never been a convinc-
ing one. Big areas of the basin are virtually
worthless, from an aesthetic or a commercial
point of view, and there are restrictions on
logging already in place for some parts of the
forest. A 500 sq kmn park is not necessary and
would represent an overreaction to environ-
mental issues. No one would like to see the
Shannon reduced to a wasteland by indis-
criminate felling, but that is not in prospect
and controlled harvesting of the karri forest
will contribute to the continued well-being of
those whose livelihoods depend on the timber
industry.

That editorial was written about the Shannon
River karri forest and now the Government
intends to establish a national park in the north-
ern jarrah forest also.

The State will have to face a number of prob-
lems as a result of the Government's actions. The
Government will not guarantee the resources and
its actions will create a fire hazard for the State
and forest areas. Indeed, it could create another
Ash Wednesday situation. If the Government cuts
into the stream reserves there will be a danger of
salinity. If it cuts into the road reserves, the State
Forest's aesthetic quality will be lost.

As a result of the Government's action 1.35
million cubic metres of timber will be lost to the
State, and that represents an income to the State
in excess of $300 million.

As far as the Donnybrook sunklands are con-
cerned, once the Government moves the pine
planting programme to the Manjimup area there
will be a diminution of clearing as a result of
which the existing mills in the Busselton, Nannup,
and Margaret River areas will experience a loss of
salvage timber. That is a further problem which
will cause mills to close down and that is outside
the working plan of the Forests Department.

The Government has acted irresponsibly in all
regards. It has a responsibility to acknowledge the
work that has been done by the foresters of this
State and it should at least reject the policies it
has adopted and establish a sensible and reasoned
plan for the future of our State forests.

I shall now read a statement to the House
which was made by Hutchins in 1916. He said-

There is a popular idea that to work a for-
est is to destroy it. The man in the street sees
the forest as a thing of beauty and he sees a
section of the forest which is in the course of
working, temporarily bereft of its beauty; so
he jumps to the conclusion that to work the
forest is to destroy it!

Where there is no scientific forestry, work-
ing the forest tends to destroy it, but that is
the result, not of use, but of abuse.

I commend the motion to the House.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [9.28 p.m.]: I

second the motion and it has my wholehearted
support. I compliment the member for Vasse for
bringing this important matter before the State
Parliament. It is an appropriate matter to be aired
here. Even though we have seen flippancy on the
part of the Premier and the Minister for
Agriculture, I remind them it will not be long be-
fore we are looking back on this night and
comparing the sorts Of forest policies which we
left this Government to take over with what is
happening in this State within a year Or two.

Some members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: I shall come to that to the

eternal shame of the Premier.
In just a few short months we have seen the for-

estry policies of this State devastated. The
Government will leave a black mark on the forests
of this State for something like 60 years. The
Government can introduce these policies quickly
but it will take a long time to set the forestry poli-
cies to rights again. The Government can make
up policies quickly but it will take a long time for
a responsible Government to get the forestry poli-
cies back into line.

I compliment the member for Vasse on the de-
tailed way in which he has brought this important
matter before the Parliament. The current contro-
versy which surrounds the Shannon basin com-
menced in 1974. The Conservation through Re-
serves Committee report recommended that the
Shannon basin, or a significant part of it, be set
aside for logging. However, a review committee
reporting to the Environmental Protection Auth-
ority subsequently recommended a series of bio-
logical reserve areas spread across the length and
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breadth of the karri forest, rather than in one
amalgamated area in the Shannon.

That was the decision made by the Government
and the people of this State at that time. These
proposals to have several management priority
areas right across the karri forest were accepted
by the Environmental Protection Authority, and
have since been incorporated in the Forests De-
partment multiple use management plan. The
karri forest in WA is not a single unit ecosystem,
but varies throughout its range. The selection of
any single contiguous area cannot be considered
as representative of the whole from an ecological
viewpoint, and that is why it has been decided not
to reserve the Shannon basin in its entirety.

Under the multiple use policy no less than 33
per cent of the karri forest is already set aside
from logging, either as national parks, manage-
ment priority areas for fauna, flora and
landscape, or for road and stream reserves. Of
that 33 per cent of the forest set aside, 25 per cent
occurs within State forest, and 8 per cent in
national parks. In the Shannon basin as of this
day about 40 per cent of the area is excluded from
logging. The multiple use management policy, as
has been rightly pointed out by my colleague, the
member for Vasse, is a most appropriate form of
forest management, which has been supported by
successive State Governments, and is enshrined in
the working plans of the Forests Department. I
remind members that these plans are approved by
both Houses of this Parliament to indicate that
the whole idea of management priority areas and
of management use policies is to set aside sections
of the forest for various reasons. It divides the for-
est into these management priority areas for such
things as flora, fauna and the landscape where
logging does not take place.

These areas are set aside to maintain our for-
estry industry, and the areas are divided into
hardwood and softwood production areas, water
production areas, which is obviously another good
use of our forest, and for various forms of catch-
ment protection, science, education, recreation,
public use, or mining. That is a balanced ap-
proach, one that is the envy of many parts of the
world.

The Environmental Protection Authority
agreed in late 1975 or early 1976 to review the
position after five years, and during the period
from 1976 to 1981 the Conservator of Forests
agreed that not more than nine per cent of the
Shannon basin would be cut. It was an interim
period before the policy was again reviewed. As it
turned out, less than or approximately five per
cent of the Shannon basin was cut over in that
five year period. The review came up in 1981 and

the results were available to the Government in
1982.

Mr Speaker, as you would be aware, the review
came to me as the Minister for Conservation and
the Environment. I held also the portfolio of for-
ests. Some people might say that there was a con-
flict of interest in my holding those two portfolios,
but there was no conflict, mainly because of the
tremendous professionalism shown by the depart-
ments involved, and particularly the heads of
those departments. They advised me indepen-
dently and in a fair and reasonable manner.

Out of that 1981-82 review, the EPA
investigated the matter, and the Forests Depart-
ment put forward its particular ideas on the
future management of the Shannon basin. The
public were invited to make submissions and more
than 500 members of the public accepted that
offer.

I was in a position where there was consider-
able disharmony between the professional for-
esters and the public of this State, particularly the
conservation movement. I decided, and the Cabi-
net and Government of last year supported me, to
bring in an independent expert from outside the
State.

We looked right around Australia for a suitable
person to appoint as a consultant to the EPA. We
decided on Dr Peter Attiwill, a reader in botany
at the University of Melbourne. He is an expert in
this field, with a tremendous amount of experi-
ence in forest management and policies. We felt
that, being a Victorian-someone obviously from
outside Western Australia-he would be able to
come in and provide an independent viewpoint.
He did that, and most of his recommendations
were embodied in the EPA report, which came
forward with seven recommendations. The pre-
vious Government last year accepted six of those
recommendations, and decided to have a further
consideration of the seventh. Virtually we ac-
cepted those recommendations in their entirety.

Dr Attiwill and the EPA did not recommend
that the Shannon be set aside as a national park.
In fact, they said we should rehabilitate the badly
fire-damaged areas of the Shannon basin, and
then perhaps consider them for reservation some
10 or 20 years into the future. The EPA rec-
ommended we go ahead with the recommen-
dations to extend the south coast national park. I
know that recommendation was near and dear to
my colleague in another place, the Hon. A. A.
Lewis, who chaired the Select Committee into
national parks in this State. The committee
strongly recommended the extension of the south
coast national park, which extension would take
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in a considerable amount of the Shannon basin,
but not all of the basin, because to do so would be
irresponsible.

I will quote from Dr Attiwill's report, because
he was an independent expert. Apart from his
sensible recommendations, particularly the rec-
ommendation that we do not set aside the
Shannon basin as a national park, he had this to
say-

..the Forests Department is outstanding
among the forest services of Australia in
terms of its detailed development of working
plans, of detail of resource inventory, and of
long-term prescriptions for management. in
particular, the concept of multiple use is
brought to a practical and documented re-
ality through the development (and publi-
cation) of the system of Management Pri-
ority areas.

That is the highest praise and recommendation
for the Forests Department of this State. I shared
that praise of the Forests Department when I was
Minister for Forests. It is a magnificent unit, and
the people involved are highly motivated and in-
deed highly professional.

I will give an example of the outstanding record
of the men and women involved with that depart-
ment. To find an example of how good our For-
ests Department is, we need only to consider its
safety record. It has a record of safety second to
none of any Government or commercial organis-
ation around Australia involved in forestry. In-
deed, people from our department have gone to
other States to try to get those States to adopt the
safety policies we have in our forest management
so that lives can be saved in those other States.

I take issue with this Government on how good
our Forests Department is now. We have the atti-
tudes of Mr Bartholomnaeus and others, who hap-
pen to have a strong voice in the ALP on environ-
mental issues. He is chairman of that party'Is in-
dustrial policy committee, but I do not know how
he can hold both positions. The ALP has accepted
his wishes, and in doing so has prostituted the
Forests Department of this State, and that will be
on the heads of members apposite forever. It will
be difficult to restore the confidence and pro-
fessionalism in that department which existed -at
the time the ALP came into Government.

One of the things the Government has done is
to remove the head of the Forests Department.
He was the longest serving of any Conservator of
Forests in Australia, and a person for whom I
have tremendous regard.

Mr Court: They haven't even replaced him.

Mr LAURANCE: He was booted upstairs to
get him out of the way.

Mr Brian Burke: Oh, rubbish!
Mr LAURANCE: The Government has not re-

placed him, and does not intend to. Even in the
Budget brought down by the Treasurer a few days
ago, it is not shown that a new conservator will be
appointed, or even an acting conservator. The re-
sult will be that very quickly all of the staff of the
Forests Department will be demoralised. That will
be a disheartening change. It is sickening to see
that happen to a bunch of people I knew so well,
and for whom I have great admiration. All this
has happened in a short time.

The Government has thrown the department's
working plans completely out of the window. I
agree with the member for Vasse when he says
that we cannot take a great lump out of the karri
forest of this State and still have management pri-
ority areas set aside. Either the management pri-
ority areas will go or the industry will be devas-
tated. The member for Warren knows that. Either
the management areas or the industry must be
sacrificed.

I refer now to the 19 mills to which the Premier
referred. We have in our forestry policy what is
termed an "allowable cut". It has been the policy
of the department for many years, and a policy of'
successive Governments, to reduce the allowable
hardwood cut, and for very good reason. We must
reduce it until we reach the long-term sustainable
yield level, and anyone who takes a responsible
view of forest management realises we must come
to that level. That is what our forests policy is all
about.

We have cut back on the allowable hardwood
cut, and that action was supported by the ALP
when we were in Government, and it is still sup-
ported by this Government. However, it agreed to
the closure of those mills. The Premier knows
that, but he wants to keep ranting and raving. I
know he is a little irritable tonight, but he will not
come out and say that he did not agree to the
closure of those mills. We acknowledge that not
only did we close those mills, but also we are
proud of that decision. The closures were part of
the long-term policy of forestry management in
this State, and that policy is in the working plans
adopted by the Parliament. This policy was ac-
cepted after negotiation with the industry, and is
in accord with the view of the industry. Let the
Premier trumpet about 19 mills from now on. His
argument is hollow and has nothing to do with
what will be done to the forestry industry of this
State by closing down the Shannon basin. Let us
forget about those 19 mills.

3437



3438 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr Brian Burke: You would like to-
Mr LAURANCE: I have the interests of this

State in mind. Let the Premier come out and say
t0 the south-west forest defence foundation that
he will open up the 19 mills. Is that why he criti-
cised us for closing them? He is a totally
irresponsible Premier; he has been flippant about
this matter. We have heard about the 200 people
thrown out of work, but the Premier laughs and
the member for Warren grins. The member for
Warren nearly had the guts to resign over the
Shannon basin issue, but he crawled back into the
ALP and sold out the people of his area. Thai is
what he did.

Mr Brian Burke: You closed more mills than
any other Minister in the history of this State.

Mr LAURANCE: We are proud of what we
did, and members opposite agreed with us.

Mr Evans: Are you proud about doing nothing
after you closed those mills?

Mr LAURANCE: I will make one more point:
Those mills were closed with the agreement of the
ALP and in the best interests of the State. Some-
thing else happened: The people who were put out
of work were started in another industry reluc-
tantly supported by members opposite. We started
the wood chip industry and provided jobs for
those people.

Mr Evans: You did not start the wood chip in-
dustry.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, we did.
Mr Evans: It was set off in our time.
Mr LAURANCE: No, it was not.
Mr Evans: We got the environment manage-

ment plans approved.
Mr LAURANCE: Premier John Tonkin

officially opened the wood chip plant,' but the
member knows it was arranged well before that
opening by our Government.

Mr Brian Burke: You are very embarrassed
about what you did.

Mr LAURANCE: I am glad members opposite
give that wood chip industry their wholehearted
support.

Mr Evans: Who do you think got the environ-
mental side signed up? It was Ron Davies and
myself who did that.

Mr LAURANCE: I am glad those members
did, and I congratulate them. However, members
should not forget that this was done at the same
time the mills were closed. Can the member tell
us of new industries his Government will com-
mence in the forestry areas to provide jobs for
those 172 men who will be thrown out of work?

Mr Evans: We will do something about that.
Mr LAURANCE: The hardwood cut was

being reduced, and was replaced with softwood
planting. That is a sensible long-term manage-
ment policy.

It will not be replaced by the ALP's suddenly
closing down the Shannon River and then saying
to the people at Manjimup that the Government
will buy a lot of farmland and start planting
pines. It might do that, but it will not replace the
hardwood resource. The Government can deal
with this problem in one of two ways: It can start
cutting into management priority areas that are
already locked up and not available for logging, or
it can devastate the industry.

The Premier has been way off beam in criticis-
ing particular members and others about the clos-
ure of these mills. This was done by negotiation
and in the best interests of the State.

Before taking the action it proposes, the
Government did not see it to come before the
Parliament with the policy, but no doubt it will
overrule the Forests Department and its manage-
ment working plan and the EPA. I believe this
has thrown Government agencies and private in-
dustry into confusion and chaos.

People in this State do not have to look too far
to know that what we are saying is true. We only
have to look at the other Labor States in Aus-
tralia and their forest industries-they are in a
chaotic position.

Last year when I was Minister for Forests, I
had the opportunity to meet with the forestry
heads from other States and the Commonwealth.
These people were in despair and did not know
which way to turn because their whole forest pol-
icy was thrown out the window. They pleaded
with us to try to get their Governments to accept
the sound responsible policies we had in this
State. I am referring to the period nine to 12
months past. We are going down the same chute
as have the other Labor States.

In New South Wales and Victoria, extreme
conservation groups have reduced the coop-sized
forests to a point where they are unmanageable
and it has meant that the fire control in their for-
ests is ineffective. That was not the case with the
Victorian and South Australian bushfires re-
cently, but the point I am making is that, in the
future, the forests departments will not be able to
guarantee fire safety in those two States because
of the interference of people who do not know
how to manage forests. We are going down the
same track. Let people in Western Australia
understand and know about it because it could
happen here.
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It was not only the Liberals in those States who
did not like what was happening to their forests.
Perhaps 1 should recount a story to illustrate my
point. Mr Barry Unsworth is the head of the
Trades and Labor Council in New South Wales
and is a person who commands a lot of respect
from all sorts of people in the political spectrum.
Mr Barry Unsworth went to see the Premier (Mr
Neville Wran) last year when Mr Wran suddenly
cut across all his State's forest policies so that the
forest areas were no longer available to the forest
industry.

Apparently Mr Unsworth had some strong
words with the Premier and the Labor movement
came back with the comment Mr Unsworth made
to the Premier of New South Wales, when he ac-
cused him of being rolled by the Volvo set. I had
to ask the person who told me this story-the
head of the forests department-what was Meant
by the "Volvo set". He said it was very trendy in
New South Wales to drive a Volvo and the Prem-
ier's wife, Jill Wran, drives a Volvo. Mr Wran
was rolled by the Volvo set; he gave into his wife
and others when he cut across all the forest man-
agement policy and caused chaos and confusion to
the industry.

Mr Blaikie: He has not finished yet.

Mr LAURANCE: No, he has not. Within six
months of this Government's coming to office, we
asked the Government to look at the forest poli-
cies and to get behind the professional foresters. I
was proud of the policy and of the foresters, but
the Government threw the policy out the window.
We are going down the chute. The Government
has sold out to the extremists in this State and I
am sorry for the industry, the State, and the
people who will he dislocated and unemployed as
a result of the measures effected by this Govern-
menit with its sell-out to the extremists.

For that reason, we should look at the carefully
worded motion before the Parliament, which
outlines the position to the people of this State
and which has my wholehearted support.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) 19.50
p.m.]; I do not think that I have heard a worse ex-
position of any point of view expressed in this
House in 10 years than that which was the result
of the efforts by the member for Vasse,

Mr Laurance: Spot on, and you know it!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: When we distill all those

comments the member for Vasse had to say
tonight, they really resolve themselves down to
about three points: The first is the discomfort that
the Opposition feels at the way in which this
Government has been able to take conflicting
points of view about a very difficult prob-

1cm-that is, the land resource management, par-
ticularly in the south-west-and reach some
intelligent compromise between the parties. The
second major bone of contention-

Mr Laurance: It is a sell-out.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have no doubt the

member for Gascoyne feels a little peeved at the
successes that we have had in reaching an
intelligent compromise between conflicting points
of view because that is something the member for
Gascoyne was never able to achieve.

The reason that the member for Gascoyne was
never able to achieve intelligent compromise in
the face of a difficult problem was that the past
Liberal Government, for its political advantage,
traded on conflict, not just in this important area,
but also in the areas of industrial relations and so
many others where it saw political advantage to
be pursued by the promise of conflict.

I want to make it perfectly clear that we do not
intend to follow the same course. It has been
clearly the case during the eight months this
Government has been in office that conflict or
confrontation is not our preferred option. It is true
that our political advantage does not lie in the
pursuit of confrontation. I can understand that,
having pursued that policy in so many areas, the
Member for Gascoyne should be so anguished to
see that it is possible, in areas of great difficulty
related to land management, to achieve some sen-
sible and intelligent compromise.

It is not possible to make everybody perfectly
happy on all sides of every argument. That is be-
yond any member in this Chamber and beyond
any Government I have seen in office in this
State. However, the case is that it is not necessary
to pursue confroniation as single-mindedly as did
the last Government for the purposes of its own
political advantage.

I do not'know how many times it has to be
rammed home to the Opposition that the reason it
did not get support from the electorate is that the
emotion and spirit of its arguments were founded
so securely in the late 1970s which bear no re-
lation whatsoever to the 1980s when people are
sick and tired of the sort of conflict that the Lib-
eral Party pursued SO Mercilessly. That is the
reason the Minister for Transport, as he was then,
was returned by only a handful of votes at the last
election.

People are sick and xired of the way in which
the Opposition in this State pursues confrontation
for no purpose apart from what it per-
ceives-wrongly now-to be to its own political
advantage. It is time that, for the sake of the
people in this State, and for its own political per-
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sistence, the Opposition managed to grasp the
truth of those comments.

The member for Vasse, in his contri-
bution-leaving aside the question of the Shannon
River-failed to attend to the most significant of
the Government's initiatives in respect of its forest
policy and that was its pine-planting programme.
That programme slots into the total programme
in the following way: It is true that, as a result of
the decision of this Government, the Shannon
River basin is to be excluded from the resource of
the timber industry. We do not apologise for that
because that is a conscious decision of the
Government. It is a decision about which there is
not just some political controversy, but as the
member for Vasse said, about which there is
scientific controversy.

It was the case initially that the Conservation
through Reserves Committee recommendation in
the mid-1970s was for the exclusion of the
Shannon River basin as a reserve from the re-
source base of the industry. So let us not say
about the Shannon River basin that there is no
scientific disagreement as to the desirability of its
reservation because that Conservation through
Reserves Committee was appointed by the Liberal
Government. It was a result of that Liberal
Government appointed committee's recommen-
dations that the Shannon was first highlighted as
an area that should be subject to reservation.

It is true we have decided to reserve the
Shannon River basin and we do not apologise for
that decision because we think it is the right one.
The Opposition thinks it is the wrong decision,
but I will not advance very far from that except to
say that the Government maintains it is right. We
acknowledge that the exclusion of the Shannon
River basin will cause the recasting of logging
plans in respect of working plan No. 87 of the
Forests Department if we are to keep our word
that the resource base of the timber industry will
be maintained.

Moving on from all the comments made by the
member for Vasse-about reservation of the
Shannon, and all the extremes in which he traded
when he spoke of the loss of jobs and his personal
denigration of the member for Warren, one of the
better members in this Chamber, and the ways in
which he attempted to alarm the community-I
come to one outstanding feature in his contri-
bution; that is, the lavish praise he levelled at the
Forests Department and professional foresters.

Everyone heard him do that. He must have
done it for two hours of his eight-hour speech.
After heaping all that praise upon the Forests De-
partment, the member then attacked the Forests

Department and said that its advice to the present
Government is faulty because it had said it would
be possible to recast the logging plans to ensure
there is no problem in providing the guaranteed
resource base to the current working plan of the
timber industry.

The member for Vasse cannot have it both
ways. Either he believes these professional
officers, in whom the Government has the
greatest confidence, are experts in their Field and
are capable of making enlightened and proper de-
cisions, as he says on the one hand they are, or
they are, on the other hand, the charlatans that he
implies when he says that their advice to the pres-
ent Government cannot be correct.

What we say is that, accepting the advice of the
professional foresters within the Forests Depart-
ment and accepting that the exclusion of the
Shannon River basin will require a change in the
logging plans under which the working plan is
being followed, and having accepted that advice,
we say that if they tell us they can alter the log-
ging plans, we believe them, and the department,
surprising as it may seem to the member for
Vasse, has told us that is the case. So let us not
worry about the way in which the member for
Vasse and some of his colleagues have deliber-
ately set about attempting to create job insecurity
in the south-west, and all for political opportunist
reasons.

Mr Clarko: Something you would never do, of
course!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Whether I would ever do
that is beyond the question. Whether the member
for Vasse is doing it is beyond doubt. The member
for Vasse has deliberately set out to alarm and
disconcert communities of people in the south-
west for no reason apart from his pursuit of politi-
cal advantage. I have explained to the House that
we have excluded the Shannon River basin from
the timber industry, and I accept that there is
considerable controversy about that decision. We
happen to believe we have made the right de-
cision. We accept the exclusion of that reserve
will cause a recasting of logging claims for the
timber industry. We diverge from the member for
Vasse who, after his fulsome praise for pro-
fessional foresters then talks of their integrity
when it comes to decisions on which they give ad-
vice to the Government. He cannot have it both
ways. He cannot praise the foresters on the one
hand for this advice when it suits him and attack
their credibility when the advice does not happen
to suit his ends.

An Opposition member: How many foresters
accept your decision on the Shannon?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not even know how
many foresters are in the State, let alone how
many of them support the Government's decision
on the Shannon. That is irrelevant. I would not
have any idea how many foresters, environmental
scientists, or mill hands-

Mr Clarko: We can always tell when you are
telling an untruth; your lips move.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The unexpurgated ver-
sion of the Battle of the Bulge may come out, but
the truth is that the member cannot denigrate
people after praising them, simply because their
advice does not suit. That is what the member for
Vasse chooses to do.

Mr Blaikie: You are quite dishonest in your ig-
norance.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Accepting my ignorance
in not knowing how many foresters agree with the
decision as far as the Shannon River basin is con-
cerned-I do not know the answer to that-I do
not know that it is relevant. If it is, members may
judge my ignorance according to their own lights.
What I can say is that, having progressed from
the exclusion of the Shannon-

Mr Blaikie: The West Australian does not
agree with you.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -through to the
changed logging plans which are necessary to pro-
vide the resources, and the acceptance of the ad-
vice of the foresters, the next important matter to
which we should turn is the guarantee of the long-
term base to the industry, realising it will not be
till the year 2015 that we need to contend with
the decline in the resource base.

Mr Blaikie: That is exactly where you are
wrong. You are destroying the State's resources.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What we have proposed
is the most thorough, comprehensive-

Mr Blaikie: Disastrous.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -and enlightened pine

planting programme that this State has ever seen.
I do not know whether the member for Vasse i .s
prepared now to state clearly what by implication
appears to be his position, and that is that he op-
poses-

Mr Blaikie: I would be delighted to state it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -the State's pine-

planting programme.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Just let me say we have

moved through the stage of the closure of the
Shannon-

Several members interjected.
A Government member: Shut up!

An Opposition member: I wish be would too.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is estimated by the de-
partment that 250 hectares of land will need to be
planted with pine to compensate for the hardwood
lost as a result of the closure of the Shannon.
What we have proposed and what we have pro-
vided funds for in the Budget is the planting of
pine on 500 hectares per year. That is what we
intend to do. This is where the real rub comes in
with the member for Vasse. Although I do not
think he realises it, he started to complain that his
real worry was with his own electorate, the elec-
torate of Vasse.

Mr Blaikie: And that of the electorate of War-
ren.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The electorate of Vasse
would be the one which would suffer. That bears
no resemblance to what was proposed at the meet-
ing in Manjimup on Thursday. On Thursday the
member for Vasse was only concerned about
Manjimup and providing jobs there. When we ex-
plained a planting programme of 500 hectares a
year would provide, in addition to the replace-
ment of the timber in the longer term for the ex-
clusion of the Shannon River basin, enough re-
source for one major mill, the member for Vasse
tended to discount the notion. The member for
Vasse tended to say that perhaps the pine planting
Proposal was not too good.

Mr Blaikie: You know, that is absolute rubbish.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hope that the member

for Vasse is tonight signalling a change in his atti-
tude, and I hope he is saying to the shire that he
supports the pine planting programme. I do not
know how often we have given the member for
Vasse the opportunity to say to the people of
Manjimup that he supports the pine planting pro-
gramine.

Mr Blaikie: I support you reversing your
Shannon River decision, which you should do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Leaving the Shannon
River aside, because we will never come to a
meeting of minds on that, the member for Vasse
simply disagrees with our policy.

Mr Blaikie: Not only that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Whatever the member

does, he does not Seem to agree. Given that, all I
want from the member for Vasse is this: Does he
support a pine planting programme which will
provide a replacement resource to establish one
major mill?

Mr Clarko: If you raise your voice a little more
the people in Manjimup will be able to hear you.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is like drawing teeth.
Every time the member for Vasse is asked a
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question, the member for Karrinyup answers.
Does he support the proposal or not?

Mr Clarko: You have said it seven times.
Mr Blaikie: I find difficulty in knowing what

proposal you are putting forward.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It really tries our

patience. It is 10.07 p.m. After listening to this
kind of thing for about three hours-

Mr Clarko: Your lips are moving again.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Ask a simple question

which my 14-year-old son could answer and the
member does not understand the question. It is
important for us to be able to demonstrate to the
people of Manjimup exactly where the Opposition
stands. Leaving the Shannon River aside-

Mr Blaikie: I cannot, it is important.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us say that the

Shannon River basin had not been excluded; let
us say it is still in the area from which the re-
source base in the industry could be drawn; would
the member leave that aside and tell the House
what he thinks about the pine planting pro-
gramme?

Mr Blaikie: On what land are you going to
plant pine?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will answer that in a
moment. Let us just see-

Mr Blaikie: The Shannon still remains?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes. Assuming the

Shannon still remains-
Mr Blaikie: Assuming the Shannon still re-

mains, I have no qualms about pine being planted
on a trial basis to see how it develops in the
Manjimup area, which you have not done.

Mr Evans: They are growing now.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: They are still under way.

We are talking about planting 500 hectares of
pine a year.

Mr Blaikie: I am talking about retaining the
Shannon basin.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The honourable member
has been talking for ages about that. Leave that
aside and tell us about the pine planting pro-
gramme. Why does the honourable member not
want to stand up? Because he only cares about his
electorate. The people of Manjimup and
Donnybrook can go hang. What we shall do is en-
sure that something the previous Government
always refused to do is accomplished; that is, a
thorough and comprehensive pine planting pro-
gramme which will result in the replenishment of
the resources excluded as a result of the Shannon
River decision and the provision of an extra re-
source with the establishment of one major mill.

The previous Government closed 19 mills-that is
a proud record.

An Opposition member: And you supported it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Bruce Beggs, who was

the Conservator of Forests at the time, in a paper
delivered in Bunbury in 1981, said that, as a
consequence of the previous Government's policy,
which was to refuse permission to plant pines on
private farming land-

Mr Blaikie: He suggested it should be-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Beggs, who has been

praised by everybody, quite rightly, had this to
say-

In the absence of new incentives a
downturn in log supply in the deep south will
result in a net migration of both people and
industry into the emerging pine centres and
will disfavour development in the Manjimup
area. To reduce any adverse impact in the
Manjimup area, an obvious option is to
switch part of the current pine establishment
programme into that area.

I might also say that those people who claim, as
the member for Gascoyne did, that Mr Beggs has
been kicked sideways are ignoring the fact that,
as a result of his appointment by a Labor Govern-
ment, Mr Beggs is the senior public servant in this
State.

Mr Clarko: We have had to put another $0.5
million into the operation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As the director general
of the department, Mr Beggs is the senior public
servant in this State. I might say he does an excel-
lent job and he takes a very keen interest in for-
estry matters. As he said in the paper, the pre-
vious Government's decision, to refuse to allow
the Forests Department to plant on private land
was wrong. I agree it was wrong and we are going
to do something about it.

An Opposition member: You might.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: These are the plans we
are investigating in order to determine where we
can establish the pine planting programme and on
what property. There are significant areas of
Crown land, and even land within State forests
which do not carry hardwood forest. Some of this
land has been subdivided already for agricultural
purposes, but it has not yet been alienated. It is
suitable for agricultural purposes, and the Forests
Department is now investigating whether this
land which is not suitable for forest production
can be leased for agricultural purposes. It might
be less suitable for agricultural purposes but ap-
propriate for growing pines and it might be re-
leased for that purpose.
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An Opposition member: How much land is
that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the first avenue
we must explore. The second is the option of pur-
chasing on the open market agricultural land
which farmers want to sell on the basis that it can
be used for the pine planting programme. Is there
anything wrong with that? If somebody wants to
sell his property-

Mr Court: He does not have the right-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What is the member-a

creeping socialist? He does not want people to sell
their property.

Mr Court: You are simply turning it from an
agricultural use to a forestry use.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If people want to sell
their property, can members opposite see anything
wrong with the Government's buying it to plant
Pines?

Mr Court: Unless they can encourage the pri-
vate person to plant pines-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the person who wants
to sell it does not want to sell it to a private person
or cannot find one, but he is happy to sell it to the
Government to plant pines, have members op-
posite any objection to that?

Mr Spriggs: The people of Manjimup have told
you quite clearly they haven't got the land to sell.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know if that is
quite true. The Manjimup Shire has some.

Before we deal with the practical application of
the policy, let us establish the principle. What do
members opposite think of the situation in which
a farmer puts his hand into the air and says to the
Conservator of Forests, "I want to sell my prop-
erty"?

Mr Spriggs: I think it is excellent.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Nedlands has no problem with that?
Mr Court: I do not know the economics-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not a matter of

economics. We have a farmer who wants to sell
his property at a price that he believes is fair.
Should he be permitted to do so?

Mr Court: I do not know the economics of the
Government's buying the land at a price and
planting pine. 1 cannot commit myself-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know the member for
Nedlands cannot commit himself, but the member
for Darling Range has done so. What about the
member for Vasse? What does he think?

Mr Blaikie: The Premier would be well advised
to take the -advice of the member for Warren as to

the difficulties that occurred in the Blackwood
Valley when the Government was the major pur-
chaser of farming properties for pine plantations.
The member for Warren will probably slip him a
note and tell him why the Forests Department
pulled out of those areas.

Mr Evans: Because the National Country
Party, in their policy, demanded it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That soliloquy is of pass-
ing interest, but I still do not know if the members
of the Opposition believe that a farmer in the
Manjimup Shire who wants to sell his property to
the Government for the planting of pines should
be able to do so. Do they oppose his right to sell?

Mr Blaikie: The Premier is not going to-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the member for

Vasse oppose his right to sell?
Mr Blaikie: The Premier goes down to

Manjimup and tells the farmers what they want
to do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We are accused of creep-
ing socialism, and here we have these people who
want to remove the right of the people to trade in
their own property-all except the member for
Darling Range who fell in because he did not
know what had gone before.

The third point that we are exploring is the po-
tential to initiate co-operative arrangements with
individual farmers whereby the farmer retains
ownership of the land but, in return for an annual
rental payment, permits the department to plant
softwoods on suitable areas of land within his
farm. That is another purely commercial en-
terprise.

If a farmer wants to enter into this sort of
agreement to grow pine, will the defenders of free
enterprise start ordering him not to enter into a
purely commercial arrangement? What does the
member for Darling Range think?

Mr Spriggs: Absolute garbage-everything you
say.

Mr Bertram: That is a formidable contribution!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not a formidable

contribution; it is a case of once bitten.
It is reasonable that if farmers wish to enter

into lease agreements with the State Government
to grow pine on their property, they should be
permitted to do so. That is not creeping socialism.
It is not even quadriplegic socialism.

One of the most desirable options is the estab-
lishment of pine forests on land that is currently
the subject of clearing restrictions. I do not think
any of the agricultural representatives on the
other side of the House would oppose the prop-
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osition of the planting of pine on land currently
subject to clearing restrictions. That is the fourth
option that we are exploring.

The Government is also considering the poten-
tial that exists for locating part of the pine
planting programme on Crown Land and State
Forest which does not support hardwood forest
but which is suitable for pines. More recently, we
have been made aware of the possibility of estab-
lishing pine on some parts of the Peel-Harvey
catchment system, which could lessen the problem
of eutrophication in the Peel-Harvey estuary
system.

We are investigating those six areas. We do not
apologise for not being able to say, "We will pur-
sue numbers 3. 4 and 6". They are the six areas
on which the Forests Department is working, and
it is confident, as are other people who have an
interest in the area, that we will be able to main-
tain the pine planting programme at a rate of 500
hectares a year.

We have seen a marked change in the forests
policy pursued by the present Government com-
pared to that which was the province of the pre-
vious Government. In our case, the policy is
marked by a genuine pursuit of some sort of
intelligent compromise that goes to the efficient
management of a very scarce and valuable re-
source, and one that is confronted by significant
problems-the land resource. We accept that the
exclusion of the Shannon River basin was a con-
troversial decision. We believe that our action was
the correct one, but we accept that the Opposition
will not agree with us. We accept that the ex-
clusion of the Shannon River will cause the re-
casting of logging plans. The Government guaran-
tees to the timber industry that its hardwood re-
source base will be maintained.

Following the year 2015, which is the year i n
which we are assured that the exclusion of the
Shannon will reflect itself in a lessened resource
base, we are confident that the pine planting pro-
gramme we have started will replace the resource
lost as a result of the exclusion of the Shannon
River basin, and also provide enough resource to
establish one major mill.

I do not know that it is much good trying to
persuade the Opposition that we genuinely com-
mit ourselves to the welfare of the Manjimup
Shire in particular. We might do the job much
more quickly and with much less heartbreak for
the people in the area. That is the advice I give
the Opposition.

On Thursday evening last in Manjimup, it be-
came clear to me that the longer the meeting
went, the more it began to dawn on people that

the policies of confrontation advocated by the
member for Vasse, and Mr Lewis and Mr Stretch
from another place, were not very acceptable.
When I said to the meeting at Manjimup. "There
is not much point you and I arguing about the
Shannon River basin because we will never agree.
Let's talk about the pine planting programme",
there was a significant and widespread acceptance
that the pine planting programme should proceed.
When the man from the Primary Industry Associ-
ation said, "You shouldn't permit planting of
pines on private property, on agricultural land", I
said, "Well, do you want us to pass a law to make
it an offence to sell farming property to the
Government, or to anyone else, to grow pine on?"
No one in the hall agreed, because that is non-
sense.

The member for Vasse says that no pine
planting programme is yet underway; but other
people can see the extra jobs. Other people can
look at the area of the reserves that we are setting
in train now.

When the Mulcahy committee completes its re-
port-the most significant inquiry into land re-
source management in this State's history-the
member for Vasse will be so much more unfash-
ionable in attempting to convince people to ride
penny-farthings that even he will lose his seat.

This is a contentious and controversial issue,
but it is not one that is assisted in any way by
what the member for Vasse says and the record of
the member for Gascoyne which started with the
closure of 19 mills.

We oppose the motion.
MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for Agri-

culture) [10.23 p.m.]: The new-found concern,
interest, and solicitude of the member for Vasse in
particular for the Shannon Basin is hardly touch-
ing. it might have been a little more touching had
he been motivated by ideas other than political
interests, charlatanism, and hypocrisy. However, I
will put some perspective into this matter as it
exists, and how it effects my district.

The first point to be realised is that under the
working plan brought down in 1974 and im-
plemented in two successive plans, it is fairly obvi-
ous, even to blind Freddy. that we have come to
the end of the first cutting of our hardwood tim-
ber forests. The end of the first cut is just over the
hill, in the early years of the next century; and
that is where the problem lies.

The overcutting and the exploitation of our
hardwood forests generally-I do not apportion
blame to anybody in that connection; it was done
in a different era for different purposes-has put
us in the position in which we find ourselves at the
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moment. Under the terms of the working plan, we
are talking about the scaling down of the indus-
try. With that scaling down of the industry, one
removes the permissible take of the wood resource
and does away with jobs, which affects the entire
economy of the district in which it occurs.

Let us consider what happened in 1975 and
1982, and what could well happen again in 1988.
In 1975, the available source of hardwood was
1 080 000 cubic metres. By 1982 that had reduced
to 823 000, a decrease of 33 1/3 per cent. That
decrease took 16 mills with it, with a subsequent
loss of jobs because not enough timber was
available to cut. By 1988, that will reduce to
762 000 cubic metres, a further reduction of 31
per cent or a total reduction of 53 per cent in a
decade. That is what has happened under the
working plan. The reason for that is the over ex-
ploitation of our hardwood forests, and the need
to balance a permanent cut against our ongoing
needs.

That is what we are talking about, and that is
what has occurred. In terms of employment i n
those three years in the Manjimup area, we will
see a reduction from 1 471 in 1981 to I 148 in
1988, a drop of 323. What was the Government to
do about that situation? What did the previous
Government do in the nine years of its term of
office? Not a thing! When the Tone River and
Donnelly River mills closed-

Mr Spriggs: It was inevitable.

Mr EVANS: That is right, but it is not inevi-
table that nothing should be done about it.

When we look at that decrease, and the way i n
which it occurred, we see the way the Shannon
River basin was cut. That is the inevitability of
it-as inevitable as death. Of course, that was
going to occur.

The package that the Government is balancing
against the creation of a national park in the
Shannon is rather interesting. It is substantial and
tangible. Firstly, we have 2000 hiectares of hard-
wood that will be refurbished each year. There
are areas from which greater hardwood pro-
duction could be taken, but nothing has been done
about this other than the normal regenerati ve pro-
cess.

Five hundred hectares of pine have been
planted in the Manjimup region. That represents
more than double the shortfall expected in the
year 2015 when the scaling down of the hardwood
occurs.

Mr Rushton: How much land do you have
available for that purpose now?

Mr EVANS: I will come to that in a minute.
There is a fair chunk to get started on, so the
member need have no concern about that.

The point with the pine-planting programme is
that the 250 hectares per annum will give the base
to meet the shortfall that will occur in 2015. The
other 250 hectares will give that addition which
will create a mill about the size of Deane Mill.

In the management side, the estimation is that
30 hectares of pine will create one permanent job,
so in terms of the management of plantations
alone we are talking of between 60 and 70 perma-
nent jobs.

In addition there is the log operation, the saw-
milling, and albeit there is great automation in
pine milling, there is still the opportunity for em-
ployment that otherwise would not have existed
and never looked like existing when the previous
Government held office.

There is, too, the opportunity of a particle
board or chipboard veneer industry, and that type
of subsidiary industry. This goes on to give some
form of replacement of the scaled-down hardwood
industry. That is what we are talking about. The
district has an opportunity which it never had pre-
viously, and which it was not likely to have.

Members heard the Premier say that the entire
softwood programme is still in position and under
review, and that it is ongoing.

Mr Laurance: Are you to keep the Donnybrook
sunklands programme going?

Mr EVANS: By way of contrast, what hap-
pened in the currency of the previous Govern-
ment? Not only was there a decrease in the hard-
wood industry, but also it was not even replaced. I
give tribute to the sawmill companies that did re-
tain the employees as long as they were able to,
and which allowed the men to fit in as natural at-
trition occurred; but in the longer term, jobs were
vanishing with no chance of their being replaced.

The previous Government did not make one
po sitive move; rather, all its moves over the last
nine years in the Manjimup area were negative.
For example, the processing of pine was
centralised well outside the district of growing,
with no sort of attempt to create satellite mills
which would have at least given some form of em-
ployment in towns like Nannup. We also saw the
decentralisation away from the centre of the hard-
wood industry, especially the karri forest, out of
Manjimup, and the building up of centres such as
Bunbury. That situation occurs just once and the
chance is gone forever. Those opportunities were
lost by the previous Government.
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Now there is the further opportunity for this
Government to look at the improvement of the
tourist industry, one which has been sadly
neglected over the years, particularly over the last
nine years. We have the opportunity to create a
south coast Shannon national park of national
significance, and this is something that will pro-
vide the opportunity for our tourist industry to be
developed. This opportunity was never there be-
fore.

The need for timber is ongoing, and from the
figures I have received from the department, the
indication is that by the turn of the century we
will be importing more than double the timber
supplies from our forests. The source of timber we
have been accustomed to fairly readily has been
from our near neighbours, Indonesia and
Malaysia. From 1986, log exports will be pro-
hibited from those regions. Those countries have
experienced an overexploitation without any re-
generative programme. The sultans in some
countries particularly have only metals and tim-
ber as their sources of revenue, and naturally
when revenue is tight they overexploit the re-
sources they have. This has occurred and this is
something we have to meet. The policy of this
Government will do just that.

I do not need to recanvass the points made by
the Premier; he made them very well indeed. He
indicated that the nuts and bolts, the details, of a
planning proposition that must take quite some
months cannot be given without proper and care-
ful attention, and he was unable to do so today.

Amendment to Motion

I move an amendmen-

Delete everything after the: word "House"
in line I with a view to substituting the fol-
lowing passage-

congratulates the Government on its
far reaching decision to retain the
Shannon River basin as a National Park
and at the same time institute a compre-
hensive pine planting programme which
will secure the future of the Donnybrook
sunklands and provide guaranteed wood
resources to the level of Working Plan
87 for the Manjimup region.

I am grateful that at least there is some chance of
there being expansion in the timber industry in
the Manjimup region.

Adjournment of Debate

MR COURT (Nedlands) [10.37 p.m.]: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion put and negatived.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister for the
Environment) [10.38 p.m.]: I am sorry about the
confusion, but I did not get any message about
what was proposed at what stage. I do not intend
to take any blame for that, but I certainly will
take the Leader of the Opposition's word for it
that there was an agreement with the Premier
about the adjournment of the House. As far as I
knew, the amendment was to be put on the Notice
Paper and then the House was to adjourn, but
that is merely my interpretation of what was to
take place. However, I am sure that before long,
if we do not get a message from another place, we
will get a message from the Premier.

I am happy to second the amendment because I
have listened carefully and with interest to much
of the debate, and it has been clear to me that this
should have given the Opposition the opportunity
to indicate how it saw the whole situation. I heard
enough of the debate to understand that the Op-
position is not quite certain where it is going in
this area; indeed, it seems to have taken the op-
portunity to debate this matter only because it has
run out of things that it might put on the Notice
Paper for private members' days. It must be an
embarrassment to the Opposition.

Mr Hassell: Remember that your colleague
stirred up a four-hour debate by being unnecess-
arily provocative.

Mr DAVIES: I remember that one of my col-
leagues was able quite easily to get under the Op-
position's skin and thus cause a ive-hour debate,
much to the regret of everyone, including the Op-
position. I do not think we will get to that stage
tonight. It is unfortunate I did not get a clear
message about what was to happen, but knowing
the wont of the Opposition, I thought the best
thing to do was to go on with the debate. I
thought it wanted to tell its story to the people.

Lea ve to Continue Speech

I seek leave to continue my remarks at the next
sitting of the House.

Leave granted
Debate thus adjourned.

House adjourned at 10.41 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Como: Canteen

1480. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Has a suitable stove for the Como

Senior High School canteen been pro-
vided, as indicated in his reply to
question 724 on 28 July last?

(2) I f so, when was the stove replaced?
(3) If not, when is it intended the facility

will be replaced?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(I)
(3)

and (2) No.
The Public Works Department electrical
branch has been in contact with the
school and arrangements are in hand for
the canteen supervisor to select the ap-
propriate stove.
The Public Works Department has indi-
cated that the stove will be installed by
21 October 1983.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Advertising: Government Campaign

1486. Mr TRETHO WAN, to the Premier:
(1) What is the total cost of the production

of advertisements spent by the Govern-
ment in its $257 285.58 advertising pro-
gramme to support its Bill to ban tobac-
co advertising?

(2) What agencies or organisations were
employed to produce the advertisements
for-
(a) Press;
(b) television;
(c) radio;
as part of that programme?

(3) What proportion of total funds spent on
production were paid to each of the
agencies or organisations listed in
answer to (2)?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) As at 8 October 1983, the estimated cost

for the production of advertisements for
the Government's antismoking education
and media programme was $51 772.79.

(2) (a) to (c) The agencies or organisations
were-
Odgers Advertising Pty. Ltd.

Ross Goodlet & Associates
Other production companies-

Soundwest
Taimac
Compact Video
Magus Photographer
B & C Herring
TVW Channel 7
CMVX.

(3) Odgers Advertising..........
Ross Goodlet & Associates ....
Others .........................

42%
14%
44%

PUBLIC SURVEYS

Subjects and Cost

1510. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier;
(1) Since the Government came to office,

has it commissioned quantitative and
qualitative surveys of public opinion or
attitudes on any subject?

(2)

(3)

If so, on what subjects?
Will he table copies of all material in-
cluding questions asked and results ob-
tained from such surveys?

(5) What has been the cost of each survey?
(5) Who has carried out each survey?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (5) It is standard practice that any

maj or advertising or promotion pro-
gramme should identify public opinions
and attitudes on the subject or issue,
both as an aid to planning the pro-
gramme and subsequent evaluation. Ad-
vertising and promotion programmes in
the public sector arc no different from
those in the private sector.
The public sector is responsible for ad-
vertising and promotion in a large
number of areas. If the member would
specify the area of interest to him, I will
endeavour to assist in obtaining infor-
mation which is available.

1514 and 1515. These questions were postponed.

HEALTH

Chemical Industries (Kwinana) fly. Ltd.:
Liquidity

1520. Mr OLD, to the Minister representing the
Attorney General:
(1) Who are the Directors of C. 1. K. Aus-

tralia Pty Ltd?
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(2) What relationship exists between C. I.
K. Operations Ply Ltd and C. 1. K. Aus-
tralia Pty Ltd?

(3) Have receivers and managers been ap-
pointed to manage the affairs of C. 1. K.
Operations Pty Ltd?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), what is the current situ-
ation regarding the operations and
liquidity of C. 1. K. Operations Pty Ltd?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (3) The information sought is a

matter of public record and ascertain-
able by search at the Corporate Affairs
office.

(2) The information sought is ascertainable
by a search of the registered offices of
the companies.

(4) Such information as is on public record
can be ascertained by search at the Cor-
porate Affairs Office.

FISHERIES

Scallops

1521. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Would he indicate when scallop licences

are expected to be issued?
(2) Can he give details of the number of li-

cences to be considered?

(3) What is his department's assessment of
the future and viability of the State's
scallop industry?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Before the end of this month, or early in
November.

(2) No.
(3) Scallop fisheries are renowned for their

wide variability in recruitment. It is
currently not possible to predict future
catches and thus the long term viability
of scallop fisheries.

HEALTH

Vaccination: Poliomyelitis

1529. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Attorney General:

In view of the fact that no conventional
form of compensation is available to
Ross Davis, the 12-year old boy crippled
with polio which was induced by polio
vaccination, other than through civil ac-

Mr
(a)

tion, will the Attorney General give con-
sideration to-
(a) an cx gratia payment to Ross Davis

in lieu of such compensation:
(b) the introduction of legislation simi-

lar to the civil injuries Act to cover
cases of this kind?

GRILL replied:
The possibility of an ex graria payment
is a matter for consideration by the Min-
ister for Health. As he has indicated in
his answer to question 1344, Parliament
is not the appropriate forum for such
consideration.

(b) I am not aware of a civil injuries Act. If
the member meant to refer to the Crimi-
nal Injuries (Compensation) Act, no
similar legislation is contemplated.

HEALTH: ASBESTOS

Building Products

1531. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(I) Does a potential health risk exist for the

inhabitants of buildings which have
made use of asbestos in their construc-
tion?

(2) What asbestos building products are po-
tentially dangerous?

(3) Will these potentially dangerous prod-
ucts have to be replaced by safer
alternatives under the Government's re-
view of health and safety laws?

(4) If so, how many buildings will this affect
in Western Australia?

(5) Will replacement of dangerous products
be at the owners' expense?

(6) Will owners be offered any compen-
sation for costs incurred from ihe
Government?

(7) Will owners be able to claim compen-
sation from-
(a) the architects who designed the

building; or
(b) the builders who constructed the

building?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) No, as long as the asbestos is not dis-
persed into the air.

(2) Any product, the use of which may re-
lease asbestos fibres into the environ-
ment.
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(3) Appropriate action has been taken
already where it has been round to be
necessary and similar action will be
taken if potentially dangerous situations
arise or become recognised.

(4) Not known.
(5) Yes.
(6)

(7)

No.
(a) and (b) This would be a matter for
civil action.

WATER RESOURCES: MWA

Building: Extension

1536. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:

Considering the apparent decision to ex-
tend the Metropolitan Water Centre to
accommodate the proposed amalga-
mated water authority, what is the esti-
mated cost of changing the present setup
and making provision to receive new
arms of Government into Dumas
House?

Mr McOVER replied:
Although preliminary planning is taking
place regarding the accommodation in
Dumas House subsequent to the amal-
gamation of the water authorities at the
Metropolitan Water Centre in 1985, de-
tails have not been flnalised nor esti-
mated at this stage.

MEAT: LAMB

Marketing Board: Staff

1549. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What was the number of staff employed

by the Lamb Marketing Board in each
of theyears 1973 to 1982?

(2) What was the number of lambs
throughput by the Lamb Marketing
Board in each of those years?

(3) In the proposed referendum of lamb pro-
ducers, what provisions are being made
for a producer to receive a ballot paper
if he has sold lambs directly to an abat-
toir? Will a genuine lamb producer be
catered for?

(4) (a) Have the claims that 300 000 lambs
by-passed the board been substan-
tiated;

(b) if "Yes" to (a), how could this hap-
pen if all abattoirs are under the
strict supervision of meat inspectors
who are trained to identify lambs
immediately after slaughter;

(c) what disciplinary action is proposed
if the above claims are substan-

tiated; and
(d) in view of the importance of pro-

ducers haling all relative infor-
mation before voting, will he con-
sider holding the ballot of lamb pro-
ducers after the inquiry into the
lamb board?

Mr EVANS replied
(1) 1973-25

1974-27
1975-28
1976-34
1977-29
1978-30
1979-29
1980-28
198 1-32
1982-30 plus
1983-29 plus

(2) 1973-506 20
1974-1 161 2
1975-1 3192
1976-1 7006&
1977-1 769 24
1978-1 4234,
1979-1 3284
1980-I 5099
1981-1 4972
1982-1 11331
1983-973 73!

processing plant 2-26
processing plant 2-20.

(3) Refer to table list headed "Eligible
Voters".

(4) (a) The board has estimated that at
least 300 000 lambs bypassed the
board in 1982-83.

(b) Many abattoirs do not have full
time inspection. Unless heads are
left on all sheep until inspected,
identification of lambs cannot be
made as the WA Marketing of
Lamb Act defines lamb by den-
tition only.

(c)
(d)

Increased penalties.
The referendum will provide up-to-
date information on producers' atti-
tudes towards the Lamb Marketing
Board and will be a major input
into the proposed inquiry into
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Government involvement in the
meat industry.

The paper was tabled (see Paper No.
346).

CULTURAL AFFAIRS: FILMS

Western Australian Film Council: Budget
Allocation

1556. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:

Why has the grant to the Western Aus-
tralian Film Council for the year ending
30 June 1984 been reduced to $90000
following expenditure on this item of
$283 000 for the year ended 30 June
1983?

Mr BRYCE replied:
See answer to question 1550.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Staff: Mr Ron Smith

1564. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) An article in the 2 October issue of the

Sunday Independent headed "We will
need beds for up to 300 000 bodies"
refers to Government adviser Ron
Smith. Does the Government have an
adviser, ministerial officer, Or staff
member by that name?

(2) If so, is he a ministerial appointment or
a public servant?

(3) What are his duties and to whom does
he report?

(4) What is his job title and classification?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) Mr Ron Smith is neither a minis-

terial adviser, a ministerial officer, nor a
staff member.
He is a consultant to the Premier and
has been employed to work with the
State Housing Commission to identify
land to be sold to finance construction of
State Housing Commission housing.

BUSINESSES: SMALL

Small Business Advisory Service Ltd.:
Budget Allocation

1565. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:

What is the breakup of the expenditure
of $722 000 allocated to the Small

Business Advisory Service Ltd. in the
1983-84 Budget papers?

Mr BRYCE replied:
It is not appropriate to supply this de-
tailed information because the infor-
mation the member seeks is the subject
of legislation.

WATER RESOURCES

Jerra mungop

1567. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Water Re-
sources:
(1) Is the town of Jerramungup currently

subject to water restrictions?

(2) If so, when were these restrictions ap-
plied?

(3) What is the storage capacity in the
water supply reservoirs at Jerramungup?

(4) What is the present water holding in the
reservoirs?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Water restrictions were imposed on 9

December 1982 banning the use of
sprinklers between the hours of 7.00
am, and 7.00 p.m. On 5 February these
were subsequently altered banning
sprinklers altogether and limiting usage
to 100 litres per person per day. On I8
March, due to rain, the quota of 100
litres per person per day was lifted but
the ban on sprinklers remained.

(3) The storage capacity is 68 247 cubic
metres.

(4) The storage on 12 October was 43 873
cubic metres.

HEALTH

Diabetes

1568. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) As this is diabetic awareness week, has

his attention been drawn to remarks in
The West Australian newspaper of I8
October 1983, by Dr Tim Welborn, one
of the leading specialists in diabetics in
Western Australia and also President of
the Australian Diabetic Foundation
Medical and Scientific Section, that it
costs a diabetic between $18 and $36 a
week for needles, syringes, and testing
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equipment with no financial reimburse-
ment from health funds?

(2) If "Yes", will he give urgent consider-
ation to the severe financial burden this
imposes on 30 000 diabetics in Western
Australia?

(3) Will he also advise if there is any
financial or other assistance available to
those people so affected on a State
basis?

(4) As there are over 300 000 diabetics in
Australia, will he make a submission to
the Federal Minister for Health to have
those affected by the disease granted the
same privileges afforded to all health
benefit fund members?

(5) If not, why not?
Mr

(1)
HODGE replied:
I am aware of this report, but I am ad-
vised that while there is no doubt the
treatment may be costly, an estimate of
$18S to $36 a week would be exceptional.

(2) Yes.
(3) The West Australian Branch of the Dia-

betic Association of Australia receives a
small grant and I understand the associ-
ation supplies needles and syringes to its
members at a reduced rate. Similar sup-
port is also provided through public hos-
pitals.

(4) Yes, a submission to the Federal Minis-
ter is being prepared.

(5) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES

Liquid Petroleum Gas

1569. Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:
In view of the ever increasing number of
vehicles being converted to liquid pet-
roleum gas brought about by reasons or
economics, non-pollutant exhaust fumes
and reliable performance, will he-
(a) convert all Government vehicles to

liquid petroleum gas thereby saving
the taxpayers of Western Australia
thousands of dollars;

(b) if not, why not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(a) and (b) Because of initial conversion

costs, the use of liquid petroleum gas as
a fuel is economic only for vehicles
which travel large distances each year.
The somewhat limited availability of

liquid petroleum gas throughout the
State further restricts the scope of ve-
hicles that could be converted.
The State Energy Commission has I8
utilities using liquid petroleum gas and
the Metropolitan Transport Trust has
two buses on test.
The situation with respect to the use of
liquid petroleum gas in Government ve-
hicles will be kept under review.

WATER RESOURCES

A ustra lind

1570. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) In the 1983-84 State Budget, has money

been provided to build a water treatment
plant to improve the water quality at
Australind?

(2) If "No", or if only part costing has been
provided, when does he anticipate the
water treatment plant will be built and
commissioned at Australind?

M r TON K IN repl ied:
(1) and (2) An amount of $487 000 has

been provided to enable work to com-
mence on the construction of a water
treatment plant at Australind together
with ancillary works to connect this
plant to the Australind water supply.
The work is scheduled for completion by
December 1984.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1571. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Premier and
Treasurer:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or berore the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost;
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(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (5) 1 understand an identical question
has been directed to all Ministers.

This question encompasses all Govern-
ment employees and I am not prepared
to divert staff to undertake the very con-
siderable amount of work which would
be required to research the requested in-
formation.

I would also make the general comment
that appointments are made on the basis
of individuals' abilities and qualifi-
cations for a particular position and
disabilities arc only considered when
these might have an impact on the indi-
vidual's capability to perform the par-
ticular duties, or some special arrange-
menits are warranted.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1572. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Forests, Tourism and Women's Affairs:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these eniployees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost;
(b) were the conditions related to ag-

gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (5) See reply to question 157 1.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1573. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Deputy Premicr:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost;

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) to (5) I refer the member to the answer

to question 157 1.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disa bled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1574. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost;

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?
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Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) to0(5) I refer the member to the answer
to question 1571.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disa b/cd Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1575. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983. how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensati on
claim?

(5) If so--
(a) how many days were lost;
(b) were the conditions related to ag-

gravation of existing disabl ing con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployce's appointment?

Mr PARKER replied:
1I) to (5) I refer the member to the answer

to question 1571.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1576. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Attorney General and Minister
for Prisons:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employee were entitled to?

(5) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost;

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to (5) 1 refer the member to the answer

to question No. 157 1.

1577. This question was postponed.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick leave

1578. Mr O'CONNOR. to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and Local
Government:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost;

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) to (5) I refer the member to the answer
to question 157 1.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1579. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for the
Environment, Multi-Cultural and Ethnic Af-
fairs and the Arts:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?
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(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim'?

(5) l fso-
(a) how many days were lost:,

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

M r DAV IES replied:
(1) to (5) 1 refer the member to the answer

to question 1571.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1580. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Agriculture, Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) l fso-
(a) how many days were lost;

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr EVANS replied:
(0) to (5) I refer the member to the answer

to question 1571.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1581. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ

who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-

(a) how many days were lost;

(b) were the Conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) to (5) I refer the member to the answer
to question 1571.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons:, Employment and Sick Leave

1582. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the lime of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-

(a) how many days were lost:

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (5) Please refer to the answer to
question 1571.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1583. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Works, and Lands and Surveys:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of siick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) lfso-
(a) how many days were lost:
(b) were the conditions related to ag-

gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr Mel VER replied:
(1) to (5) I refer the member to the answer

to question I157 1.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Enmployment and Sick Leave

1584. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Transport, Regional Development and the
North West:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so,
(a) how many days were lost:
(b) were the conditions related to ag-

gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) to (5) I refer the member to the answer

to question 1571.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1585. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Housing.
(I) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost:

Mr

(1)

(b) were the conditions related to ag-
gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

WILSON replied:
to (5) I refer the member to the answer
to question 157 1.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1586. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Youth and Community Services with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs, Sport
and Recreation:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
ment (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or before the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim'?

(5) If so-

3455



3456 (ASSEMBLY]

(a) how many days were last;
(b) were the conditions related to ag-

gravation of existing disabling con-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr WILSON replied:
(I ) to (5) I refer thbe member to the answer

to question 1571.

GOVERN MENT DEPARTMENTS AND
I NSTRUMENTALITI ES

Disabled Persons: Employment and Sick Leave

1587. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Mines, Fuel and
Energy:
(1) For the period I July 1980 to 30 June

1983, how many people did his depart-
nient (or statutory authorities) employ
who identified themselves as disabled at
or hefore the time of their appointment?

(2) What was the total number of sick days
these employees were entitled to?

(3) What was the total number of sick days
actually taken by these employees?

(4) Were any of these disabled employees
involved in a workers' compensation
claim?!

(5) If so-
(a) how many days were lost;
(b) were the conditions related to ag-

gravation of existing disabling eon-
ditions noted at the time of the em-
ployee's appointment?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) to (5) I refer the member to the answer

given to question 157 1.

HEALTH

Medical Praclitioners: Employment Prospects

1588. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it fact that a significant proportion of

graduating doctors will not be provided
with positions at the Sir Charles
Gairdner, Fremantle, and Royal Perth
Hospitals?

(2) What are the employment prospects of
these people'?

(3) Are they able to set up in private prac-
tice'?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No.

(2) to (3) See above.

TRA NSPORT

Road: Freezer

1589, Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In recent times has he or his department

or any authority within his jurisdiction,
issued additional licences for Freezer
road transport to Esperanee?

(2) If so, how many and for what purpose?

(3) How many licences for freezer road
transport to Esperanee are now op-
erative?

(4) Is he satisfied that sufficient licenees
have been issued?

Mr GRILL replied:
( I) Yes.
(2) Two. To provide users with a choice of

(3)
(4)

operator.
Three.
For the present, yes. However, any
further applications will be considered
by the Commissioner of Transport on
their merits.

FISHERIES

Licences: Mora loriuni

1590. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Is it fact that despite the moratorium on

the issue of new professional fishing li-
cences, interstate fishing vessels with
Commonwealth licences are able to
enter Western Australian waters and
Fish in non-limited entry Fisheries?

(2) Is this occurring?

(3) Is he concerned that it will put Western
Australian fisheries at a disadvantage?

(4) Will the benefits of the moratorium im-
posed by him be able to be circumvented
by the operation from other State bases
of Commonwealth licensed fishermen in
Western Australian waters?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) No.

(2) to (3) See (I).

(4) No.
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ROTTNEST ISLAND

Kingston Barracks: AlIternatlive Facilities

1591. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1)

(2)
(3)

Is it fact that the agreement of the Com-
monwealth Government to require the
Defence Forces to vacate Rottnest
Island is conditional upon the State pro-
viding alternative facilities in the form
of equivalent buildings?
If so, what is the estimated cost?

Has agreement been reached as to
where and when those facilities are to be
provided?

(4) If not, what negotiations are taking
place?

(5) What is the earliest practicable date
upon which the Army could vacate
Rottnest?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1)

(2)

(4)

No.

and (3) Sec (I1) above.
Discussions between relevant Common-
wealth and State officials will com-
mence shortly.

(5) To be negotiated.
1592. This question was postponed.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: CABINET

Parliamentary Secretary: Duties

1593. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
What are the duties of the Parliamen-
tary Secretary of the Cabinet?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I refer the member to the second read-
ing speech on the Parliamentary Salaries
and Allowances Act Amendment Bill of
1975 at pages 584 and 585 of H4ansard,
volume 207. The duties of the Parlia-
mentary Secretary of the Cabinet are
clearly outlined, both in relation to
Cabinet and Parliament.
As a result of moves to streamline and
increase the efficiency of the operations
of the former Premier's Department, a
Department of Premier and Cabinet was
established earlier this year. Accord-
ingly, the duties of the Parliamentary
Secretary of the Cabinet have been
greatly expanded to cope with the

Government's increased emphasis on
improving both the quality of Cabinet
submissions and procedures to put Cabi-
net decisions into effect.

WAGES

Increases: Budget Allocation

1594. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
What provision has been made in the
1983-84 Budget directly or indirectly for
increases in wages and salaries in the
current financial year-

(a) expressed as a total sum in dollars;

(b) expressed as a percentage of
total Government wages
salaries bill?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

the
and

(a) $84.4 million;

(b) 5.7% of the 1982-83 wages and
salaries bill.

1595. This question was postponed.

STATE FINANCE

Federal-State Relations: Working Party

1596. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Is the State participating in a working

party on Federal/State financial re-
lations?

(2) If so, who are the State representatives?

(3) How often has the working party met?

(4) What progress has been made?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Treasury's chief research officer, Mr R.
Holt.

(3) The approach taken by the working
party, which is drawn from several
States, was for individual States to
undertake drafting of sections of a pro-
posed report before officers met to work
through the initial draft. Working party
meetings have not yet commenced.

(4) The current timetable is for a report to
be prepared for presentation to the
Governments of the Commonwealth and
the States before the end of 1983.

1597. This question was postponed.

110)
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HEALTH

Hair Dyes

1598. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the Department of Health evidence

that aromatic amines used in some hair
dyes are capable of causing cancer and
birth abnormalities?

(2) Is it a fact that while some hair dyes are
scheduled poisons and carry warnings
against ingestion the compounds can be
absorbed through the skin?

(3) Is any action contemplated by the
Government to restrict the use of such
chemicals in hair dyes in favour of in-
gredients that perhaps make the manu-
facture a little more difficult but the dye
no less effective?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The Public Health Department, in as-

sociation with the National Health and
Medical Research Council, is examining
data which suggests an increased risk of
cancer is associated with the use of hair
dyes. The evidence is not conclusive. The
Public Health Department is unaware of
any evidence which suggests these prod-
ucts may cause birth abnormalities.

(2) Certain aromatic amines are scheduled
poisons and hair dyes containing them
must be labelled "poison" and carry
certain warning statements. Some ab-
sorption of these compounds through the
skin may occur.

(3) Some restrictions already exist-se
answer (2) above. Any further action
will depend on any future recommen-
dations from the National Health and
Medical Research Council.

HEALTH

Nurses: Budget Allocaiion

1599. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the 1983-84 Budget provided suf-

ficient funds for Royal Perth Hospital to
employ the additional nursing staff on
wards recommended by the recent Com-
munity Systems Foundation report?

(2) If the adequacy of Budget funds in re-
spect of the above is not yet known,
when is it likely that this information
will be available?

Mr

(1)

HODGE replied:

and (2) I have stated publicly that ad-
ditional funds will be made available for
this purpose if necessary following adop-
tion of the CSF report.

The hospital is to forward its specific re-
quirements to the Department of Hospi-
tal and Allied Services within the next
few days. Evaluation of this proposal
will be followed by supplementary
funding if necessary.

HOSPITALS

Communication with Media: Restriction

1600. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Have the restrictions on public hospital

staff communicating with the media
been lifted with the introduction of the
1983-84 Budget?

(2) If not, why not?

(3) What is the main purpose of the restric-
tions?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The member should refer to his own

question 573 of 17 August when I ad-
vised him that the preferred spokesman
on policy matters was the chairman of
the hospital board.
There is no reason why this should
change as a result of the Budget.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) See answer to part (3) (b) of question
573.

H EA LTH

Tenosynovitis

1601. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is the wrist ailment, tenosynovitis, a

common worker injury in Western Aus-
tralia?

(2) Is this painful and disabling inflamma-
tory condition of tendon sheaths and
tendons the subject of consideration by
the Public Health Department?

(3) Are any steps taken to familiarise em-
ployers and employees with the cause of
the injury?
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Mr HODGE replied:
(1) It does occur, usually in occupations

where repetitive-type work is under-
taken. It is apparently less common in
Western Australia than in the Eastern
States.

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes, the department issues National
Health and Medical Research Council
literature to people who are interested
and a booklet has been Prepared for
users of visual display units. There is a
section in this on how to minimise the
probability of suffering from this con-
dition. Members of the staff give verbal
advice to people who are interested in
this problem.

HOSPITAL: KING EDWARD MEMORIAL

Wards: Closure

1602. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the 1983-84 Budget enabled any of

the three wards at King Edward Mem-
orial Hospital, representing 60 beds,
wvhich have been closed, to be reopened?

(2) Is the fact that the wards are closed
currently contributing to the bed press-
ure being experienced at the hospital?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Currently two wards only are closed at
King Edward Memorial Hospital, rep-
resenting 45 beds. The hospital does not
propose to reopen these at present.

(2) All hospitals experience some bed short-
age pressures from time to time and this
is particularly a feature of obstetric hos-
pitals where the number of deliveries
and infants requiring neonatal care
varies for reasons which are outside the
control of the hospital.

1603. This question was postponed.

HOSPITAL

Princess Margaret: Budget Allocation

1604. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

Will Budget funds allocated to Princess
Margaret Hospital be sufficient to allow
the hospital the margin necessary for the
purchase of important equipment such
as a CAT scanner?

Mr HODGE replied:
Princess Margaret Hospital has been al-
located the maximum funds available
from the 1983-84 Budget. Should these
funds be insufficient in the light of
priorities set by the hospital to purchase
a CAT scanner, the hospital should con-
tinue discussion of its needs with the D -
partment of Hospital and Allied Ser-
vices.

HOSPITALS

Equipment: Budget Allocation

1605. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(I) Does the Budget provide the teaching

hospitals with finances which incorpor-
ate an adequate amount for the update
of existing equipment and the purchase
of important additional equipment?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated that these
hospitals will obtain sufficient finance to
keep abreast of modern technology in
this all important area?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) Yes. Expenditure amounting to $5.2

million was spent by teaching hospitals
in 1982-83 on equipment requirements.
The allocation for 1983-84 to teaching
hospitals took this expenditure into ac-
count together with the escalation factor
determined by Treasury.
The exact amount allocated for this pur-
pose in 1983-84 is unknown at this stage
as teaching hospitals have discretionary
powers in allocating funds between
alterations, equipment, and repairs and
maintenance.

(2) Not applicable.

HOSPITALS: STAFF

Replacement Policy: Continuation

1606. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Did the Government's policy of replac-

ing only half of those employees who re-
tire or resign cease operating with the
introduction of the 1983-84 Budget?

(2) ffso-
(a) how many hospital employees were

not replaced as a result of the pol-
icy;

(b) when the policy was introduced was
it anticipated that-
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(i) fewer hospital employees
would be replaced:

(ii) more hospital employees would
be replaced;

(c) is it possible that the policy will be
reimposed?

(3) Has any specific estimate yet been made
of expected savings in the Government
hospital system as a consequence of the
Government's policy of replacing only
half of those employees who retire or re-
sign?

(4) 1lfso-

(a) what is the saving expected;

(b) does the saving justify the uncer-
tainty created within the hospital
system and the extra costs oc-
casioned by the introduction of the
policy?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The Government has agreed that from

time of receiving their 1983-84 Budget
allocations, hospitals are to manage
their staff replacement within their own
Budget allocation.

(2) (a) 77;
(b) (i) and (ii) no specific number

(3)
(4)

was anticipated;

(c) this will be determined by economic
circumstances.

No.

(a) and (b) Not applicable.

SUPERANNUATION

Accrued Liability

1607. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Adverting to his reply to question 1168
part (a), could he please say how much
of the Metropolitan Water Authority
actuarial figures are kept as separate
investment on a suitable account or as
sinking fund, and how much is debited
only against the authority's total ac-
count?

Mr TONKIN replied:

At 30 June 1983 the provision account
stood at $7 254 208, funds for which are
held in the authority's total banking ac-
count at Treasury.

DRAINAGE

Rates: East Bunbury

1608. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Can he clarify the situation regarding
the drainage rates in the East Bunbury
area, to indicate whether-

(a) the assessments were cancelled
altogether;

(b) if so, have those ratepayers who did
pay been refunded the rates paid?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(a) Action is presently being taken to dis-
continue the Preston River drainage
rates by abolishing the drainage district
effective from I July 1983. No rates will
be raised for 1983-84 but rates accrued
prior 10 30 June 1983 remain payable;

(b) not applicable.

DRAINAGE

Rates: Revenue

1609. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
Water Resources:

for

As I might not have phrased my
question 1438 (b) in a way that it would
be easily understood, regarding future
land drainage charges, could he say,
after assessments for 1983-84 have been
worked out based on a new system of
simplified and uniform land drainage
rates in a way that the aggregate rev-
enute from this source should be I18 per
cent higher than the aggregate of last
year, before making any adjustments a
number of assessments inevitably rep-
resenting an amount in excess of 140 per
cent of the 1982-83 assessment, what
amount would the aggregate above 140
per cent of assessments be-being the
amount which then would have to be
added to other assessments by way of in-
creasing the originally calculated rate?

Mr TONKIN replied:
The information required would involve
the staff of the department in a con-
siderable amount of detailed research as
the information is not readily available.

In view of the present workload I am not
prepared to commit resources to such an
investigation.
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STATE FINANCE: BUDGET

Speech: Copies

1610, Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
Why were all members of Parliament
not accorded the same courtesy as the
Press Gallery was, in being able to have
the Budget speech notes irs front of them
to more easily follow his delivery of the
Budget speech?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The procedures followed in the distri-
bution of Budget papers to members of
Parliament and news media representa-
tives were similar this year to those fol-
lowed in previous years by the Govern-
meats of which the member was a Min-
ister.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Shelf: Equity Sale

1611. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(I) Apart from other considerations, are

contracts for export to Japan for liquid
natural gas from the North-West Shelf
joint venturers dependent on capital par-
ticipation by the two major Japanese
trading companies in the proj-
ect-Mitsubishi Corporation and Mitsui
and Co.?

(2) If so, could it be Australian or overseas
equity shed to make room for Japanese
participation?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(I) No. in October 1982 Woodside an-
nounced it was initiating negotiations
with Mitsubishi and Mitsui with a view
to those companies taking up a one-sixth
interest in LNG production and sales. I
am advised that the ownership structure
of the project will have to be finalised
before the negotiations for sales con-
tracts with the Japanese utilities can be
concluded.

(2) This will not be clear until negotiations
between the partners have been fi-
nalised.

HOUSING

Land: Sales

1612. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:

Could he please detail the location, pur-
chase price and the agent involved in
State Housing Commission land sales
according to the pc-election promises of
his Government?

Mr WILSON replied:

The sale of commission land in excess of
normal State Housing Commission auc-
tions and public scheme sales is the sub-
ject matter of a report prepared by the
Government's consultant on housing and
land matters and is currently being
examined by the Premier and appropri-
ate Ministers.

Decisions and actions arising from this
report have not yet been finalised.

RAILWAY: FREMANTLE-PERTHI

Royal Show: Patfronage

1613. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Transport:

What was the additional occupancy of
the Perth-Fremantle passenger railway
during each day of the Royal Show-

(a) from general ticket sales;

(b) as a result of the combined
bus/train and admission tickets?

M r G R ILL replied:

(a) and (b) Owing to the nature of
Westrail's ticket issuing system, it is not
possible to identify specific issues for
each of the three rail lines nor what
numbers of people transferred to rail on
tickets issued on MTT buses.

However, comparing Westra il's total
sales for similar days prior to the Royal
Show with sales for the show period, the
following figures are indicative of the
additional journeys on the Fremantle
line attributed to people travelling to
and from the Royal Show.
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Ordinary Tickets-

Fri Sat Sun Mon Tues Wed Thurs Fri Sat Sun
Sept 30 Oct Oct 2 Oct 3 0ct 4 Oct 5 Oct 6 Oct 7 Oct 8 Oct 9
2968 10795 11 531 19009 5885 5 791 4923 5386 10688 3534= 80510

Combined Show Travel Tickets-
Passenger journeys applicable to combined Royal Show travel tickets sold by Westrail on each or the above
days were:

3434 11 138 9556 15 830 4348
6402 21 933 21 087 348939 10 233

4314 3382 3632 7 560 1 760= 64954
10105 8305 9018 18 248 5 294= 145 464

The above excludes a small number of
combined show entry/travel tickets
which were sold on days prior to the
show and for which actual day of travel
cannot be anticipated. From observa-
tion, it appeared on other days people
invariably travelled on day of purchase
of ticket.

Generally in regard to the above infor-
mation, it could be anticipated the
145 464 total would approximate the
minimum number of journeys and al-
lowing for bus transfers/travel on
periodical tickets, some 150 000 to
155 000 journeys are likely to have been
made on the Perth-Fremantle section
train service during the Royal Show
period, in excess of normal loadings.

DRAINAGE

Rates: Subsidy

1614. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Has the aggregate of land drainage rates

assessed for all 13 drainage districts for
1982-83 covered all the-
(a) operating expenditure pertaining to

the respective drainage facilities;
(b) servicing of loan moneys used to

pay for capital expenditure in ac-
quiring such facilities?

(2) If not, what were the losses and conse-
quently the Government subsidy for
(1)(a) and (b)?

Mr TON KIN replied:
(I) (a) and (b) No.

(2) The total loss or Government subsidy for
all drainage districts for 1982-83 was
$1 200 155. The operating and financial
results for all schemes are-

operating loss.................
capital charges not absorbed..

609 684
590 471

H EA LTH

Air Pollution

1615. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

Can he confirm that earlier commence-
ment in the day of air polluting activi-
ties-such as motor car
exhausts-would increase the danger of
air pollution like smog created by
inversion?

Mr DAVIES replied:

This question should be referred to the
Minister for Health, within whose pur-
view falls the Clean Air Act.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS

Licensing Board: Membership

1616. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(I) Who are the members of the Motor Ve-

hicle Dealers Licensing Board?

(2) Do they make independent decisions or
do they only recommend to the Minis-
ter?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) Mr R.. Cooper
M r C. W. Houghton
Mr W. F. Harry

Mr 1. C. Miller
Mr W. Philip.

(2) The board makes independent decisions
as required by the Motor Vehicle

Dealers Act, in particular the require-
ments of sections I5 to 17, 17A, IS to
21, 21 B 23, and 30.

1617. This question was postponed.

Total
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RAILWAY

Bowelling- Wag in: Reopening

1618. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) When is he intending to make a decision

regarding the future or the Wagin-
Bowelling railway line?

(2) What matters remain to be resolved be-
fore a decision can be made?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) and (2) 1 was extremely pleased to an-

nounce this morning that flood damage
to the Bowelling-Bokal section of the
line is to be repaired and when the work
is completed in six to eight weeks,
seasonal rail services will operate on the
Bowelling-Wagin railway.

TAXATION

Payroll: Businesses Af~fected

1619. Mr PETER JONES, to the Treasurer:

(1) Having regard for the Treasurer's state-
ment that a further I 100 business oper-
ations in Western Australia will now be
exempt from payroll tax, will he please
advise how many business and commer-
cial operations in Western Australia
now pay payroll tax?

(2) How many business and commercial op-
erations were liable for payroll tax in-
(a) 1982-83,
(b) 1981-82;
(c) 1980-SI1;
(d) 1979-80?

(3) What is the estimate of additional in-
come which will be received following
removal of the maximum limit?

(4) How many industrial operations will be
affected by lowering the maximum
li mit'!

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) 6 628 registered as at June 30 1983.
(2) (a) to (d)1982-83 6628 registered 30

June.
198 1-82 6 830 registered 30 June
1980-81 6 691 registered 30 June
1979-80 6 454 registered 30 June.

(3) The maximum limit was not removed.
The member must be referring to the re-
moval of thc minimum deduction which
was 337 800 per annum.

Assuming this to be the case, estimated
additional revenue following removal of
the "minimum amount" is $1.1 million
in 1983-84.

(4) Again the member must be referring to
the removal of the minimum deduction.
There is no statistical data kept as to in-
dustrial or other types of commercial ac-
tivities. However, it is estimated that
some I 800 employers will be affected
overall.

1620. This question was postponed.

MINING: DIAMONDS

Lake Argyle: Stage 2
1621. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Economic Development and Technology:
(1) With regard to stage 11 of the Argyle

diamond project, for which the Govern-
ment has now announced approval.
when is it expected construction work
will commence?

(2) Is it fact that some $60 million of con-
tracts have been approved by the joint
venturers and will now proceed?

(3) In view of the need to advance the con-
struction work as far as possible before
the onset of the wet season, what steps is
the Government taking to expedite ac-
tivity and employment at the project?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) It is expected on the successful passage

of the amending legislation and the ap-
proval of the mining proposals.

(2) No.
(3) The Government will ensure the earliest

possible approval of the mining pro-
posals.

AGRICULTURE

Research Station: Denmark

1622. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Did he receive a letter from the

Denmark Agricultural District High
School advisory committee dated 20
September setting out the committee's
position with regard to the proposed
exchange of land between the school and
the agricultural research station?

(2) Will he accept the position advanced by
the committee?
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(3) Either way, when can a reply be ex-
pected?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) and (3) The proposal is under consider-
ation and a reply will be forwarded
when the matter is finalised.

POLICE

Special Branch

1623. Mr JAMIESON. to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Further to my question 738 of 23

August 1983, relating to a special
branch of the Police Force, is he now in
a position to indicate if a review of ibis
branch's activity has now been com-
pleted?

(2) if so, what duties have been assigned to
this branch or section in its future activi-
ties?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) The special branch of the WA Police
Force has been disbanded.
There are, however, some functions of
the former special branch which are
considered necessary and appropriate.
Accordingly, the commissioner has es-
tablished a new unit known as the
"Protective Services and Counter Ter-
rorist Intelligence Unit".
This unit will be responsible for physical
protection for visiting dignatories and
other important persons, and will collate
intelligence information for the protec-
tion of such visitors and also counter ter-
rorism.
Files from the former special branch
have been culled and those not appropri-
ate to the new unit have been destroyed.

EDUCATION
Primary School: Oberiliur

1624. Mr MacKlNNON. to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Will a covered assembly area be con-

structed at the Oberthur Primary School
during the 1983-84 financial year?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) Oberthur is listed for a covered

area but this will not be undertaken in
the 1983-84 financial year.

MINING

State Batteries: Upgrading

1625. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Mines:

What is the total amount of funding
which has been allocated during the
198 3-84 financial year to make provision
for the upgrading of State batteries?

Mr BRYCE replied:

$169 000.

STATE FINANCE

Financial Institutions Duty

1626. Mr M acK IN N ON, to the Treasurer:
How much will the new financial
institutions duty raise by itself-

(a) this financial year;, and

(b) in a full fiscal year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) $16.2 million;

(b) $38.8 million.

PENSION ERS

Concessions: Budget Allocation

1627. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier and
Treasurer:

What is the break-up of the $ 1.8 million
utility consumption subsidy as outlined
in his Budget speech presented on I13
October 1983?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The utility consumption subsidy is a $50
annual rebate to eligible families to
offset the cost of domestic water and
electricity accounts. The rebate is to be
paid to the authorities concerned over
the year and it is not possible at this
stage to itemise the amounts which will
be paid in respect of water and power.
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MINING

Mines Department: Budget Allocation

1628. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Mines:

In the Budget allocation for the Mines
Dcpartment for the year ending 30 June
i984, is listed an amount of $100 000
under the heading "Provision for New
Appointments"-
(1) How many appointments have been

provided for?
(2) In which divisions of the depart-

ment has the provision been made?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Seven.

(2) Executive and administrative services.

TAXATION

Payroll: Political Parties

1629. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Are political parties in Western Aus-

tralia required to pay payroll tax if their
payroll is above a certain figure?

(2) If "Ycs", how many political parties fall
within this category?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) One. All others being belo% the

threshold limit.

FRUIT AND VEGETABLES: POTATOES

Price

1630. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Potato Marketing Board of

Western Australia increased the price of
potatoes in the last three months?

(2) If "Yes", what is the increase per bag'?
(3) Why was this increase necessary?
Mr EVANS replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) The wholesale price was increased by 3c

per kilogramme on 28 September 1983
and by 14c per kilogramme on 17
October 1983.

(3) Unfavourable weather reduced yields to
the extent that potatoes had to be
imported from interstate to meet local
demand. Potato prices in Eastern States
are also high due to reduced yields fol-
lowing drought and floods.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMNENTALITI ES

Members of Parliament: Requests for in for-
mation

1631. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What prompted him to instruct the

Government agencies, within the
transport portfolio as follows:
"LWhenever Opposition members seek in-
formationyerbally which is not normally
available to the public in either printed
or other forms, they should be directed
to my office, or, if appropriate told that
the information sought will be supplied
in writing through my office"?

(2) By this instruction is he seeking to gag
the senior officers of these Government
agencies and prevent myself and other
members of the Opposition from talking
to these officers?

Mr GRILL replied:
(i) and (2) The request referred to by the

member for Gascoyne is only part of a
general circular issued to all agencies
under my control and related to re-
lations with the media and members of
Parliament.

A copy of the complete circular is pro-
vided to the member for his information.
The intent of the request was to ensure
that the Minister of the day was in a
position to maintain some control over
the issue of statements or comments on
Government policy matters.

There is no intention of stopping senior
officers from talking to members of
either side of the House on day-to-day
departmental matters. However, where
matters of Government policy are con-
cerned I would expect, as I am sure the
member did when he was in Govern-
ment, that inquiries be directed initially
to the Minister responsible for the
agency concerned.

As was stated in the circular, the pur-
pose of the instruction is not to reduce
the availability of information to Oppo-
sition members or the media but to en-
able me, as the responsible Minister, to
maintain an awareness of the type of in-
formation supplied and particularly to
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retain some control over statements on
policy issues.
It is also my understanding that a simi-
lar instruction was issued by my
predesessor several years ago.

CHARITABLE ORGANISATIONS

Donations: Transport Concession

1632. Mr LAURANCE, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is he aware of the situation whereby the

previous Government arranged for
transport of a wide range of donations of
clothing and other goods, consigned to
charitable organisations to be forwarded
free of charge through the joint venture
company. Total West?

(2) Is he aware that the donations for-
warded in this manner have come from
Lions Clubs and other service organis-
ations, St. Vincent De Paul and other
religious bodies?

(3) Is he aware that the recipients of these
donations have also included such chari-
table organisations as the Slow Learning
Children's Group, Save the Children
Fund and The Sunday Times blanket
appeal?

(4) Why has his Government now decided
to withdraw this concession from these
groups?

(5) When was the concession withdrawn?

(6) Were the charitable organi.sations
involved in this arrangement consulted
before the arrangement was altered?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1)
(2)

yes.

Those were the type of organisations
involved.

(3) Yes.
(4) Because the main recipients are in re-

ceipt of direct State financial assistance
and the cost of the freight charges will
be included in their expenditure when
assessing their grants.
The effect on the remainder was con-
sidered minimal. However, the cost of
the consignments to the Save the Chil-
dren Fund and The Sunday Times
blanket appeal can be met by the De-
partment for Community Welfare
should that become necessary.

(5) 31 August.

(6) The major beneficiaries of the scheme
were advised prior to its termination.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Shelf: Export

1633. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) Is he aware of the latest downward re-

vision of Japanese energy demand
undertaken by the Japanese Federation
of Electric Power Utilities and the Pet-
roleum Association of Japan?

(2) How is this lower demand projection ex-
pected to influence the export of liquid
natural gas to Japanese utilities from the
North-West Shelf project?

(3) When is further construction for the
liquid natural gas phase expected to be
committed?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) I understand that the North-West Shelf

project is recognised as forming part of
projected Japanese 1 NG supply within
the reduced projections.

(3) As soon as export contracts are fi-
nalised.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Sheik. Export

1634. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) As the Federal Department of Industry

and Commerce has indicated that the
North-West Shelf natural gas project
will shortly commit to stage 11, and rep-
resent a significant boost to the Western
Australian economy this financial year,
does this announcement signify that the
export of liquid natural gas is closer to
reality?

(2) If not, will he ensure that the Federal
Department concerned ceases
perpetrating such unrealistic ex-
pectations, especially as the same de-
partment has been guilty of similar in-
discretions in the past?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Progress is being made with the nego-

tiations to finalise the sales contracts
with the Japanese utilities.
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(2) It is inappropriate for me to give direc-
tions to Federal Government Depart-
ments.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: DEPUTY
PREMIER

Office: Renovatlion

384. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Works:
( I) Have alterations been made to toilet and

(2)

M r

(1)

washroom facilities on the eighth floor,
Superannuation Building, in the Deputy
Premier's suite?
If so, what was the cost?

Parker (for Mr McIVER) replied:

and (2) I refer the Leader of the Oppo-
sition to a copy of' a statement issued by
the Director-General of the Department
of Premier and Cabinet issued on 26
June 1983, which contains details con-
cerning ministerial accommodation for
the Deputy Premier. A copy of the state-
ment is hereby tabled.

The statement was tabled. (see Paper No. 347.)

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
M ENT

National Conservation Strategy for Australia
Conference

385. Mr BRIAN BURKE (Premier):
In answering question 1455 from the
member for Vasse on Wednesday I12
October I inadvertently omitted the
name of Dr F. H-. McKinnell of the For-
ests Department from the list of del-
egates to the June 1983 national conser-
vation strategy for Australia conference.
I apologise to the House for that
omission.

ELECTORAL

Election: Queensland

386. Mrs BEGGS, to the Premier:
(I) Has he seen reports that the former Lib-

eral Premier of Western Australia, Sir
Charles Court, has supported the
National Party Government of Joh

Bjelke-Petersen in the current
Queensland election campaign?

(2) Does the Premier intend to offer support
for any party other than the Australian
Labor Party, in the Queensland elec-
tion?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) I have seen the reports and I must admit
to having been surprised by them. I was
equally surprised to see those other Lib-
eral luminaries Robin Gray and Sir
Henry Bolte campaigning against the
Liberal Party and for the National
Party.

Mr Stephens: At the next election we will get
them to campaign for us over here.

A member: It might double your represen-
tation.

Mr Clarko: Which part of your portfolio is
this?

Mr Court: That is the statesman's part.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
it is the statesman's part or the hurtful
part.

I think it is a reasonable question. This
trans-party line procedure in which the
."ex's" seem to indulge these days is
causing a lot of interest.

Opposition member: Should the question be
allowed?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is up to the
Speaker.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In the light of Sir
Charles Court's campaigning against the
Liberal Party in Queensland, it would be
interesting to know whom the Leader of
the Opposition supports in Queensland.
Does he support Sir Charles Court in
backing Mr Bjelke-Peterscn or does he
back the Liberal Party in Queensland?

To continue-
(2) 1 was surprised by the lack of loyalty

shown by Sir Charles Court to his party
and I await repudiation of his action by
the Liberal Party in this State. For my
part I would not countenance for one
moment offering support to any party
but my own.
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HEALTH: TOBACCO

Legislation: Exemption

387. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for Health:
Is the Minister concerned that the pro-
posed exemption from tobacco advertis-
ing sponsorship of cricket will under-
mine the Firm stance he has taken
against tobacco advertising?

Mr HODGE replied:
I support the amendment as introduced
into the Upper House by the Attorney
General and I think it has every chance
of being successful.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Juveniles: Cigarette Smoking

398. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Youth and
Community Services:
(1) Will he give the House details of the re-

ported "contract" system which is ap-parently in use regarding the smoking of
cigarettes at the Parkerville children's
home?

(2) Is this use approved by the Minister and
the Department for Community Welfare
and is the system in use in any
institution of the department?

(3) Furthermore, will the Minister tell the
House what arrangements are to be
made to comply with the Government's
policy on smoking and the legislation
which is currently before Parliament?

(4) Will he indicate the legal position of the
department's officers tinder the proposed
Act, especially bearing in mind the need
to ensure that they will not be in a pos-
ition where they may be in danger of
breaching any of its provisions?

Mr WILSON replied:
Firstly Mr Speaker, may I clear away
some of the misconceptions which I sus-
pect have clouded much of the thinking
of some members regarding the young
people for whom these questions obvi-
ouasly are most significant: The Depart-
ment for Community Welfare cares for
young people in a variety of circum-
stances. They are young people in need
of care, they are not guinea pigs as some
newspaper journalists and some mem-
bers of this community seem to suggest.
They are not to be seen simply as delin-
quents or antisocial put-aways. These

are our children, part of the State's
future, and young people for whom
special care and attention of the most
excellent order must always be provided.
Realistically, they are people for whom
the future could be intolerable if the
proper care and attention were not Pro-
vided now.

I am confident that the community is
being served by some of the best capable
professionals and public servants within
the Department for Community Wel-
fare, and apart from assuring the de-
partment of the confidence of this Par-
liament at this time, I wish to express
my own confidence and indicate that as
a result of this Government's policy
there will be improvements, growing ef-
fectiveness, and enlightened changes in
the future.
Smoking, Mr Speaker, has been a par-
ticular curse in institutions-and my
investigations have confirmed this. I
should like the House to note that
Parkerville is not a departmental
institution. The answer to the question is
as follows-
(I) The "contract" system, widely used

in institutions, is one in which the
young person undertakes to observe
certain agreements in regard to be-
haviour in return for the assurance
that officers and staff will observe,
as it were, their part of the bargain.
It is a formal, written, agreement.
At Parkerville such an agreement
was made. No officer of the depart-
ment was involved-and whereas
normally such procedures come
within the responsibility of such
institutions, in light of the legis-
lation which is currently before the
House, this procedure is being re-
viewed by the Parkerville
administration.
Let me clear the business of
"contracts", and let me repeat it is
a system widely used and does not
imply any exclusive dealing in
tobacco. However, the "contract" in
question specified the number of
cigarettes allowed per day. The pur-
chase and distribution of cigarettes
was undertaken by a cottage
mother. Any additional purchase of
cigarettes was deemed to be a
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breach of the contract and resulted
in withdrawal of the cigarette privi-
lege.
The child had to be over I15 years of
age and able to afford to buy tobac-
co.
On most occasions this particular
form of agreement was discussed
with the child's parents, if at all
possible. Sometimes, however, the
children were given the responsi-
bility themselves of discussing such
a procedure with their parents.

(2) I have instructed that smoking in
institutions should be banned and I
have so instructed for all wards in
the care of the State, in non-
Government and Government
homes.
I have to tell the House that in the
past, cigarettes were used as a form
of reward, and previous Ministers
have known of this.
Though it is not now in use, I was
astounded to discover that the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
when he was Minister, directed the
use of cigarettes in the depart-
ment's juvenile centres as a reward
for good behaviour and achieve-
ment!
That he did this seems to me to
have been a gross and inexcusable,
cruel and hypocritical misuse of
authority, when the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, quite openly ad-
mits that he was and presumably
still is aware of the horrific effects
of tobacco smoking on the health of
men and women, let alone children.

(3) and (4) However, whatever may
have happened previously which
quite rightly is seen to be wrong,
today I assure the House that I
have ordered that tobacco smoking
in Department for Community
Welfare institutions, hostels, group
homes and offices shall stop.

H-assell: That is completely dishonest.
WILSON: Non-Government residential
care institutions are to be advised of this
and, in answer to the member, I simply
point out that current legislation, the
Tobacco (Promotion and Sale) Bill, will
make it an offence to sell, give or supply

any tobacco to a person under the age of
16 years, or to any other person for the
use of a person under the age of 16
years.
I am very well aware of what may be
seen by some members of the public to
be a puritanical or holier-than-thou atti-
tude in the current debate about smok-
ing. Let me assure the House that I and
the department are fully conscious of the
need and solemn responsibility regarding
children in care. In regard to their
health I will not budge from the stand
this Government is taking.

EDUCATION

Act: Advertisements

389. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Under what section of the Education
Act does a headmaster have the legal
right to give permission for school chil-
dren to be used for advertising pur-
poses?

Mr Pearce: Mr Speaker, my understanding is
the member's question is out of order on
the grounds that it seeks a legal opinion.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr Pearce: I am prepared to answer the

question.
Mr Barnett: You never answered that sort of

question when you were in Government.
The SPEAKER: Order! My attention was

distracted for the moment when the
member asked the question, therefore I
ask him to repeat it.

Mr COURT: Under what section of the Edu-
cation Act does a headmaster have the
legal right to give permission for school
children to be used for advertising pur-
poses?

Mr PEARCE replied:
No section of the Education Act deals
with matters in that kind of detail.
When I said in the House last week that
it was my understanding the principal of
the school under discussion had acted
within his legal rights, it was on the
basis of my understanding of the legal
position; namely that teachers-I in-
clude there a principal of a school-are
sn loco parentis, that is, in place of
parents, in their dealings with students
in a school situation. Therefore, they are

Mr
Mr
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responsible for the children in a school
situation in the same way as are parents.
A large number of cases surround that
premise, mostly where parents are suing
the Education Department for some
misfortune which has befallen their chil-
dren when they were under the care of a
teacher or principal.
My understanding of the net of the cases
around that situation is that the decision
made by the principal in that case was
one which he was legally entitled to
make. I guess if the member for
Nedlands or one of his cohorts in that
matter disagrees with that proposition,
the option is open for him to test it be-
fore the courts.

EDUCATION

Expenditure: Budge: Overrun

390. Mr CLARKO, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that in the Aus-

tralian Broadcasting Commission news
this morning his Minister for Education
(Mr Pearce) was reported as saying that
the overrun in the Education Depart-
ment's spending in 1982-83 was incurred
during the period that the Labor
Government was in office and showed
the priority the Labor Government gave
to education?

(2) Will he, therefore, please tell the
H-Iouse-

(a) how this claim tallies with his own

Mr

(1)

repeated statements that the Labor
Government inherited its Budget
deficit from the previous Govern-
ment: and

(b) specifically, how it tallies with the
Premier's own statement when
introducing the Supply Bill on 26
July that the Education Depart-
mcnt overrun was due mainly to
salary and wage costs that were
higher than expccted?

BRIAN BURKE replied:
and (2) The overrun necessarily has to
occur during the period of the Labor
Government because that is the period
in which the previously budgeted
amount came to an end in respect of the
payment of salaries.

Mr Clarko: You said the overrrun was due
mainly to salaries and wages.

Mr Pearce: You were saying-
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We were in office

from the end of February until 30 June
which is the close of the financial year.
One cannot overrun the budget in the
first month of the financial year-

Mr Clarko: You said that the overrun was
due mainly to salaries and wages. The
Minister is trying to say it was due to
you people being marvellous and giving
more money to education. However,
wages and salaries were not altered at
any time you were in Government be-
cause they were frozen: so there is an
amazing contradiction there.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I understand it, the
alternative to allowing the overrun that
resulted from the previous Government's
policies was to put people off.

Mr Pearce: That is right.

Mr Clarko: Did you say that? Was the
overrun due mainly to wages and
salaries? If that is true, what the Minis-
ter said is wrong.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand
that it is, but perhaps the subtlety es-
capes the members. Firstly, the overrun
occurred during the part of the financial
year in which we were in Government,
because we were elected in the second
half of the financial year. That attends
to the First part of the question.

Mr Clarko: Was the overrun due, as you said
previously, to wages and salaries?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Karrinyup continues to interject in keep-
ing with his colleagues. He frames bad
questions and tries to retrieve the situ-
ation bit by bit.

Mr Clarko: You said the overrun was due to
wages and salaries and the Minister said
it was due to your policies.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not our policy to
sack the people the previous Govern-
ment had paid, which resulted in an
overrun in wages. Does the member for
Karrinyup follow that?

Mr Clarko: You are stumbling! The Minister
said the overrun was due to ncw edu-
cational policies introduced by the
Government. You are doing new things!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Karrinyup has changed his position
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eight times. He is saying now it is "new
education policies". He did not say that
to start with.

Mr Pearce: I did not say that at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Karrinyup referred to "new education
policies", did he not?

Mr Clarko: The Speaker will not let me
answer that, although I am happy to do
so.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The truth is the edu-
cation budget which had been misman-
aged specifically by the previous Minis-
ter resulted in an overrun in respect of
wages and salaries of some millions of
dollars. Soon after we were elected we
became aware of that and we decided it
would be neither proper nor appropriate
to sack staff. I do not think the previous
Government would have sacked staff
either, except from the Opposition
benches. We decided riot to sack them.

Mr Clarko: But you have sacked staff in the
Education Department.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In spite of the overrun,
we decided not to carry out wholesale
sackings.

Mr Clarko: Oh, you have changed your pol-
icy. You have put people off. Don't deny
it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know how
much more specific one can be about the
question asked by the member for
Karrinyup, but we decided to allow the
budget to overrun. It could not have
overrun as a result of our financial negli-
gence. because, in large part, the
overrun resulted from salaries and
wages.

Mr Clarko: Not your educational initiatives.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That being the case,
we decided not to sack people and that is
a decision we stand by. As a result of
standing by that decision, we have an
overrun in the Education Department's
budget; that is where it starts and fin-
ishes. It is not a heinous crime; it is
simply further evidence of the financial
mismanagement of the previous Govern-
ment.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Legislation: Mr Glen Smith

391. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it a fact that a Mr Glen Smith of the

Childrens Research Unit in London,
who has been quoted in the media in re-
cent days as criticising the Government's
antismoking legislation, has had a meet-
ing with members of the Minister's staff
to discuss the issue?

(2) Is it a fact that Mr Glen Smith admitted
at the meeting that he had been un-
aware of the comprehensive nature of
the State Government's antismoking
education programme?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) and (2) Yes, Mr Smith did seek an ap-

pointment with me. I was not available
to give him an appointment, but he met
with senior members of my staff. By the
way, for the information of members,
Mr Smith is the Chairman of a private
company in the United Kingdom called
Childrens Research Unit. I understand
Mr Smith's visit to Perth was sponsored
by the Tobacco Institute. In making the
comments he has made in recent days,
Mr Smith was under the distinct
impression that the only aspect of the
Government's antismoking campaign
was to ban advertising and promotion.
Mr Smith was not aware of the compre-
hensive nature of our programme in that
it also covered education campaigns in
all the schools and that it involved an in-
crease in the cost of cigarettes as a
means of acting as a disincentive to
smoking. Mr Smith's comments, there-
fore, were based on the fact that he be-
lieved we were pinning our hopes of
reducing tobacco consumption on only
one action; that is, the banning of the
advertising of cigarettes. Mr Smith was
labouring under that false impression
and seemed quite impressed, when he
left after a very long discussion, with the
very positive programme the Govern-
ment is undertaking.

Mr O'Connor: Did be state that?
Mr HODGE: He received full details of the

education programme we are undertak-
ing, and of all the other measures. Mr
Smith's comments as reported in the
Press and on television in recent days
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were in large measure based on a false
assumption: he did not realise how com-
prehensive our programme was.

We have never claimed an advertising
ban on its own would be effective. We
have said always that three prongs are
necessary for this programme to suc-
ceed; they are an increase in the cost of
tobacco products, an education pro-
gramme, and a ban on tobacco advertis-
ing. Those three prongs will be success-
ful. Mr Smith has left with a much dif-
ferent approach and attitude to our cam-
paign to that which has been quoted ex-
tensively in the media.

M IN ISTER OF TH E CROWN: DEPUTY
PREMIER

Office: Renovation
392. Mr O'CONNOR. to the Deputy Premier:

This question is supplementary to that
which I directed to the Minister for
Works. I ask-

Is it a fact that the alterations to
the toilet and washrooms of his
offices on the eighth floor of the
Superannuation Building have run
into $70000, which is the approxi-
mate cost of three State Housing
Commission homes?

Mr BRYCE replied:

That is the most extraordinary question
I have ever heard. I invite the Leader of
the Opposition to visit, not when I am
there, the toilet and shower facilities at
my office. The work that has taken
place is a small part of the refurbishing
of the eighth floor to accommodate the
office and staff of the Deputy Premier
and the Western Australian Technology
Directorate. If any further information
is available, I will be happy to answer it.
If the Leader of the Opposition requires
more detail, I will provide it. I promise
him that the toilet is about as flash as
the one he had on the thirteenth floor as
Deputy Premier, but not anywhere near
as flash as that bright red one he occu-
pied on the fourteenth floor as Premier.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Legislation: Opposition's Comments
393. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Premier:

(1) With reference to the Government's pro-
posal to include an anomalies procedure
in the tobacco promotion ban legislation.
do comments made in the last 24 hours
by the Opposition, the tobacco industry
and the Daily News accurately reflect
the impact of the Government's pro-
posals?

(2) If not, in what respects are they in
error?

Mr BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Unlike the Opposition, the
Government is not about to resile from a
stand it has taken in this matter. I do
not know whether members opposite are
so short-sighted as not to realise what
sort of damage they do to themselves. I
am quite happy to explain to them that
no consistent and committed smoking
lobby exists in this State. Simply, there
are vested interests led by the tobacco
companies, interests which are capable
of moulding public opinion. That is how
far the roots of the position from which
the Opposition claims strength travel.

Mr MacKinnon: What utter rubbish!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This member would be
the last to know. He is the lightest of
lightweights to float through this place
on a temporary passage whom I have
known. Criticism of the proposed
anomalies procedure to be included in
the State Government's tobacco pro-
motion ban legislation has been based on
a misunderstanding of the proposal.

Mr MacKinnon: The kitchen got too hot for
you; you couldn't stand the heat.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
this member thinks-I suspect he
does-that he never should vary a stand
he takes for fear of somehow or other
lessening himself in his own eyes; if he
does, he is assigned to the Opposition
benches for a long time. That was the
stock-in trade followed by Sir Charles
Court during the time of the Vietnam
war, and in unpopular and politically
unfashionable areas.

Mr MacKinnon: He was a better Premier
than you will ever be.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The intention is to
make the ban on ad 'vertising and pro-
motion more effective, not to waler it
down or to give privileged treatment to
any particular sport, The proposed in-
elusion of our anomolies procedure re-
suits from information given to the
Government suggesting that under the
current provisions of the legislation
there might be more promotion of tobac-
co products in WA rather than less
under some circumstances.

Mr Peter Jones: That's what we said when
we debated it.

Mr Court: We told you that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the ban on pro-

motion led to internaiional cricket
matches bciftg played in the Eastern
States, there would be at least six hours
of television coverage every playing day
instead of only two if matches were
played in Perth. This would mean
trebling the television exposure of the
cigarette advertising at cricket grounds.
It would be patently absurd if the net ef-
feet of the Government's legislation was
to increase the amount of cigarette ad-
vertising.

Mr Peter Jones: That's exactly what we told
you, but you rejected it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Look, does this mem-
ber not understand that apart from the
possibility of the replacement of spon-
sorship and apart from the agreement by
Amatil Limited to release the WA
Cricket Association from its share of the
contractual obligations entered into by
the Australian Cricket Board, numerous
other ways are available in which it may
be possible in the event of cricket spon-
sorship being dropped which would not
affect the playing of a test match in
Perth? If the member agrees with that,
does he not think it is our responsibility
to investigate every one of those
possibilities to their logical conclusion?

Mr Peter Jones: Your Minister rejected that
proposition in this House.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course, and all I
am saying now is that in the face of that
rejection, it was our responsibility to
pursue every other option, as we will, to
make sure we maintain the test cricket
match to be held in Perth, and do not
have it televised from another State. All
of those things will happen during the 12

months the ban does not affect the
playing of sport.

Mr Court: What about the live telecast of
international sporting events?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We cannot stop that.
Mr Peter Jones:. We told you that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We will legislate for

human rights in Guatemala if the mem-
ber likes. We have as much ability to
change that situation as we have to
change the Federal broadcasting laws.

Mr MacKinnon: This shows the absurdity of
your legislation.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I stress that the
Government does not intend specifically
to exempt cricket or any particular
sport, but to introduce an anomalies pro-
cedure aimed at ensuring the amount of
tobacco advertising is minimised. Any
sport that feels the ban will give rise to
an anomalous situation will be entitled
to apply to the anomalies committee for
consideration of its case.
I stress also that the anomalies pro-
cedure is not intended to give special
benefits to particular sports, because we
feel the impact of the legislation on
them will be harsh, but it will make the
promotional ban more effective by
reducing the amount of tobacco pro-
motion. Stories such as that in the Daily
News tonight, and comments by the Op-
position and the tobacco lobby, reflect a
fundamental misunderstanding of what
is intended. The State Government does
not have the power either to permit or to
prevent telecasts of anything. This falls
entirely within the jurisdiction of the
Commonwealth.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTE

Perth City Council: Charges

394. Mr RUSH-TON, to the Minister for Police:
(1) Has the Minister or the Government re-

ceived representations from the Trades
and Labor Council concerning the with-
drawal of police charges against pickets
during the Perth City Council dispute?

(2) What action has the Minister or the
Government taken on the request?

(3) Does the Minister reject or accept the
proposition that the Government is en-
titled to intervene in relation to the
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Mr
(1)

laying or withdrawal of charges by the
police?

CARR replied:
to (3) Discussions have been held be-
tween representatives of the Trades and
Labor Council and me concerning the
laying of those charges. As is probably
known to the member for Dale, it is not
the province of the Minister for Police to
issue directions as to whether charges
should be laid, continued or dropped,
and for that reason no action has been
taken along those lines.

LOTTERIES: INSTANT

Distribution: Limit

395. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Premier:
(1) Has he seen the report in this morning's

issue of The West Australian quoting
the Leader of the Opposition as saying
the imposition of a limit of $6 million on
the amount of Instant Lottery funds
going to sport and culture has dealt
those activities a staggering blow?

(2) Do thc comments of the Leader of the
Opposition give the true picture?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes, I have seen the report.
(2) The comments of the Leader of the Op-

position are grossly misleading. The fact
is that the $6 million proposed to be al-
located from the proceeds of Instant
Lotteries to sport and culture is almost
two and a half times the amount antici-
pated when the Instant Lottery was
introduced.
I quote from a Press release issued on 29
June last year, by the then Premier and
now Leader of the Opposition, announc-

ing the establishment of the Instant Lot-
tery.

The Press release stated-

It was estimated that, when fully
operational, Instant Lotteries would
provide at least an annual amount
of $2.5 million for distribution to
charity, sport and culture.

So, far from dealing sport and culture a
staggering blow, as claimed by the
Leader of the Opposition, we are ear-
marking for them almost two and a half
times the amount the Leader of the Op-
position intended when he introduced
the Instant Lottery. The Press release
went on to say-

It is confidently predicted that the
revenue made available each year
by the Lotteries Commission
toward the hospital fund will not be
affected.

However, the outstanding success of the
Instant Lottery has created a potential
loss of funds for hospitals and the
Government felt it necessary to protect
the money for hospitals. The proceeds of
Instant Lottery over and above the $6
million earmarked for sport and culture
will be paid to the hospital fund. I am
surprised the Opposition has not wel-
comed this since the member for South
Perth, since becoming an Opposition
spokesman on health has repeatedly
urged the Government to adopt courses
of action which would entail greater
spending on hospitals, mainly to do
things that his colleagues failed to do
when they were in Government.
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